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ARTICLE VI

THE ANTIQUITY OF MAN HISTORICALLY
CONSIDERED.

[Preseat Day Traee No. g, of the B T. 5., London, England.}

By GEORGE RAWLINSON, M.A,,
Camden Profesgor of Ancient History in the University of Gaford

L

HE problem of the antiquity of man has to the historian
two stages. In the first, it is a matter wholly within the
gphere of historical invesfigation, and capable of being deter-
mined, if not with precision, at any rate within chronolegical
limits that are not very wide, &, that do not exceed a space of
two or three centuries. In the further or second stage, it is only
partially an historical problem: it has to be decided by an ap-
peal to considerations which lie outside the true domain of the
historian, and are to a large extent speculative; nor can any
attempt be made to determine it otherwise than with great
vagueness, and within very wide limits—limits that are to be
measured not se much by centuries as by millennia.

The two stages which are here spoken of correspond to twe
phrases which are in ordinary use—* Historic man ' and ¢ Prehis-
toric man.' ‘Historic man' means man from the time that he
has left contemporary written records of himself, which have in
any shape come down te us, and are intelligible. * Prehistoric
man * means man anterior to this—man during the time that he
wrote no records of himself, or none that are intelligible, or
none that have reached our day. History proper deals with the
later stage, the stage for which written records exist; but the

<
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historian has always to acknowledge a precedent time, to take
it into account, and retrospectively glance at it.

In pursuing the present inquity, we shall, first of all, examine
the question, to what length of time history proper goes back—
for how many centurles or millennia do the contemporary writ-
ten records of historic man indicate or prove his existence upon
the earth # )

And here, in the first place, the inquiry may be restricted to
the nations of the Eastern Hemisphere. The New World, at
the time of its discovery by Europe, possessed nothing that de-
serves the name of history. The picture-writings of the Aztecs
were not records, but symbelic representations capable of being
variously interpreted, and only supposed to become intelligible
by the application to them of oral tradition.' Thus the native
races of America, prior to the Spanish conquests, belong to the
category of * prehistoric” and not of *historic man,’ and there-
fore do not come under our present head of inquiry.

Of the Old World we possess abundant records, thoroughly
intelligible, which are universally admitted to go back to a
period not far short of three thousand years from the present
time. One record, equally easy to read, carries back the onigin
of one nation, the Hebrews, at least two hundred years earlier,
The Hebrews had at that time been living, according to their
own belief, for mere than four centuries under subjection to an-
other much more poweeful nation, the Egyptians, whose exist-
ence is thus thrown back to a date more than three thousand
six hundred years from to-day. The native records of Egypt,
which are not, however, allowed on all hands to be intelligible,
confirm this view, and are even thought to indicate for the
Egyptians a still higher antiquity. The cuneiform inscriptions
of Babylonia and Assyria, the intelligibility of which is also dis-
puted, in the opinion of those who profess to read them, begin
abput B.C. 2400. On the whole, it may be said to be the gene-
ral opinion of scholars that history proper can be traced back a
space of at least four thousand years; though the sceptics, who
refuse to believe in hieroglyphic or cuneiform decipherment,
would contract the period, and deny that any pistury exists, on

| See PRESCOTT, Comguest of Mexico, 1, Ba,
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which we can rely, or to which we can attach definite dates,
earlier than about B.C. 1000—the time of Sheshonk 1. in Egypt,
of Selemon in Judea, and of the Dorian conguests in Greece,

It is not our purpose to entrench ourselves within the lines
traced out by Sir Cornewall Lewis in his two principal works,

‘ The Astromomy of the Awncients, and The Credibility of E:;rb'
Roman Histery. We desire to conduct the present inquiry in a
fair, candid, and impartial spirit. We shall, therefore, accept
hieroglyphical and cuneiferm discovery as faifs accomplis ; we
shall reject the extreme sceptical view ; and we shall proceed
to inquire what contemporary literature, or other valid authority,
teaches as to the age of those nations of the Old World which
are clearly the most ancient, and which alone dispute among
themselves the palm of antiguity.

These nations, according to the general consent of modern
historical critics, are the Egyptians, the Babylonians, the Israel-
ites, the Iranians, the nations of Asia Minor, the Pheenicians,
the Indians, and the Chinese.

The highest antiquity to which any of these nations ever
pretended would seem to he that which was claimed for them-
selves by the Babylonians, Their astronomers, they said, had
observed the heavenly bodies for a space of above 430,000 years.
Their first king had ascended the throne 467,581 years before
the accession of Pul, or about B.C. 468,330, Babylon had had
seven dynasties during this space. The first, consisting of ten
kings, had reigned 432,000 years, or an average of 43,200 each
The next, in which there were eighty-six kings, had occupied
the throne for 34,080 years, which would give an average of 306
years to each. The remainder had filled a space not much ex-
ceeding 1500 years, and had had short reigns, not averaging so
much as thirteen years apiece,

Historical criticism has at all times rejected this chronology
as incredible. There is no historian of repute who has not set
aside the first dynasty as mythical, and but one ' who has found
anything historicalin the second. Critics generally draw a sharp
line between the second and third dynasties of Berosus, and
regard the Babylonian history of this writer as properly com-

1 The late Baron Bunsen,
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mencing with his third or Median dynasty, about B.C. 2250, or
{according to an amended reading) B.C. 2460.

It was peointed out long ago by Eusebius,' the Church histo-
rian, that no events were chronicled as belonging to the enor-
mous space of 466,080 years, by which Babylonian chranology
exceeded the ordinary reckoning, and that a chronology which
is unsupported by facts of history {s worthless,

The allegation, that sidereal observations had been made at
Babylon for above 450,000 years is sufficiently met by the fact
that when Aristotle commissioned his disciple, Callisthenes, to
obtain for him the astroncmical lore of Babylon, on Alexander's
occupation of the city, the observations were found to extend,
not to 450,000 years, but to 1go3.

If we turn from the reports of what Babylonian writers of a
comparatively late period declared concerning the antiquity of
their nation, to the native records which modern research has
recovered from the Mesopotamian regions, we shall find them
favor a very moderate date for the commencement of Babylon-
ian sovereignty. The earliest Babylonian date contained in a
ccuneiform decument is that of 1635 years before the seventeenth
wear of Asshur-bani-pal, which gives for the first Elamitic inva-
sion of Babylonia the year B.C. 2286. Only about five monu-
mental kings can be placed in the period which preceded this
conquest,” whence it would follow that the monuments require
no earlier date for the commencement cof the Chaldean mon-
archy than B.C. 2400. There is a tolerably near agreement be-
fween this date and the chronology of Berosus, if we reject his
first and second dynasties as fabulous,

An antiquity, almost as remote as that claimed for them-
selves by the Babylonians, has sometimes been ascribed to the
Sanskritic conquerors of India. But the latest researches of the
best scholars are completely adverse to all such pretensions.
M. Frangois Lenormant, in his Mannal of Ancient Oriental His-
¢ory, which is used widely as a text-book in France, assigns the
first entrance of the Sanskritic Indians into the peninsula of
Hindustan* to no earlier a date than B.C. 2500, and regards their

1 Cirow, Cam., Para I, ¢, 2, 8, 7.

¥ G, SaiTH, Histery of Babylonia, p. 10
Y Manuel & Histoire Anclerne, 11T, 431,
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kistory as commencing with the *War of the Ten Kings,™ "
somewhere between B.C. 1600 and B.C. 1500. Professor Max
Mitller scarcely goes back so far. In his Ancfent Sansbrit Liter-
ature he lays it down® that four periods of composition may be
traced in the Vedas, and that the earliest of these—the Chandas
period—to which the most ancient of the Vedic hymns belong,
covered the space between B.C. 1200 and B.C. 1000. Of authen-
tic Indian history before this time he does not find in the native
" literature any trace.

The Iranians had in primitive times a close connection with
the Sanskritic Indians, and the earliest glimpses that we obtain
of them reach back to about the same date. But Iranic history
cannot be regarded as commencing bhefore B.C. 820, when the
Medes first came into contact with the Assyrians. Portions of
the Zendavesta may be six or seven centuries earlier; but Dr.
Martin Haug, the best living Iranic scholar, does not postulate
for the most ancient of the * Gathas" a higher antiquity than
B.C. 15007

The Pheenicizns are regarded by some writers as having mi.
grated from the shores of the Persian Gulf to those of the East-
ern Mediterranean about R.C. 2800. The mention of Sidon in
the Book of Genesis cerfainly favors the view that their settie-
ment in Syria was of early date; but we have nothing that can
be called authentic history in cprnection with the Pheenician
people much more remote than the reign of David in Judea, or
B.C. 1050. The Egyptian monuments, which are copious for the
space between B.C. 1600 and 1280, contain no distinct mention
of them; and one important authority (Josephus') places the
foundation of Tyre—which was an event very carly in the his-
tory of the nation—as late as B.C. 1232, It is not at all clear
that the emigration from the Persian Gulf, if it be a fact, pre-
ceded B.C. 1500; and it is tolerably evident that the nation en-
joyed no great distinction till twa cenfuries later.

The Israelites, as a nation, date from the Exodus, which can
scarcely be placed later than B.C. 1300, or earlier than B.C. 1600,

1 Manue! o Histoire Ancienne, 111, pp.. 475475,

! Pages 301~305.

¥ Brsays en the Sacred Lonmguage, ¢k, of the Paviees, p. 235,
4 Ant. Fud, VIII, iii, 1.



