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PREFACE.

I HavE attempted, in the present work, to discuss, with-
out prejudice, the evidences bearing on the question’
of Preadamites. Having no interest, at the outset of
my study of the subject, to reach either an affirmative
or a negative conclusion, I am conscious of the exer-
cise of a judicial candor in every branch of the argu-
ment. It is true that since the public announcement
of the results of my earlier study, some provocations
may have arisen moving me to defend the positions
assumed : but I can state, unreservedly, that the posi-
tions were assumed without the incitement of a provo-
cation. I hope, therefore, to have contributed some-
thing to the enlargement of that body of imperishable
truth which .the popular mind, in spite of the fetters
of tradition, is learning to approve and accept.

The central idea of the work is human preadam-
itism; all other views presented are subsidiary or col-
lateral. The thesis implies that the characterization
of Adam in the document which has given us the
naie, is such that the name cannot be applied to the
first progenitor of the human kind, and that all the
collateral statements either involve or permit the deri-
vation of Adam from an-older race. But the defense

of the thesis does not rest, as it once did, on the
0 :
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not happened to meet with a single criticism adverse
to my conclusion, as heretofore announced, which did
not err in its representation of my views. I will not
moralize on the circumstance that opinions which we
disapprove must be so generally forced into the com-
pany of other opinions which. are sure to provoke
general abhorrence. In the present case, for instance,
I have not assumed a position hostile to the Bible;
it would have been irrational to do so, since it is the
assertion of the Bible which determines what we are
to understand by Adam. Had the Bible affirmed ex-
plicitly that Adam had no progenitor, I ,should sim-
ply have declared the facts of the genesiacal history
inconsistent with the affirmation, as the facts of sci-
ence would also be. I have even devoted a chapter
to the proof -that preadamitism is neither inconsist-
ent with the Bible nor with the orthodoxy of ap-
proved divines. More particularly, I have not dis-
puted the divine creation of Adam, even in maintain-
ing that he had a human father and mother. I have
not impaired the unity of mankind, but have removed
the incredibility of that doctrine as grounded in the
descent of Negroes and Australians from Noah and
Adam. I have not affirmed —even like M’Causland
and other ecclesiastical polygenists —that mankind,
one in moral nature, are not oue in origin; since I
hold that the blood of the first human stock flows in
the veins of every living human being. I have not ex-
cluded the Preadamites and their descendants from
the benefits of the ‘‘plan of redemption,”’ since I
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purely linguistic interpretation of the Bible. We have
now the facts of race-histories, and the discovered
laws of animal life, past and present, to summon to
the sanction and support of the conclusion. I have
not contented myself with the employment of the di-
rect arguinent, but have attempted to show that the
old hypothesis of the descent of the Black races from
Ham is equally unscriptural and unscientific. Finally,
assuming the thesis proved, I have endeavored to
gratify the natural and intelligent curiosity which ex-
presses itself in the questions: Who, then, were the
first men? Where did they appear, and how long
since! How have the rdces come into existence, and
what has been the method of their dispersion over
the earth? These questions necessarily lead us to the
very borders of the field of recognized facts, and even
into the domain of specnlation; but I hope I have
in most cases presented views which coordinate the
facts in a rational conception, if I have not enunci-
ated conclusions which will stand the test of future
investigation. I hope, also, that on some of these
themes I have presented groupings of the facts and
tentative generalizations which will interest the strict-
ly scientific inquirer. In any event, I desire the reader
to consider that the defense of the main thesis is not
involved in any of the hazard of the speculative sug-
gestions brought forward in'the sequel.

It is proper, also, to direct the reader’s attention
to what I have not affirmed, however conjecturally;
and I feel the need of this the more because I have
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maintain that all mankind are equally the subjects of
redemption. I have not degraded Adam below the
level on which the Bible places him, since I do not
recognize him as the starting-point of humanity. Fi-
nally, I have not pictured man as risen from the or-
ganic grade of a brute, since I wished only to show
that he was in existence before the ‘‘first man” of
the Hebrews. .

These disavowals are explicit, but I am prepared
to hear one critic after another proclaiming that such
views are the logical consequences of the positions
assumed ; that somehow, in his way of thinking, they
all go together; that in short, I need some watchful
and judicious monitor to inform me what I do be-
lieve. . ) ’

In entering upon this work I entertained the con-
ception of a volume which should be unimpeachably
popular, but I soon felt the propriety of accompany-
ing the argument with some array of scientific sup-
port and authoritative opinion. To have omitted such
sanctions would have opened the door to flippant de-
nials of the truth of my statements, and the necessi-
ty would still have arisen to show what ground I have
for affirming as I do. The style of the book, never-
theless, remains strictly popular, while the references
made will be found of interest to all who desire to
consider the question of preadamitism upon its merits.

I am indebted to several persons for the original
ethnic portraits with which the pages of the work are
enriched. _Among them, I take pleasure in mention-
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ing Prof. M. W.- Harrington, late of the Imperial Uni-
versity at Peking; Prof. J. B. Steere, who has recent-
ly returned from a four years’ journey around the
world; Dr. E. Bessels, of the Polaris Expedition;
Rev. S. E. Bishop, of Honolulu; Miss Luella An-
drews, late of Honolulu; Mr. D. Sewell, of Sonors,
California, and Mr. W. H. Jackson, Photographer of
the United States Geological and Geographical Sur-
vey of the Territories, under.the direction of Dr. F.
V. Hayden. i

I cannot refrain from adding the acknowledgment
of great obligation to the publishers for their gener-
ous and enlightened conception of the proper illus-
tration and mechanical execution of the work.

THE AUTHOR.
ANN ARBOR, MICHIGAN, April 18, 1880.
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EXPLANATION

Oor THX

CHART OF THE PROGRESSIVE DISPERSION
OF MANKIND.

This chart is, F1esT, An accurate representation of
-the distribution of land and water over the surface of
the earth. The geography of Africa is from the last
edition of Stieler’s Hand Atlas, and includes the dis-
coveries of Stanley, and other late explorers. Some
parts of Polynesia are supplied from Colton’s Atlas
of the World. The marine contour lines are taken
from the chart in Wallace’s Geographical Distribu-
tion of Animals. This portion of the chart is printed
in blue ink.

Secownp, It is a carefully compiled Ethnographic
Chart. The basis of this is Kracher’s Ethnograph-
1sche Welt-Karte, in F. Miiller’'s Report on the Eth-
nology of the Novara Expedition, Wien, 1875. But
this has been found inaccurate in many respects, and
defective in others, and many improvements have
been introduced from Peschel’s Races of Man, Stie-
ler’s Hand Atlas (for Africa), Vou Richthofen’s China,
W. H. Dall’s Alaska and its Resources and Tribes of
the Northwest, in Powell's Contributions to North
American Ethnology, Vol. I; George Gibb’s Tribes of
Western Washington and Northwestern Oregon, in
the same; Stephen Powers’ Tribes of California, in
Vol. III of the same, and H. Bancroft’s Native Races
of the Pacific States. This part of the chart is in

xxv
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black ink, with typographical discrimination between
important and comparatively unimportant ethnic groups.

Tuirp, it is an elaborately studied chart of Ethnic
Migrations, not based on any other attempt of the
kind. It is prepared from a large number of acces-
sible sources of information. The classes of data which
have guided in laying down the lines are, 1. Knowl-
edge of migrations, either historical or traditional;
2. Inferences of migrations, based on ethnic and lin-
guistic affinities; 8. Inferences based on analogies in
the distribution of lower animals and plants; 4. Con-
firmations of such inferences deduced from the geo--
logical evidences of different distributions of land and
water in prehistoric times.

MEemoranpum. The indications of this chart vary
from those of the Ethnographic Table on pages
802-306, in tracing the Vagantes or Hunting Tribes
of America to Polynesian Mongoloids, and in making
the Brown races preadamic. It varies in some minor
particulars from the Genealogical Table on pages 352
and 853. These deviations are intended to exemplify
the allowable differences of opinion under the geueral
doctrine of Preadamitism.



PREADAMITES.

CHAPTER 1.

SOME TRADITIONAL BELIEFS.

HERE exists a collection of very ancient Hebrew
L documents, in which an account is given of the
origin of the world and its inhabitants. From a very
remote period these documents were understood to
teach the following things:

1. That the world, with' all it contains, was created
by God.

2. That this creation took place about 4,000 years
before our era.

8. That the work of creation extended over the
period of six days. '

4. That the first man, Adam, was created on the
sixth day.

5. That the first woman, Eve, was formed of a rib
taken from the side of Adam.

6. That Adam lived nine hundred and thirty years,
and his immediate posterity attained a similar lon-
gevity.

7. That the primitive seat of the human species
was in western central Asia.

8. That after the lapse of about 1,656 years, a
universal deluge destroyed all the posterity of Adam,
except Noah and his family; and all animals, except
those preserved in the ‘‘ ark > with Noah.
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9. That all the existing races of men are descended
fromm Noah.

10. That the black races of Africa are descended
from Ham, a son of Noah. )

With this traditional understanding of the Hebrew
documents, our standard English translation of them
was framed to give expression to such conceptions;
and these have very generally been received as repre-
senting the facts touching the origin and early history
of the world and its inhabitants.

In glancing over this series of propositions, we are
at once impressed by a remarkable circumstance. Save
the enunciation of the supernatural origin of all things,
these statements all relate to questions touching the
order of the natural world. They concern things about
which it is supposable something might be learned by
observation and investigation. They are all subjects
which fall under the legitimate cognizance of what
we call ¢science.”” The truth of these nine proposi-
tions is neither self-evident nor to be confirmed by
any d priori reasoning. The test of their truth must
arise from investigations of the strictly scientific order.
If we accept them as true, on the strength of ancient
tradition or high authority, they are still secular truths,
and fplly amenable to the results of scientific research ;
and, moreover, tradition and authority are, in turn,
amenable themselves to the test of rigorous examina-
tion.

The allegation that the world was originated about
six thousand years ago, and that the process covered
six literal days, is one which may be examined in all
the light which the sciences of geology and cosmog-
ony are able to throw upon it. That the first man
came into existence but six thousand years ago, and,
with his immediate successors, attained an age ten
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times as great as modern men, is a question to be
examined in the light of anthropology, ethnology,
archeeology and history. That the first woman was
framned from a rib of the first man is a statement of
the scientific order, which must be examined in the
light of all organic analogies. That the western center
of Asia was the primitive seat of the human species,
can certainly be confirmed or discredited by researches
touching early traditions, migrations and monumental
records. That a deluge swept over the world 4,227
years ago which destroyed all animal life, except Noah
and his family and the animals with him in the ark,
is a proposition which it is perfectly legitimate to ex-
amine in the light of human and zodlogical history,
and the relations of organic life to laAd, water, climate
and other conditions. That the black and brown races
are descended from a white ancestor, and that all their
racial divergence has taken place within little more
than 4,000 years, is a proposition which may be fairly
tested by the analogies of what we have observed dur-
ing the historic period. :

I wish also squarely to admit that, in a search
after truth, we are not foreordained to that mode of
investigation known as ‘‘scientific.”” If there be any
other method of attaining to the discovery of truth,
it is not only open to us, but candor compels us to
avail ourselves of it. It is conceivable that psychol-
ogy or metaphysics may afford ground for valid in-
ference on certain points. It is proper to remember,
also, that starting as we do, with a recognition of
creative agency in the world, it is always allowable
to suppose that any result not yet traceable to natu-
ral antecedents has come into existence by the direct
action of supernatural power. It may be proper, also,
to enunciate here the fundamental principle that,
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however remote, and through whatever number of
links in the chain of causation the remotest discov-
ered physical antecedent of an event may be, no
physical antecedent can be viewed as essentially
causal; and we are constrained by a philosophic
necessity to posit self-existent and ‘self-sufficient cau-
sation at every beginning. )

Viewing the nine propositions already cited as
amenable to the method of scientific investigation,
it is a fact of great significance that the forms of
knowledge by which they are to be tested have all
come into existence in modern times. The results
attained through these avenues of research were not
in possession. of the world in the patristic age, nor
in medieval times —nor even at the date of our
standard translation of the sacred scriptures. What-
ever light the modern sciences are admittedly capa-
ble of shedding upon these subjects was entirely
wanting to.King' James’ translators, in searching for
the meaning of terms which belonged to a language
then centuries in disuse. They were compelled to
produce a version which expressed contemporary be-
liefs and conceptions. Any other version would have
been pronounced incredible, absurd and antibiblical.

These propositions relate to subjects in reference
to which evidence is-capable of accumulation throngh
research. Modern researches having accumulated evi-
dence, the ancient conceptions respecting the doc-
trines of Genesis have been considerably modified.
It has been shown that the world and its inhabit-
ants are vastly more than six thousand years old,
and that their development extended over hundreds
of thousands of years, instead of six days. Biblical
scholars generally agree that the Hebrew text admits
. of interpretation in accordance with these conclusions.
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Again, it has been shown highly improbable, and
organically impossible, that all the world should have
been restocked from the posterity of the animals pre-
served in Noah’s ark; and modern exegesis generally
admits that the universal terms employed in the
biblical description of the deluge refer only to the
world of Hebrew tradition. As all the propositions
enumerated relate to occurrences which transcend all
knowledge in possession of the world before modern
times, it would not be surprising if our biblical trans-
latots had failed, in still other instances, to seize
upon the unknown idea, and render it in our ver-
nacular. Accordingly, opinion is already divided
respecting the total destruction of mankind by the
deluge of Noah, and the descent of all existing races
from the sons of Noah. Recent biblical studies have
shown, also, that the great longevity of the patri-
archs is a conception which may soon have to be
abandoned. This will create a. necessity for the
adjustment of biblical chronology on some new basis.

Should it result that human conceptions have not
attained to the divine truth in a single one of the
nine propositions, this will not prove that the divine
truth was not contained in the original documents,
but only that it so far transcended uninspired knowl-
edge or apprehension that uninspired men have been
unable to grasp it except through processes of slow
ratiocination. Nor ‘will such a result prove the im-
possibility of such an origin and primeval history of
things as Jew and Christian have commonly conceived.
It must be held, on grounds deeper and firmer than
any scientific inference, that all finite existence has
been called into being by a Power which transcends
the finite, and that such Power could have raised
up the world as easily in six days as in six millions
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of years, and could have repopulated the earth fromn
the life in Noah’s ark, and could have suddenly black-
ened the skin of Ham’s posterity. Admitting the
omnipotence of the Creator, the inquiry “which the
human mind feels itself impelled to institute is con-
cerning the methods which Omnipotence has uctually
pursued. The search for these methods is certainly
worthier than the blind and stubborn adherence to
traditional beliefs, which conflict with the results of
observation and induction. We shall stand higher at
the court of heaven for respecting the verdict of  our
God-given intelligence, than for taking up arms in
defense of a fallible interpretation, which dethrones
intellect and insults the Author of all truth.



CHAPTER IL
BIBLICAL LANGUAGE.

I "PROPOSE to conduct an inquiry respecting the
tenability of the opinion that all mankind are de-
scended from the biblical Adam. Obviously there are
two alternative positions which may be assumed in
reference to Adam.

1. Adam was absolutely the first human being, and
was, in every respect, such as to fill the requxrements
of that position. -

2. Adam was the immediate progenitor of the na-
tions which figure in biblical history, and hence must
not be expected to answer the requirements of the
primitive ancestor of all mankind.

Which is the Adam intended in our sacred annals?
If we decide that Adam means the first man abso-
lutely, . then the following conditions must be found
fulfilled :

(1) If we hold to a universal destruction by the
biblical deluge, we must show that all existing peoples
have descended from Noah.

(2) If we deny the universality of the deluge, we
must show (a) that it reached as far as the human
species had been dispersed, in which case all men
must be traceable to Noah; or (5) that all- existing
peoples are traceable to Adam, whether through Noak
or not.

3) We must show, assuming the Adamic origin of
all men, that time sufficient has elapsed since the ad-
7
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vent of Adam to effect the wide dispersion of peoples,
and the existing divergence of species and races. .

(4) We must show, on the same assumption, that
the racial divergences which exist are in accordance
with the observed tenor of biological facts.

(5) We mast show that all this is what lies within
the purview of the Bible in treating of Adam and his
posterity.

After long and impartial study of the data for this
discussion, I feel convinced that such demonstrations
cannot be made; and I shall proceed to indicate the
evidences which seem tp sustain the opinion that the
biblical Adam was not absolutely the first man.

Attention should first be directed to the text in
which the biblical genealogies are recorded. It will
not be contended that our standard English transla-
tion possesses supreme anthority. Its divergences from
the punctuated Hebrew have attracted the attention
of all students. Unlimited testimony to this effect
might be adduced. The fact has pressed upon modern
scholarship with such weight that one or more new
English tranelations are at this moment in progress.
This condition of the English translation is not sur-
prising, whether we consider the state of contemporary
learning at the date of its production, the fact that it
was chiefiy based on the Septuagint rather than the
Hebrew version, or the, infantile condition of Protest-
ant Hebrew erudition in King James’ time, and the
astonishing unfamiliarity with the Hebrew which char-
acterized the body of translators.

But the standard Masoretic Hebrew text itself is
far from infallible, as the various readings evince.
*“No less than 30,000 various readings of the Old and
New Testaments have been discovered . . . and put-
ting alterations made knowingly, for the purpose of
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corrupting the text, out of the question, we must ad-
mit that from the circumstances connected with tran-
scribing, some errat¢ may have found their way into
it, and that the Sacred Scriptures have, in this case,
sufféred the same fate as other productions of an-
tiquity. . . . In the last 220 years critical learning
has so much improved, and so many new manuscripts
have come to light, as to call for & revision of the
present authorized version.” *

To the same purport is the verdict of another evan-
gelical authority: ¢In the Hebrew manuscripts that
have been examined, some 80,000 various readings
actually occur as to the Hebrew consonants. How
many as to the vowel-points and accents, no man
knows.’’ + .

Further, as to the standard Hebrew text, it is a
fact of notoriety that the subdivision into verses was
not begun before the thirteenth century after Christ;
that the Masoretic punctuation, including nearly all
the vowels now employed in pronouncing the Hebrew,
was not introduced till the period between the sixth
and ninth centuries after Christ; that the separation
of the text into words does not exist in the oldest
manuscripts, and was effected not earlier than the
tenth century after Christ; and that even the square
letter form of the radicals or consonants was not em-
ployed before the third century after Christ.

Nevertheless, it is generally admitted, both by
those who hold to the divine inspiration of onr Scrip-
tures and those who deny it, that the original Scrip-
ture did not vary substantially from that which has

* Sears, History of the Bible, 1844, pp. 651, 665.
t Rev. Prof. Moses Stuart. Critical History and Defense of the
0ld Testament Canon, Andover, 1835, p. 192.
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come into our possession. The next problem is, there-
fore, to ascertain its meaning.

In approaching our principal inquiry, it is neces-
sary to ascertain first, whether it appears from biblical,
linguistic, ethnological, archsological or other evi-
dence, that all the present populations of the world are
descended from Noah. The tenth chapter of Genesis
claims to inform us respecting the earlier ramifications
of the posterity of Noah, and the distribution of the
Noachites down to the date of the compilation of the
account. For our purpose it is immaterial whether
Moses penned this, or adopted it from some Chaldeean
source, or found it constituting a portion of a primitive
patriarchal bible, or, finally, never had any hand in
placing it in the body of Hebrew literature. Is it
plausible; is it a true account, as far as we can judge?
I ‘confess that my own study of this venerable docu-
ment has caused a feeling of amazement at its close
conformity with information which comes to us from
many other sources. It starts irresistibly the inquiry
how such knowledge came into possession of the com-
piler thousands of years after some of the events, and
across a dark chasm of social rudeness and ignorance
of the art of writing. It excites my astonishment
that the languages, customs, traditions and homes of
the tribes of the oriental world should, to this day,
preserve and reflect so much of the condition of the
world at the date of the preparation of this wonderful,
but unpretentious, genealogical table.

Looking at the verbiage of the tenth chapter of
Genesis, as it stands in our English version, it seems
at first view to imply that the proper names employed
are names of men.* This impression is strengthened

*This genealogical list is reproduced in 1 Chron. i, where it
is identical, except as follows,—Shem: Arphaxad’s son Salah is
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by the eleventh chapter, which takes the lineage of
Shem, and under the same names employs language
distinctly enunciating their personality, and even as
cribing ages to them, severally, at which their eldest
son§ were born, and at which they severally died.
The opinion ‘that such is the trne purport of these
documents seems to be popularly entertained. But
I think the opinion erroneous, for the following
reasons:

1. The tenth chapter is the older document, and,
presumptively, possesses the highest authority. Its
accuracy has been. established by a world of critical
investigation. The eleventh chapter nust be con-
strued in subordination to the tenth. -

2. Even the English version of the tenth chapter
affords numerous indications that the proper nawmes
are intended to apply generally to cities, countries
and peoples — not to individuals. Canaan begat ‘‘the
Jebusite and the Awmorite and the Girgasite,” ete.
Manifestly, these are meant for tribal designations.
And Joktan begat ¢ Ophir and Havilah and Jobab.”
Ophir is nowhere mentioned in the Old Testament
except as a country. ‘‘And they came to Ophir and
fetched from thence gold.”” * ¢¢Three thousand talents
of gold, of the gold of Ophir,”’+ etc. Havilah, in
a preceding document,} had been wentioned as ¢ the

Shelah; Joktan’s son Obal is Ebal; Aram’s four sons are set down
as brothers, and Mash is Meshech. Ham: Phut is Put. Japheth:
Ashkenaz is (only in our version)Ashchenaz, and Dodanim is (in the
Hebrew) Rodanim. These variations are entirely trifling, and have
resulted, obviously, from errors of transcribers; but it is impossible
to say which list approaches nearest to the common original.

* 1 Kings ix, 28. See also x, 11; xxii, 48.

t 1 Chron. xxix, 4. See also 2 Chron. viii, 18; ix, 10; Job xxviii,
18; Ps. xlv, 10; TIsa. xiii, 12. _

$ Gen. ij, 11. ' 4
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whole land of Havilah,”” encompassed by one of the
rivers of Eden. In a later document it is said: ‘“‘And
they dwelt from Havilah unto Shur.’’* And again:
¢And Saul smote the Amalekites from Havilah until
thou comest to Shur.”’t .

8. Mizraim is a Hebrew dual, and is universally
recognized as signifying the land of Egypt. From
Mizraim came Ludim and Anamim and Lebahim, ete.
These are all plural forms, and naturally denote peo-
ples. The land of Egypt is designated by a dual
name, perhaps in allusion to upper and lower Egypt —
a division perpetuated by Ptolemy.

4. The usage of the Hebrew is in perfect accord
with the impersonal construction of all these proper
names. ‘‘And ships shall come from the coasts of
Chittim and shall afflict Asshur, and shall aflict Eber,
and he also shall perish forever.”’} ¢‘And Pul, the
King of Assyria, came against the land.””§ ¢ The
ships of Chittim shall come against him.” | *For
pass over the isles of Chittim.” ** ¢ T will set a sign
among them, and I will send those that escape of
them unto the nations, to Tarshish, Pul and Lud that
draw the bow, to Tubal and Javan, to the isles afar
off.”’++ “Cush and Phut that handle the shield, and
the Ludim that handle and bend the bow.”” ;1 ¢ Cush
and Phut and Lud, and all the mingled people, and
Kub and the men of the land that is in league.”’ §§
The more familiar use of ‘‘Israel” and ¢ Judah,”

* Gen. xxv, 18. t+ 1 Sam. xv, 7. $ Numbers xxiv, 24.

§ 2 Kings xv, 19. See ver. 29; xvi, 7; xvii, 8, 28; xviii, 18; xxiii,
29; 1 Chron. v, 6; 2 Chron. xxviil, 16; xxxii, 1, 11, etc. etc.

} Dan. xi, 80. ** Jer. i, 10. 1+ Isa. I1xvi, 19.

$t Jer. xlvi, 9 (the proper names are taken from the Hebrew).
See also Ezek. xxvii, 10.

88 Ezek. xxx, 5. The proper names again are taken from the
Hebrew.
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““Jacob,” ¢ Benjamin,” and many other personifica-
tions of . countries and peoples, will occur to the
reader’s mnind.

Confirmatory of this view, the reader will notice
that in the tenth chapter of Genesis, Uz, Hul, Gether
and Mash (Meshech) are put down as sons of ‘Aram;
while in 1 Chronicles i, 17 they are called the sons of
Shem. Now, unless we have here a clerical error,—
that is, if both statements are correct,—it can ouly
be on the supposition that BeNI (sons) means in both
cases ‘‘posterity”” rather than ‘‘sons”’ in the strict
sense. Finally, in Job i, 1, and Jeremiah xxv, 20, Uz
seems to denote a country —‘‘the land of Uz.”

5. This usage has been common among other an-
cient peoples. As is well known, Hellas is employed
as a personification of the Hellenes; Pelasgos, of the
Pelasgians; Dorus, of the Dorians; Lydus, of the
Lydians. So of Ion, Acheus, Aolus and many other
names which, probably, have never been anything
more than eponyms. Tacitus, speaking of the ancient
Germans, says: ‘* Celebrant carminibus,” etc.—¢ They
celebrate in ancient hymns what with them is a kind
of tradition and history, the god Tuisco [correspond-
ing to Mars] born of the earth, and Mannus, his son,
origin and founders of their nation. To Mannus [hence
the German ‘mann’ and English ‘man’] they as-
sign three sons, from whose names the tribes nearest
the ocean are called . /ngwvones; those in the middle
linland], Hermiones, and the others Isteevones.”” * The
primitive nomina were Ingev, Hermin and Istev; and
archeeologists are able to assign to each of these sons
or stocks the German tribes of which it was the primi-
tive source. The case is quite parallel with the method

* See Prichard, Researches, I11, 348.
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of the tenth chapter of Genesis. In fact, our modern
pactloe of applying the names of men geographwally
is perfectly analogous.

. Modern commentators put such constructions on
the proper names in the tenth chapter of Genesis.
Dr. Adam Clark says: ‘“Moses does not always give
the name of the first setdder in a country, but rather
that of the people from whom the country afterward
derived its name.”” He mentions Mizraim and his so-
called sons, “ which are all plurals and evidently not
the names of individuals, but of families and tribes.
In the posterity of Canaan, we find whole nations
reckoned in the genealogy, instead of the individuals
from whom they sprang; thus the Jebusite, Amorite,
Girgasite, Hivite,. Arkite, Sinite, Arvadite, Zewarite
and Hamathite were evidently whole nations or tribes
which inhabited the Prowmrised Land, and were called
Canaanites, from Canaan, the son of Ham, who settled
there. Moses, also, in this genealogy, seems to have
introduced even the names of some places that were
remarkable in the sacred history, instead of the orig-
inal settlers: such is Hazarmaveth, and, probably,
Ophir and Havilah. But this is not infrequent in the
sacred writings, as may ‘be seen in 1 Chron. ii, 51,
where Salma is called the father of Bethlehem, which
certainly never was the name of a man, but of & place,
snﬁciently celebrated in sacred history; and in chap.
iv, 14, where Joab is called the father of the valley
of Charashim,* which no person could ever suppose
was intended to designate an individual, but the
society of craftsmen or artificers who lived there.”’t

Kurtz also says: ‘The names denote, for the most

* As Washington was “the father of his country.”
t+ Adam Clarke, Commentary, ad loc.
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part, groups of people whose name is carried back to
the ancestor, forming one united conception.”* Dr.
Eadie says: ‘The world must have been peopled
by tribes that gave themselves and their respective
regions those several names which they have borne
for 8o many ages. . . . Many of the proper names
occurring on this roll remain unchanged as the ap-
pellations .of races and kingdoms. Others are found in
the plural or dual number, proving that they bear a
personal and national reference (Genesis x, 13); and a
third class ‘have that peculiar termination which, in
Hebrew, signifies a sept or tribe (x, 17).4+ Finally
Canon George Rawlinson concludes: ‘¢ The time is
gone by when nothing more was seen in the list of
names to be found in this chapter than a set of per-
sonal appellations, the proper names of individuals.
. . . It may be assumed [for reasons stated] that the
object of the author of the tenth chapter of Genesis
was to give us, not a personal genealogy, but a sketch
of the interconnection of races.””

This conclusion must now seem entirely obvious :
but to grant it will overthrow completely the current
biblical chronology. Aside from this, however, it be-
comes intimately accessory to the explanation of the
biblical etho-genealogy. This will appear as we pro-
ceed. ‘

* Lange, Commentary, Genesis, p. 346.

t Eadie, Early Oriental History, in Ency. Metrop., London, 1852,
p. 2. BSee also Bochart, Phaleg, seu de Dispersione Gentium, etc.,
1651; Dubois de Montpereux, Voyage autour du Caucase; Roden-
miller, Alterthumskunde, Theil II, p. 94.

$ Rawlinson, Origin of Nations, pp. 168, 169.



CHAPTER III.

THE HAMITES AND THEIR DISPERSION.*

BIBLICAL researches have aceomplishe'd a result
which at first view would seemn unattainable.
They have ascertained with considerable certainty the
regions in which most of the peoples were located
whose names are mentjoned in the tenth chapter of
Genesis. I propose first to go through the list for
the purpose of impressing the reader with the just
conviction that we indulge in no guess-work in saying
that we know to what regions the posterity of Noah
were dispersed. As the oldest civilizations of which
we have any knowledge were Hamitic, I begin with
Ham.

The Hebrew word KhaM t is defined by Gesenius
as signifying ‘‘warm, Aot, e.g. of bread just baked;
Joshua ix, 12.” It is also given as the name of a son
of Nosah, whose posterity spread over the warm or
hot regions of the known world. Gesenius regards it
also as probably the domestic name of Egypt. Other
authorities vocalize the name of Egypt as KheM,
which is also the name of the Egyptian god Pan, or

*The reader will find a “ Chart of Dispersions of the Noachites "
at the end of the fifth chapter.

+1 do not deem it desirable to introduce Hebrew characters in
a work intended for popular reading. I shall, therefore, transliterate
Hebrew names by employing large Roman capitals for the Hebrew
radical letters, and small (lower case) letters to express the aspirates
and the customary vowel sounds. The circumfiex (*) over “a” de-
notes the “long broad sound ” as in * fall.”

16
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the generative principle of nature.* Plutarch says the
name alludes to the blackness of the alluvial soil of
Egypt.t So the Greek Xauai signifies on the ground.
To the same root belong Aumi, Aumus, hwmilis in
Latin, and Aumility and cognate words in English and
other languages. If it be insisted} that the word
necessarily signifies ¢‘black,’’ the allusion may as natu-
rally be to the color of the soil as to the color of the
people—the more so, as the people were never blacks,
but always contrasted themselves with the blacks.

The tenth chapter of Genesis gives us the BeNI-
KhaM, children of Ham, which means the descend-
ants of Hamn; as *‘children of Israel’’ signifies always
the descendants of Israel.

CUSH.

CUS or CUSh is a name whose signification is in
dispute. Applied to a country, it is said to signify
Zthiopia; but where was Athiopia? The answer to
this question will follow from a discovery of the dis-
tribution of the Cushites.

SeBA or Sgsa, the first-named affiliation of Cush,
is sometimes located in the south of Egypt; but better
and fresher evidence tends to locate it in the province
of Oman, in southern Arabia.§

* Rawlinson, Herodotus, Vol. 11, p. 20, note.

t Plutarch, De Iside et Osiride, c. 83. See McClintock and Strong,
Cyclopeadia, art. “ Egypt,” Vol. III, p. 5.

$ Compare Whedon, in Methodist Quarterly Review, July, 1878,
p. 564.

$ I do not consider it necessary to cite the voluminous authorities
which sustain the conclusions I am about to enunciate. I may state
once for all, that some of the chief investigators on whose authority
these and later conclusions rest are the following: — Samuel Bochart,
Geographia Sacra, especially Phaleg, seu de Dispersione Gentium et
Terrarum divisione facta in cedificatione turris Babel, fol. 1651 ; Knobel,

2



18 . PREADAMITES.

KhaUILAH or HaviLam designates a colony of
Cushites, who settled on the west shore of the Persian
Gulf, in Arabia. Our genealogical table gives us two
Havilahs, and it is not possible to determine whether
any particular reminiscence belongs to the Cushite or
the Joktanide Havilah.

SaBTtAH or Saprax is generally understood to have
been located in eastern Arabia, on the Persian Gulf,
or on the contiguous shore of the Indian Ocean.

RaAMAH or Raamau were probably the old Rha-
menitidee, and their country is believed to be pointed
out by the modern Ramss, a port of Arabia just in-
side the Persian Gulf. The two offshoots of Raamah —
SBA, SueBa, and DD4N, DepaN —were located in the
south of Arabia, the latter on the Indian Ocean. Sheba

Die Villkertafel der Genesis, Giessen, 1851; George Rawlinson, The
History of Herodotus, 4 vols. (translation with copious notes) Amer.
ed. 1859, and The Five Great Monarchies of the Ancient Eastern
World, 8 vols. 2d ed., New York, 1871; Id., Persian Cuneiform In-
scription of Behistun, 1847 (See also Herodotus, Vol. II, note C); Id.,
The Origin of Nations: 1. On Early Civilizations; 11. On Ethnic Affini-
ties, etc., New York, 1878; Hales, Analysis of Chronology, 2d ed., 1880;
Cahen, La Bible, Traduction Nouvelle, Paris, 1881; Francois Lenor-
maant, Manuel de I’ Histoire Ancienne de I'Orient, & Manual of the Ancient
History of the East, Ainer. ed., 1871; Dubois de Montpereux, Voyage
autour du Caucase, chez les Tcherkesses et les Abkhases en Colchide,
en Géorgie, en Arménie et en Crimée, avec un Atlas géographique, pit-
toresque, archéologique, géologique, etc., Paris, 8 vols., text 8vo, 1880-
48; Gliddon, Otie Egyptiaca; Nott and Gliddon, Types of Man-
kind, 8vo, pp. 788, with charts and other illustrations, Philadelphia,
1854; Id., Indigenous Races of the Earth, 8vo, pp. 656 (with charts
and illustrations), Philadelphia, 1857; De Saulcy, Recherches sur
1 Ecriture cunéiforme Assyrienne, Paris, 1848; Champollion, Gram-
maire AEgyptienne, Paris, 1886, and Dictionaire LEgyptienne, Paris,
1841; Volney, Recherches Nouvelles, Paris, 1822; Mariette, Abrégé
de Uhistoire d’ Egypte, Paris, 1867; Bunsen, Lgypten's Stelle in der
Weltgeschichte, Gittingen, 1845, (translation, with additions, by Dr.
Birch,) Egypt's Place in Universal History, London, 1867, New York,
1868; Lepsius, Chronologie der Egypter, Berlin, 1849; Kenrick,
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must be some way connected with the ancient Sa-
beeans, and Dedan seems to be perpetunated in Dadan,
an island in the Persian Gulf.*

SaBTKA or Sasrecus was located by Josephus in
Abyssinia; but Forster thinks the Sabatica Regio of
the ancients more probable. This is in Arabia, near
the mouth of the Euphrates.

NiMRoD or Nimrop settled, beyond all dispute, in
the plain of Shinar, which answered to Mesopotamia
and the bordering country. Our version says he was
a ‘great hunter”; but some of the authorities, on
the strength of aftiliated roots, give us rather, ‘‘a
great landed proprietor,” in obvious allusion to the
biblical statements concerning his extended dominions.
He is said to have built the cities of Babel, Erech,
Accad and Calneh. Our version says that ¢ out of
that land went forth Asshur and builded Nineveh »’;
but the marginal reading is more consistent: ¢ He
[Nimrod] went out of that land [Babylon] into Asshur
[Assyria].”” Hence the Assyrian cities of Nineveh,

Phaenicia and Egypt under the Pharaohs; Gesenius, Geschichte der
Hebrdischen Sprache, 1815; Fresnel, Inscriptions Himyariques;
Burckhardt, Arabia; Layard, Babylon and Nineveh and its Re-
mains; Brugsch, Histoire d’Egypte, Leipzig, 1859, and Scriptura
Egyptiorum Demotica, Berlin, 1848; Raoul-Roquette, Archéologie
comparés; Hunt, Himyaric Inscriptions, 1848; Forster, Sinaic In-
scriptions; Prichard, Researches in the Physical History of Mankind
and Natural History of Man, 4th ed., by Edwin Norris, 2 vols,,
London, 1855, (many portraits and woodcuts); Stanley, Palestine;
Movers, Phonizisches Alterthum. The Bible Atlas and Gazetteer, pub-
lished by the American Tract Society, New York, furnishes a most
carefully compiled digest of Genesiacal nationalities and afliliations.
8ee also the Map given in McClintock and Strong’s Encyclopedia,
art. “Ethnology.” See further on the same, in this and in Smith's
Dictionary of the Bible, the articles “Cush,” “Egypt” (Mitzraim),
“Ham,” etc.
*1 Kings x, 10; Psa. Ixxii, 10; Isa. xxi, 18: Ezek. xxvii. 20. 22.
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Rehoboth, Calah and Resen were also founded by
Niwrod, 7.e the Nimrodites. Thus the primitive civ-
ilization of Babylonia and Assyria was Hamitic. The
first personal kings of this Hamitic dynasty were
Urukk and Ilgi.

From the foregoing determinations it appears that
the land of Cush was all the country from the ¢‘river
of Egypt” to the Euphrates and Tigris, and thence
along the western shore of the Persian Gulf to the
Gulf of Arabia.

MIZRAIM.

MiTsRaiM or Mizraim represents the second peo-
ple derived from Kham. By universal consent the
word signifies either ‘Egypt or the Egyptians. The
colonial offshoots of Mizraim were the following:

LUDIM were undoubtedly the progenitors of the
Berber tribes of the northwest of Africa. They are
sometimes set down as ‘‘near Ethiopia”—in the
south of Nubla—but linguistic affinities point out
Mauritania as much more probable. The Lydians of
Asia Minor are regarded as Semites.

ANAMIM or Anamim were perhaps the forerunners
of the Numidians, inhabiting the oases of the desert,
and represented by the inodern Berber tribe of Enine.

LHABIM or LemaBmx settled as Libyans on -the
Mediterranean coast. between Egypt and the Syrtis
Major. They were the Libyans of classical history,
and the LUBIM of other parts of the Bible.*

NaPhTtuKhIM or Napuruamu settled about lake
Mareotis, on the western border of Egypt, represented
by the Naphtuhei of Coptic Christian literature. They
spoke a Berber dialect, and were probably the eastern-
most tribe of the great Geetulian sub-family of Hamites.

* 3 Chron. xii, 8; xvi, 8; Nah. iii, 9; Dan. xx, 48.
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PaThRuSIM or Paturusim are the Pharusii of an-
cient Barbary settled in Mauritania, a part of modern
Morocco. Some, as Canon Rawlinson, regard them as
people of Pathros, which is equivalent to the Thebaid,
or upper Egypt. -

KaSLuKhIM or CasLumim are represented by the
Shillouhs of Barbary, one of the main branches of the
great Geetulian sub-family of Hamites. Out of the
Casluhim came the PhiLiShTIM or Privistod, who are
universally recognized as the historicsil Philistines, or
Berberic Canaanites on the east of the Mediterranean.
Out of the same also issued the KaPhTtuRIM or
CarurorIM, whose locality has not been satisfactorily
ascertained. By some they are supposed to have col-
onized Crete;* by others they are thought to have
planted themselves on the shore of the Mediterranean
between Canaan and Egypt.’

PHUT.

PhUT or Puur, the third Hamitic colony, is gen-
erally admitted to. have occupied the Mediterranean
coast west of Egypt. By some, this Berber colony is
located just west of the Syrtis Major, but precise in-
formation is wanting. Canon Rawlinson thinks the
Phut dwelt between Egypt and Ethiopia proper, in the
region now called Nubia.

CANAAN.

KNaaN or Canaaxn desxgnates Phoamclans, so-called
in classical history, who in early fimes were spread
over the whole of the Holy Land and Pheenicia proper.
They became completely semitized before the time of
Abraham.

*The isle of KaPhTtOR or Caphtor, Jer. xlvii, 4. From the asso-
ciation of the “Philistines,” ¢ 'I‘yre " and “ Sidon,” this suggestion
seems not plausible.
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TsIDoN or Sipon represents the Sidonians. Their
city, the modern Séyda, was located on the Mediter-
rahean, in about latitude 83° 34’. Later, when driven
out by the Philistines, ‘‘they sought refuge on the
rocky islet upon which they founded Tyre.”

KheTh or Hern indicates the Hittites, whose coun-
try was near Hebron.

IBUSI or Jesusite implies a man of the city of
IBUS or Jebus. Where this city yas located is a little
uncertain ; but it is believed to have been a primitive
Hamitic city built on the site of Jerusalem. ¢‘And
David and all Israel went to Jerusalem, which 7s Jebus,
where the Jebusites were [formerly] the inhabitants of
the land.”*

AMOoRI or AmoriTe is a tribal designation whose
geographical position is not precisely tixed. By some
it is placed west and east of the plains of the Jordan;
by others, from lake Asphaltites to Mount Hermon.
It was at least a Palestinic colony of Canaanites.

GiRGAShI or GirsasiTE was simply the name of
another Canaanitish tribe whose precise position re-
mains unknown. )

KhiUI or Hivite denotes a tribe of Canaanites who,
in the time of Joshua, were ¢ inhabitants of Gibeon,’’
and entered into a treacherous peace with the general.t
The Hivite is represented as dwelling ‘¢ under Hermon
in the land of Mizpeh.”’}

AaRKI or ArkTE signifies a man of Arka or Acra,

" —a city whose ruins still exist between Tripoli in old
. Pheenicia and Antaradus.
- SINT or Sinite denotes & man of Sin, a town near
Acra, on the slopes of Mount Lebanon.

* 1 Chron. xi, 4. See.also Josh. xviii, 16.
t Josh. xi, 19. - tJosh. xi, 8.
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ARVADI or ARVADITE, & man of & town now called
Rowéyda, on the little island of Aradus near the Medi-
terranean coast opposite Cyprus.

TsMARI or ZEMARITE, a man of Simyra, near Anta-
radus, on the westeérn spur of Mount Lebauon.

KhaMAThI or HamaTurTE, 8 man of a city now
known as el-Hamah, and situated on the Orontes north
of Pheenicia, and in the middle latitude of Cyprus. A
very ancient name, known among the cuneatic inscrip-
tions of Assyria, and hieroglyphed among the con-
quests of Rameses III. - '

* These are the descendants of KhaM, after their
families, after their tongues, in their countries, and in
their nations.” A

It is shown, therefore, on the basis of Biblical inter-
pretation, that the Hamites primitively spread them-
selves from Mount Lebanon over all the Holy Land as
far as Arabia; that they extended from this region
eastward to the Tigris, and occupied the eastern border
of Arabia as far as the Indian Ocean; and that on the
west they possessed the valley of the Nile as far as the
first cataract, and spread along the African shore of
the Mediterranean as far as the modern Gibraltar. Not
only, therefore, was the primitive civilization of Egypt
Haniitic, but also that of Barbary, as well as that of
Pheenicia, Judea, Syria, Chaldea, Assyria, Babylonia,
Susiana, and Himyaritic (or eastern and part of south-
ern) Arabia.

History, tradition, languages and monuments enable
us to follow the migrations and displacements of the
Hamites into post-genesiac times, and even to note
their existing distribution over the surface of the earth.
Hamites passed from Asia Minor into the south of
Europe as early as 2500 B.c., and occupied the pe-
ninsula of Greece, where they were known as Pelas-
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gians* or Tursanes, and some of whom were afterward
designated Tyrrhenians. The Pelasgians of Crete were
known as Musoi, fromm Mysia in Asia Minor; those of
Macedonia and Thrace were the Teucroi. They held
the islands of Andros, Samothrace, Lemnos and Im-
brus. They did not bring with them a knowledge of
the cereals and the art of agriculture. Nor were these
aids to civilization derived from Egypt, since no com-
munication with Egypt could probably have existed
until about 1700 B.c.; while the cereals were in the
Peloponnesus as early as 2000 B.c.— derived, accord-
ing to tradition, from the Thracians of the Aryan
family.

The Pelasgian empire, founded in Asia Minor, grad- -
ually extended itself over all Greece, which, according
to Herodotus, was called Pelasgia before it was called
Hellas.+ Euripides says the inhabitants were styled
Pelasgiotes before they were Danaci. In Europe, as
in Asia, the Hamites became the first founders of
cities. Athens was Hamitic, and so were Dodona,
Argos, Aeolis and Doris, as well as Plakia and Skulaka
on the Asiatic shore of Marmora, and Larissa in Ionia.

* The Pelasgians are regarded by Rawlinson as Aryans, and the
ancestors of the Hellenes (Herodotus, Vol. I, p. 541). This view is
apparently opposed by the text of Herodotus and the testimonies
generally. The ethnic position of the Pelasgians, nevertheless, is not
regarded as completely settled. Pausanias states that they received
the arts of agriculture and weaving from the Indo-Europeun Thra-
cians. But the Indo-Europeans had been possessed of these arts
before they dispersed from their primitive home in central Asia; and
it the Pelasgians had been a branch of that stock they would have
carried agriculture and weaving with them into Greece. See Pausa-
nias 1. viii, c. 4, §1, and 1. 1, c. 14, § 2, ed. Didot-Dindorf, pp. 19 and
867; Lenormant, Manuel d’histoire ancienne, 8d ed., t. I, p. 834; d’Ar-
bois de Jubainville, Les premiers Habitants de 1I'Europe, chap. iv.
Les Turses ou Pélasges- Tursanes.

+ Herodotus, Bk. II, ch. 56.
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The Arcadians and primitive Argives were Pelasgic, as
well as the primitive Ionians.

From Hellas, the Pelasgians extended their empire
into Italy, where, as Tyrrhenians, they invaded the
north ; as Peucetians, they occupied the southern ex-
tremity ; and as (Enotrians, the region afterward known
as Lucania and Bruttium — the modern Calabria and
Basilicate. As Messapians and Daunians, they settled
also in southern Italy. At a later period, when driven
from Hellas by Indo-Europeans, they took possession
of the whole of Italy, subduing the Aryan Ombro-
Latins, who had already expelled the Aryan Siculi
(Ligurians), the conquerors of the Pelasgic (Enotrians
or primitive immigrants. Here, then, as Etruscans,*
these Hamitic Pelasgians established a new empire,
which grew strong enough to make two warlike at-
tempts upon Egypt, which, however, proved unsuc-
cessful. The center of the Etruscan empire was be-
tween the Tiber, the Mediterranean and the Apennines.
Its date is fixed by d’Arbois de Jubainville at 992 to
974 B.c.— the Siculi having fled in 1034 B.c. to Sicania,
now Sicily..

‘The early history of Rome was chiefly under Etrus-
can influence. This power, during the fifth century
B.0., extended itself to the regions north of the Po.
Mantua was one of their cities. They left Etruscan
inscriptions in the southern valleys of the Alps, which
have been discovered in modern times. There they

* Authorities disagree as 1o the uffinities of the Etruscans. Den-
nis, who has given the subject patient investigation, agrees with
Herodotus, that they were a colony from the Lydians of Asia Minor,
arriving by sea (Cities and Cemeteries of Etruria, new ed. 1879).
Rawlinson holds that they belong to a different race from the other
Italic nations. Delitzsch says they were Semites. This subject has
been historically discussed by d’Arbois de Jubainville, Les Premiers
Habitants de I’ Europe.
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came in conflict with the Aryan Celts, by whom they
were subjugated at the end of the fourth century ».c.
About the same time the Roman power wrested cen-
tral Italy from the Etruscans. Southern Italy had
already been seized by the Ombro-Latin Samnites.
Thus disappeared the great Hamitic empire in Italy,
and Aryan dominion was planted in its place, as six-
teen hundred years earlier it had displaced Hamitic
power in the peninsula of Greece.

From the time of the arrival of Hamites in Greece,
eight hundred years elapsed before direct intercourse
sprang up between Greece and Egypt. On occasion
of the expulsion of the long-dominant but foreign
¢‘ Shepherds ”’ from Egypt — about 1700 8.c.— Danaos
is represented as planting a colony at Argos. He was
not an Egyptian, but it is not known whether the
Shepherds were Hamites or Aryans. Agriculture had
been known in Egypt as early as the Twelfth Dynasty,
which, according to the German Egyptologists, was
between 2850 and 2400 B.c., or, according to English
chronologers, about 2080 ».c.

Save the displacement of the primitive Hamites in
western Asia and southeastern Europe, their distribu-
tion remains at the present day nearly as it existed
when the ethno-gemealogical table of Genesis was com-
piled. Hamitic peoples still occupy the whole of the
north of Africa as far as the Soudan, and all the east-
ern coast region of that continent as far as the equator.
The ancient Egyptian type is still very well preserved
in the Fellahin, or peasantry of the lower Nile; and
still better in the Coptic Christians of the towns. The
Berber type is distributed, somewhat mixed with Sem-
ites and Europeans, throughout the Barbary States,
and includes the modern ethnic designations of Ka-
byles and Shillouhs. The extinct people of the Canary
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Islands were Berbers. The Berber type was differen-
tiated from the Egyptian at an early period ; since the
hieroglyphic inscriptions of Egypt designate them as
Temhu, in distinction from the Retuw or Egyptians;
and, on the Egyptian monuments, the ZemAu are
recognizable by tattoo marks in the shape of a cross—
a mode of ornamentation which still prevails among
the Kabyl women of Algeria. The east African Ham-
ites are represented by the Nubians of the Nile dis-
trict, who were formerly Christians, and by various
half-civilized tribes lying between the Nubian Nile, the
Blue Nile and the Sea; and above the mouth of the
Blue Nile, on both sides of the White Nile, and thence
along the more southern shores of the Red Sea to the
strait of Bab-el-Mandeb. Beyond this latitude are the
well-known Galla, resembling Negroes in the color of
their skin, but free from the Negro odor, and having
long curly hair and agreeable features, and praised for
the morality and nobility of their character. They ap-
pear evidently to be a mixed race, containing Negro
and either Hamitic or Arabic blood. The Hamitic
type, it appears, blends on all sides with that of the
neighboring peoples, so that it is difficult to decide
where the Hamite ends and the Negro begins. His-
tory informs us that an ancient Egyptian type under-
went a similar blending with the African, and explains
that this was occasioned by intermarriages with Ne-
groes, at that time known as Ethiopians,—the old bib-
lical sense of Cush having become greatly enlarged.
In modern Africa, where the physical characters of
tribes become insufficient for the identification of race,
the structure of the language and the grade of civiliza-
tion at once indicate the dominant and primitive ele-
ment. Throughout most of eastern Africa the superi-
ority of the Hamite character is at once discernible.
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Linguistic peculiarities and profound race distinctions
mark the products of Hamitic civilization as far sur-
passing any of the indigenous productions of the black
races.

There remains yet one ramification of the Hamites
to which I have not directed attention. I have stated
that they were traceable through the Berber type as far
as the Straits of Gibraltar. They are actually traced to
the Canary Islands, where the Guanches ouce lived.
There is good reason to believe, as I shall show here-
after (chapter xxiii), that an extensive island once cov-
ered this portion of the Atlantic, and that after remain-
ing the seat of a powerful Mongoloid empire for an
unknown period it was seized by the Hamitic Berbers,
who had already displaced the Mongoloids from north-
ern Africa. Here a small number remained after geo-
logic agencies had well nigh obliterated the country in
which they dwelt. This remnant has been known in
historic times as Guanches; but they are now totally
extinct.

The existence of Hammc settlements and intermixt-
ures on the west of the Red Sea extended correspond-
ingly, in classical and modern times, the application
of the name Athiopia.* We have seen that the
Genesiacal table extends the land of Cush, the sun-
burnt race, over western Asia, and along the eastern
and southern shores of Arabia. It has been a matter
of doubt whether, at so early a period, the Cushites
crossed into Africa. It appears that, at a later period,
they were found existing in Africa; and as the Greeks

* Mr. W. Gifford Palgrave has made the suggestion that the Red
Sea has resulted from an irruption of the waters of the Indian Ocean
during human times. He states that the geology and topography of
Arabia belong to Africa rather than Asia. (Palgrave, in Murray’s
Geograph. Distrib. Mam., P. 11, p. 12))
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called this sun-burnt race Aithiopes (a literal Greek
translation of Cushim), geographers have been per-
plexed by the evidences of bqth an Asiatic and an Af-
rican Athiopia. Distinet relics of Hamitic occupation
still remain in southern Arabia, in the names of towns,
and in numerous inscriptions written in a language
known as Himyaric. Many similar monumental rec-
ords of the Hamitic age remain in Assyria, and along
the southern coast of Asia Minor. Throughout all the
Asiatic, Hellenic and Italic regions the primitive Ham-
itic stock appears to have been absorbed by overlying
populations, whose modern dark skins, very probably,
perpetuate the remembrance of the admixture.



CHAPTER IV.

THE SEMITES AND THEIR DISPERSION.

URSUING the same course as with the Hamites,
I shall first follow the primitive distribution of
the Semites, as given in our ethno genealogical table.
SheM or SuewM, according to Gesenius, signifies a
name. In its radical letters, which are the essential
and original constituents of the written word, it is
simply SM, and possibly sustains a relation to the
Greek word sema, a sign, and the Latin signum. ¢ The
word is often employed to signify the name of Jeho-
vah, and not unlikely it was applied to the son of
Noah to signalize his selection to be the ancestor of
the chosen people.” )

ELAM.

AILAM or Eraxm is generally regarded as denoting
the Elamites, or inhabitants of Elymais (sometimes
Susiana or Kissia), on the eastern side of the Persian
Gulf. In classical history the Elamites are generally
associated with the (Japhetic) Persians, and Josephus
says they were the founders of the Persians. But
there is good reason to rely upon the authority of a
table of ethnic affiliations which, so far, is wonderfully
vindicated by all our discoveries. 'We must, therefore,
conclude that Elam was settled primitively by Semites,
whom a Japhetic tribe displaced at a later period, as
the Semites themselves displaced and absorbed so

many Hamitic nations.
%
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ASSHUR.

ASshUR or Assuur is an eponym for Assyria or
Assyrians. Nimrod, the Hamite, we are told, went out
of Babel to Asshur, and built Nineveh and other cities.
A Hamite went into a Semitic country and built cities,
which we have regarded as Hamitic. Did the Hamite
simply place himself at the head of Semitic colonies,
or did he lead off Hamitic colonies, which he planted
among Semitic peoples?* The force of the original
text seems to imply the latter altérnative, and it also
seems plausible. Later, however, the Hamitic element
in these Assyrian cities was absorbed by preponder-
ating Semites, and they became in a strict sense the
abode of Asshur, who was venerated in later times as
the guardian deity of the Assyrians.

ARPHAXAD.

ARPhaKShaD or ArpHaxap, as the Septuagint
transliterates the name, stands for the north Assyri-
ans. It signifies, etymnologically, the boundary of the
Chaldmans. A thousand years later Ur was within
the bounds of Arphaxad.

ShaLaKh or Saran, as transcribed in our version,
probably denotes the Salackians, inhabitants of the
Salachia of Ptolemy, in ancient Susiana, at the head
of the Persian Gulf. ,

AeBeR, EBer or HeBER, the son or colony from
Salah, denotes, etymologically, those on the other side,
or those from the other side. It may allude to the
arrival of the Abrahamide from the east of the Eu-

* The difficulty here arising has led some to regard the paren-
thesis describing Nimrod as the founder of Babel, Erech, Accad and

Calneh, as a later interpolation. (A. KNOBEL, Die V&llm'tqfel der
Genesis, Giessen, 1850, p. 839.)
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phrates, or, on the theory of the Chaldean origin of
this ethnic table, it may signify those gone to the west
side of the Euphrates. In either case it seems a desig-
nation applied after the event, when the Eber had
settled- in Canaan and acquired the name of Hebrews,
since by common consent the primitive Eber were
located on the east of the Euphrates in Chaldea.

JAKTAN or Jokrax, one of the sons of Heber, or
one of the affiliations colonized from the Heberites,
designates the Joktanides, or primitive stock of north-
ern and western Arabs.

ALMODAD or ALmopap, the first issue from Jok-
tan, represents, by general consent, the Almodceei of
Ptolemy, a people of central Arabia Felix.

ShaLePh or SueLepH, second issue from Joktan,
are the Salapeni of Ptolemy, now probably identified
with Metéyr, in the neighborhood of Mecca.

-KhaTsaRMAUTt or HazarMAVETH, third issue from
Joktan, are the Chathramite of Ptolemy, now at Had-
ramaut, a modern province in the south of Arabia
Felix, between Yemen and the Mahra country. The
people were known to the #ncients as Atramitee.

IaRaKh or JERAH, fourth issue from Joktan, is easily -
identifiable with a modern tribe designated Yared, son
of Joktan,on the Arabian Gulf border of Arabia Felix.
Forster attributes to them a wide territory, stretching
from the Persian Gulf to the Straits of Bab-el-Mandeb.

HaDORAM or Haporam, fifth issue from Joktan,
are located by some at the mouth of the Persian Gulf
in Arabia; but by others, on the southern shore of
Arabia Felix, west of Jerah.

UTsAL or UzaL, sixth issue from Joktan, corre-
sponds to modern Sanaa, the capital of the province
of Yemen, once a flourishing town and the rival of
Damascus.
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DiKLAH or Digram, seventh issue from Joktan, is
represented by the Dulkhelite of Himyar, and the
tribe known as DAw-'l-kaladh in Yemen.

AOBAL or OBaL, eighth issne from Joktan, denotes
a tribe colonized in western Arabia, north of Mecca.
In the opinion of some, this tribe spread from the
Arabian to the African shore of the Straits of Bab-el-
Mandeb.

ABIMaeL or ABiMaEL, ninth issne from Joktan,
answers to the Mali of Theophrastus, the Malick® of
Ptolemy, and the name is perpetuated in the town of
Malas near Medina.

ShBA, Sh’BA or SHEBA, tenth issue from Joktan,
may refer to the reminiscences of SAeda still preserved
in local names in the southwest of Arabia. This name
is but slightly distinguished from the Hamitic SBA
or S'BA. Rawlinson, assuming it identical, thinks it
signities the mixed character of the race. It certainly
is not improbable that Semites became here super-
imposed on Hamites at a date earlier than ¢he forma-
tiou of this éthnological table.

OPhiR or Orpnuir, eleventh issue from Joktan, is
placed by some in the southwest corner of Arabia; by
others, at Ofor, a town and district of Oman.

KhaUILAH or HaviLan, twelfth issue from Joktan,
is perhaps not distinguishable from the Hamitic Hav-
ilah ; but good authorities decide to locate the Semites
at Chaulan or Khawlan, in Arabia Felix, on the Red
Sea.

IOBAB or JoBas, last issue from Joktan, is believed
to be represented by the Jobaritm of Ptolemy, and the
modern Beni-Jobub in ancient Katabania, mldway be-
tween Sanaa and Zebid in Arabia.

PheLeG, PhaLaG or PeLkc, the other son or col-
ony from Heber, is believed by Lenormant to have

3
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located in upper Mesopotamia. The posterity of Peleg
to the fifth ‘¢ generation’’ or colonial differentiation, is
given in the eleventh chapter. The absence of such
enumeration here has been taken as evidence that the
table was compiled in the early lifetime of ‘Peleg —
perhaps by Peleg himself. But the compilation was
late enough to permit the enumeration of thirteen col-
onies proceeding from Joktan, Peleg’s brother. Does
the termination of the Jewish and Ishmaélitish lineage
with Peleg indicate that the author of the compilation
dwelt where he became better informed respecting the
tribes of Arabia than respecting those colonized in.
upper Mesopotamia? If we reply affirmatively, we are
pointed again to Chaldeea as the place of origin of our
ethnographical table.

LUD.

LUD, name of the fourth son of Shem, is by some
regarded as the eponym of the Lydians, located in
the westerfi part of Asia Minor, on the Agean. Ata
remoter period, however, according to Rawlinson, this
region had been occupied by a*dynasty of Pelasgians,
and he is accordingly of the opinion that the Lud were
primitively located north of Palestine, in the close
neighborhood of the Assyrians.

ARAM.

ARAM or Arax, called the fifth son of Shem, is
generally understood to designate tribes stretching
from northern Arabia through Syria and central Meso-
potamia to Armenia—a name which still perpetuates
this patronymic —and thence to the borders of Lydia.
Aranaia was a name of Phrygia, in central Asia Mi-
nor, in the time of Homer; and Josephus tells us the
Syrians called themselves Aramsans. These people
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extended - as far southwest as Damascus; for we are
told ¢‘the ARAM of Damascus came to succor Hada-
dezer,” and ‘‘David slew of ARAM two and twenty
thousand.””* The Nestorians belong to this affiliation.

aUTs or Uz, the first issue from Aram, is supposed
to have located on the Arabian frontier of Chaldma;
Rawlinson says nearly in the middle of north Arabia,
not very far from the famous district of Nejd. This
was the land of Job.

KhUL or Hur was perhaps near lake Huleh, north
of Palestine ; but the determination is uncertain.

GeTteR or GeruEs, the third issue from the Ara-
meean stock, has not been certainly located. By some
it is placed in the east of Armenia; others think it one
of the cities of Dekopolis, east of the Jordan. Lange
says ‘‘Arabians.”

MaSh or Masr is put down in 1 Chronicles i, 17 as
MeSheK (Meshech in our version), a word of different
radicals, and also given (Genesis x, 2) as the name of
a son of Japhet. This confusion creates uncertainty;
but Mask was probably located near the other Ara-
means ; and as the name seems to be perpetuated in
Mt. Masius, and in the river Masca, it appears rea-
sonable to place this Aramean tribe in the north of
Mesopotamia or Assyria.

From the foregoing examination it appears that the
primitive Semites were centrally located throughout
Syria and central and northern Mesopotamia, and
stretched southward along the entire west coast of Ara-
bia. There were Hamites on all sides of them except
the northeast—on the extreme south and east of Ara-
bia, and along the lower plain of the Euphrates; on

*2 Sam. viii, 5. See also verse 6, where ARaM stands for a lo-
cality and ARAM for the people. AR&M (Arameans) is rendered
8yrians in our version.
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the west, in Egypt, and perhaps along the western
shore of the Red Sea, and also along the eastern coast
of the Mediterranean, through Canaan and Pheenicia ;
and on the northwest, throughout all the southern
plain of Asia Minor, and perhaps, also, the Tauric high-
lands. At a very early period, generally put down
as about the eighteenth century B.c., the Semites had
absorbed the Hamitic populations of Assyria, Meso-
potamia, Syria and Pheenicia. In the time of Herod-
otus the following nations had become semitized:
the Assyrians, Babylonians, Syrians or Aramsans,
Pheenicians with their colonies, Canaanites, Jews,
Cyprians, Cilicians, Solymi and northern Arabians.
The Solymi were in Asia Minor; and if these became
semitized very likely the neighboring nations under-
went the same change. The semitization of these na-
tions is not to be viewed as a displacement of the
primitive population. Much evidence exists of close
ethnic affinity between the Hamites and Semites at this
early period. This is shown in the blending of Hamn-
itic'and Semitic roots in some of the most ancient in-
scriptions ; in the facility of intercourse between the
Semites of Asia and the Hamites of Egypt; in the
peaceful and unobserved absorption of all the Asiatic
Hamites, and the Semitic adoption of the Hamitic gods
and religious system. It is manifest that, at an epoch
not long previous, the two families had dwelt together
and spoken one language. Of this language, called
Accadian or Sumeric, some relics remain. It supplied
the oldest form of the cuneiform character; and from
it the Assyrio-Babylonian cuneiform was derived.

The northern branch of Semites have continued, in
later times, to occupy nearly the same regions as they
acquired eighteen centuries before Christ. The south-
ern Semites spread over the peninsula of Arabis, en-
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croaching upon the borders primitively settled by
Hamites, and overflowing across the Red Sea into the
eastern border of northern Africa. The Joktanide Arabs
were subsequently encroached upon in northern Arabia
by the Ishmadclites. At the present time, some of the
Hamitic tribes of Nubia have become largely semit-
ized, and claim for themselves a Semitic origin.

The Semites have always been confined within nar-
row geographical limits. In the time of Herodotus,
‘‘ a parallelogram sixteen hundred miles long, from the
parallel of Aleppo to the south of Arabia, and, on an
average, eight hundred miles broad,” inclosed nearly
the whole of this family. ¢ Within this tract—less
than a thirteenth part of the Asiatic continent— the
entire Semitic family was then, and, with one excep-
tion, has ever since been confined.””* The exception
is the Arab conquest in the seventh century.

* Rawlinson, Herodotus, Vol. I, p. 588.



CHAPTER V.

THE JAPHETITES AND THEIR DISPERSION.

aPheTt or JaPHETH, the name of the second son of
Noabh, is said by Gesenius to signify etymologically
‘* widely-spreading, from the root PhaTtaH.” It seems
likely the name was bestowed after the wide dxaperslon
of his posterity ; unless the language of Noah promis-
ing that *“ God shall enlarge Japheth’’* can be under-
stood as prophetic of the wide dispersion and power of
his descendants. The Greeks retained a mythical recol-
lection of their remote progenitor, under the name of
lapetus. He was one of the Titans, and the fabled
son of heaven and earth. The Greek recognition of
their Iapetic derivation indicates at once the direction
in which we are to search for the posterity of IaPheT't.
By these Iapetic Javanites ¢ were the isles of the Gen-
tiles divided in their hands.”

GOMER.

GoMeR or GouEr is a namet whose root-forms are
preserved very extensively in the designations of Eu-
ropean tribes. They are handed down by Homer,
Diodorus, Herodotus, Josephus and Ptolemy.’ Gimirs
are mentioned in cuneiform records of the time of
Darius Hystaspes. 1: The tribes of Gomer are the Go-

* Gen. ix, 27. This view is dilated upon by McCausland, in The
Builders of Babel, ch. iv.
+ Neither this nor the other Japhetic names possesses a proper
Semitic root. These names are Indo-Gérmanic Hebraized.
1 Rawlinson, Herodotus, Vol. III, p. 150; note, p. 1562
88
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merians, Kimmerians' or Crimeans, dwelling about
the northern shores of the Black Sea, and, in later
times, spreading as Kymr, Kymri, Gaels, Gauls or
Kelts over a large part of central and western Europe.
Their name is recognized from Great Britain to Spain
in such words as Cambria and Cumberland in Great
Britain, Cambrai in France, Cambrilla in Spain, and
perhaps Coimbra in Portugal. ,

AShKNaZ or Asaxenaz denotes, undoubtedly, the
Ascanians, an ancient name of the Phrygians, who
dwelt south of the Black Sea. The root of the word
is extremely frequent in ancient history, throughout
the Bythinian region. The son of Aneas was named
Ascanius; and the Trojans themselves, whose city fell
in the gray dawn of history, were probably the children
of Ashkenaz. The Euxine, Pliny tells us, was formerly
styled Awenus, and this, in Greek, becomes the well
known Fuzeinos.

RIPaT or Ripuatu denotes apparently the Riphaces
of Josephus, whose country was Paphlagonia, in the
middle of the south shore of the Euxine. Some have
located this tribe in Armenia, and some, on the north
shore of the Euxine, without sufficient reason. Knobel
adds the Kelts, and Lange adopts the opinion.

ToGaRMAaH or TogarMAH is almost universally re-
garded as denoting Armenia, in which dwell to this
time the remnants of a primitive people who style.
themnselves ‘‘the house of Thorgon.”

MAGOG.

MAGOG or Macoe is & name about which’ much
learned discussion has arisen. This people has been
sometimes located east and northeast of the Euxine,
and set down as the ancestors of the Scythians. But
a8 Dubois has determined, they are rather Cauc-asians
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and Circassians (Tcherkesses) in the mountainous region
between the Euxine and the Caspian. F. Lenormant
has a fancy that the ‘Turanians are descended from
Magog; while the Chinese are an antediluvian race.*

MaDal or Mapar, by universal consent, designates
the Medes, whose seat was east of Assyria and south
of the Caspian. History and archsology prove, how--
ever, that at an earlier date the people of Medea were
not Japhetic. The Medean dynasty of Babylon is
regarded by Rawlinson as Turanian;t+ but Rawlinson,
following Oppert and Max Miiller, merges Hamitic
and Turanian indications together. Trusting to the
faith of the Genesiacal record, we must hold that
Japhetites were the first children of Noah who dwelt
in Media. But it is easy to admit the probability that
.they displaced an older people, and that these older
people were Turanian in the sense of being Ural-Altaic.
But this touches a discussion for which- I wish now only
to lay the foundations. '

JAVAN.

IAVAN or Javan—in the Septuagint, Jovan—is
undoubtedly equivalent to the Homeric Jaones, denot-
ing the primitive Jonians—a name which then signi-
fied all the tribes,which afterward became Hellenes.
The same, in its root-elements, is traced in inscriptions

. as far back as the Eighteenth Egyptian Dynasty. On
~ the Rosetta Stone, the Demotic IUNiN is the equiva-
lent of the Greek Hellenikois. Javanas is the Hindoo
designation of the Greeks in the ‘Laws of Menu’’;
and among the Arabs, ancient and modern, Pundn is
the generic name of all the Greeks. The Javanide

* Lenormant, Ancient History of the East, Am. ed., Vol. I, p. 62.
+ Rawlinson, Herodotus, Vol. I, pp. 819, 852, 589.
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were therefore understood to spread over all the region
of the Hellenic race, including the eastern shore of the
Zgean, in Asia Minor.

AeLIShéiH or Erisuan finds its equivalent in Elisa
or Elis, on the coast of the Peloponnesus. Hellas is
probably from the same root. Hence the geographical
position indicated is the ‘shores of the Morea, and the
islands contiguous, in the Archlpelago

TaRShISh or TarsuisH is by one school thonght to
denote Zartessus on the Spanish coast, and by another,
Tarsus, on the Cilician coast, in Asia Minor. The
latter locality seems to carry the weight of -evidence,
since there is almost & complete identity between TaR-
SIS (aspirates omitted) and Zarsos, and the other Ionic
tribes are ranged by our ethnic table along the same
Mediterranean coast.

KiTtIM or Kirrim has been referred by different
authorities to Italy, Macedonia and Cyprus. We find
Tarshish, Phul (Pamphylia), Lud (Lydia), Tabal (Paph-
lagonia), Javan (Ionia) and Kittim so often grouped
together that we are constrained to reject Italy, and
probably Macedonia, from consideration. Kittim was
contiguous to Tarsus and Paphlagonia; and the island
Cyprus fulfills the condition. Egyptian inscriptions,
moreover, sustain this solution.

DoDANIM or Dopbaniy, recorded as RODANIM *
in 1 Chronicles i, 7, is generally understood to refer
to the Dodoneans of Macedonia. Adopting Rodanim
as the correct name of this tribe, it may easily refer to
the island Rhodes. This view would happily coordi-
nate this colony with the other affiliations of Javan.

* Our English version says Dodanim, with a marginal reference

toGg?.x,2 etc.
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TUBAL.

TuBAL or TusaL is & name perpetuated in the 7%5-
arent of Herodotus and Strabo, a designation of the
people now known as Georgians. Josephus says that
Tubal represented the Iberians in his day, and Bochart
and Dubois remind us that Z%obel and Tubal are iden-
tical with Georgians, the ancient Iberians of the south-
east coast of the Euxine, and extending thence into
northern Armenia south of the Caucasus.

MESHECH.

MeShek or MeseEcH denotes a tribe.contignous to
Tubal, as indicated by Ezekiel, and by Herodotus, who
says: ‘‘ Moschi and Tibareni.” All authority, accord-
ingly, locates the Moschi or Meschi on the Moschian
range adjacent to Tubal (Iberia) in the extreme north
of Armenia, along the slopes of the Caucasus. The
Moschi are set down by Rawlinson as ancestors of the
Muscovites, but the evidence is not apparent.

TIRAS.

TiR4S or Tiras, the seventh colonial issue from Ja-
phet, is commonly understood as denoting the Thra-
cians, whose geographical position was southwest of the
Euxine. The river 7%tras of Ptolemy; now known as
the Dniester, flows into the Euxine from the north-
west. The Thracians perhaps stretched northward far
enough to join the widely-extended Kimmerians. -

The genesiacal table thus gives the Japhetites a lo-
cation entirely north of the Semites. In Medea they
stretch around the northeastern border of Semitic ter-
ritory. From Armenia, their central region, the Ja-
phetic country extends westward around both shores of
the Black Sea, and southward along the western bor-
der of Asia Minor. They crossed the Bosphorus and
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populated all the Hellenic shores and islands of the
Zgean. '

From non-biblical sources we obtain further infor-
mation respecting the early dispersion of the Japhet-
ites or Indo-Enropeans—ealled also Aryans. All de-
terminations confirm the biblical account of their
primitive residence in the same country with the Ham-
ites and Semites. Rawlinson informs us that even
Aryan roots are mingled with presemitic in some of
the oldest inscriptions of Assyria. The precise region
where these three families dwelt in a common home
has not been pointed out. We discover, in the re-
motest antiquity, movements of Aryan peoples in three
different directions. . One stream is seen setting north-
ward across the Caucasus, through the gorge of Dariel,
and thence westward along the north shore of the
Euxine. Another stream sets westward from the Ar-
menian region, along the south shore of the Euxine,
across the Bosphorus and the Archipelago, into south-
eastern Europe. The third stream sets eastward, and
then southeastward, across the Hindu-Kush, into the
valley of the Seven Rivers, the modern Punjab. The
center of divergence of these three streams is Armenia,
or at least some region between Armenia and Turke-
stan or Bactria. This fact lends confirmation to the
biblical statements; though it is not fully established
that the so-called Ararat of Armenia is the biblical
Ararat, which, there is reason to suppose, was located
farther east.

The southeastern or Asiatic division of Aryans sep-
arated into two sub-families, the Brahmanic and the
Iranic. It was perhaps before the separatlon that the
Hymns of the Vedas were written. Such is the opin-
ion of Max Miiller, who maintains that the Zoroastrian
religion marked a schism in the primitive Vedic. Be
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that as it may, the adherents of the Vedic worship
traversed the passes of the Hindu-Kush and sojourned
in the Punjab. Here the Brahmanic form of their re-
ligion underwent its development and decline. In the
course of timne the Brahmani¢ peoples dispersed them-
selves over nearly all portions of the Indian peninsula,
displacing the indigenous population either by exter-
mination, by absorption, or by driving them to the
hills.* The Brahmanic language was Sanscrit. This
is now a dead language, like that of the sacred books
of so many other nations; but it is represented in mod-
ern Hindustan by the Bengalee, Nepalee, the pure
Hindu and the Urdu. The mysterious Gipsies are an
erratic tribe of Hindus, who left India after 1000 a.p.,
and are known to have wandered as far as Crete in
1322, were in Corfu in 1346, and in Wallachia in 1870.
The Iranic sub-family of Asiatic Aryans spoke the
Zend, which is the langunage of the Avesta, the sacred
writing of the Persians, and of the most ancient cunei-
form inscriptions of Persia.- From the Zend proceeded
the Pehlevi, and from that the modern Persian. To
this sub-family belong the Beluchs, the Afghans, the
Tadshik of Turkestan, and the agricultural populations
of Ozbeg, Khiva, Bokkara, Kokand and Kashgaria.
The westward or Mediterranean stream of European
Aryans appeared in southeastern Europe about 2000
B.c. They brought with them a knowledge of the ce-
reals wheat, rye and barley, together with the plough,
and the metals gold, silver and bronze. Knowledge of
these sources of civilization they imparted to the Pelas-
gic Hamites who had preceded them. The first group
of southern Aryans appeared on the Adriatic as Istri-

* See Major-Géneral John Briggs’ Report on the Aboriginal Tribes
of India, in Reports of the British Association, 1850.
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ans; and, as Venetes, they founded the city of Venice
(Venetia). They also held a large part of the Archipel-
ago. As Phrygians they had gained possession of the
greater part of Asia Minor. The Ligurians (including
Siculi) dispossessed the European Iberians of most of
western Europe at about the same date; and in the
time of Hesiod (850 B.c.) they held Gaul. In the
gixth century B.c. they also held possession of Spain
for eighty years. The Ombro-Latins wrested most of
Italy from the Pelasgic Ligurians; but were, in turn,
subjugated by Pelasgians bearing the name of Etrus-
cans. Subsequently the Aryan nations regained pos-
gession, and, as Romans, overshadowing and absorbing
their Hamitic neighbors, erected a kingdom destined
to extend its authority over most of the known world.

The earliest group of the northern stream falling
under the cognizance of history may be styled Thra-
cian —from Tiras, an affiliation of Japhet. It was
composed of the ancestors of the Hellenes, Italians
and Kelts. The Hellenic Achs®ans were in the Pelo-
ponnesus in the fourteenth century B.c., according to
Egyptian monuments. They came into Greece by fol-
lowing the eastern coast of the Adriatic southward.
Hence they must probably be considered an offshoot
of the Thracian group.* Continuing eastward, they
occupied the Ionian Islands. Later they appeared in
Thessaly, and in the eleventh century B.c. they had

*It does not satisfactorily appear wliether first Aryan settlers
entered Greece from the north or from the east. As the Genesiacal
table speaks of them as settled in Ionia, upon the east shore of the
Zgean, and upon the “isles of the Gentiles,” and as their kindred
were scattered eastward through Asia Minor to Armenia, it seems
likely that the Thracian colonization of Greece from the north or
northeast was not the first Ayran colony. Under this view, there
would have been three colonizations of Greece by Aryans: 1st, from
the Ionian coast; 2d, from Thrace; 8d, from the northern Adriatic.



46 . PREADAMITES.

returned to Asia, and established settlements lipon the
coast of Asia Minor.’

Another branch of the northern stream of Euro-
pean Aryans is known in Europe as Kimmerians or
Kymri, about 650-600 B.c. They were pressed west-
ward from the Tanais (Don) by the Scythians, famous
in all history for a fierce. and warlike disposition.
Moving westward, they spread over regions known in
classical history as Gaul. Their generic designation
in central and western Europe was Gauls or Kelts. A
nation retaining the name of Kymri or Kimbri occu-
pied the Spanish peninsula. The Belge and the Brit-
ish Kelts were of the same stock. The Kelts had
spread over western Europe as early as 450-430 B.c.
They occupied the whole region between the Alps and
the Baltic Sea and German Ocean. The Goths and
Teutons now pressed upon them from the east, and
drove them from the countries between the Danube
and the Baltic. The Iberians resisted them in the
Spanish peninsula, and drove them back into Gaul.
This country was already packed with Keltic tribes,
and the refugees sought a permanent asylum south of
the Alps, in the plain of the Po. From this region
one branch extended its conquests over middle and
lower Italy, perhaps even reaching Sicily; the other
recrossed the Austrian Alps, and occupied the vast
plain known as Hungary. About 280 B.c. they made
encroachments on Macedonia and Greece, but were
repulsed ; whence, crossing the Dardanelles, they rav-
aged Asia Minor for many years, where they have left
their namne to a district known as Galatia. During the
samne period they made extensive conquests from the
Scythians. But now the Sarmatian immigration from
the east had commenced in the regions north of the
Black Sea, and the Kelts fell back along the valley of
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the Danube, leaving traces of their presence in the
names Wallachia and Gallicia, but slowly disappearing
through absorption into more powerful nations.

Another branch of the northern stream, first recog-
nized in Europe as subjects of the Scythians, as early
88 400 B.c. dispersed themselves over Russia as Letto-
Slavs. The Prussians are Lithuanian Letts; the Rus-
sians are Slavs, and so are the inhabitants of the
southeast of Austria, and the northeastern shores of
the Adriatic. Another branch of the northern stream
has trifurcated into Goths, Scandinavians and Teutons.
The Goths have been absorbed. The Scandinavians
have pushed on to the Swedish peninsula, and even to
Iceland and Greenland. The Teutons, differentiated
first as Bastarnians about 182 B.c., are represented by
people speaking various dialects, of which the High
German is most important on the continent, and the
comnposite Anglo-Saxon the most important in Great
Britain and the colonies and nations which have sprang
from her people.

Still another branch of the northern stream of Ar-
yans swept across the European border about 1500 s.c.
Under the name of Scythians they seized the country
bordering on the Dnieper, expelling the Kelts, as
already stated, who now proceeded on their conquest
of Europe.* During the entire period of classical
history they are known as fierce and warlike tribes,
occupying a vast country of plains and prairies north

* Ethnographers are not unanimous in respect to the ethnic posi-
tion of the Scythians. Boekh, Niebuhr and many others set them
down as Tatars. But Humboldt, Grimm, Donaldson and others
maintain, both on physical and philological grounds, their ethnic
afinity with the Aryans. Rawlinson, in his essay “On the Ethnic
Affinities of the Nations of Western Asia ™ (Herodotus, Vol. I, p. 528,
etc.) distinctly ranges the Scythians among Tatar nations. He even
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of the Euxine. but of indefinite extent. In the tenth
century B.c. they had reached the Danube. In the
fifth and fourth centuries B.c. they had extended as far
west as the eastern Alps. In the time of Pliny their
western border had receded, and their southern had
correspondingly shrunken back. The Scythic nation
was now but vaguely known ; and soon afterward the
Scythians disappear from history, crushed and ab-
sorbed, probably, by the pressure of the Thracian
Getee on the west, and. the Scythic Sarmatians on the
east; or, perhaps, finally exterminated by the subse-
quent invasions of the Mongol hordes. :

To summarize, chronologically, the movements of
the Aryan family in Europe, according to the best
information, we may recognize:

1. The Ionian or Javanic branch, known to be in
Ionia and the ‘‘isles of the Gentiles’’ at the date of
the compilation of the Genesiacal table, probably be-
fore Moses, and, as some think, in the time of Abra-
ham, say 2100 B.c. They must have belonged to the
western stream of Aryans.

2. The Kimmerian branch, known on the same
authority to have been on the north of the Black
Sea about the same date, say 2100 B.0. Northern
stream.

8. The Thracian branch, which was only a move-
ment of the western Kimmerians; in Attica 2000 B.c.;
in the Italian peninsula, said to have passed into the

maintains that a Tatar element is manifest in the oldest records of the
Armenians, Cappadocians, Susianians and Chaldseans of Babylon.
In a later essay, “On the Ethnography of the European Scyths”
(Herodotus, Vol. III, p. 158), he argues as distinctly that this nation
was Indo-European. F. Muller is of the opinion that some of the
Scyths were Ural-Altaic and others Aryan (Novara- Ezpedition, Eth-
nographie, p. 145).
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islands of the Archipelago, and Phrygia, in Asia
Minor; but I prefer to regard these tribes as belong-
ing to the anterior Javanic branch.

4. The Ligurian branch, which appeared in Italy
about 2000 B.c. Probably an extension of the Javanic,
along the shores and islands of the Mediterranean.

*5. The Scythian branch, known in the region north
of the Black Sea as early as 1500 B.c.

6. The Ombro-Latin branch, which displaced, in
Italy, the Ligurian, and was itself displaced by the
Pelasgic Etruscans.

7. The Achman branch, probably appertaining to
the Thracians, entering the Peloponnesus in the four-
teenth century B.c., coming from the west.

8. The Keltic branch, appearing in the north of
Italy 650 =B.c., after repulses from the Iberians and
Belgians. Probably a nation allied to the Thracians
and Scythians.

9. The Letto-Slavic branch, 400 B.c. Perhaps an-
other group from the prolific Thracian stock.

The facts here set forth are supplied by the very
latest ethnological researches. It is of interest to us
to note that Europe has been completely overspread
by the Aryan family, and that the Hindus were orig-
inally members of the same race, and of the same
family of that race, as ourselves. They are possessed,
then, of similar intellectual and moral characteristics.
If we style them ¢‘ heathen,”” we must remember that
they are wise and thoughtful heathen, armed with sci-
ence and philosophy far above our contempt.

As to the movements of the Aryan family since
the Christian era, history is able to speak with a cer-
tain sound. No fragment of the fumily has escaped
observation. It would not be possible to conceal itself
in the relimtest quarters of the world. The color of
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its skin would betray it. The tint and texture of its
hair would reveal it. The very speech of the rudest
peasant would proclaim it. The clang and tone of
the Greek and the Sanscrit are in the speech of the
most ignorant Swabian and the most servile Slav.

Nore.—The annexed “ Chart of Dispersions of the Noachites'’
illustrates the subject discussed in the three preceding chapters. The
.Hamites are denoted by Roman block letters, thus: CUSH, Nimrod.
The Semites are denoted by Italic block letters, thus: ASSHUR,
‘Almodad. The Japhetites are denoted by common Roman letters,
thus: GOMER, Ashkenaz. The names of the grandsons of Noah
are indicated, in each case, by the larger-sized letters.
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CHAPTER VI

PRINCIPAL TYPES OF MANKIND*

BEFORE basing any deductions on the foregoing
account of the dispersion of the Noachide, it is
desirable to have before us a conspectus of the princi-
pal types of mankind at large. I shall group the races
in three divisions, according to prevailing color. Eth-
nologists rely on color to only a limited extent, and,
at most, account it but one among many physical and
linguistic considerations regarded as throwing light on
racial distinctions and affiliations; yet color shows a
strange and persistent independence of the physical
environment. A chromatic classification, moreover,
will be most convenient for the present purpose.t For
a ore detailed classification see chapter xix.

CONSPECTUS OF TYPES.

I. Wuite Race (Mediterranean) or the Blushing} race.
(1) Blonde Family (Japhetites, Aryans or Indo-
Europeans).
(2) Brunette Family (Semites).
(3) Sun-burnt Family (Hamites).

* More exact data concerning the black races will be given in
chapter xi.

+ M. Quatrefages regards the human species as a single stem with
three trunks —the White, the Yellow and the Black — which are di-
vided into “branches,” *“boughs,” *“families” and “groups.” Dr.
Charles Pickering (The Races of Men and their Geographical Distri-
bution, Boston, 1848) groups the eleven recognized races as “ White,”
“ Brown,” “ Blackish-Brown ” and * Black.”

1 So named by Lanci (il rossicante) —Paralipomeni all’ Illustra-
zioni della Sagra Scrittura, Paris, 4to, 2 vols., 1845.
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II. Brow~ Races.

1. Mongoloid Race (Tatar, Turanian).
(1) Malay Family.
(2) Malayo-Chinese Family.”
(8) Chinese Family.
(4) Japanese Family (including Coreans).
(5) Altaic Family.
(6) Behring’s Family.
‘(1) American Family.

2. Dravidian Race.
(1) Dekkanese Family.
(2) Cingalese Family.
(8) Munda Family (Jungle Tribes or Primitive

Dravida).
III. Brack Races.

1. Negro Race (Sooty).
(1) Bantu Family.
(2) Soudan Family.

2. Hottentot Race (Leather Brown).
(1) Koi-Koin Family.
(2) Bushman Family.

3. Papuan Race (Dark-Rusty—Z#. Miiller).
(1) Asiatic Family.
(2) Australian Family.

4. Australian Race (Coffee-Brown).

The three families of the Wuite or MEDITERRA-
NEAN race have, from tine immemorial, been distin-
guished by their color. The Japhetites or Indo-Euro-
peans constitute the dlonde family. Typically, they
possess brown, yellowish or reddish hair, blue eyes and
a fair skin. The type is found in its greatest purity
among the northern nations of Europe. The Aryans
of the south have acquired darker complexions by in-
termixture with Semites, and, in ancient times, with
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Hamites. The Semites are characteristically drunestte.
The ancient Egyptians' styled them ¢ yellow’’; but
this is a better designation of some of the Mongoloid
families. The birth-right Jews, in all countries, and
the Arabs, are the best examples of this family. The
Hamites have always been known by a darker and
ruddier tint. Sometimes, as in the Galla of Africa and
some of the Nilotic nations, the color is almost black ;
but it is never associated with the woolly hair, scant
beard, prominent jaws or highly intmmnescent lips of
the Negroes. The Hamite complexion, moreover,
generally presents a reddish tinge, which renders high-
ly appropriate the designation ‘¢ sun-burnt,” which has
been very extensively applied to the family — KhaM,
in Hebrew, signifying sun-burnt, and this family being
designated among the ancient Egyptians as *‘red.”’
The brown races may be reduced to two. The
Dravida or Dravidians* are the aboriginal inhabitants
of India. ¢ Their skin is generally very dark, fre-
quently quite black. In this point they resemble Ne-
groes, although they are without the repulsive odor of
the latter. Their most noticeable feature is their long
black hair, which is neither tufted nor straight, bit
crimped or curly. This clearly distinguishes them
from the Mongoloid nations, as does the fact that the
hair of their beard and bodies grows profusely. . . .
The intumescent lips occasionally recall the Negroes;
but the jaws are never prominent.”’t The race of
Dravida consists of the Dravida proper and the Munda
or Jungle tribes of the Ganges. The Dravida proper

* For portraits of this race see Frontispiece and Figs. 1 and 57.

t Peschel, The Races of Man, Am. ed., p. 451; H. von Schlagint-
weit, Indien und Hoch-Asien, Vol. I, p. 546. In this chapter I shall
draw freely from the convenient summaries of Peschel, Miiller and
Topinard.
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spoken by one hundred and fifty thousand people on
. the west coast in the neighborhood of Mangalore.
The Malayalam or Malabar is the language of a tribe
stretching from the last southward to Cape Comorin.’
Most of the central and west part of the peninsula
south of Madras is occupied by the Tamils, who
speak the Tamil language. To them belongs also the
northern half of Ceylon. The Tamil is spoken by ten
millions, and possesses an ancient literature. North
of Madras, to the nineteenth degree of latitude, dwell
fourteen millions of Dravida speaking the Telegu or
Gentoo language. They extend into the interior, and
thence far southward. West of these are five millions
speaking the Kannadi or Canarese, the language of the
Carnatic. The Gonds and Khonds of Khondistan are
also Dravidians; and besides these are the Paharia in
the Vindhya mountains, south of the Ganges.

The Munda family of Dravidians consists of several
tribes dwelling in the low regions south of the Ganges
as far as the eighteenth degree of latitude.

The Dravida type has bécome extensively blended
with the Brahmanic, and the distinctions pointed out
are based chiefly on linguistie peculiarities.* - The Dra-
vidian dialects employ a method in the formation of
words which has led some philologists to range them
with the ‘‘Turanian’’ class. Whether a real historical
affinity can be proven or not, it is a very suggestive
circumstance in relation to the discussion in hand that
sufficient resemblance is manifest to render plausible
the hypothesis of a remote contiguity, if not a con-
sanguineous relationship between the Dravidians and
the race speaking Turanian dialects. In view of the

* Whitney, Language and the Study of Language; Fried. Maller,
Novara-Ezpedition, Ethnographie, p. 189. .-
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sequel of the present discussion, these affinities, as well
as those between Dravida and Mediterraneans, possess
for us an unusual interest, and awaken a desire to
know more of the Dravidian race.

It will be sufficiently exact for my purpose to merge
into the MoxgoLoID race* all the remaining represent-
atives of the brown or dusky races. It will also sub-
serve my purpose to pass them at present with a very
hasty mention. The Mongoloids or Turanians are the
most ‘numerous, and by far the most widely dispersed,
of all the races. These are facts which seem to possess
much significance. They are characterized by long,
straight, black hair, which is cylindrical in section;
“by a nearly complete absence of beard and hair on
the body; by a dark-colored skin, varying from a
leather-like yellow to deep brown, or sometimes tend-
ing to red, and by prominent cheek-bones, generally
accompanied by an oblique setting of the eyes.”’t

Several families of this race must be enumerated,
and they have sometimes been described as distinct
races. For my own part, however, I discover very
sound reasons for assigning them to a close physio-
logical relationship. The Malay family, which may
be regarded as the oldest, had its primitive seat upon
the peninsulas on the southeast of Asia, or the islands
contiguous, or perhaps a continental region which has
become reduced by geological denudation to some insu-

* | have experienced difficulty in fixing upon an unobjectionable
designation for a group of ethnic families having this wide significa-
tion. The terms Tatar, Turanian and Mongolian, besides their am-
biguity, have received by common usage signitications too restricted.
Mongoloid, as expressing affinity with Mongolians, without implying
identification, seems, after reflection, to be the least objectionable
term now in use.

1 Peschel, The Races of Man, p. 347.









60 PREADAMITES.

The Malayo-Chinese family has for its primitive
center the southeast of Asia. They dwell in Cam-
bodia, Siam, southern Burmah, the delta of the Ira-
waddy, and stretch northwestward -along the southern

W &—A Muttuk Man of the Thai type of Malayo-Chinese, from
Awam. (From Dalton's Descriptive Ethnology of Bengal.)

slopes of the Himalayas and through most portions
of Thibet. Along the Indian border they present a
blending with the Indian types. :
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desert of Gobi, north to Lake Baikal, and westward,
as Kalmucks, to European Russia. The Turks, of
which the Uighurs, Osmanlis, Yakuts, Turcomans and
Kirghis are the principal branches, are spread over
the wide region from the Altai Mountains through
Turkestan to the Caspian Sea, and, in isolated tribes,
through the Caucasus to Hungary and European
Turkey. The European Turks* have lost most of .their
Mongoloid characters by long admixture with the
Aryan stock; but their languages preserve indistinctly
the evidences of their Mongoloid origin. The Ural-
Altaic group, including the Ugrian, Bulgarian (not
the present Danubian Bulgarians), Permian and Finn-
ish branches, reaches from the eastern borders of the
Obi through northern Russia to the shores of the Bal-
tic. To this ethnic type belong, perhaps, the Basques
of the Pyrenees; though Fr. Miiller and others rank
them with the Mediterraneans. The Samoyed« ate
found from the upper waters of the Yenesei and Obi,
northward and westward to the sea of Obi and the
White Sea.

The Behring’s family of Mongoloids includes a num-
ber of north Asiatic and American tribes which dwell,
or originally dwelt, about the shores of Behring’s
Straits. The most divergent type of these is the
Eskimo ; and if the Mongoloids are to be divided in-
to distinet races, the Eskimo are entitled to an un-
doubted position. This type of people have migrated
eastward as far as Greenland, leaving the Namollo to
represent them on the Asiatic shore of the straits.
The Itelmes, or Kamtskatdales, decidedly Mongolian
in appearance, occupy the peninsula of Kamtskatka;
the Koriaks and Chukchi range from the head of the

* Edson L. Clark, The Races of European Turkey, New York and
Chicago, 1878.
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of America have been derived from the Asiatic conti-
nent.* Even the obliquely set eyes, so noticeable in
Chinese and Japanese, is a feature often distinctly
present among the American tribes; and in any event
is not more infrequent than among the remote tribes
of the Malayan family.+

Among black-skinned peoples we recognize no less
than four races. Besides their black or very dark
skins, they all have narrow heads (dolicko-cephalous —
a term which means having long heads; but they are
only relatively long because so thin) and projecting
(prognathous) jaws. They possess long thigh bones,
and sometimes, also, long arms. The shanks are lean,
the pelvis is obliquely set, and the secondary sexual
characters are deficient. The Nkero race is further
distinguished by short, crisped hair, each fibre of which
is flattened like the fibre of wool. The beard is almost
wanting, the lips are thick and prominent, the mouth
often enormously large, the forehead retreating and the
nose flattened.- The skin is thick and velvety, and

* There lived recently in Ann Arbor a native Aleut, brought from
Unalashka by Professor M. W. Harrington, of the University of Michi-
gan, while on duty in connection with the Alaskan Coast Survey, under
Professor W. H. Dall. There are sometimes, also, several Japanese
students in the University and the High School; and it is instructive
to remark that none but the closest observers can distinguish the
Aleut from the Japanese. The Aleut, it may be added, came volun-
tarily to the United States to seek an education, and is making good
proficiency. He is now employed in the Smithsonian Institution.

+ 8ee Peschel, Races of Man, pp. 402, 408, and the references there
appended. “In only one physical character some American tribes
differ from the Asiatic Mongols. A small snub-nose with a low
bridge is typical in the latter; whereas, in the hunting tribes of the
United States, and especially among the chiefs, we meet with high
noses.” (8ee the portrait of Red Cloud, Fig. 9.) A similar character,
or even & “Roman” or Jewish nose, is frequently met with among the
Polynesians.
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emits an exhalation of a pungent, unpleasant and char-
acteristic odor. Most Negroes also have meagre thighs,
calfless legs, elongated heels and archless feet. The
home of the Negro is all Africa from the southern
border of the Sahara to the country of the Hottentots
and Bushmen—except some portions on the extreme
east, and a belt along the tenth parallel of latitude
north, extending from mnear the west coast nearly to
the center of the continent, which regions have fallen
into the possession of hybrid Hamites interspersed with
fewer hybrid Semites.

The Bantu family of Negroes occupies the knowh
* portion of South Africa from the parallel of 20° south
to that of 5° north. The eastern tribes include the
people of Zanzibar, and the Mozambique nations from
the coast to lake Nyassa. The Betshuans are farther
inland, and the Kaffir tribes belong to the'east. The
west coast Bantus include the Bunda nations, the
Ovambo, the Ba-nguela and the A-ngola. A second
-division embraces the Congoes, and a third, in the
northwest, includes the tribes of the Gaboon and the
Cameroon mountains.

The Soudan family of Negroes stretches from the
Atlantic coast to the valley of the upper Nile, occupy-
ing all the space between the Desert and the Bantus
except the belt held by the Fulbe, who will be men-
tioned presently. Among them we find, in the west,
tribes speaking the dialects of Joruba and Dahomey,
those on the Gold Coast, and the Ashantees, Fantees
and Mandingoes. Between the Gambia and the Sen-
egal live the Joloffers, ¢‘ the finest of the Negro races.”
Between the Niger and Bournou is spoken the Hausa
langunage, known to Herodotus. The tribes of Bournou
and those speaking the Téda stretch farther eastward,
to the border of the Libyan Desert. The lowest of all
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Negro tribes are found in the region of the White (or
western) Nile. Here are the Shillook and Dinke
tribes, which, in physical characters, also closely re-
semble the Fundi Negroes of the Blue (or eastern)
Nile. The latter foundéd the kingdom of Sennaar.
They have very long crimped hair, a skin possessing &
strong odor, and a color ¢ varying from brown to blue-
black, with the exception of the hand and the sole of
the foot, which are of a flesh-red color. The finger
nails are also of an agate-brown. The lips are fleshy,
but not intumescent; the nose straight or slightly
aquiline, as among wmany Negroes of southern and
western Africa.”” It is extremely probable that the
Fundi are of mixed race.

In the district of the Niger, stretching along the
tenth parallel of latitude, are found the Fulbe or Fulah,
a peculiar people who have sometimes been described
as a red race. By surrounding nations they are called
Peuls, Foulahs, Fellani, Fellatahs and Foulan. They
have a reddish, yellowish or brownish color, and oval
face, a long and somewhat arched nose, teeth vertical,
lips somewhat thin, figure slim and tall. The hair is
black, glossy, long, and reaching to the shoulders.
They are shepherds and nomads, and in religion, pro-
fessors of Islam. They are said by Barth to have come
* from the east at a remote period.* According to other
authorities they are known to have reached this region
from the north. Friedrich Miiller, who places them
in ethnic association with the Nuba, refers them col-
lectively to the northeast.+ In any event, they are not
an African type, and cannot be cited as proof of the

* Barth, Travels and Discoveries in North and Central Africa in
1849-55 ; London.
t F‘r M&ller, Nmm-Expadttwn, Etlmoloyw, p. 97 and Atlas.
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diversification of the Negro race. Features, language,
religioni and traditions point them out as a hybridized
colony of: Hamites from Barbary. The Nuba are prob-
ably hybridized Hamites from the east coast. On all
the borders of these nations is noticed a blending with
the Negro type.

The other black race of Africa is that of the Hor-
teNToTs and BusumeN. They occupy the southern parts
of the continent. The common characters of these two
families are the tufted matting of the hair of the head,
a scantiness of hair upon other parts of the body,
moderate prognathism., laterally projecting cheek bones,
fall lips and a narrow opening of the eyes.’

The Hottentot - family, styled by themselves Koi-
Koin, speak a language of great ethnological interest,
since, according to Moffat, Lepsius, Pruner Bey, Max
Miiller, Whitney and Bleek, it presents some resem-
blance to the language of ancient Egypt. Though
other philological authorities dissent from this view,
the existence of an opinion of this kind, so well in-
dorsed, proves that the Koi-Koin are in possession of
a language which has reached a remarkable develop-
ment. Whether these people are descendants, with
more or less extraneous mixture, from the ancient
Egyptians, or have lived in communication with them,
or some other civilized people, are questions which
naturally arise for discussion. It is not impossible
that even so rude a people as the Koi-Koin should have
created a language as complex and polished as that
which they employ; though it seems more probable
that they present to-day the mere ruins of a former
better condition, or the reminiscences of ancient contact
with a higher race.

The Buskman family (called also Bojesman, from
Boschjesman of the Dutch) are of smaller stature.
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Their complexion is of a leathery-yellow or brown
color, and the skin becomes greatly wrinkled at an
early age. The women possess an enormous develop-
ment of fat upon the haunches, which is known as
steatopygy, and also a character which Cuvier styles

F1e. 11.—Venus Kallipygos, of the Bushmen. From a preparation
from- life in the Jardin des Plantes, Paris. [See further de-
scription in chapter xvi.]

‘la particularité la plus remarquable de son organiza-
. tion,” the so-called ‘‘apron,” or enormous develop-
ment of the nymphs, together with some other sexual
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peculiarities. The two sexes, beyond these ];articn-
lars, have but feeble secondary characters for their
distinction.

The third black race is that of the AuUsTRALIAKS.
(See Fig. 12.) They dwell upon the continent of Aus-
tralia, the islands near the coast, and originally occu-

Fre. 12.—An Australian, of King George's Sound. From Prichard

pied the large island of Tasmania. Their color is
always dark, sometimes black, and occasionally, on the
southeast coast, light copper-red. The mouth is wide
and.unshapely. The body s thickly covered with hair.
The hairs of the head are black, elliptical in section,
and sometimes stand out around the head in the form
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of & shaggy crown. The form of the skull is high
dolicho-cephalic. In intelligence the Australians are
extremely low, but not so brutal as formerly reputed.
They are unacquainted, indeed, with ‘the use of metallic
implements, and their boats are mere logs, which may
be regarded as the initial point in the evolution of
naval structures. They have no sesthetic sense of the
use of clothing, but they know how to make and use
the boomerang. They have names for eight different
winds, and many of them have learned to speak the
English language with fluency. ‘¢ They are peculiarly
ingentive in expressions of courtesy, which they both
require and bestow freely in conversation.”” They pos-
sess- very distinct religious conceptions, but- their lan-
guage is, like that of the Koi-Koin, an unexpected
evidence of very considerable intellectual power and
discrimination. It possesses eight case terminations,
and as many numbers as the Greek. ¢ The verb is as
rich in tenses as the Latin, and has, also, terminations
for the dual, and three genders for the third person.
In addition to active and passive i has reflective, recip-
rocal, determinative and continuative forms.”” ¢“We
also find among them attempts at poetry, and the
names of renowned poets.’’* »

The fourth black race is that of the Papuans.
They are distinguished by their ¢ peculiarly flattened,
abundant and very long hair, which grows in tufts
and surrounds the head like a periwig or crown, eight
inches high,’’ which they train and trim into a great
variety of fantastic styles.+ The skin ranges from
black, or nearly black (in New Caledonia), to blue-
black (in Fiji) and brown, or chocolate color (in New

* Peschel, Races of Man, p. 8388. -
t See illustrations in Quatrefages, Natural History of Man, Am.
ed., p. 129. -






76 PREADAMITES.

Timor-Laut. On the more westerly islands, in the
Molucca group, on the eastern half of Floris, as well
as on Chandana and all the islands to the east of it,
we find the relics of an original Papuan race, now
much mixed with Malay.* For the rest, the Papuans
include, generally, the inhabitants of New Guines, the
Pelew Islands, New Ireland, the Solomon group, the
New Hebrides, New Caledonia, the Loyalty Islands
and the Fiji Archipelago. Speaking generally, the
islands of Melanesia belong to the Papuan race, and
those of Micronesia to a race formed by mixture of
Papuans and Malays. In the opposite direction the
Mincopies on ‘the Andaman Islands belong to the
Papuan race. '
The Papuans are regarded by Wallace as intellectu-
ally superior to the Malays though the latter, through
oontact with superior nations,. have made more ad-
8 in civilization.,
he following is Friedrich Mtller’s estimate of the
population of the world, dividled among the seven
races which I have described:

Australians, - - - - - - 80,000
Papuans, - - 1,750,800
Negroes, mcludmg Kamrs (11 per cent), - 148,000,000
Hottentots, - - - 50,000
Mongoloids (44 per cent), - - - 590,040,000
Dravidians, - - - . 34,000,000
Mediterraneans or N oachltes (40 per cent), 547,000,000
Fulbe and Nubas of Africa, - = - 9,500,000
Other nfixed races, - - - - 10,000,000
Totalt - - - - 1,840,020,000

* Wallace, Malay Archipelago, Am. ed., pp. 590, 591.
+ The most recent estimate of Dr. Petermann makes the total pop-
ulation of the world 1,424,000,000.
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The foregoing enumeration distingunishes seven races.
It must be confessed, however, that the circumscription
of human races is & work which must be largely guided
by the personal views of investigators. That racial
distinctions exist is a fact sufficiently obvious, but, like
the colors of the rainbow, they blend with each other
along all their coterminous lines. A very marked in-
stinctive tendency to the isolation of races undoubtedly
exists, but endless intermixtures have involved the
study of details in confusion inextricable, and difficul-
ties perhaps insurmountable. Extensive districts have
become populated by types presenting all that persist-
ence and homogeneity which characterize races, but
which exhibit, nevertheless, so intelligible a blending
of two recognized races that the final verdict of anthro-
pology has excluded "them from the list of original
types. = Thus, the Micronesidns, sometimes regarded as
a distinct race, are probably a mixture of Papuans with
Polynesians, who are themselves a variety of the Malay
family. The Melanesians are Papuans, modified, prob-
ably, by intermixture, or perhaps by that influence of
situation which tends slowly to introduce modifications
among all organic types. The Negritos, composed of
the Mincopies of the Andaman Islands, the Semangs
of the interior of the peninsula of Malacca, and the
Aigtas or Aétas of the Philippines, are regarded by
Quatrefages as a distinct race, but the latest researches
of Virchow and Karl Semper tend to prove that they
are merely Papuans modified by a Malay element.
Similarly, the Galla of Abyssinia and the remoter in-
terior have been sometimes classed as Negroes, from
the color of the skin, and sometimes regarded as rem-
nants of a distinct black race now approaching extine-
tion, but their long and curly hair, copious beard and
European features betray their near affinity with the
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Mediterranean race. These, like the Somali of the
eastern promontory of Africa, may fairly be regarded
as near relatives of the Semites of the eastern border
of the Red Sea, if not more probably descended from

F16. 14.—One of the A¥ta, from near Manila, Luzon. From a
photograph obtained by Prof. J. B. Steere.

the dark Hamitic tribes who settled in the south of
Arabia, and are still represented by the black and

straight-haired Himyarites. In this connection renewed
reference should be made to the Fulbe or Fulah.
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More unquestionable results of intermixtures are
seen in the blended shades which characterize the co-
terminous lines of all recognized races. As on the east
of Africa the black tribes have blended with Semites
and Hamites, so on the north, Egyptian and Berber in-
termixtures have so obliterated racial boundaries that
we can only say, the farther we proceed southward the
more negroid becomes the type, and the nearer we ap-
proach the Mediterranean the more European the type.
This state of affairs is well exemplified in the history
and local variations of the Fulbe. Similarly, the primi-
tive stock of the Turks, Magyars and Hungarians was
Mongoloid, but these nationalities, west of the Euxine,
have become almost completely Europeanized. It is
only in tracing them eastward through the Osmanlis
and Turcomans that we discover their physical rela-
tions with the Kalmucks and typical Mongols. So the
Aryan population of Hindostan seems to have drunken
up a great part of the dark Dravidian indigenes, and to
have perpetuated their memory in the dark complexion
of the modern Hindus. I am led to regard the dark
complexion of the modern inhabitants of western Asia
—not less the Armenians of the north than the Arabs
of the south — as the reminiscence of Hamitie, Semitic
and Aryan blendings, some of which date back to an
epoch more remnote than Abraham. So, finally, the
extreme brunette or brown complexion, so often en-
countered in southern Europe, seems to perpetuate the
effects of the ancient absorption of the Pelasgian Hamn-
ites by the later and lighter-colored Aryans — other
streams of whom, avoiding Hamitic intermixtures, are
perpetuated through northern Europe in the possession
of their primitive fairness of skin. The dark hybrid
populations of Mexico and Brazil are only other ex-
amples of wide-spread racial mixtures.
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Every one must have observed, nevertheless, that
the miscigenesis of races does not always result in a
complete blending of racial characteristics, as is the
case with the Griquas of South Africa —a hybrid of
the Dutch colonists and Hottentots. This is especially
noteworthy in the hybridism of South America. Itis
seen also in North America, where freckled, blotched
and mottled complexions, uncouth extravagances of
features, short life, infecundity and general sanitary
feebleness, are common characteristics of mulattoes.
Racial admixtures are less like the union of alcohol and
water than like agitation of oil and water together. Co-
ercion produces a more or less intimate intermixture,
without a real blending of the ultimate elements of
race; and a little repose discovers them in process of
segregation more or less complete. It is like the graft-
ing of the mountain ash upon an alien stock, which
ever after reveals the physiological misery of the un-
natural union by the drooping and contortions of its
branches. '

Such repugnances, it must be admitted, may yield to
the prolonged attrition of repetition and usage; and
hence it is impossible to take a thoughtful survey of
the phenomena of racial hybridity without feeling led
toward the conclusion. that existing race distinctions
tend to disappearance. All races, along their borders,
merge into contiguous races. Undoubtedly human in-
stincts, to say nothing of physical impediments, will
long conserve the purity and distinctness of races oc-
cupying continental areas —unless, indeed, other races
settle among them,—but we are constrained to recog-
nize an inevitable tendency to a slow and final extinc-
tion of all existing racial differentiations, unless there
be some other causes at work slowly augmenting racial
divergences and instituting new ones.
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I allow myself to pause here briefly, for the purpose
of protesting against the policy of North American
miscigenesis, which has been recommended by high
authorities as an eligible expedient for obviating race-
collisions. It is proposed to consolidate the conflicting
elements by a systematic promotion of interfusion of
the white and the black races. It is proposed, in short,
to cover the continent with a race of Griquas. The
policy is not more shocking to our higher sentiments,
nor more opposed to the native instincts of the human
being, than it is destrnctive to the welfare of the nation
and of humanity. Wendell Phillips, who, if sex did
not protect him, would be in danger of acquiring the
title of ‘“most eloquent platform virago,”” has sent
down to posterity the following record: ¢ Remember
this, the youngest of you, that on the fourth day of
July, 1868, you heard & man say that, in the light of
all history, in virtue of every page he ever read, he
was an amnalgamationist to the utmost extent. I have
no hope for the future, as this country has no past, but
in that sublime mingling of the races which is God’s
own method of civilizing and elevating the world.””*

Bishop Gilbert Haven, whose charming personal
qualities render it painful to attribute to him simnilar
sentiments, is recorded to have said: ‘* We shall live
to ‘see Helen’s beauty in a brow of Egypt." We
shall say, *What a rich complexion is that brown
skin.” . . .- We shall be attracted to this hue because
it is one of God’s creations, and a beautiful one too;
because it is the favorite hue of the human race:
because, chiefly, we have most wickedly loathed and

* Wendell Phillips, Fourth of July Oration, 1868. Here is exem.
plitied that feminine quality which prompts a woman to marry =
drunkard for the sake of reforming him.
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scorned it. . . . This law . . . is the grand undertone
of all marriage. It is the Creator’s mode of compel-
ling the race to overleap the narrow boundaries of
families and tribes, into which blood, so-called, inva-
riably degenerates. . . . Amalgamation is God’s word
declaring the oneness of man, and ordaining its uni-
versal recognition.’’*

And now Canon Rawlinson has added his name
to this cluster of self-appointed conspicuities. ‘It
seems,’’ says he, ¢‘that amalgamation is the true rem-
edy [for the presence of Negroes in the United States],
and ultimate absorption of the black race into the
white, the end to be desired and aimed at.’’t The
reader of Canon Rawlinson’s article cannot but remark
the inaptness of the examples cited of the harmless, or
even beneficial, results of amalgamation. They are not
examples of race-mixture, but only of different family
stocks of the white race. The commergence of the white
and the black races in America might promote the
advance of the black race, by annihilating it; but what
of the interests of the white race, and the civilization
which it alone has created? The policy would set
back humanity, so far as America is concerned, to the
position which it occupied before Adam — before the
loug struggle of contending forces had eliminated a
race capable of science and philosophy, and evolved
a civilization to which no other race ever aspired. It
would be to hurl back the ethnic pearls selected with
long-continned labor and risk, into the all-concealing
ocean of humanity. '

The sort of ‘‘improvement’’ which the mixed race
would exhibit is shown by the following table of com-

* Bishop Gilbert Haven, National Sermons.
+ Canon George Rawlinson, in Princeton Reviewr, Nov. 1878, pp.
886-17.
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parative weights of brains, compiled from observations
collected by Mr. Sandiford B. Hunt,* made during the
civil war in the United States:

. Wt. of Brain.
State of Hybridization. Grammes.
24 Whites - - - - - - - 1424
25 three parts white - - - - 1390
47 half white, or mulattoes - - - 1334
51 one quarter white - - - - 1319
95 one eighth white - - - - - 1308
22 one sixteenth white - - - - 1280
141 pure Negroes - - - - - - 1331

From these figures it appears, as Topinard observes,
that the white blood, where it predominates in 8 mixed
breed, exercises a preponderating influence in favor of
cerebral development ; while the inverse predominance
of Negro blood leaves the brain in a condition of in-
feriority approaching even that of the pure Negro.
Fifteen sixteenths Negro blood produces a brain de-
cidedly inferior to that of the pure Negro. ¢ This
would lead us to believe that the mixed breeds assimn-
ilate the bad more readily than the good.”*+ A similar
law obtains. according to Gould’s measurements, in
reference to relative capacity of the lungs, and the
circomference of the chest.

The practical operation of the law had been long
before noted by a scientific observer, among the mixed
races of South America. Von Tschudi, speaking of
them, says: ‘‘As a general rule, it may be fairly said
that they unite in themselves all the faults, without
any of the virtues, of their progenitors; as men, they

* Sandiford B. Hunt, “The Negro as a Soldier,” in Anthropo-
logical Review, Vol. VII, 1869.
¥ Topinard, Anthropology, Am. ed., pp. 312, 403, 404.
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are generally inferior to the pure races; and as mem-
bers of society, they are the worst class of citizens.”'*

The following picture is not well suited to promote
the miscigenetic ends of Canon Rawlinson. Dr. Sam-
uel Kneeland, of Boston, is giving an account of the
physiological condition of a miscellaneous crowd of
colored people. ‘‘A recent opportunity of witnessing
the landiug of a large colored picnic party afforded the
most striking proof of the inferiority and tendency to
disease in the mulatto race, even with the assistance of
the pure hlud of the black und the white races. Here
were both sexes —all ages from the infant in arms to
the aged —and all hues, from the darkest black to a
color approaching white. ZRhere was no old mulativ,
though there were several old Negroes, and inany fine-
looking mulattoes of both sexes, evidently the first
offspring from the pure races. Then came the youths
and children, removed one generation farther fromn the
original stocks; and here could be read the sad truth
at a glance. While the little blacks were agile and
healthy looking, the little mulattoes, youths and young
ladies, were sickly, feeble, thin, with frightful scars
and skin diseases, and scrofulu stamped on every fea-
ture and every visible part of the body. Here was
hybridity of human races, under the most favorable
circumstances of worldly condition and social position ;
"and yet it would have been difficult, and I believe
impossible, to have selected from the abodes of crime
#nd poverty more diseased and debilitated individuals
than were presented by this accidental assemblage of
the victims of a broken law of nature.’’t

+Von Tschudi, Trucels in Peru. See, as parallel with thix the
testimony of Dr. Burthold Seemunn, cited in chapter xi.

+Dr. Samuel Kneeland, in Proceedings Amevican Association.
1855, p. 250.
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Similar observations have been made by many a
candid and careful observer. Mr. Edward Norris says:
*All recorded evidence declares mulattoes or half-
castes to be more liable to disease and of shorter life
than either parent, and shows that their intermarriages
are decidedly less prolific than those of other per-
sons.”* _Col. Charles Hamilton Smith declares: “We
doubt exceedingly if a mulatto family does or could
exist, in any part of the tropics. continued to a fourth
generation from one stock.”’+ Dr. Knox says: **With
the cessation of the supply of European blood, the
mulatto of all shades must cease.”’?

These statements concern the mutual repugnance of
races ;§ & Law which Nature seems to have ordained
for the conservation of her successes. Its effect is to
perpetuate the possession of superior traits once differ-
entiated in the struggles of existence. That the force
of circnmstances often leads to the violation of this
law, to the detriment of both violators, is another fact,
from whose existence we may draw another class of
deductions. It résults in a slow tendency, as I have
said, toward the absorption and disappearance of races.

* Edward Norris, in Prichard’s Natural History of Man, 4th ed.,
Vol. 1, p. 19.

+Smith, Natural History of the Human Species, Am. ed., pp.
171-2.

$ Knox, Races of Men. Dr. Bachman is the only authority, so
fur as I know, who has maintained the unlimited fertility of mulat-
toes: “An Examination of Professor Agassiz® Sketch of the Natural
Provinces of the Animal World; Charleston, 1855.” But Bachman,
it will be noticed, restricts himself to the affinuation of great prolifi-
cacy. He does not afirm good health or average longevity for the
offspring. ) .

§ 1t is strange thaut Mr. James Parton should be able to say that
this is wholly conventional, and compare it with the antipathy be-
tween Jews and Christians, and Mohammedans and Christians. Par-
ton, North American Revierr, Nov.-Dec. 1878.



86 PREADAMITES.

The recognition of. this tendency leads us to reflect
that racial distinctions once existing may have already
disappeared, or may exist to-day, as ethnologists have
often remarked, only as isolated and perishing rem-
nants of themselves. ‘Such, probably, are the hairy
Ainos of Japan. The Hottentots, as Friedrich Miiller
suggests, are merely a racial ruin.* The conviction
arises, also, that a process so visible cannot have en-
dured through a vast number of ages, without having
already reached its finality. Human existence, accord-
ingly, could not reach back to an extremely remote
antiqaity.

On the contrary, these racial divergences seem to
have arisen by descent from some common stock.
The most opposite theories agree in this. The ten-
dency to differentiation of races is a force ever antago-
nizing the tendency to obliteration. Old races may
die, but new races and better races are born. This
is the outcome of the broad scientific view. In such
case, the unitication of races could only result from
the successive extinction of the inferior races, and the
final survival of the highest. But this is an impossible
conception, since the repulsive force will never cease
to work till all the conditions of existence are- univer-
sally equalized.

The old question of the zoilogical’ value of the
intervals separating races has been vacated of all im-
portance. The differences existing are patent to all
observation. There they are, beyond all question;
call them what you will, that will not alter their value,
their significance or their force. Call them varietal,
racial, specific or generic in value; that does not affect

*On the extinction of races, see a suggestive body of facts com-
piled by Darwin, in The Descent of Man, rcvised ed., pp. 181-192.
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in the least the nature and the reality of the thing
which we contemplate, and its implication as a phe-
nomenon in the course of Nature’s processes. Un-
doubtedly, racial distinctions are as wide as those
which we regard of specific value among Quadrumana
and other Mammals.* But like them, racial distine-
tions are fleeting phenomena. They exist only as
present facts; and, whatever their value, they do not
obliterdte or diminish the blood-relationships which
run through a group of affiliated types. Whether we
pronounce mankind as composed of several races er
several species, we must equally admit their intimate
consanguinity, and their common psychic constitution.t

* A view long and earnestly maintained by L. Agassiz. See cor-
responding views of Dr.J. C. Nott, in Types of Mankind, and Theo-
dor Poesche, in Die Arier, pp. 9-11 and farther.

+ The question of the value of the distinctions among the different
types of mankind has been discussed Ly Darwin, in The Descent. of
Man, revised ed., chap. vii, pp. 176-181.



- CHAPTER VIIL

LIMITED SCOPE OF BIBLICAL ETHNOGRAPHY.

N the light of this general survey of humanity, let
us contemplate the restricted scope of the popula-
tions of which the tenth chapter of Genesis speaks.
Let us place before us a map of the world. Here is

« *
.

4

Comparative extent of the Genesiacal Dispersion.

the Mediterranean Sea. along whose southern shores
had wandered the tribes descended from Mizraim.
Here is the Red Sea, along whose borders were dis-
persed the posterity of Cush and Arphaxad. Here is
the Persian Gulf, and here are the broad plains of
Mesopotamia, which mark the regions of the early
dispersion of the posterity of Cush. Here is the
Euxine, and here the Caucasus, whose borders and
slopes and valleys witnessed the primitive advent of

the tribes of Gomer and Magog. We fix our attention
88
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upon the land of Canaan, and observe that its position
is nearly central between the extreme limits of the
Genesiacal dispersion. From this center the vision of
the sacred ethnologist went forth and discerned the
distribution of the nations in his day. It penetrated
as far as the conditions of the civilization then existing
rendered it practicable. It reached, at least, far enough
to ascertain to what limits the posterity of Noah had
wandered. , o

But how insignificant a spot’ did these wanderings
cover! The whole geographical extent of the Noachide
does not embrace more than one-fifteenth of the terri-
tory which we now find populated by man. Was this
an attempt to explain the origin of all the nations of
the world? Does this genealogical map imply that
the regions beyond its limits were then unoccupied by
human beings? Does it ntean that the various tribes
and nations which are now spread over the earth have
arisen from the wider dispersion of the sons of Noah.?
Have the black tribes of Africa and Australia and Mela-
nesia, and the brown nations of Asia and America
and Polynesia, been produced from the posterity of
Noah during the interval which separates us from the
flood? Yes, says the catechism, which, under cover of
religious instruction, assumes to indoctrinate our chil-
dren in ethnological science. Yes, yes, says the com-
mentator, who experiences no difficulty in swallowing
the exegetical and indigestible crndities which have
been the heirlooms of the church for two thousand
years. Yes, yes, yes, exclaims, too unanimously, the
modern teacher of ¢ divine truth,’’ all unconscious
that the science of ethnology has made visible advances
since Jerusalem was the center of the world.
+ To all these questions I reply in the negative. These
are questions of ‘‘secular science,’”” and science enjoys
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the inalienable prerogative of furnishing answers to
them. But I shall show not only that science sustains
the negative, but that the Rxcorp itself both implies
and demands it.*

It is fair to inquire, in reaching the answers to these
questions rationally, whether we have traced the dis-
persed Noachide to the utmost limits assigned by the
Genesiacal chart.t All our old maps of Africa desig-
nate the vast interior of the continent as *‘ Ethiopia,”
and our English bibles make frequent mention of Ethi-
opia as populated by a dark-skinned people, who were
presumably African Negroes. Where was the biblical
Ethiopia? Was it located in the interior of Africa and
inhabited by Negroes?

To this question I have already cited.the negative

* Here, at the outset, is Canon. Rawlinson's verdict: *“ We must
only look to find in this [ethnographical table] an account of the
nations with which the Jews, at the date of its composition, had
some acquaintance.” (Origin of Nations, p. 169.) * It does not set up
to Le, and it certainly is not, complete. It is n genealogical arrange-
ment of the races best known to Moses and to those for whom he
wrote, not a scientific scheme embracing all the tribes and nations
existing in the world at the time.” (Ib. p. 252.)

1 Dr.D. D. Whedon says: “Kham meuns black, and the old Coptic
name of Egypt was Khemi. Now it is remarkable that according to
Moses the posterity of this black patriarch streams southward, down
into Africa, beyond the light of history, able in a few thousand years
to fill a whole continent.” This is, indeed, startling information. If
all this is “according to Moses,” further discussion is foreclosed. We
were only seeking to know what is according to Moses. Has Dr.
Whedon some undisclosed source of information? I fear the work
still remains for me to show that Kham does not necessarily signify
black, and that if it signifies black as a designation of Egypt, it is
more likely to refer to the color of the soil; and that the descendants
of Ham have never been pronounced black, and that Moses does not
intimate that Ham was a “black patriarch,” or that his posterity
“ streamed down into Africa ™ so prolifically as to cover the continent
with Negroes and Hottentots “in a few thousand years,”—that is, in
tiro thousand years, as I shall show in chapter xiii.
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reply of modern ethnology, which informs us that
Ethiopia, so-called, was located in the peninsula now
known as Arabia; possibly, also, stretching across the
Red Sea into eastern Africa, since that sea, as has
been said by Palgrave, served rather to unite than to
divide the two regions. I wish now to confirm that
response by interrogating the sacred record itself.

1. The word Ethiopia, or ZLthiopia, is adopted from
the Greek version of the bible. It is derived from
a0 (aitho), 20 burn, and &y (ops), the face, and signi-
fies the land of the sunburnt. This word is not found
in the original text, but in its stead the Hebrew word
KUSh. The latter occurs in the Old Testament thirty-
nine times. In five instances it has been transliterated
as ‘“Cush,” and in thirty-four instances translated as
‘Ethiopia,” ** Ethiopian’’ or ‘‘Ethiopians.” I am ac-
quainted with no reason for this discrimination, and
feel constrained to regard it as purely capricious. The
Septuagint had employed the termn Aithivpia, which,
indeed, is a correct translation, and our English trans-
lators, relying, as I have before said, on the version of
the LXX, have adopted their translation of KUSh.

2. The first biblical mention of KUSh is in Genesis
ii, 13: **The name of the second river Gihon; that
which encompasseth all the land of KUSh.”” As long
as we locate KUSh in the heart of Africa, this passage
is unintelligible ; but when we seek for KUSh in the
Arabian peninsnla, we apprehend at least a geo-
graphical relation to the rivers of Eden.

3. Again, in Numbers xii, 1, the wife of Moses is
denominated a KUSIT —a KUSh-ean (‘¢ Ethiopian ’’)
woman; was she a Negress? No, for Tsipora (Zip-
porah) the wife of Moses was one of the seven daugh-
ters of a priest (or CoHeN) of Midian (Exodus ii,
16-21) whose name was Jethro (Exodus iii, 1). Who
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were the Midianites? Every biblical cyclopsedia informs
us that the Midianites were Arabians, dwelling princi-
pally in the desert north of the peninsula of Arabia,
extending southward along the esastern shore of the
gulf of Eyleh, and northward along the eastern frontier
of Palestine. Ethiopia conseguently included these
regions. )

4. In Ezekiel xxix, 10, we find the following: «“I
will make the land of Mizraim (Egypt) utterly waste
and desolate [a waste of wastes] from the tower of
Syene even unto the borders of Ethiopia [Cush].”
Now, Syene, by all admissions, was located on the
southern border of ancient Egypt. If Ethiopia was
the country next south of Egypt, the passage signifies
“from Ethiopia to Ethiopia,”” which is meaningless.
But if Ethiopia was an Asiatic country, the biblical
phrase carries our thoughts across the longitudinal
extent of Egypt, and becomes intelligible and ex-
Ppressive.

5. In Isaiah xi, 11, it is said, ‘* The Lord shall set
his hand again the second time to recover the remnant
of his people which shall be left, from Assyria, and
from Egypt, and from Pathros, and from Cush, and
from Elam, and from Shinar, and from Hamath, and
from the islands of the sea.”” Now, remembering that
Pathros was undoubtedly included in Egypt (Ezekiel
xxix, 14), that Hamath was north of Phcenicia, that the
islands of the sea were held by Javanites or Ionians,
and that Elam and Shinar bordered on the Persian
Gulf,— Cush, the remaining country, was probably
not isolated from these by an interval of fifteen huu-
dred miles, but must probably be represented by
Arabia, which was embraced within the geographical
circumecription named. Moreover, the Lord’s people
were to be recalled from regions in which remnants of
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them remained. But the Hebrews neither colonized
in African Ethiopia, nor were carried captive to that
region, nor had any acquaintance with that part of
Africa. And, finally, the posterity of Cush settled
chiefly, if not wholly, in Arabia and around the Per-
sian Gulf. Quite in confirmation of this conclusion is
2.Chronicles xxi, 16, where, in connection with the
Philistines, are mentioned ‘‘the Arabians that were
near the Ethiopians.” So Ezekiel xxxviii, 5, connects
Cush with northern and mostly Asiatic nations. Cusb,
also, is rather Arabian than African in Isaiah xliii, 3,
and xlv, 14. .

6. The eighteenth chapter of Isaiah has been de-
seribed as a *‘splendid summons to the Ethiopiauns as
auxiliaries to the Egyptians in the struggle against
Sennacherib.”’* Now I fail to extract this meaning
from the sacred text. It does not appear that Sen-
nacherib was at all concerned, nor that the appeal was:
to the Ethiopians. *¢The rivers of Cush,” beyond
which dwelt the people addressed, were not the White
and Blue Nile,t but the ‘‘torrents of Egypt’— the
*¢ streamlets of Mizraim,”’—the Besor, Corys (now
Wadée el Arish) and' the Seyl (the winter brook),
which divides Palestine from Egypt at Rhinocornra.
To a dweller in Palestine, the region ‘‘beyond the
rivers of Cush ’} was Egypt; and the prophet’s appeal
was made to the Egyptians instead of the Ethiopians,
as Rosellini§ long since showed.

* McClintock and Strong, Cyclopedia, Vol. III, p. 326: Smith,
Dictionary of the Bible, Vol. I, p. 588.

+ 1t is never pretended that Ethiopia extended south of the junc-
tion of the White and Blue Nile. In this view the “ rivers of Cush ™
would have to be answered by the main stream of the Nile.

$ S8ee the same expression in Zeph. iii, 10, wherc the refercnce
seems equally to be to the Egyptians.

§ Raosellini. Monumenti Cirili. ii, pp. 894—4083.
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Further evidences will come to light in examining
the arguments which have been employed to prove
that Cush of the early Hebrews was located above
Egypt, and ‘“was the land of the Negroes.””*

1. ¢Can the Ethiopian [Kushean] change his skin,
or the leopard his spott”’ (Jeremiah xiii, 23), is & text
supposed to prove that the Ethiopians were Negroes.t
But the ‘‘sunburnt’’ Hamites must have been suf-
ficiently noticeable for their dark complexion to give
pertinence to such & query. Indeed, remnants of the
primitive Arabian Hamitide, preserved to our timnes,
are described as ‘* very tall men and alinost black.’’$

2. The account given in 2 Chronicles xiv, 9, 12, and
xvi, 8, of the rout of ‘‘Zerah the Cushean’’ with his
million men, by Asa, and the pursuit to Gerar, whence
an immense amount of booty was taken to Jerusalem
(v. 15), is generally regarded as referring to African
Cushites. But Forster has shown that Gerar ‘lay on
the border of the Ainalekites and Ishinaelites, between
the kingdom of Judah and the wilderness of Shur and
Paran.”” The scene of the battle was, therefore, in
Arabia, and Zerah the Cushite was an Arab potentate.

Sirhilarly Tirhakah, king of Ethiopia (2 Kings xix,
9), has been supposed an African monarch; but why ¢
His movement against Hezekiah was observed by the
king of Assyria, and announced by that king to Heze-

* McClintock and Strong, Cyclopedia, Vol. II1, p. 826.

t+ *In the Bible, a Cushite appears undoubtedly to be equivalent
to a Negro, from this passage.” McClintock and Strong, Cyclopedia,
Vol. I1I, p. 827. ,

1 See Burkhardt’s description of the Dowaser tribe of Arabs. The
Bedawees on the Persian Gulf are similarly dark. A like erroneous
interpretation has been applied to Solomon's Song i, 5. 6: “I am
black, but comely. . . . Look not upon me, because I am black.”
Here “brown ” or “sunburnt " is the term to be employed instead of’
“ black.”
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kiah. Does it seem necessary to suppose the Assyrian
king would learn of the approach of an African war-
rior sooner than Hezekiah, whose dominions were
contiguous to Africa? Again, in Isaiah xx, 3, 5, the
.association of Egypt and Ethiopia would be the same,
whether we conceive the latter on the east or south
of Egypt. Whether African or Asiatic, Ethiopia was
probably contiguous to Egypt. The samne remarks
will apply to Daniel xi, 48, Nahum iii, 9, and other
passages, where the two countries are associated.
There is not a passage at all conclusive that Cush was
African in patriarchal times.

3. The mention of Phut, Lub and Lud, in connec
tion with Cush (Psalmns Ixviii, 31; Isaiah xx, 3, 4;
xliii, 8; xlv, 14; Jeremiah xlvi, 9; Ezekiel xxx, 5)
may be admitted to imply geographical proximity ;
but it may as well signify proximity upon the east as
upon the south. Hanmitic Egypt and Hamitic Arabia
would be naturally associated; and as long as all admit
that many Cushean Hamites settled in Arabia, while
it is at least doubtful whether Cushean or other Ham-
ites settled, primitively, south of Egypt, it seems
decidedly safer to recognize Cush as wholly Arabian
in early times.

4. The weightiest argument with which I am ac-
quainted is based upon a similarity between the He-
brew word KUSh and the Egyptian name of a country
bordering on Egypt on the south. This is spelt KSh,
and is supposed to have been vocalized as KaSh, KeSh
or KiSh. The Egyptian namne has been regarded as
identical with the Hebrew; and this supposition was
favored by the Coptic use of Ethaush and Koush for
the scriptural Cush. But the Coptic version seems to
have been nade fromn the Septuagint, and the Coptic
term is a strict translation of **Aithiopia,”” which, as



96 PREADAMITES.

early as Alexandrian times, was supposed to refer to
an African country. Now KS8h does refer to an
African country; but :‘Aithiopia,”” as an equivalent
for KUSh, does not. Moreover, the words KSh and
KUSh are radically different. In the Hebrew word
4+U" is a radical element of spech, while the Egyptian
word is without this or any other vocalization as a
radical element. The two words are names of two
different countries. K8h or KiSh designated Nubiu ;*
KUSh was the name of. Arabia.

But suppose the two words equivalent; the Egyp-
tian paintings show that the KiSh were generally
mahogany-colored, instead of black; and therefore
Hamites instead of Negroid.

Even if it had to be adwmitted, finally, that the
weight of evidence is in favor of an earlyt+ African
Ethiopia, it does not follow that the Ethiopians were
members of the Negro race. It appears, truly, that
Nubia. which occupies the position of the hypothetical
African Ethiopia, has, from time immemorial, been
populated by a dark race with whom the Egyptians
had much intercourse ; but these are never represented
as Negroes.; In the meantine, the Negroes were
well known to the Egyptians, and their features and

% The nume Kish is still preserved at Tutzis in Nubia, the mod-
ern Gerf Husséyn.

+There is no doubt that in classical history the name Ethiopia
had become transferred to the region immediately south of Egypt.

$It was one of the triumphs of Chevalier Lepsius to ascertain
that *‘the Ethiopian civilization was in fact Egyptian, introduced
2000 years before Christ; that the Ethiopians of Mero# were not a
black but a brown Caucasian race.” American Cyclopedia. art.
“Lepsius,” See ulso McClintock and Strong, Cyclopedia, Vol. I1I,
p. 82: “These Ethiopians and the Egyptians were not Negroes, but a
branch of the great Caucasian family™: a statement to be compared
with the onc before quoted. “A Cushite appears undonbtedly to be
equivalent to a Negro,” Vol. IIT, p. 327.
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complexion have been often depicted on the monu-
ments. Correspondingly, when the ancient Hebrews
had occasion to mention the Negroes, they were not
denominated KUShI.

Fre. 15.— Nubians and Negroes driven before the chariot of
Rameses II. From a reduction by Cherubini.

A careful examination of the reasons which have
been assigned for regarding the country of Cush as
" African, shows that they are not very substantial;
while, on the contrary, all the biblical texts cited be-
came more intelligible and more colierent with each
other, and with archeeological and ethnological facts,
when we assume that the early Hebrew Cush always
refers to the dark-skinned Hamitic Arabians, whose
tribes and affiliations I have already* traced to the
eastern and southern shores of the Himyaric peninsula.t

* Chapter III. It will be noted, however, that in later times
Arabia became overspread generally with Semitic Joktanide, and
still later with Semitie Ishmaelitidee. *

¥ The Targum of Jonathan translates KUSh by “*Arabia”; and
this view is defended at length'by Bochart, in Phaleg, lib. iv, cap. ii.



CHAPTER VIIL. ~

A GLANCE AT HEBREW CHRONOLOGY.

EFORE the solution of the problem of Preadam-
ites can be reached, it is necessary to know how
much time is at our disposal. By general admission,
the biblical ethnology does not mention, and was not
intended to mention, races and nations of men which
in our day have spread over regions remote from the
ancient Hebrew center. On the assumption that Adam
was a representative of the White race, and that all
existing races are-descended from him, the solution of
the problem involves two quantities whose values must
be ascertainable. First, it must be shown that & sus-
ceptibility of variation exists to such an extent and in
such a direction as to render probable the passage from
the highest to the lowest races in a series of genera-
tions. Second, it must be shown that time enough
elapsed for this divergence between the epoch of
Adam’s advent and the epoch at which racial diver-
gences had been accomplished. Let us first examine
what time chronology affords us.

It is hardly disputed that the Hebrew documents
supply the most ancient information which can be
styled historical. If Moses placed on record the
material embraced in the tenth chapter of Genesis,
its authorship reaches back, at the most moderate
estimate, to the seventeenth century B.c. The events
narrated pertaip to periods attaining an antiquity a
thousand years more remote. ‘The accuracy of the eth-

9
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nological statements which we have examined inspires
a belief that, if chronological data can be extracted
from these writings, they will afford us substantial
ground to stand upon. Such data, however, seem to
be lacking. The Hebrews, like all the other nations
of high antiquity, seem to have been destitute of the
chronological instinct.

If we open a modern Jewish book of ritnals we
shall find the date expressed in ‘‘the year of the
world.” If we open to the first chapter of our English
bibles, we shall see placed in the margin the words
‘4004 before Christ.”” The creation of the world is
thus assumed as a fixed and ascertained epoch. On
this fixed date all other marginal chronology of the
Pentateuch depends. -

It is greatly to be regretted that unanimity in the
acceptance of this epoch of creation is not as complete
a8 the reassuring silence of the standard edition of the
Bible would fairly imply. The truth is, that 4004 B.c.
for the epoch of Creation is only one among many
results which different investigators have reached, after
assuming that the world came into existence suddenly,
by a fiat. Hales* has tabulated not less than one hun-
dred and twenty estimates founded on different manu-
scripts and versions of the Hebrew text. Other results
are furnished by de Bretonne.t From these and other
sources I select the following exhibit:

EPOCH OF CREATION ACCORDING TO VARIOUS AUTHORITIES.
* L BIBLICAL TEXTS AND VERSIONS. BC.
Septuagint, computation, - - - - 5586
Septuagint, Alexandrinus, - - - - 5508
* Hales, Analysis of Chronology, 2d ed., 1830, Vol. I, p. 212.

1 De Bretonne, Filiations et Migrations des Peuples, Paris, 1827,
Pp. 428-486. :



100 PREADAMITES. .

Septuagint, Vatican, - - - e .
Samaritan computation, - - - - -

Samaritan text, - e e e e

Hebrew text, - - .
Euglish Bible (Usher chronology), - -

1I. JEWISH COMPUTATIONS.

Playfair, - - - . -

Jackson, - - - . -
Josephus, Hales, - - . - - )

Universal history, - - -
Talmudists, - - - - < « -

Seder Olam Sutha, - - - - -
Jewish computation, - - - - . -
Jewish computation, - - - - -
Chinese Jews, - - - - - - .
Some Talmudists, - - - - .
Vulgar Jewish computation, - - - -
Seder Olam Rabba, Great Chronicle of the

World, A.p. 130, - - - - -

Rabbi Lipman, - - - - - -
M1 CHRISTIAN AUTHORITIES.

Bunsen, - - -
Rev. T. P. Crawford (m Patma/rchal Dynaatm,

p- 164), - - -
Suidas, - - - - e e .
Clemens Alexandrinns, A.D. 194, - - -
Vossius, - S
Nicephorus Constantmopohta.nns, - - -
Hilarion, - - - - e .
Rev. Dr. Hales, - « e - -
Poole, - - - - - - - -
Montanus, - - - - .
8t. Julian and the LXX, - - - -

5270
4427
4305
4161

B.C.
5555

5481
5402
4698
5344
4339
4220
4184
4079
3761
3760

8751
3616

B.C.
20000

12500
6000
5624
5590
5500
5475
5411
5361
5336
5205
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Eusebins Csesariensis, - - - - - 5200
Origen, a.p. 230, - - - - - 4830
Kennedy, Bedford, Ferguson, - - - - 4007
Usher, Lloyd, Calmet and popnlar oplmon, 4004
Helvetius, Marsham, - - 4000
Petavius, - - - - - - - 3988
Melancthon, - - - - - - - 8964
Luther, - - - - - - 8961
St. Jerome and Beda, - - - - 3952
Scaliger, - - - - .- - - 3950
Montanus, - - - - - - - 3849
Hebrew text, - - - - - - 3834

The interval between the assumed epoch of Creation
and the Noachian Deluge presents an equally instruct-
ive range of opinion.

THE DELUGE AFTER ADAM.

AM.
Bunsen, - - - - - ‘- - 10000
Rev. T. P. Crawford - - - - - ™
Poole, - - - - - - - - 2262
Hilarion, - - - - - - - 2257

Josephus, Vossius, Riccioli, Hales, Jackson, - 2256
Suidas, Nicephorus, Eusebius, St. Julian, St.

Isidore, - - - - - = - 2242
Clemens Alexandrinus, - - - - 2148
Cornelius a Lapide, - . : - 1657

St. Jerome,* Beda, Montanus, Scahger, Onga- :
nus, Emmius, Petavius, Gordonus, Salianus,
Torniellus, Hervartus, Phillippi, Tirinus, - 1656
Samaritan Pentateuch (generally), - - 1307

* 8t. Augustine says: “ From Adam to the Deluge, according to
our Sacred Books [i. e. the Septuagint}, there have elapsed 2242 years,
as per our exemplars; and 1656, according to the Hebrews.”
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The interval between the Deluge and the Christian

Era has been calculated as follows:

THE DELUGE, BEFORE CHRIST.

Bunsen, - - - - - - -
Bishop Russell, -
Rev. T. P. Crawford, - - - -
Septuagint, - - - - - -
Jackson, - - - - - ..
Hales, - - - - -

Josephus, - - - - - -

Poole, - - - - - - -

Sawaritan text, - - - - -
Prof. James Strong, -
Usher and English Blble, - - -

Calmet, - - - - .
Petavivs,- - - - - - -
Hebrew text, - - - - -

Common Jewish computation,

B.C.
10000

5060
4763
8246
8170
8155
3146
8099
2998
2515
2848
2844
2827
2288
2104

Biblical chronology has been largely based on state-

ments respecting the ages of the patriarchs.

But in

this respect the different versions vary to a wide extent.

This is illustrated by the following table :¥*

* Rev. E. B. Elliott, Horee Apocalyptice, iv, p. 254, note; London,
1846. McClintock and Strong, Cyclopedia, art. “ Chronology.”
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AGES8 OF THE PATRIARCHS.

Names. Hebrew, |Samaritan. | Septuagint.| Josephus.

1. Adam, - - - . . 180 130 280 20 [880]
2. Seth,- - - . . - 105 105 2035 205 [105]
8 Enos, - - - . . 90 90 190 190
4 Caipan,- - - - . 70 70 170 - 170
5. Mahalalecl, - - - 65 65 165 165
6. Jared, - - - . . 162 62 162 . 162
7. Enoch, - - - - . 85 |' 65 165 *(1)65 [187]
8. Methuselah, - - - 187 67 187 [167])| 187 [177]
9. Lamech, - - - - 182 58 | 188 182 [82]
10. Noah (at the Flood), 600 600 600 600
Adam to Flood, - - - 1656 1807 2262 2250
11. Shem (100 yrs. at F1.), 2 2 2 12
12. Arphaxad,- - - - 35 PO ceen

[Cainan spurious], - I c——- 180 ——-
18. Salah, - - . . . 80 180 180 180
14. Heber, - - - - . 34 184 184 134
15. Peleg, - - - - - 30 130 180 180
16. Ren, - - - - - . 32 182 132 130
17. Serug, - - - - - 80 180 | 180 182
18. Nahor, - - - - . 29 9 79 [179])| 120 [109]
19. Terah(Gen.xi,82;x1i,4) 180 130 130 180 [180]
Flood to Abraham, - - 852 1002 |1002 1053
Adam to Abraham,t - 2008 2309 |3264 3309

The estimates which I have tabulated respecting the.
epochs of Creation and of the Deluge exhibit an enor-
mous range of opinion in reference to the two great

® 165 is probably the correct reading.

+ Further, on this subject, see Luke Burke, Ethnological Journal,
1848, 27, 28, 82, 88, 84, 87, 18-01; Vetus Testamentum Hebraicum cum
variis lectionibus, fol., Oxon., 1776-80, and Vetus Testamentum Grwcum
cum variis lectionibus, fol., Oxon., 1798-1827; McClintock and Strong,
Cyclopeedia, art. “ Chronology"; Smith's Dictionary of .the Bible, art.
“ Chronology.” See also a learned discussion and an extended Chron-
ological Table by Dr. James Strong, in Methodist Quarterly Review
for July, 1856, p. 448, and October, p. 600.
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events from which the population of the world is reputed
to have proceeded. I am not aware of any specially
cogent considerations which render any one of the
moderate estimates more plausible than another. On
general principles, the extreme estimates may be re-
garded less probable than the others. But, disregard-
ing these, we are struck by a divergence of opinion so
great as to render highly unsafe any pretensions to
precise biblical chronology.* Omitting the extreme
estimates of Bunsen and Crawford, we have, between
Suidas and Rabbi Lipman, a discrepancy of 2384
years; and these and all the intervening results claim

* Nevertheless, credulity, which would be amusing if it were not
arrogant, has at times fixed on precise months, days and hours!
“And now,” says Rev. Dr. Lightfoot, “ hee that desireth to know the
yeere of the world, which is now passing over us this yeere, 1644, will
find it to be 5572 yeeres just now finished since the Creation; and the
Yeere 5578 of the world’s age, now newly begunne this September at
the Equinox.” (Lightfoot, Harmony of the Foure Evangelister, Lon-
don, 1644, 1st part, Proleg., last page.) Again: “ VIth day of Creation
. . . his [Adam’s] wife the weaker vessell; she not yet knowing,that
there were any devils at all . . . sinned, and drew her husband into
the same transgression with her; this was about high noone, the time
of eating. And in this lost condition, into which Adam and Eve had
now brought themselves, did they lie comfortlesse, till toward the
cool of the day, or three o'clock aflernoone . . . [God] expelleth them
out of Eden, and so fell Adam on the day that he was created.” (Light-
foot, Harmony, Chronicle and Order of the Old Testament, London,
1647, p. 5.) Another authority says: “ We do not speak of the theory
set forth in a work entitled Nouveau Systéme des Temps, by Gilbert,
father and son. This system, which is not so new as its title seems
to announce, gives the world only 8600 years of duration, down to the
1st of July, 1836; and makes Adam's birth 1797 years before J. C.,on
the 1st of July.” (De Bretonne, Filiations et Migrations des Peuples,
Paris, 1827, Vol. IL, p. 160.) And again: “It is, besides, generally
allowed by chronologists, that the beginning of the patriarchal year
was computed from the autumnal equinox which fell on October 20th,
B.C. 4005, the year of the Creation.” (Rev. F. Nolan, The Egyptian
Chronology Analyzed, London, 1848, p. 892.) So fyras I know, modern
theology does not sympathize with such pretensions.
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to be based on inspired revelation. It must be quite
apparent that Revelation, whatever its authenticity,
has not revealed the age of the world. With the same
exclusions, we find a range of 955 years in the estimate
of time between the Creation and the Deluge. This
is fifty-seven per cent of the whole interval as com-
monly accepted. But Crawford’s calculation, also
based strictly on biblical data, gives a discrepancy of
6420 years, which is nearly four times the generally
accepted interval. The date of the Deluge, by com-
mon Jewish computation, is 1142 years less remote
than according to the Septuagint, and 2659 years more
recent than Crawford’s judgment places it.
" The creation of the world, if we place any reliance
upon geological evidences, was not & compact event
which can be referred to any definite date as an epoch.
If we attribute to the ‘‘creative days’’ the extended,
monic signification requisite to effect a tolerable ad-
justment with geological periods, it still remains to
view the advent of Adam as a well defined event,
naturally referable to a precise epoch; and this may
be assumed as the date which stands for the ‘‘epoch
of Creation.” According, then, to the leading inter-
pretations which have been put upon the biblical docu-
ments, the appeatrance of Adam on the earth must be
held to have taken place between 3834 B.c. and 6000 B.c.
On biblical authority, sustained by many traditions,
& great deluge occurred in western Asia at a date
which, following the moderate estimates again, must
range between 1656 and 2262 years after the advent
of Adam. The majority of biblical students have re-
garded this deluge as caumsing the destruction of all
mankind, except Noah and his family. They hold, ac-
cordingly, that all existing populations are descended
from this family. Most others, who maintain the local



106 .PREADAMITES.

nature of the deluge, hold that all existing populations
are descended from Adam, and that the popular chro-
nology affords all the time requisite for the growth of
ethnic distinctions.

As to the time allowed by a chronology based on
biblical interpretation, I have no motive for desiring
it long or short. It is fair to presume that biblical
students have done the best which is possible in refer-
ence to sacred chronology. If the results reached
conflict with other chronologies, or with the facts of
science, it is gratifying to know that the Bible itself
is so thoroughly unchronological that the collision can
be felt only by chronological theorists, who have en-
deavored to deduce from the bible lessons which it
does not teach.

*“From this discrepancy,’ says the orthodox Prich-
ard, ‘‘we may infer securely, as it seems to me, that
the biblical writers had no revelation on the subject
of chronology, but computed the succession of time
from such data as were accessible to them. . . . By
some it will be objected, to the conclusions at which
I have arrived, that there exists, according to my
hypothesis, no chronology, properly so termed, of the
earliest ages, and that no means are to be found for
ascertaining the real age of the world. This I am
prepared to admit; and I observe that the ancient
Hebrews seem to have been of the same opinion, since
the scriptural writers have always avoided the attempt
to compute the period in question. . . . Beyond that
event [the arrival of Abraham in Palestine] we can
never know how many centuries, nor how many chiliads
of years may have elapsed since the first man of clay
received the image of God and the breath of Life.””* So

* Prichard, Researches into the Physical History of Mankind, 1847,
YVol. V, note on the Biblical Chronology, pp. 557, 560, 569, 570.



A GLANCE AT HEBREW CHRONOLOGY. 107

Baron Bunsen: ‘‘As regards the Jewish computation of
time, the study of Scripture had long convinced me that
there is in the Old Testament no connected chronology.
prior to Solomon. - All that now passes for a system of
ancient chronology, beyond that fixed point, is tke melan-
choly legacy of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries—
a compound of intentional deceit and utter miscon-
ception of the principles of historical research.”” *
Sylvester de Sacy, one of the most erudite orientalists
of the age, and at the same time a devoted christian
believer, used to say ‘‘There is no biblical chronolo-
gy-’'t The abbé Le Hir, a learned and venerable ec-
clesiastic, recognized as an oracle of sacred exegesis,
tias borne testimony that ‘‘biblical chronology is un- -
certain; it is left to human sciences to discover the
date of the creation of our species.’’t Frangois Lenor-
mant himself, who formally declares his adhesion to
the doctrine of the inspiration of the Sacred Scriptures,
admits: ¢ The first element-of a real and scientific
chronology is absolutely wanting; we have no element
for determining the measure of the time by means of
which the ages of the patriarchs are computed; and
nothing is more vague than the word ‘year’ when no
precise explanation of it is given.”’ §

* Bunsen, Egypt's Place in Unicersal History, London, 1848,Vol. I,
Preface, pp. 1, 2.

t+ Il n'y a pas de chronologie biblique.”

1 Quoted by F. Lenormant, in Les Premiéres Civilizations, Vol. I,

§ F. Lenormant, Les Premiéres Civilizations, Etudes d'Histoire
et d’ Archéologie, Paris, 1874, Vol. I, p. 58. The biblical genealogies,
he says, have no other object than other SBemitic genealogies — those
of the Arabs, for instance,— and that is, *“ to establish a direct affilia-
tion by means of the most salient personages, omitting many inter-
mediate degrees.” (Ib., p. 54.) “ C'est pour ces raisons décisives qu'il
n'y a pas en réalité de chronologie biblique.’ See also his Ancmtt
History, Eng. trans., Vol..I, p. 40.
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Such is the general opinion of critical investigators,
among whom I might further cite Rev. Dr. John Ken-
rick, Prof. Charles Lenormant, Luke Burke, as well
a8 Lesueur, Barruchi, Lepsius, Kennicott, and many
others. Instead, therefore, of feeling constrained by
the demands of biblical chronology, we may feel per-
fectly free to seek the world’s dates from every accessi-
ble source. We may admire, then, without envying,
the sweet and serene credulity with which a distin-
guished theologian characterizes these dateless chron-
icles as  the circumstantial, positive, CLOSELY CONNECTED
series of biblical annals.” *

As, however, I am reasoning with biblical inter-
preters on the basis of their own assumptions respect-
ing Hebrew chronology, I will adopt for my use, from
Prof. James Strong,t the following datum :

End of the Deluge, 2515 B.c.

The epoch of Creation, or advent of Adam upon
the earth, I will assume at the date which christian
chronologers have been content to adopt from Arch-
bishop Usher:

Creation of Adam, 4004 B.o.

From these data we get
From Adam to the end of the Deluge, 1489 years.

* Methodist Quarterly Review, April, 1878, p. 208.

t Prof. James Strong, ‘“Egyptian Chronology,” in Methodist
Quarterly Review, April, 1878, p. 1, and July, 1878, p. 442, table. See
also the elaborate article on *Chronology,” in McClintock and
8trong’s Cyclopedia. '

$ Usserius Jac., Annales Veteris Testamenti; una cum Rerum
Asiaticarum et Egyptiacarum Chronico. Fol., London, 1650.



CHAPTER IX.

ELEMENTS OF EGYPTIAN CHRONOLOGY.

EXT to the Hebrew documents, no records pre-

tend: to reach so high an antiquity as those of
Egypt. They do not aspire to date from the creation
of the world, nor do they trace the descent of mankind
from a single family divinely rescued from a pcenal
deluge; but they furnish a basis for chronological
estimates which remount, in the hands of the German
Egyptologists, to an antiquity quite fabulous. Even
dismissing these fabulous claims, Egyptian history is
thought by some eminent authorities to reach back far
beyond the date commonly assigned for the appearance
of Adam. These facts seem to have created an exi-
gency which all predetermined reliance on so-called
biblical chronology has felt - summoned to meet.*
Egyptian chronologers are thus divided into two
schools: those who hold to the long chronology, and

*« ] am aware that the Era of Menes might be carried back to a
much more remote period than the'date I have assigned it; but, as
we have as yet no authority further than the uncertain accounts of
Manetho’s copyists to enable us to fix the time and the number of
reigns intervening between his accession and that of Apappus, I have
not placed him earlier for fear of interfering with the date of ‘he
deluge of Noah, which 18 2848 B.c.” (J. G. Wilkinson, Topography
of Thebes and General View of Egypt, London, 1835, pp. 506, 509.)
Again: “We are led to the necessity of allowing an immeasurable
time for the total formation of that space which, to judge from the
very little accumulation of its soil, and the small distance it has en-
croached on the sea, since the erection of the ancient cities within it,
would require ages, and throw back its origin far beyond the deluge,

109
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those who hold to the short chronology. The short
chronologers endeavor to keep within somne admissible
theory of Hebrew dates; the long chronologers en-
tirely ignore the Hebrew dates, and do not deem it im-
portant to adjust Egyptian chronology to any existing
scheme of Hebrew chronology.

The sources of information respecting the chronol-
ogy of Egypt are scanty, dislocated and irreconcilable.
The Egyptians did not surpass the Hebrews in the
possession of a chronological instinct. *¢ The evidence
of the monuments,” says Poole, ‘ is neither full nor
explicit.”” ¢‘Chronology,”’ says Baron Bunsen,* ‘¢ can-
not be elicited from them.”” ¢ The greatest obstacle,”
says Mariette,t ‘‘to the establishment of a regular
Egyptian chronology is the circumstance that the
" Egyptians themselves never Aad any chkronology at all.”

The materials for Egyptian chronology are the
““monuments’’ and the remains of the historical work
of Manetho, an Egyptian priest under the Ptolemies,
who wrote in Greek about B.c. 280-250. His informa-
tion professed to be derived from the archives of the
Egyptian temples. The original is lost, and we pos
sess only certain abstracts preserved by Eusebius} and

or even the Mosaic era of the creation.” (Wilkinson, Manners and
Customs of the Ancient Egyptians, etc., 18t Ser., 188741, I, pp. 5-11;
11, pp. 105-121.) “BStrong reasons are given by Mr. Stuart Poole for
fixing the date of his [Menes'] accession at B.c. 2717 (Hore Egyp-
tiacce, pp. 94-98); but even this date must be somewhat lowered, as
it soould precede that of the Flood (B.c. 2513).” (McClintock &
Strong’s Cyclopeedia, Vol. 111, p. 96. See also Ib., p. 91, and Strong,
Methodist Quarterly Review, April, 1878, p. 197.)

* Bunsen, Egypt's Place in Universal History, I, p. 83.

t In Lenormant, Histoire ancienne de I'Orient, Vol. I, p. 822; Am.
ed. I, p. 198.

$ Eusebius, Chronicon, Can., I, 20. Supposed based directly on
a recension of Manetho's Acyvrriaca by Julius Africanus. Latin and
Armenian versions still exist. See J. J. Scaliger's Eusebii Pamphili
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Syncellus,* and a few excerpts contained in the writ-
ings of Josephus.t The Egyptian chronology of He-
rodotus is perhaps an independent compilation. Ma-
netho appears to have enumerated thirty-one dynasties
of Egyptian kings down to the Alexandrian conquest.
Eleven of them belonged to the Old Empire; six to
the Middle Empire, and fourteen to the New Empire.
The duration of each dynasty is stated, and the impres-
gion-is given that all the dynasties were consecutive.
This arrangement would cause them to cover a period
ranging, according to the different authorities for the
Manethonian numbers, from 5,040 to 5,358 years,—
that is, a period stretching back to 5372 B.c. or 5678
B.c. But, according to Syncellus, Manetho made the
whole period covered by these Egyptian dynasties fall
within 8,555 years. This discrepancy may be explained
by assuming that certain of the dynasties were contem-
poraneous. Other indications exist that they should
be so considered. A fragment from Manetho, pre-
served by Josephus, speaks of the ¢ Kings of the
Thebaid and of the rest of Egypt’’ rising against the
‘“Shepherds.” Poole asserts positively that kings
who unquestionably belong to different dynasties are
shown by them [the monuments] to be contemporary.}
Strong summarizes several evidences of 'this kind.§
The general consecutive arrangement of the dynasties

Chronicorum Canonum omnimodee historiee libri duo, in Thesaurus
Temporum, 1606.

* Syncellus, Chronograph, p. 55-78. This is regarded only as a
recension of the dilapidated work of Eusebius.

tJosephus, Contra Apionem, i, 14, 15, 26. See an account of
Manetho by Prof. James Strong, Methodist Quarterly Review, April
1878.

$ Smith, Dictionary of the Bible, Vol. 1, p. 507, col. 1.

§ Strong, “ Egyptian Chronology,” in Methodist Quarterly Review,
July, 1878, p. 464.
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was accepted until modern times, though a method of
condensation began as carly as the third and second
centuries before Christ, under the Ptolemies, at the
hands of Eratosthenes and Apollodorus. Most Egyp-
tologists are now disposed to admit the principle of
parallelisms among them. Mariette is said by Canon
Rawlinson to be the only living investigator of the
original documents who holds to the consecutive ar-
rangement.* The diversity of results arises from
divergent views respecting the extent to which differ-
ent dynasties are to be regarded:as contemporaneous.
A good deal of light has been thrown upon Mane-
tho’s table by the ‘‘monuments’ — tablets, papyri,
genealogical lists and stele.t The principal aids of

*Canon Rawlinson, Origin of Nations, p. 25. Mariette says:
“There were undoubtedly dynasties in Egypt which reigned simul-
taneously; but Manetho has rejected them, and has admitted none
but those reckoned legitimate; the secondary dynasties are no longer
in his lists.” Again: “There is superabundant monumental proof
collected by Egyptologers to show that all the royal races enumer-
ated by the priest of Sebennytus [Manctho] occupved the throne one
after the other.”” (Quoted by Lenormant, Histoire ancienne de UOrient,
Vol. I, pp. 823, 824, Am. ed., Vole198-9)

+ For a brief account of these, see Strong, in Methodist Quarterly
Review, April, 1878, p. 198 et seg. See, also, the Cyclopedias, and
Lenormant, Ascient History of the East, Am. ed., pp. 109-201. Some
of the most important original works are the following: Champollion
le jeune, Monuments, Paris, 1820-1847; Lepsius, Denkmdler, Leipzig,
1849 et seq., and Chronologie der Egypter. Leipzig, 1849; Roscllini,
Monumenti, Pisa, 1882-44; Brugsch, Recueil de Monuments Egyptiens,
Paris, 1862-8, and Histoire d'Egypte, Paris, 1869 et seq.; Bunsen,
Egypt's Place in Universal History (trans.), London, 1850-9 ; Herodotus
(ed. Rawlinson, Vols. I-III, London and New York, 1861); Poole,
Hore Egyptiace, London, 1851 ; Kenrick, Egypt under the Pharaohs,
London and New York, 1852; Unger, Chronologie des Manetho, Ber-
lin, 1867. A convenient compendium is Samuel Sharpe's History of
Eqgypt from the Earliest Times till the Conquest by the Arabs, A.D.-
640, 2 vols., London, 1876 (6th ed.).
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this class are the following: 1. The ‘‘7urin Papyrus,”
a roll at present in the Turin Museum, containing a
list of the Egyptian kings from the first (Menes) down
to the close of the Fifteenth Dynasty. Dr. Strong
says: ‘‘It is literally composed of innumerable frag-
ments of all shapes and sizes, with numerous gaps be-
tween them and abrasions on the edges.”” This docu-
ment was put together by Seyffarth, a German scholar,
in accordance with principles of decipherment which
have not received the unanimous sanction of hierol-
ogists,* though Lepsius and Bunsen have given the
arrangement their unequivocal endorsement, and Wil-
kinson edited the document in 1840. 2. The *‘ZTablet
of Abydos,” from a temple in upper Egypt, containing
originally a list of fifty kings (twenty of which, how-
ever, are lost), copied, apparently, from the next
named tablet. This is in the British Museum. 3. The
“New Tablet of Abydos’’—new, because more recently
discovered, though it seems to be the original of the
preceding, and supplies nearly all its vacancies. Itis
carved on the walls of one of the subterranean pas-
sage-ways in the temple called Memnonium, at Abydos
(This), in upper Egypt. It contains the names of sev-
enty-seven kings of the first nineteen dynasties. 4. The
“Tablet of Sakkdrak,”’ found in the mortuary chapel
of a priest at Sakkarah, in lower Egypt, contains the
names of fifty-eight kings. It forms a part of the
Khedive’s collection at Cairo. 5. The ¢ 7Tablet of Kar-
nak,’’ found in the Hall of Ancestors, at Karnak, now
in Paris, contains, in an interrupted series, the names
of sixty-one predecessors of Thotmes III. 6. Detached
‘¢ Stele,”’ or inscriptions containing the names and line-

* Osburn, Monumental History of Egypt, Vol. I, p. 237; Vol. II,
PpP. 124, 125,
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ages of royal or sacred personages. More than five
hundred of such inscriptions have been removed to the
Louvre, in Paris.

Comparing these imperfect sources of information
together, Egyptologists have variously decided to what
extent the system of parallelisms shall be admitted in
the Egyptian dynasties. Sir Gardner Wilkinson and
Canon Rawlinson have given their approval to Poole’s
arrangement, which brings the ‘‘Era of Menes” at
2717 B.o. Dr. Strong has thought it desirable to con-
dense still farther, so as to bring the Era of Menes at
2417 B.c., which, according to his chronology, is ninety-
eight years after the Flood. Lepsius and Bunsen are
generally regarded the ablest of the long chronologers.
Lepsius puts the Era of Menes at 3892 8.c., and Bun-
sen at 3628 B.c., and more recently at 3059 B.c., which
is only six hundred and forty-two years farther back
than Strong’s determination,—an interval which, as I
have indicated, is far within the chances of error in the
determination of the epoch of the Flood.

Lenormant regards the Eleventh Dynasty as con-
temporaneous with the Ninth and Tenth, and the Four-
teenth as contemporary with the Thirteenth.

Brugsch makes the Ninth and Tenth contemporary
with the Eighth and Eleventh; the Fourteenth with
the Thirteenth; the Seventeenth with the Fifteenth,
Sixteenth and part of the Eighteenth, and the Twenty-
fifth with the end of the Fourteenth and the beginning
of the Twenty-sixth.

Bunsen goes a step farther, placing the Second,
Fifth, Ninth, Tenth, Fourteenth, Sixteenth'and Seven-
teenth in the list of collateral dynasties, regarding
them as parallel with the Third, Sixth, Eighth and
Fifteenth.
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Poole, followed by Wilkinson, makes the Third Dy-
nasty contemporaneous with the First; the Second
with the Sixth; the Ninth, Tenth and Eleventh with
the Sixth; the Twelfth and Thirteenth (at Thebes), the
Fourteenth (at Xois), and the three Shepherd dynas-
ties — the Fifteenth, Sixteenth and Seventeenth — with
the Seventh and Eighth (at Memphis).

A comparative diagram is here presented, showing
a system of dynastic parallelism announced by Wilkin-
son,* and, by its side, a late conclusion published by
Dr. James Strong.

* Wilkinson, The Fragments of the Hieratic Papyrus at Turin.
Respecting this tuble Wilkinson says: “'The relative positions, and
the lengths of most of these dynasties, are founded upon some kind
of monumental authority. The rest I placed within approximate ex-
tremes. There are several points of exact contemporaneousness, us
in the Second and Fourth and Fifth Dynasties; again, in the Fifth_
and Fifteenth, and in the Ninth and Eleventh; and these, with other
evidences of the same nature, enable us to adjust the general scheme
of all the dynasties.” (Hieratic Papyrus, pp. 80, 81.) Dr. Strong says
of his table: “The principal difference between our scheme and that
of Poole [which Wilkinson substantially adopts] is in the neglecting
of the Sothic dates, to which he arbitrarily [?] adapts his whole
chronology.” (8trong, “ Egyptian Chronology,” in Methodist Quar-
terly Review, July, 1878, p. 468.)
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The various dates thus arrived at for the ‘*Era of
Menes’’ may now be exhibited in the following table:

THE ERA OF MENES. B.C.
Champollion-Figeac (1840), - - - - 5867
Lesueur (1848), - - N £
Bockh (1848), - - - - - - - 5702
Unger, - - - - - - - 5618
Henry (1846), - - - - - - - 5308
Mariette and Lenornant (1871), - - - 5004
Lenormant (1839), - - - - - 4918
Barucchi (1845), - - - . . . 4890
Brugsch (1859), - - - - - - 4455
Brugsch (1875), chkenng (1854), - - 4400
Hincks (1851), - - - - 3895
Lepsius (1849), Kenrick (1851), - - . 3899
Bunsen (early view, 1845), - - . . 3648
Bunsen (later view), - - - - . 3059
Birch, - - L. . . 8000
TChlemann and Seyﬂ‘srth - - - 2781
Poole, - - - - - - - 2118
Wilkinson, - - - - - - - 2691
Strong (1878), B 3 1

The highest estimates have been generally aban-
doned. The result obtained by Mariette — 5004 B.c.—
is the highest remaining under discussion. Between
Mariette and Strong is a difference of 2489 years. The
figures of Lepsius and Bunsen occupy a mean between
the resulting extremes. Lepsius fixes the Era of
Menes 1112 years later than Mariette, and 1377 years
earlier than Strong. Bunsen's later view fixes that
era 1945 years later than Mariette and 544 years
earlier than Strong. With such contradictions, it
would be dogmatism for a hierological layman to fix
permanently on any particular date. According to the
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maxim that safety lies between extremes,* I should feel
inclined to side with Lepsius and Bunsen. It is no
light thing to set aside conclusions based on researches
so extensive as those of Lepsius. As early as 1834
Richard Lepsius had gained a prize essay that placed
him in the front of linguistic scholarship. In 1842 he
was commissioned by Frederic IV, of Prussia, to rep-
resent German scholarship in the prosecution of re-
searches in the valley of the Nile. He was accom-
panied by a staff of eight coadjutors. By May, 1848,
hé announced the discovery of the sites of thirty pyra-
mids previously unknown. All belonged, moreover,
to the ancient kingdom of Egypt, defore the irruption
of the Hyksos or Shepherd Kings (about 2000 B.c.).
He prosecuted his labors till the history of sixty-seven
pyramids and one hundred and thirty private tombs
had been made out, reaching back to the fourth chiliad
before Christ. The Prussians then proceeded up the
river, exploring every foot of ground, as far as Soba, on
the Blue Nile, and Sennir, to the thirteenth degree of
north latitade. While his assistants continued subse-
quently their labors among the ruins of Thebes, Lep-
sius explored the Sinaitic peninsula, accumulating
records belonging between the Fourth and Twelfth Dy-
nasties. Returning to Thebes, he left it again to ex-
tend his researches over the land of Goshen and much
of Palestine, and finally returned to Berlin, after an
absence of three years. The remainder of his life has
been devoted to working out results from the vast ac-
cumulation of material which rewarded the expedition.

Efforts have been made to check the historical and
monumental results by a determination of the maxi-
mum age of the delta on which Egyptian civilization

* I'n medio tutissimus ibis. (Virg. XEneid.)
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was reared. Girard, in 1799, began such an investiga-
tion, but it was interrupted by warlike operations then
in progress. Geological estimates had fixed roughly
on seven thousand years as a minimuin antiquity for
the Nilotic delta. More recent investigations, how-
ever, have brought out a more reliable result. The
annual inundation of the Nile deposits a sediment
ascertained to amount to .4184 of a foot per century.
Numerous excavations, made in various parts of the
delta, show that the Nilotic deposit nowhere exceeds
26.25 feet in depth.* Beneath this is found every-
where a bed of sea-sand which is still saturated with
salt water.t Now the ascertained rate of deposit shows
that about 6830 years have been occupied in the forina-
tion of the delta. This, supposing the data of the
calculation quite reliable, may be set down as & maxi-
‘mum antiquity, which the first settlement upon the
delta of Egypt cannot have surpassed. It carries us
back to B.c. 4500.% It is not, of course, known what
was the condition of the delta when first reached by
the posterity of Adam. Herodotus, however, tells us
that in the time of Menes, the first king, the valley of
the Nile was a swamp below Thebes ;§ and he expresses
the opinion that ‘‘the country above Memphis seems
formerly to have been an arm of the sea.””| The first
empire seems to have been established at This, not
very far below Thebes; but the Third Dynasty set up
rule at Memphis, at a date not much later; so that

® De Lanoye, Rameés ls Grand, ou I'Egypte il y a 3300 ans. Amer.
trans., Romeses the Great, New York, 1870, pp. 80, 81.

+ Klunzinger, Upper Egypt. p. 186.

t Ie Hon puts the age of tht delta at 5000 to 6000 B.C., and states
that independent researches of Sebas and Wilkinson guide to the
same result. Le Hon, L' Homme fossile, p. 263.

§ Herodotus, History, Book ii, § 4. | v, ii, § 10.
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desiccation of the delta must have been completed as
far a8 Memphis at an epoch not far removed from the
establishment of kingly rule in Egypt. ' If, then, the
commencement of the delta reaches back only to 4500
B.C., I could hardly discover ground for carrying back
the Era of Menes beyond the date assigned by Lepsius,
8892 =.0.

From two considerations not yet mentioned it would
seem that Mizraitic occupation of the valley of the Nile
must be allowed as high an antiquity as the geological
conditions permjt. At the epoch of Menes the Egyp-
tians were already a civilized and numerous people.
Manetho says that Athothis, the son of Menes, built
the palace at Memphis; that he was a physician, and
left anatomical books. ¢All these statements imply
that, even at this early period, the Egyptians were in a_
high state of civilization.””* ¢‘In the time of Menes,”’
statés another authority, ‘‘the Egyptiana.had long been
architects, sculptors, painters, mythologist§ and .theo-
logians.”” Of the same opinion is Prof. Richard
Owen: ‘“Egypt is recorded to have been a civilized and
governed community bgfore the time of Menes. . . .
The pastoral community of a group of nomad families,
as portrayed in the Pentateuch, may be admitted as an
early step in civilization. But how far in advance of
this stage is a nation administered by a kingly govern-
ment, consisting of grades of society, with divisions of
labor, of which one kind, assigned to the priesthood,
was to record or chronicle the names and dynasties of
the kings, the durations and chief events of their
reigns! '

““The traditions of the priestly historians, as re-
ceived and recorded by Herodotus and Diodorus, refer
to a long antecedent period of the existence of the

* McClintock and Strong, Cyclopedia, Vol. III, p. 96, 2d col.
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tians as an administered community; the final
phase of which, prior to the assumption of the crown
by Menes, was analogous to that of the Judges in
Israel, or the Papacy at Rome, a government mainly
by priests.”’* ]

There is something of a basis here on which we
may forin a general estimate of the duration of Egyp-
tian history before Menes. What period has been
required by other nationalities for the elements of
regular government to organize themselvesi The
Jews, from the time of Abraham, 2164 B.c. (Strong),
to Othniel, the first of the Judges, 1575 B.c., a period
of 589 years, were nomadic, without settled govern-
ment, and decidedly barbaric in their culture, though
they had been 216 years in contact with the civilization
of the Fourteenth, Fifteenth, Sixteenth, Seventeenth
and Eighteenth Dynasties of Egypt. They can hardly
be said to have attained a definite form of government
before the accession of Saul, 482 years later. That is,
the Jews required over a thousand years to develop
an organized monarchy. The rise of Babylonian mon-
archy, according to Sir Henry Rawlinson, dates from
2234 ».c. If, according to Strong, the end of the
Flood dated from 2515 B.c., this nation had only 281
years of nomadic existence; but the date of the Flood

® Prof. Richard Owen, in Leisure Hour for May, 1876, reprinted
in Rawlinson’s Origin of Nations, Appendix, p. 261. See also Owen's
Address before the “ International Congress of Orientalists,” on Man's
Eerly History, SBeptember 20, 1874, reprinted in the New York * Tr.
bune Extrs,” November 28. Compare also the Address of Sir John
Hawkshaw, before the British Association, Bristol, 1875. Menes,
nevertheless, is by many identified with the Indian Menu, and Sharpe,
accordingly, afirms that he “ was not wholly withdrawn from the
region of fable.” (Hist. of Egypt, i, p.10.) The certain monuments.
howerer, of the early dynasties show that Menes was not far removed
from actusl terrestrial events.
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is extremely uncertain. We have no means of ascer-
taining the duration of the nomadic state of the Lyd-
ians, Medes or other peoples of the ancient world. It
is not likely, .however, that their ‘advancement was
more rapid than that of the Jews. The Kelts, an
Aryan nationality, made their ppearance in the north
of Italy about 650 B.c.; but for centuries before this
they had wandered as barbarous hordes from the east
of Europe to Gaul and the Iberian peninsula, and back
to Gaul. The Thracians, from whom they diverged,
were in Attica as early as 2000 B.c., and it can hardly
be doubted that the Kelts had a separate existence as
early as 1500 B.c. They were still barbarous in the
time of Cesar, 50 B.c. It would be entirely safe to
assume that they spent a thousand years in a nomadic
and barbarous condition. The Germans were known
a8 pastoral and agricultural tribes in the time of Ceesar,
and had probably existed already some hundreds of
years since the date of their differentiation from the
Thracian or from the older Kimmerian stock. They
did not attain to a genarally organized system of gov-
ernment till the time of Clovis, 481 A.n. In the light
of such facts, it should not surprise us to learn that the
Egyptians had lived a pastoral and more or less wan-
dering life for a thousand years before the Era of
Menes. This is the more probable since, at that age
of the world, the seeds of civilization had not yet been
developed in contiguous nations, to be disseminated by
commerce and even by wars. If, then, we assume
Lepsius’ date, 3892 =B.c., for the Era of Menes, the
epoch of the separate existence of the Egyptian people
might mount to 4892 B.0., which is 400 years before
the earliest deposits in the Nilotic delta. Upper Egypt,
however, was even then ready to receive its Adamite
population. :
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An important fact in this connection is the admis-
sion of women to the throne, as early as the reign of
the third king of the Second Dynasty, or about 376
years after the Era of Menes.* Such an exaltation of
woman, as even Sharpe admits, implies a long ante-
cedent mongarchical and tribal existence. *‘The coun-
try,”” he says, speaking of a Theban queen, ‘‘must
have been long governed by monarchs before the cus-
tom of hereditary succession could have been so well
cstablished as to allow the crown to be worn by a
woman. It is only in a settled state of society that
the strong give way to the weak. Men would not form
a monarchy [of any kind] in a very early stage. They
must have united together and resisted the usurpations
of the strong, and felt the evils of anarchy, before
agreeing to obey a king. And again, law must, for
many generations, have gained the mastery over vio-
lence, before the peaceable regularity of the Aereditary
monarch could have been preferred to the turbulent
vigor of the elected chief.’’+ Such reflections seem
little compatible with the same author’s opinion that
Menes could hardly have been withdrawn from *‘ the
region of fable.”

The other consideration to which I alluded con-
cerns the Sothic period of 1461 years. This is meas-
ured by the synchronous risings of the Dog-star and
the sun on the first day of the Egyptian year. We
have a heliacal rising of the star in the first thoth or
month of the year, recorded in Egypt, which is shown
by astronomical calculations to have occurred at 1323
B.c. The period or Sothis ending at that date, began

788 B.o. It is reasonable to suppose that the Egyp-

¢ 8. Birch, Egypt from the Earliest Times, pp. 26-7.
t Sharpe, History of Egypt, i, 28-9.
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tian observers, to learn the length of the period, must
have been consummate astronomers— which they were
not —or must have continued their observations from
the date of the preceding conjunction, 4244 B.c. An-
other astronomical period noted in connection with
Egyptian history is that of the ‘‘reappearance of the
Pheenix.”” This, according to Tacitus, was also 1461
years; and Tacitus mentions three appearances, con-
necting with them the names of three Egyptian sov-
ereigns.* Astronomical data thus carry us back into
recognized antediluvial times; and Dr. Strong thinks
that ** nothing satisfactory results.”

A few statements regarding the general tenor of
Egyptian history will suffice for the present. It is
only needful to indicate a chronological and historical
scale to which we may hereafter refer important facts
connected with Egyptian ethnology. Of the First,
Second and Third Dynasties we know little more than
the names of the kings. During the Second it was de-
termined that women could hold the sovereign power.
The pyramid of Meydoum belongs to this dynasty;
and some architecture of the period is quite similar to
that of the Fourth Dynasty. At Meydoum were found
two statues having a European cast of features.
Serbes of the Third Dynasty was celebrated for his
sknowledge or patronage of the medical art, and is
stated to have invented the art of building with pol-
ished stones, and also to have given attention to the
making of inscriptions or writings.”” + Of the Fourth
Dynasty, the surviving vestiges astonish us. To this
belong the most famous pyramids. *¢On these won-
drous monuments we find traces, at that remote period,

# 8ee further, Poole, in Smith's Dictionary of the Bible, 1, p. 508,
wn Hore Egyptiace, D. 12 et seq., Pt. 1. Nos. 5, 6.
t Birch, Egypt from the Earliest Times, p. 80.
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of the advanced state of civilization of later ages. The
cursive character scrawled on the stones by the masons
proves that writing had been long in common use. Many
of the blocks brought from Syene are built together in
the pyramids of Gizeh in a manner unrivaled at any
period. The same manners and customs are portrayed
on them as on the later monuments. The same boats
are used, the same costume of the priests, the same
trades, such as glass-blowing and cabinet-making.”
The copper mines of the peninsaula of Sinai were
worked at the beginning of the Fourth Dynasty.*
Prof. Richard Owen, speaking of the civilization
of the Fourth Dynasty, says: ‘‘ Unprepossessed and
sober experience teaches that arts, language, literature,
are of slow growth, the results of gradual development,
as would be expected, in a civilization which had cul-
minated in a creed, a ritual, a priesthood, in convie-
tions of a future life and judgment, of the * resurrection
of the body,’ with the resulting instinct of its preserva-
tion, —an instinct in which kings alone could indulge
to the height of a pyramid. The administrative ar
rangements through which compulsory labors could be
regulated and carried on, with more consideration than
Mohamed Ali gave or cared for, in the construction of
the Mahmoudi canal; the monthly relays of Pha-
raoh’s workmen ; the cominissariat as it was recorded
on the original polished exterior of the Great Pyra-
mid ; the settled grades of Egyptian society. and the
*Thirty Commandments’ governing their moral life,—
‘commandments’ by the people held to be ‘divine,’
seeing that thereby the soul was tested and the deeds of
the flesh weighed before the judgment-seat of Osiris;—
these are not-the signs of an incipient civilization.”

* McClintock and Btroog, Cyclopadia, 111, p. 96
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The Fifth Dynasty receives much light from the
Turin papyrus; and all its kings, except one, have
been recovered from the tombs through the labors of
the Prussian commission. The oldest extant hieratic
papyrus is of this age—the ¢ Prisse papyrus’— and
abounds in moral precepts reminding one of the ¢ Wis-
dom of Solomon.”” The Sixth Dynasty has been tol-
erably well revealed. Of the Seventh, Eighth, Ninth,
Tenth and Eleventh little is known. The Twelfth has
yielded much more information, thanks to the labors of
Lepsius. It is marked architecturally by the employ-
ment of obelisks. The Thirteenth and Fourteenth still
remain in the mist. We come now to the Middle Em-
pire, or reign of the Shepherd Kings, covering the
Fifteenth, Sixteenth and Seventeenth Dynasties. They
afford very few monuments. The Manethonian period
of 511 years is supposed to cover the sojourn of the Is-
raelites in Egypt. The Shepherds were foreign dynas-
ties, and the tendency of opinion is to regard them as
Pheenician. * :

With the Eighteenth Dynasty, and the beginning of
the New Empire, we strike solid chronological ground.
This is generally admitted to mark the epoch of about
1500 B.0.+ To this dynasty belong Amosis, Thotmes
I, IT and III, and Amunoph I, IT and III. Now first
appears the domestic horse. Amunoph I made con-

* Prof. Richard Owen states: “ When finally driven out, they
were pursued by the victorious Amosis as far as Palestine, as that
pregnant cotemporary record translated by M. Chabas teaches.”
(Address on Man's Earliest History, Tribune ed., p.29.) Dr. McCaus-
land states: “There is cogent and persuasive evidence that they
passed eastward to the Euphrates valley, through India and Cochin
China, to the western shores of the American continent.” (McCaus-
land, Adam and the Adamite, p. 226.) :

+The date is placed by 8. Birch at 1800 B.c. (Egypt from the
Monuments, p. 81.)
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quests in Ethiopia and Asia. In his time the Egyp-
tians had adopted the five intercalary days. True
arches bearing his name on the bricks have been found
at Thebes. Under Thotmes I the conquests of Egypt
were extended to Mesopotamia and Lybia. Thotmes
III (Sesostris) carried his arms as far as the confines
of India, and perhaps reduced Babylon. He exaected
tribute from northern Syria, Armenia, Mesopotamia
and Pheenicia. Rich trophies were brought back also
from the conquest of southern nations. This was the
meridian of Egyptian art. The name of Thotmes IV is
borne by the Sphinx at the pyramids. Amenhept II
made conquest of the city of Nineveh.

There is evidence that during this dynasty the
Egyptian race became ‘somewhat mixed, especially the
royal line. Large numbers of prisoners were repeat-
edly introduced, both from the north and the south.
Aahmes (Amosis) married a Keshite (‘*‘Ethiopian’?)
wife, who, after his death, reigned as queen Aahmes-
Nefertari, said by Birch to have been a ¢ Negress,”
though Birch does not discriminate between ¢ black
and copper-colored Negroes.””* Amenhept III (Amen-
ophis) reduced great numbers of Negroes (Naksu) to
slavery. They were enumerated as so many ‘‘ head,”
a sign of contempt, which indicates that the queen
of Aahmes had not been a ‘‘Negress.” The queen
Tii is painted in pink, or flesh-color, and was undoubt-
edly Aryan. During the Nineteenth Dynasty similar
processes were going on, and thousands of prisoners
were introduced from Libya, among them some Achaian
allies. The effect of these intermixtures is perceived
in the portraits of the sovereigns, and must have been
similarly shown in a modified ethnic cast of the people.

* 8. Birch, Egypt from the Monuments, p. 116.
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To the Nineteenth Dynasty belong Rameses I, II
and III. TRameses II is otherwise known as ‘* Rameses
the Great.”” ‘If he did not exceed all others in for-
eign conquests, he far outshone them in the grandeur
and beauty of the temples with which he adorned
Egypt and Nubia.”

No other oriental nation of the Mediterranean race
has been conceded a monumental antiguity equal to
that of the Egyptians. A search for their chronologies
would, therefore, throw no additional light on the ques-
tion of the amount of time at our disposal for an ex-
planation of the racial divergences of mankind. The
Cushite or Accadian Dynasty of Babylon, however,
had run its career previous to 2500 s.c. I shall con-
tent nyself, therefore, with presenting a table embody-
ing the final results of chronological investigations:

G. Rawlinson.
Date of the Deluge, according to the Septuagint B.C.

[Strong 2515], - - 3200
Rise of monarchy in Egypt ILepsms 3892

Strong 2417], - - - 2450
Rise of monarchy in Babylon [Medlan Dynasty

2500, Lenorm.}, - 2300
Earliest traces of cwxhzatxon in Asxa Mmol, - 2000
Rise of Phcenicia, - - 1550

Rise of Assyria [ Iamz-Dagm:, hrst kmg of As-
gyria, placed by George Smith at 1850-1820], 1500

Earliest Iranic civilization [Zendavesta], - 1500
Earliest Indic civilization [Vedas), - - 1200
Earliest Hellenic civilization [Homer], - 1200
Phrygian and Lydian civilizations commence, 900

Etruscan civilization commences [according to
d’Arbois de Jubainville, 992 to 974. See
ante, chapters iii, v, - - - - - 650
Lycian civilization commences, - - - 600
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The records of the Chinese attain an antiquity per-
haps exceeding that of Egypt. Fu-hi is the Menes of
China. He was the. head of a prehistoric dynasty of
‘“five sovereigns,”” whose united reigns covered a
space. according to Dr. Williams, the Sinologist, of 647
years; according to Prof. Kidd, of 1164 years.. The
exact epoch of Fu-hi’s accession is,of course, not known,
but it is estimated at 3000 to 3468 B.c. Some tradi-
tions make his era vastly more remote.* Chronology

* Tradition recounts older dynasties than that of Fu-hi, which,
like the Munethonian reigns ot gods and heroes, signify for us only
the ignorance, conjecture and fancy which hover over the beginnings
of national existence. It is interesting to note that the traditions of
nearly all oriental countries trace their national descent back through
fabulous myriads of years to a divine ancestry. According to Ma-
netho, as reported by Eusebius{Chronicon, 1, 20, pp. 98-107, ed. Mai.),
the Egyptian tradition was as follows:

Years.
Reign of gods, - e e - - ... - 13900
Reign of heroes, . - - - . . . . . - 1,255
Reign of kings, - - - e .- 1,817
Reign of thirty Memphite kings. - - - - - - 179
Reign of ten Thinite kings, - . - . . . . 850
Reign of manes and heroes, - - - . - . - 5818
Thirty dynasties of kings, beginning with Menes: Syncellus
* 5,040, Armenian version 5,207, Africanus, - - - 5,385
Total, - - - .. - - . 80810
Chaldeean traditions, acéording to the scheme of Berosus, reported
by Eusebius (Chronicon, I, 1 and 4, pp. 5, 18), were as follows: .
: €eAars.
Ten kings from Alorus to Xisuthrus reigned, - - - 482,000
Eightysix kings from Xisuthrus to the Medean conquest, 88,080
Eight Medean kings, - . - .24
Eleven kings (a number regarded doubtful perhaps should
be 258 years), - - . . . . . . . (?)48
Forty.nine Chaldean kings, . - . . . . . 458
Nine Arabian kings, - - . . . . . . . 245
Forty-five kingsdowntoPu}, - . . . . . . 528
Total, - . . . . . . . . . 466581

9
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begins at 2637 B.c., with Hoang-ti. The sixth king
of this dynasty was Yao, whose 81st year answers to
2277 B.c.; the eighth was Chun. At 2278 B.0. the
monuments begin, with the inscription of Yu. In the
Second Dynasty, ‘“Hia,”” Yu the Great was the first
king, at 2205 B.c.; Tchung-kang was the fourth, whose
fifth year is fixed by an eclipse of the sun at 2155 B.c.
Then follow the dynasties and kings in succession.*
According to the conclusion of Prichard, who gave
a candid investigation to this subject, ‘‘ there is a nearly
uniform consent among the best informed stndents of
Chinese literature favorable to the authenticity of Chi-
nese history as far back as twenty-two or twenty-three
centuries before the Christian Era.”’t Legge alone dis-

The Chinese are reported to poesess a scheme represented by the
following table (Crawford, Patriarchal Dynasties, pp. 126, 128-180):

Years.

Pwang-koo, the first man, - -« e« .« - 18,000
Tien-wong, the King of Heaven, - - - - - 18,000
Te-wong, the King of the World, - . . . . . 18000
Jin-wong, King of Men, - - .- - . . . 45,000
Fu-hi [Wiliiams 647), Kidd, - - - - - - - 1,164
Twenty-five historical dynasties, S 4,017
Tota, - - - - - - o« - . . 104181

The ancient Brahmans, as has been aptly observed, made out their
primitive chronology by adding a zero to the Babylonian dates; for
while the latter assign 482,000 years to the first cycle, the Hindoos
make it 4,820,000 years.

The Pheenicians, according to Sunchoniathon, as reported by
Philo of Byblos, pretended that the learning of Egypt, Greece and
Judsea was derived from Pheenicia. Similar claims to autochthonous
origin, and descent from the remotest antiquity, have been put forth
by Phrygia, Lydia and other countries.

* This information was communicated by Father Amiot in 1769,
and embodied in Pauthier's Chine. The earliest history of China is
more recently suramarized by Richthofen in his magnificent work on
“China,” particulsrly 2tes Absch., Stes cap., pp. 865-05.

+ Prichard, Physical History of Mankind, Vol. IV, p. 471.
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sents from such a conclusion.* Neumann recognizes’
valid Chinese chronology as far back as 2357 s.o.t
Remusat assures us that we can trust these records as
far as the twenty-second century B.c., and that clear
traditions carry us back four centuries farther, to 2687
».c.} Richthofen thinks it probable the annals of the
Yii-kung attain to 2857 B.c.§ At a time still more
remote a wild and savage race spread over the country,
the relics of which still survive, as Miaotse (sproats),
in the remote fastnesses of the southern mountains.

* Legge, Shoo-king, prolegomena, pp. 8-8.

t Neumaann, Coup d'#il Hist. Nous. Jour. Asiat.. tome xiv, p. 50.
t Remusat, Mélanges Historiques, tome i, p. 68.

§ Richthofen, China, p. 277.



CHAPTER X.

PRENOACHITE RACES.

[ T AD the language of the Pentateuch clearly stated
the existence of nations which survived the
Flood, collateral interpretations and current opinions
would have adjusted themselves immediately to such
an enunciation. I have no doubt a similar adjustment
would have been effected had the world always known
of the existence of nations unaffected by the Flood,
even though the language of Scripture had been as it
is. It does not appear that biblical Janguage excludes
the existence of such nations; though many passages
seem to imply their existence. There is, however,
some ground to suppose that the compiler of Genesis
had no intention to make mention of postdilavian peo-
ples not belonging to the line of the Noachide, if, in-
deed, he had actnal information of the existence of
such peoples. At any rate, it is generally understood
that the Pentateuch formally restricts itself to the Ad-
amic ancestry of Noah and the nations descended from
him, among whom its specialty is the Semitic family.
In the purview of Genesis, ‘‘all the world”’ is the re-
gion over which the Semitic people were dispersed —
or, in the widest sense, it stretched no farther than the
tribes of Gomer on the north, Madai on the east, Seba
on the south and the posterity of Mizraim on the west.
With such a purpose, and the silence which such a pur-
pose imposed, the later Jews undoubtedly came to be-
lieve literally that all the races of men had descended
13
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from Noah. They fixed upon the Scriptures an inter-
pretation accordant with such a belief, and their inter-
pretation and belief have come into our possession.
But it is always legitimate to reéxamine any matter of
opinion and judgment. Whenever new light dawns
upon any subject, it is our solemn duty to scrutinize
the grounds of old opinions, and cheerfully. to abandon
themn if not in harmony with new facts, or the induc-
tions logically based on new facts. For such reasons I
propose to reéxamine the old belief respecting the de-
scent of all men from Noah. The invalidity of this be-
lief must be shown before we can consistently proceed
to the question of the descent of all men from Adam.
Let us first consider some of the implications of the
Sacred Scripture. Abraham, following Strong’s chro-
nology, had found his way into Egypt 445 years after
the Flood. Within that period the Mizraimites had
wandered into Africa, developed society, arts, liter-
ature, religion and a fixed monarchical form of govern-
ment. Abraham found there a Pharaoh on the throne,
surrounded by his ¢“ princes.”” Within that period the
posterity of Noah had journeyed westward to Shinar,
and built ‘‘a city and a tower’’; and the dialects of
men had become so divergent, either as cause or con-
sequence of a wide dispersion, that different nations no
longer understood each other’s speech. Within that
time the other great cities of Mesopotamia— Erech,
Accad, Calneh and Ur—had been built; and from Ur,
Terah, with Abraham and his nephew Lot, went into
the land of Canaan. ¢ The Canaanite and the Periz-
zite’’ descendants of Ham had already spread over the
country, and the ‘‘cities of the plain’’ had been built
up. Soon afterward, great warlike expeditions were
on foot. ‘‘In the days of Amraphel, king of Shinar,
Arioch, king of Ellasar, Chedorlaomer, king of Elan,
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and Tidal, king of nations,”’ confederated together to
subjugate the cities of Sodom, Gomorrah, Admah,
Zeboim and Bela; and a great battle was fought in the
vale of Siddim. Had all these nations, these govern-
ments and these cities, extending from the Persian
Gulf to the Nile, come into existence in the space of
445 years?—or was there, more probably, an older
stratum of population already dwelling in cities, and
already organized into nationalities and governments ?*
Have we any historical record of an increase and dis-
persion of populations at all comparable? The nine
mutineers of the ship Bounty, who, with nine Tahitian
women, settled, in 1789, ou Pitcairn’s Island, had in-
creased in thirty-six years to seventy persons, and in
seventy years to two hundred and nineteen persons.
The original stock was, in this case, three timnes as
numerous as the family of Noah. At the same rate of
increase, the Noachide would have numbered seventy-
three persons in seventy years. The Parsees fled from
their country during the seventh century. Those who

*Mr R. 8. Poole, considering this question, says: “A comparison
of all the passages [of Scripture] referring to the primitive history of
Palestine and Idumeea, shows that there was an earlier population
expelled by the Hamite and Abrahamite settlers. This population
was important in the war of Chedorluomer; but at the exodus there
was but a remnant of it.”” (Smith’s Dictionary of the Bible, I, 748, 1st
col.) I have been disposed to think the very expression * king of
nations” signifies that Tidal (Thargal in the Septuagint) belonged
outside of the recognized and enumerated peoples of biblical history.
The use of the word GOIM, nations, denotes as much. It is a plural
used cspecially of  nations other than Israel, foreign nations™; often
with the * accessory notion of hostile and barbarous.” Gesenius ad-
mits: “It is uncertain where the GOIM are to be sought who joined
in the war against Sodom.” (Hebrew Lexicon, sub voce.) The name
Tidal, or Thargal, is, moreover, a Turanian word, signifying * great
chief.” “The nations over whom he ruled,” says Lenormant, * were
probably nomadic tribes of Scythians or Turanians.” (Ancient His-
tory of the East, An. ed , I, 852.) ’
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settled in the Caucasus have become almost extinct;
those who went to Bombay are said to have prospered ;
but in 1,200 years they have increased to only 49.000
souls. Racial and national changes have proceeded,
in the ordinary history of the world, with the utmost
slowness. **So far as history ‘teaches us,’’ says 1Inx-
ley, **the populations of Europe, Asia and Africa were,
twenty centuries ago, just what they are now, in their
broad features and general distribntion.”” Again,
*The Xanthochroi and Melanochroi of Great Britain
are, speaking broadly, distributed at present as they
were in the time of Tacitus; and their representatives
on the continent of Europe have the same general dis-
tribution as at the earliest period of which we have any
record.” *

Agaiu, we are told in Genesis x, 12, that Nimrod —
or the Nimrodites, the immediate descendants of Ham,
were concerned, in some way, in building famous cities
in the land of Shinar. * The beginning of his king-
‘domn was Babel and Erech and Accad and Calneh.”
Is it supposable that Nimrod built these four cities
without a preéxisting population? Asshur, also, a son
of Shem, migrated from the land of Shinar northward
and built five cities, whereof Calah is said to have been
**a great city.”’ Did Asshur also build cities withont a
preéxisting population? But perhaps the purport of the
text signifies that these cities had been built uf the date
of the account. Now, as the account ends with Peleg,
it is presuinable that the lifetime of Peleg marks the
date of the account. But Peleg was the great-great-
grandson of Shem: and in another, undoubtedly
later, account (chapter xi) we have data which enable
us to ascertain that Peleg was born 101 years after the

¢ Huxley, Ciitiques and- Addresses, pp. 136, 172
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Flood, and died 289 years after the Flood. If, there-
fore, the ethnological table given in tenth chapter of
Genesis was compiled by Peleg, or in the lifetime of
Peleg, the utmost allowance of time is 239 years for
the development of the populations of the nine cities
“built” by Nimrod and Asshur. To me it seems
more probable that Prenoachites were found in exist-
ence, and that the grandson and the great-grandson
of Noah organized them under settled governinents.

Still further, the antediluvian Jabal, son of Lamech
and fifth in descent from Cain, ‘‘was the father of such
as dwell in tents and [of such as have] cattle.”*
““Such as dwell’’ is a phrase which leads us to inquire,
To what time does the present tense of the phrase
refer? There must have been people dwelling in tents
and having cattle at the time of the composition of this
history. Such as ‘“dwell”” in tents and [have] cattle
is a phrase implying that the descendants of Jabal
were living in the time of Moses—if we admit that
Moses was the author of the account— or in some post-’
diluvian age, if the account has a post-diluvian origin.
This would mean, then, that the posterity of Cain
were not destroyed by the Deluge; and hence that the
Deluge was not ‘“‘universal.”” The same line of reason-
ing applies to Jubal, ““the father of all such as handle
the harp and organ.’’ It equally applies to Tubal
Cain, ‘‘an instructor of every artificer in brass and
iron.”” The descendants of these gifted patriarchs
seem to have been in existence after the Flood. It is
not admissible, then, on biblical grounds, to assumne
that Noah was the progenitor of all existing peoples.

This conclusion seems the more probable in view of
the non-biblical evidence of a population in Noah’s

*Gen. iv, 20.
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time, which had survived the Flood. This evidence I
will next examine ,

We find traces of an antediluvian, Tatar or Turanian
population throughout Asia. It is not long since his-
torians and ethnologists first noted the monumental
and linguistic evidences of an older Hamitic stratumn
underlying the recognized Semitic civilizations of Baby-
lonia and Assyria, and even of Canaan and Pheenicia.
Now they inform us that unmistakable traces remain
of a wide-spread Turanian stratuin of people, still
older than the first Hamitic settlements. Prichard
says: ‘The Allophyllian nations appear to have been
spread, in the earliest .times, through all the most
remote regions of the old continent—to the north-
ward, eastward and westward of the Indo-European
tribes, whom they seein everywhere to have preceded;
so that they appear, in comparison with these Indo-
European colonies, in the light of aboriginal or native
inhabitants, vanquished, and often banished into re-
mote and inaccessible tracts by mnore powerful invading
tribes.”'* Canon George Rawlinson declares that every-
where Tatar tribes had preceded the spreading Noa
chide; and he holds that the primitive language of
all Asia was Turanian or Tatar. ‘A Turanian lan-
guage,’”’ he says, ‘‘ extended from the Caucasus to the
Indian Ocean, and from the shores of the Mediter
ranean to the mouths of the Ganges. We might, per
baps. largely extend these limits, and say that the
whole eastern lLemisphere was originally occupied by
a race or races whose various dialects possessed the
characteristics of the linguistic type in question’’
(Turanian].+ Again, he says: ‘‘The Arameans,
Susianians or Elymeans, the early Babylonians, the

® Prichard. Natural History of Man, 4th ed, Vol. I, p. 183.
t Rawlinson, Herodotus, Vol. I, p. 583.
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inhabitants of the south coast of Arabia, the original
people of the Great Iranic Plateau, and of the Kurdish
mountains, and the primitive populations of India, can
be shown, it is said, to have possessed dialects of this
character ; while probability is strongly in favor of the
same general occupation of the whole region by per-
sons speaking the same type of language.”” Rawlin-
son, it is true, does not distinguish, in all cases, between
indications of a Hamitic, and indications of a Tura-
nian population, as we now distinguish them. He
regards the Turanian as the original Noachite tongue,
and seems to hold that proper Hamitic and Semitic
dialects came into existence by improvement and ab-
sorption of the Turanian. In his ¢ Table of Races,”*
indeed, he makes the ‘‘ Hamitic or Cushite’’ and the
*Scythic or Titar,’’ families of the ¢ Turanian ’’ race.
But this affiliation of the Scyths is not admitted by
ethnologists ; nor do philologists permit us to confound
Hamitic and Tatar languages. It is true that the
Accadian, or primitive Hamite language of Assyria —
called Turanian by Oppert — resembles the Finnish in
the loose attachment of suffixes for numeral and pro-

* Rawlinson, Herodotus, Vol. I, p. 581. He seems drawn into
this arrangement by a preconceived belief that the Turanians must
be accommodated among the Noachites. Why the three primary
families descended from Noah should be set down as “Indo-Eu.
ropean,” “ Semitic* and “ Turanian,” instead of Indo-European, Sem-
itic and Hamitic, I am unable to understand, though 1 perceive at
once how such an arrangement accommodates traditional opinions.
In regard to the Scythians, it ought to be said that the author, in his
third volume, in an essay “On the Ethnography of the European
Scyths,” concludes that “the Scythians were not Mongolians, but
members of the Indo-Germanic race. Language, as Mr. Grote cor-
rectly observes, is the omly sure test; and language pronounces
unmistakably in favor of the Indo-European, and against the Mongol
theory.” (Herodotus, Vol. II1, p. 167.) Compare the fifth chapter
of the present work.
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nominal purposes. Nevertheless, the verb ¢ forms its
definitions chiefly by prefixes, and is thus completely
alien to the style of the North Asiatic [Turanian] lan-
guages.””* The attempt to merge together primitive
Turanian and Hamitic dialects in the interests of a
theory of a universal Flood is less sagacious than the
recognition of & Turanian element as a fact in the primi-
tive history of man. That the Turanian dialect was the
language of Noah, and that the Hamitic was the same
under the influence of culture and civilization, may be
correct in a developmental sense; but in view of the
common conception of linguistic distinctions it is a
pure assumption, equaled only by the assumption that
the Aryan languages grew up in a similar way. The
Turanian was a distinct language, spoken by a distinct
race; and the trilingual inscriptions of oriental mon-
archs include the Turanian, for the purpose of notify-
ing Turanian neighbors, and probably a considerable
Turanian constituency, of the exploits of victorious
potentates.

A prehamitic population is recognized by Mr. C.
L. Brace,t an author of acumen and erudition, who
after stating that we recognize, in primitive times, four
families of languages, the Turanian, the Semitic, the
Aryan and thé Hamitic, says: ‘“The most ancient of
these great families is the Turanian. . . . The Tura-
nians were probably the first who figured in the
ante-historical period. Their emigrations began long
before the wanderings of the Aryans and Semites,
who, wherever they went, always discovered a pre-
vious population, apparently Turanian in origin,
which they either expelled or subdued.”” The first
or ‘“Medean” dynasty (so called), in the annals of

* J. Oppert; Journal Asiatique, Paris, 1887.
{ Brace, Races of the Old World, pp. 27, 29.
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Babylonia, is regarded by Mr. Brace as a Turanian
ewmpire. ‘‘Its Turanian character is- derived from the
inscriptions, which are.in Turanjan grammar, though
with Hamitic vocabulary, indicating a great mixture
with Hamitic population.”” * Simultaneously the Chi-
nese empire rose into existence.

Fran¢ois Lenormant, an eminent original authority,
affirms the existence of a pronounced Turanian element
in the earliest populations and languages of the Meso-
potamian regions. ‘‘To the- earliest date that the
monuments carry us back, we can distinguish, in this
very mixed population of Babylonia and Chaldea, two
principal elements, two great nations, the Shumir and
the Accad, who lived to the north and to the south of
the country.” The Shumir were Turanian, and had
their capital at Sumere. The Accad were Cushite, and
had their capital southward from the others, at Accad.
The Sumerites spoke a dialect of the Uralo-Finnish fam-
ily. Lenormant continués: ‘‘ The Turanians were one
of the first races to spread out into the world, before the
time of the great Semitic and Arian migrations; and
they covered a great extent of territory, both in Asia
and Europe. They then occupied all that district be-
tween the Tigris and the Indus, afterward conquered
by the Iranians; and they also held the greater part of
India [referring to the Dravidians]. When thé Sem-
ites on the one hand, and the Arians on the other, had
finished their migrations and were finally established,
there always remained between them a separating belt
of Turanian people, penetrating, like a wedge, as far
as the Persian Gulf, and occupying the mountains be-
tween Persia and the Tigro-Euphrates basin.”” Media
was populated partly by a Turanian race, which also

* Compare Rawlinson, Ancient Monarchies, I, p. 69.
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formed ‘‘a notable portion of the population of Susi-
ana. . . . The primitive center whence all the Tura-
nian people had spread into the world was toward the
east of Lake Aral. There, from very remote antiquity,
they had possessed a peculiar civilization, characterized
by gross Sabeism. . . . This strange and incomplete
civilization exercised over a great part of Asia an abso-
lute preponderance, lasting, according to the historian
Justin, 1500 years. All the Turanians of Asia carried
this civilization with them into the countries they colo-
nized.”” The language of the Median Turanians, ac-
cording to Westergaard, was decidedly Turkish in its
affinities; the Chaldseean Turanian was Ural-Finnish ;
the Susianian was a connecting link between the latter
and the Dravidian. ¢ The Turanians brought to Bab-
ylon and Assyria that singular systemn of writing called
cuneiform.”” The nature of the symbols employed in
this writing ‘‘apparently points, as the place where
that writing was invented, to a region very different
Jrom Chaldea, a more northern region, whose fauna
and flora were markedly different, where, for example,
neither the lion nor any other large feline carnivora,
were known, and where there were no palm-trees.”” *
One can hardly understand how Lenormant, after
enunciating such conclusions, can avoid the ulterior
conclusion, that the Turanians were prenoachites. He
traces them, however, to Magog of the Japhetic family,
— leaving, nevertheless. the Chinese to stand as de-
scendants of non-noachite antediluvians, and thus dis-
rupting a race which, at least in Asia, is one, physically
and linguistically, to satisfy the demands of a theory
of diluvial universality, which, in spite of this expe-
dient, he sets aside at last. Now, when we admit, for

* F. Lenormant, Ancient History of the East, Am. cd., I, pp. 341~
847. .
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once, the prenoachite origin of all Mongoloids, & most
sensible relief is felt. It is no longer necessary to con-
found Turanians and Gomerians; it is no longer neces-
sary to resist the evidence of the Japhetic descent of the
Scythians, a branch of the Gomerians, or suppose that
a Japhetic twig, in being named Turanian, becomes
the comprehensive type of both Semitic and Hamitic
peoples — Japhetic, Turanian, Hamitic and Semitic,
all at once! It is no longer necessary to assume that
the descendants of Gomer spread themselves all over
Asia and Europe, while the Hamites and Semites, and
the other Japhetites, were holding back, to give this
particular tribe of Japhet time to preémpt the world,
and become more populous than all the other sixty or
more Genesiacal sons and grandsons of Noah.* It is
no longer necessary to sunder into two widely sepa-
rated stocks the Mongoloid nations of Asia, whom all
ethnologists have found united, and whose profound
affinity is disclosed by all linguistic researches. It is
no longer necessary to confound with Turanians and
Japhetites, and finally Hamites and Semites, the Dra-
vidians, whom ethnology, following linguistics, has so
decisively separated. All the facts disclosed by Assyro-
Babylonian and Persepolitan researches are much more
readily coordinated with the theory of prenoachites,
and even of preadamites, than with the old and dis-
torted, and unbiblical, theory of the descent of all the

* It is the opinion of some that the name Bcythian, a strictly
Japhetic word, was extended from the Japhetic Scythians to similar
nomadic Turanian hordes in Asia. This idea receives a quasi-recog-
nition by Lenormant in his second volume-(pp. 126-180). This is
not unlikely; but what, in this case, becomes of the theory that these
very Asiatic Turanians are to be accounted for by ascribing them to
a Gomerian ancestry? If they are Gomerians they are not Turanians;
if they are Turanians, they are not Gomerians —and then, what are
they, in the Noachic ethnography ¢
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races from Noah. I confidently leave the presumption
with the reader. The argument becomes still stronger
when we learn that even the Asiatic Mongoloids —
Turanians and Chinese alike —were not a primordial
population.

The Chinese, Mongoloids as they are, have suc-
ceeded to a primitive population considerably inferior
to them in racial characteristics, as they manifestly
were in civilization. “The relics of the aboriginal popu-
lation still lead a half savage life in some of the moun-
tainous districts of China.

The Ainos, now confined chiefly to the island of
Yeso, are regarded as the remnants of a primitive
people to whom the Coreans and Japanese have suc-
ceeded.* Related to them, however, are the inhab-
itants of southern Saghalien, and the Kurile islands,
and the Giliaks on the lower Amoor. The Ainos,
while in many respects resembling the Japanese, are
distinguished by a luxuriant beard, bushy and curly
hair of the head, and a general Hirsuteness of the
body.+ (See fig. 7.) Throughout the region of the
northern Asiatics we find similar remnants of primeval
populations possessing distinct features and dialects,

* Prof. E. 8. Morse thinks he finds in some shell-heaps near Tokio
(in Omori), Japan, pottery which was not made by AInos; and he
regards it as evidence of a race even older than the ATnos. (Morse,
* Traces of Early Men in Japan,” Popular Science Monthly, January,
1879, p. 257.)

t Blakiston, “ Journey in Yezo,” in Journal of the Royal Geograph-
ical Society, Vol. XLII, p. 80; A. 8. Bickmore, in Proceedings Boston
Society of Natural History, December 4, 1867, March 4, 1868; Ameri-
can Journal of Science and Arts, 11, Vol. XLV, p. 858-77. and authori-
ties there cited; Brace, Races of the Old World, p. 160. The existence
of a general hairiness of' the entire body has been disputed. See
Lieut. Habersham’s account, in Nott and Gliddon’s Indigenous Races
of the Earth, pp. xii, 620, 621. Bickmore insists that the ATnos are
clearly Aryan, and this is-the view of Dr. Pickering.
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though in both giving evidence of their substantial
identity with the Mongoloid or Turanian race. Of
this class of residual populations I believe all those
whose languages stand apart from other prevailing
Mongoloid types may be regarded as examples. They
are mere outliers of an ancient population, which, like
the islets that mark the place of a wasted continent,
remain as outstanding testimonies of its former exist-
ence. Such detached tribes are the Ostiaks of the
Yenesei (not of the Obi), who, though speaking six
peculiar dialects, are reduced to one thousand indi-
viduals; and the Yukagiri, who have so recently be-
come extinct from certain islands of New Siberia that
vestiges of them still remain.

From many and various indications, therefore, it
appears that the greater part of the continent of Asia
has been overspread by a primitive Mongolian race, of
which all the historical, and now dominant, races —not
less the Chinese and Japanese than the Noachites—
are the successors. In the peninsula of India, how-
ever, the indigenous race was not Mongoloid. I have
recalled the facts,* now notorious, establishing the
presence of an indigenous non-mongoloid people in
Hindustan, whom the encroaching Noachites of the
Aryan family gradually displaced or absorbed. Though
this race, physically, has almost disappeared, except
so far as it forms a visible constituent in the modern
Hindu race, the imperishable fragments of its language
have survived in great abundance. The Dravida were
a brown race, like the Mongoloids, and it is a fact of
profound interest that their language also presented
such Tiranian resemblance that some philologists have
been disposed to regard it a sister of the primitive

* In chapter vi.
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Mongoloid.* These facts carry our thoughts back to
a time when the primitive Mongoloids and primitive
Dravida were co-possessors of the Asiatic continent,
speaking cognate dialects of a parent tongue, which
had been dually transformed, with the disappearance
of the premongoloid type of humanity which was
superseded by the brown ruces of ancient and modern
times.

Evidences exist of a prehamitic population in the
valley of the Nile. The Egyptian language is neither
properly Hamitic nor Semitic. It is regarded by some
philologists as representing the transitior from Turs-
nian to Semitic.

Turning our attention to the European continent,
we discover that every Asiatic immigration of which
we possess any knowledge encountered populations
already in possession of the soil.

The ancient poets and historians have left us nu-
merous accounts of a barbarous people who inhabited
Europe before the advent of representatives of No-
achites, or the Mediterranean race. They were de-
scribed as dwelling in caverns, and having no knowl-
edge of the metals, nor of the arts of weaving, plowing
and navigation. They were unacquainted with domes-
tic animals, save the sheep and the goat. They be-
longed to an unfamiliar race, and had no knowledge of
the gods or the religion of their Asiatic invaders.
XLschylus, in the ‘‘Prometheus Bound,”’t describes
Prometheus as first introducing the plow and beasts of
burden. Prometheus was represented as the ancestor
of the Greeks. Eschylus wrote 470 B.c. Homer,} who

* Whitney, Language and the Study of Language, p. 837, where,
bowever, this approximation is condemned.
t Zaschylus, Promethexs Bound, vers. 463—464.
$ Homer, Odyseey, ix, vers. 118-14.
H)
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wrote at an earlier date, tells ns that in the time of
Ulysses (1250 B.c.), men were still in possession of
some parts of Europe who lived in caverns among the
mountains. They did not labor; they did not even
cultivate the soil.* = They possessed goats and herds,
but no horses.t They were ignorant of navigation.}
They were known as Cyclopes — the children of Heaven
and Earth, says Hesiod,§ while the Greeks were de-
scended . from Prometheus, the son of Japetus (Ja-
pheth), who was also the offspring of Heaven and
Earth. Thus the Greeks and Cyclopes had no human
ancestor in common. Their divergence is further
shown by the ignorance which Polyphemus avows of
the Greek Zeus and the other all-powerful gods.] They
were ignorant even of the name of Zeus, though among
the ancestors of the Greeks that name was honored
from the Ganges to the Euxine. The Cyclopes or
cave-dwellers, therefore, were not Greeks nor Indo-
Europeans. That they were neither Semites nor Ham-
ites is justly inferred from the fact that the migration-
courses of these families, according to all admissions,
did not carry them, in primitive times, across the Euro-
pean boundary.** '

According to Thucydides, the Cyclopes preceded
the Sicanes in Sicily. The Sicanes were of the Iberian
stock, and are believed to have arrived in Sicily about
2000 B.c. Who the Iberians were is still a matter of
some doubt. They did not belong, apparently, to
the Mediterranean race; but this is a subject which I
shall consider hereafter (chapter xxiii). Aristotle also
speaks of the Cyclopes, and, citing from Homer, tells

* Ib., 108, 122." t Ib., 124, 160, 167. t Ib., 125-128.
§ Hesiod, Theogony, vers. 188, 189. That is, “ Sons of God.”
| Odyssey, ix, 271-275. ** See chapters iii and iv.



PRENOACHITE RAOES. 147

us that each father of a family ruled over the women
and children of his household.* The same ideas are
set forth more at length by Plato.+ Pausanias, who
wrote in the first half of the second century after
Christ, says that Pelasgos —a personification of Pelas-
gians (as Hellen, of the Hellenes) — found the Cyclopes
in the Pelopoanesus; that'they neither built houses
nor wore clothing; that they subsisted on leaves and
herbs and roots; and that Pelasgos taught them to
construct cabins, and to clothe themselves with the
skins of the wild boar.t Diodorus Siculus, who wrote
in the first century before our era, tells us that the
most ancient inhabitants of Crete, also, were dwellers
in caverns, and destitute of all the arts, until the
Pelasgic Curetes taught them the first elements of
civilization.§ According to Virgil, the population of
cave-dwellers also spread over Italy**— autochthonous
fauns and nymphs —a race of men born from the hard
trunks of the oak, living without laws .or civilization.
Pausaniastt informs us that a similar people inhabited
Sardinia. Diodorus Siculus}} states that the inhabit-
ants of the Balearic Islands still dwelt in caverns in
“the first century before our era, and wore no clothing
during the summer. Strabo, a little later, names four
Sardinian tribes who had not yet learned to build
cabins.
As to the ethnic affinities of these prenoachite popu-
lations of Europe, I think there are good reasons for

* Aristotle, Politica, lib. i, ch. 1, ed. Didot, t. I, p. 488.

t Plato, Leges, ed. Didot-Schneider, t. IT, p. 208-301.

t Pausanias, Description of Greece, lib. viii, ch.1, §§82, 5, 6, cd.
Didot-Dindorf, p. 864-5.

§ Diod. Bic., lib. v, ch. 1xv, ed. Didot-Mfller, t. I, p. 204-5.

** Virgil, £Eneid, viii, 814-818. '

¥+ Pausanias, lib. x, ch. xvii, § 2, ed. Didot-Dindorf, t. I, p. 512.

$ Diod. 8ic,, lib. v, ch. xvii, §§ 1, 8, ed. Didot-Muller, t. I, pp. 268—4.
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regarding them as near relatives of the Asiatic Mongo-
loids. Several historical allusions seem to sustain the
opinion that they belonged to the Finnish family. In
the time of Tacitus,—about a.p. 100,—the Finns of
Scandinavia and the north of modern Russia still sup-
ported themselves by the chase, and were ignorant of
the use of metals, and pointed their arrows with bone.

They had no horses; they built no houses; they
wove no cloth. They did not, indeed, dwell in cav-
erns, but erected a sort of hurdles or rude shelters for
protection against rain and snow.* In our own timnes,
the Finns are driven into still narrower limits by the
continued encroachments of the Indo-Europeans; but
according to Grimm,t linguistic affinities justify us in
regarding the Finns as the modern remnants of the
Cyclopean population which spread over Europe before
the advent of the Pelasgians and Iberians, in the
southeast and southwest of the continent, about 2000
years before the Christian era.

Rawlinson says the Kelts ‘‘found the central and
western countries of Europe either without inhabitants,
or else very thinly peopled by a Tatar race.$ This
race, where it existed, everywhere yielded to them,
and was gradually absorbed, or else driven toward the
north, where it is found, at the present day, in the
persons of the Finns, Esths and Lapps.”§ He adds:
“Jt is now generally believed that there is a large
Tatar admixture in most Keltic races, in consequence

* Tacitus, Germania, ch. xlvi.

t Grimm, Geschichte der Deutschen Sprache, 8d ed., p. 121. Also,
Kleinere Schriften, t. I1, p. 80.

$ While the Kelts in central and northern Gaul were confronted
by an indigenous Tatar population, they were .opposed in the south
by the Pelasgic Illyrians. See chapterv.

§ Rawlinson, Herodotus, Vol. III, p. 155.
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of this absorption.”” The Tatar indigenes, he says,
may also have been, in part, driven westward. ¢ The
mysterious Cynetians* who dwelt west of the Kelts,
may have been a remnant of the primitive Tatar occu-
pants. 8o, too, may have been the Iberians of the
Spanish peninsula.”

*In the Spanish peninsula,’” says Niebuhr, it is
not quite certain whether, on their arrival, they [the
Kelts] found Iberians or not; but if not, these latter
must have shortly crossed over from the African main;
and it was in consequence of the gradual pressure
exerted by this people upon the Kelts in Spain, that
the further migrations of the Keltic tribes took
plwe.” +

Now, it is generally held that the Basques are a
remnant of the ancient Iberes. They number about
half a million. They speak a language known as
Euscars, and dwell in the northeast provinces of Spain,
and a small district in the southwest of France. ‘The
old geographers,”’ says Peschel, ‘‘called them Iber-
ians; they then peopled the whole of Spain and the
southwest of France, but were early driven toward the
west and south by the Kelts, and intermixing with
them, in the district of the present Catalonian dialect,
constituted the Keltiberians. . . . According to Paul
Broca, their language stands quite alone, or has mere
analogies with the American type. . . . Of all Euro-
peans, we must provisionally hold the Basques to be
the oldest inhabitants of our quarter of the world.” }

The Euscara ‘‘has some connmon traits with the
Magyar, Osmanli and other dialects of the Altai fam-
ily; as, for instance, with the Finnic on the old con-

® Herodotus, Bk. 11, ch. xxxiil, and IV, xlix.
t Niebuhr, Roman History, Vol. 11, p. 520.
3 Peschel, Races of Men, p. 501.
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tinent, as well as the Algonkin Lenape language and
some others in America. . . . For this reason the
Bascongadas [Basques] are classed by some with the
remains of the Finnish stem of.Europe, in the Ubic
family of nations; by others, in that of the Allophyle*
race. . . . The settlemnents of Pheenicians, Greeks and
Carthaginians 1 Noachites] on the coasts of the Medi-
terranean sea are of uch later date’’ than the conflict
of the Kelts and Iberians.t

‘“Before this epoch’ [1400 B.c.], says Le Hon,
‘‘history establishes the existence on the soil of Spain
of the great nation of Iberians, which is affiliated in
no respect with the Indo-European race, neither by its
physical type nor by its language.””’t As Hamites
and Semites never invaded western Europe, in these
early times, the Iberians, according to Le Hon, were
not Noachites. Similarly, M. Maspero advances the
opinion that the Basques, the descendants of the Iber-
ians, are Turanians, of the same race as the Finns.§

It appears, therefore, to be generally agreed that
the Basques are a remnant of the ancient Iberians, and
that they possess no ethnic affinities with the Noachites
traced from their Asiatic center; but do indicate phys-
ical and linguistic relations with the type of Mongo-
loids. History, tradition, linguistics' and ethnology
conspire to fortify the conclusion that in prehistoric
times all Europe was overspread by the Mongoloid
race, of which remnants have survived to our times,
in the persons of the Basques,:Finns, Esths, Lapps,
and some smaller tribes.

*The Allophyle type of Quatrefages embraces the Esthonians,
the Caucasians (in the restricted sense) and the Ainos. The term
was introduced by Prichard. .

T New American Cyclopeedia, art. “ Basques,” p. 708.

t Le Hon, L'Homme Fossile en Europe, p. 259. See also p. 153.

§ Maspero, Histoire ancienne des peuples de I'Orient, p. 185.
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Some confirmation of this conclusion comes from
the study of human skulls of the prehistoric period.
The skulls from the cavern of Frontal, in Belgium, are
markedly brachycephalic,* and by the flattening of the
occiput remind one vividly of the Mongoloid skulls
from American ‘*mounds.” ‘It is impossible to con-
found them,’’ says Pruner Bey, ‘‘with the skulls of
the Aryan race, where the contours are all oval. The
angular contours of the crania found at Furfooz (Fron-
tal), and the lozenge-shaped figure of the face, cluss
them clearly among the Turanian or Mongol races,—
a conclusion confirmed by the learned curator of the
Anthropological Society [of London], Mr. Carter
Blake. The eminent president of the Anthropological
Society of France, seeking to ascertain to what branch
of the great Turanian race the ancient people of Fur-
fooz might be referred, assigns them to the Liguriant
or Iberian type, which still exists in the north of Italy
and in the Pyrenees, and which history seems to indi-
cate as the most ancient inhabitants of the countries
of which it has preserved the memory. The analogy
between the crania of Furfooz and those of this people
is such that it seems impossible to contest the conclo-
sion which M. Pruner Bey has so brilliantly estab-
lished.””$ The skulls found at Solutré have also been
studied by Pruner Bey, and decided to belong to a race
which he designates a ‘‘primitive mongoloid race,”
which is still represented by the Iberians, or so-called
Ligurians, of the Gulf of Genoa, in the Pyrenees,
and in arctic America.

® These terms will be found explained in the next chapter, where
more precise data will also bu given.

1 The Ligurians are not generally regarded as co-racial with
Iberians. They were probably Aryans. See chapter iil.

$ Le Hon, L' Homme Fossile, pp. 88, 84
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Many similar opinions might be cited tending to
establish the conclusion, on paleontological grounds,
that a brachycephalic and Mongoloid race was gener-
ally distributed throughout western Europe before the
advent of Hamitic or Aryan immigrants.

Mingled with these, however, were people possess-
ing dolichocephalic skulls. The Cro-Magnon skulls
are thus characterized by Pruner Bey: ¢ Mongoloid,
dolichocephal, and having a large brain.’’ Similar is
the skull of the Mentone skeleton. The crania of
Engis, Engisheim, Neanderthal and Olno are of the
same type. The idea Las been advanced that ‘‘ante-
riorly to the brachycephalic Mongoloid race there
must have existed in Europe a singular race possessing
a dolichocephalic cranium.”’* This peculiar race may
explain the occurrence of dolichocepbalism among the
ruling brachycephals of the age of Polished Stone.
Dolichocephalism, as a character of inferior races, is a
fact quite in accordance with the theory of progressive
improvement. It should be mentioned, too, that mod-
ern Mongoloids, in their different families, present all
degrees of dolichocephalism and brachycephalism ; so
that the commingling of both types, in remote pre-
historic times, is quite compatible with the assumption
that one Mongoloid race spread over all Europe. The
point, however, which I desire here to establish is the
prevalence of a non-Aryan and non-Hamitic type
throughout Europe in the period preceding the acces-
sion of the Noachite tribes of Asia.

*Le Hon, L'Homme Fossile, p. 57. See also Lenormant, Les
Premidres Civilisations, Vol. I, p. 86. See the subject splendidly
fllustrated by A. de Quatrefages and Ernest Hamy, in Crania Eth-
nica, 4to, Paris, 1878. These autbors claim to have shown the exist-
ence of thres different races in the human fauna of the Quaternary
Period. ’
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I think it appears from the foregoing citations that
the general opinion among ethnologists sustains the
doctrine of a wide-spread Mongoloid population over
the -continents of Asia and Europe, save where the
Dravidians held possession of the penipsula of Hin-
dustan and neighboring regions. It appears that this
race has been recognized in the prehistoric people of
Europe, in the ancient Iberians, and in the modern
Basques, Finns, Lapps and Esths, as well as in sundry
remnants of primitive peoples of the Asiatic countries
still held by Mongoloids. It appears that this popula-
tion was spread over the two continents at a date much
earlier than that commonly assigned to the Deluge,
and that the posterity of Noah, in their dispersion over
Europe and Asia, were everywhere confronted by races
of men already in possession of the earth.

What is the meaning of these facts? It is impossi-
ble to harmonize them with the theory that all man-
kind are descended from Noah. The descendants of
Noah found them in every new country, and could give
no account of their origin. They were in existence at
an epoch too remote to allow the suggestion of a post-
diluvian origin. They belonged to a different race
from the posterity of Noah.

We are confirmed by the import of the facts of con-
temporaneous history. They force upon us the infer-
ence of different epochs for the Mongoloid and the .
Mediterranean races. They are two distinct types of
mavkind. They are as distinct physically and psychi-
cally as they are linguistically. They manifest socially
a total repugnance to each other. We do not discover
the least tendency to coalesce. Their racial distinct-
ness has been equally great from the remotest historical
times; and it is impossible to affirm from observation
that the two races are even in progress of divergence.
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Under these circumstances, it is incredible that their
divergence commenced but four thousand years ago.
Again, the very populousness of the Mongoloids argues
the high antiquity of their race. They number forty-
four per cent. of the whole population of the world.
Four hundred years ago they were probably twice as
numerous as all the Hamites, Semites and Aryans then
in existence. They have, spread over vastly more
territory than the Mediterranean race, and have en-
countered the vicissitudes of even a greater range of
climates,— a contrast all the more apparent if we ex-
tend the comparison back a few centuries. In the Old
World they brave the rigors of the shores of the Arctic
Sea, quite sécure fromn the encroachments of the White
race. They luxuriate over tropical peninsulas and the
islands of the Pacific. In America they begin upon
the desolate coasts of the Frozen Ocean, and stretch
through every degree of latitude, across the equator,
and onward to the sleety and rock-bound retreat of
Terra del Fuego. They hold undisputed possession
of Greenland. They have infused their blood into a
third of the populations of Europe. Now, I hold that
these facts of daily observation strongly remind us of
the comparatively high antiquity of this race. In my
own mind, the only question remaining is, whether
they are not descendants of preadamites as well as of
prenoachites. But this question I do not hasten to
press. I am satistied to point out the premoachian
origin of the two brown races. :

As a corollary of this conclusion, the deluge of
Noah was not universal, and did not destroy all human
beings, but only all the people which fell within the
the purview of Semitic history and tradition,— perhaps
the history and tradition of the White race. -No anxiety
should be occasioned, therefore, if the history of the
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Brown races,—that of the Chinese, for example,—is
found to run back over a period more remote than
the accepted epoch of the Deluge. Finally, it mnay be
added, the local nature of the Deluge is proved not
only by the existence of prenoachite races, but by a
number of other considerations, which have of thein-
selves determined the belief of most persons who feel
free to cut loose from traditional opinions.

It seems almost superfluous to note that geology
supplies no evidence of the universality of the deluge
of Noah. Neither the fossiliferous strata, "inclosing
relics of the sea in the highest hills,— the proof to
Scilla, Woodward aund Burnet of the ‘‘universal del-
uge,”’— nor even the bones of man discovered in the
caverns of Europe —to Buckland, the ‘¢ Reliquie Di-
luvisne,”’ — are now iinagined by science to have any
connection with the deluge recorded in Genesis. That
local deluges have occurred, of such magnitude as to
serve as a basis for such primitive accounts as we find
in the annals of the Babylonians, Hebrews and Greeks,
geology renders eminently probable; and thus con-
firms, substantially, one of the most extraordinary nar
ratives of the Bible.



CHAPTER XI.

RACE DISTINCTIONS.

TH.AT the Brown races constituted wide-spread pop-
ulations in Asia and Europe at the time of the
dispersion of the posterity of Noah, seems to be a con-
clusion established beyond reasonable cavil. I antici-
pate that the judgment of anthropologists will yet
pronounce them preadamites. The four Black races
must be regarded as prenoachites, on the strength of
all the evidence which concerns the epoch of the Brown
races, together with the added evidence which I shall
offer that they are even descended from preadamites.
When we contemplate the Black races in their gen-
eral expression, they appear to be strongly isolated
from the rest of mankind. In their anatomical, physio- .
logical and psychic characteristics, we can barely say
that a deep-laid basis of human sympathy and likeness
exists between them and us; but this is so covered
up by the more obtrusive details of their being and
life, that the first impression reinains ineradicable, that
these are creatures which are practically strange to our
tastes, our modes of thought and our very natures. I
shall claim for these races all the characteristics, rights
and responsibilities which pertain to humanity; but
I will not affect to ignore the ethnic chasm which splits
them from the mass of Noachite humanity. With-
drawn in their color, features and relative intelligence,
they are similarly withdrawn in their geographical
positions. Shut up for countless ages within the
158
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bosoms of vast and impenetrable continents, it seems
as if Nature, conscious of their irremediable estrange-
ment, had contented herself to herd them in regions
" where they would never mingle in the stir and strife
of social and national struggles. When we consider
what mankind has achieved, these humble races never
enter our thoughts. They have written no history;
they have achieved no results for history to record.
Their thousands of years outlived are silent, and dark
and blank; not an echo of a former generation comes
down to our apprehension. If we learn aught of their
past, it is through the studies of the White race. If we
unravel the mystery of their migrations, their affinities,
or their origin, it is by studying their zodlogical char-
acters and their fossil remains, as we investigate the
natural history of the horse or the pig. For all which
they have achieved, this planet would have remained
in the wildness and ruggedness of Nature. All which
they have accomplished would have left our continents
in the condition in which they were the home of the
. Brontotherium, the Sivatherium or Coryphodon of mid-
dle and earlier Tertiary time. The breach which sepa-
rates brutishness, indolence, inertia and stupidity from
the indomitable energy, the flashing intellect, and the
heaven-reaching aspirations which have made our
planet the abode of civilization, art and science, is a
breach which reaches back more than a few centuries,
more than a few generations, and must find its ori-
gin deep in the ages, and in the early divarication of
courses of events which have emerged in our own
times. In short, these races were preadamic.*

* The following is Theodore Parker’s estimate of the relative im-
portance of the Caucusian race: “The Caucasian differs from all other
races: he is humane, he is civilized, and progresses. He conquers
with his head as well as with his hand. It is intellect, after all, that
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I. ADAM A WHITE MAN.

I have assumed that the person who has been named
Adam was a real representative of the White race. It
is true that nearly every nation conceives of the first
man as & representative of its own race. Reputable
authorities have contended that Adam was not a white
man. Eusebius de Salles represented him as red;
Prichard believed him &lack. There is, indeed, a
legend in cxistence, which has obtained wide-spread
carrency, according to which the first man was of dark
or black complexion. If, as I am about to argune, some
Black race first represented humanity upon the earth,
there is reason for saying the first man was black.
Adam, then, in the sense of ‘‘the first man,” was
a black Adam. There is even said to be a tablet in
the British Museum, brought by the late George Smith,
on which is an inscription which lends strange coun-
tenance to the legend of the black Adam. It is the
inscription, marked ¢‘ K 8364,” containing an account
of the creation of man by the god Mir-Ku (noble
crown). ‘“To fear them [the gods] he made man; the
breath of life was in him. May he [the god Mir-Ku]
be established, and nay his will not fail in the mouth

conquers, not' the strength of a man's arm. The Caucasian has
been often master of the other races —never their slave. He has
carried his.religion to other races, but never taken theirs. In history,
all religions are of Caucasian origin. All the great limited forms of
monarchies sre Caucasian. Republics-are Caucasian. All the great
sciences are of Caucasian origin; all inventions are Cancasian; lit-
erature and romance come from the same stock; all the great poets
are of Caucasian origin,— Moses, Luther, Jesus Chlrist, Zoroaster,
Buddha, Pythagoras were Caucasian No other race can bring up
to memory such celebrated names as the Caucasian race. The
Chinese philosopher Confucius is an exception to the rule. To the
Caucasian belong the Arabian, Persian, Hebrew, Egyptian; and all
the European nations are descendants of the Caucasian race.”
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of the dark races which his hand has made.”” When
this dark man had sinned, the god Hea's liver was
angry, and the father Elu pronounced man’s curse:
“ Wisdom and knowledge hostilely may they injure

him . . . may he be.conquered . . . his land, may
it bring forth and he not touch it . . . his desire shall
be cut off, and his will answered . . . the opening of
his mouth no god 'shall take notice of . . . his back
shall be broken and not healed . . . at his urgent

trouble-no god shall receive him.’’ *

I shall not offer conjectures as to the meaning of
this. It seems to imply that the first race was ‘‘dark’’;
but this could easily be without Negro blood. And if
the allusion is to the Negro race, the curse may easily
have been written after that race developed its sad
aptitude for slavery. Very probably, however, the
allusion is to the first man of the Babylonian race.
The writer, cognizant of the affinity between Babylon-
ians and Hebrews, may refer to the same personage
as the author of Genesis in speaking of the ¢first
man.”’ The Babylonian curse, indeed, seems little
more than the echo of that pronounced against the
Hebrew Adam. '

The Adam with whom we are concerned is the
biblical Adam. What was his ethnic status? Let us
first see what an examination of the text may reveal.

" Genesis I, 26: ‘““And Elohim said, let us .make
ADaM in our image.”

Verse 27: *‘So Elohim created the ADaM.”

Genesis IT, 5: ““And [there was] not ADaM to till
the ADAMAH.”

Verse 7: ‘““‘And Jehovah Elohim formed the ADaM
of the-dust of the ADAMaAH . . .”

* This information is from a letter of Moncure D. Conway, to the
Cincinnati Commercial, Oct. 1878.
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Verse 8: ‘‘And there [in Eden] he put the ADAM
whom he had formed.”

Verse 9: ‘*And out of the ADAMAH made Jehovah
Elohim to grow every tree . . .”’

Verse 19: “And out of the ADAMAH Jehovah Elo-
hiin formed every beast of the field, and every fowl
of the air, and brought them to the AD4M to see what
he would call them; and whatever the ADAM called
every living creature, that was the name thereof.”’

Verse 20: “And the ADAM gave names to all
cattle. . . . But for ADAM there was not found a
help-meet for him.”

Verse 21: ‘“And Jehovah Elohim caused a deep
sleep to fall upon the ADaM . . .”

Verse 22: ‘“And the rib, which Jehovah Elohim
had taken from the ADAM, made he IShaH and
brought her to the ADaM.”

Verse 23: ““And the ADAM said, This is now bone
of my bones, and flesh of my flesh ; she shall be called
IShaH, because she was taken out of ISh.”

Verse 24: ¢ Therefore shall ISh leave his father
and mother, and shall cleave unto his IShaH (IShTO).”?

From these passages, among others, we understand
that ““man” in general, or & ‘“male” being, is ex-
pressed by ISh; and a ‘‘woman” in general, or &
¢ female ’’ being, by IShaH. The word ADaM, there-
fore, signifies, in this connection, some particular man;
and though used as a common substantive, with article
prefixed, it has the force of a proper name. As such
our version renders it for the first time in Genesis ii, 19.

In the next place, the radical letters of ADaM are
found in ADAMAH, something out of which vegetation
was made to germinate,— rendered ‘ ground”’ in our
version. There is some common conception, therefore,
in ADAM and ADaMAH; what is it? Turning to
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Gesenius we find the following: “ADoM and ADOM,

red, ruddy, e.g., of a garment sprinkled with blood, .
Isaiah Ixiii, 2; of ruddy cheeks, Canticles v, 10; of &
chestnut or bay-colored horse, Zechariah i, 8, vi, 2; of
.a red heifer, Numbers xix, 2; of the reddish color of
lentils, Genesis xxv, 20.”” Next, we have “ADAMAH,

earth; so called from its reddish color.”” Finally,

“ADaM, ¢ man, a human being, male or female, pp.

red, ruddy, as it would seemn. The Arabs distinguish

two races of men: one red, ruddy, which we call wkits;

the other black.”

Now, it appears that the common conception in
ADaM and ADAMAH is redness or ruddiness of color.
I think we nay fairly presume, on biblical as well as
anthropological grounds, that Adam was strongly
colored, but not black. We have shown already that
his Hamite posterity was ruddy; here is the old record
which also declares that Adam was ruddy. This tint
is found only in the Mediterranean race. The un-
mixed black races do not pussess ruddy complexions.
The ruddiness of Adamn was transmitted to ‘' sun-
burnt’’ Kham, while others of his posterity had ac-
quired a complexion characteristically white.

A further conception common to A DAM and ADaM-
4H is the essentially earthy constitution of the first
man. He was formed ‘*of the dust of the ADaMAH ’;
and, accordingly, after his transgression he was re-
minded of his origin: ¢ Dust thou art, and unto dust
shalt thou return.”’

II. RACIAL DISTINCTIONS.

The Adam with whom we have to deal was, there-
fore, the ruddy-complexioned progenitor of the race and
nations whose history falls within the purview of the
Bible. He was the progenitor of the Mediterranean race

1
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in its Blonde and Brunette and Sun-burnt subdivisions,
and of other peoples descended from Seth or Cain, or
other sons, who may have constituted other races,—
possibly (not probably) the yellow and reddish and
swarthy tribes of the Mongoloids and Dravidians; or
still other types of ruddy complexion, who have been
displaced from existence before our times.

We must now consider Aow divergent from this rep-
resentative of the Mediterranean race are the men of
those races which I have designated Black. With the
comparisons of the White and Black races I shall con-
nect the Mongoloids, for the sake of throwing addi-
tional light on the comparisons, and because, in briefly
characterizing the races (in chapter vi) I avoided all
statistical details.

1. A~xatomicaL ComparisoNs. These take the first
rank in importance; and the head is-the capital struc-
ture in affording significant and trustworthy results.
Of all measurements of the head, the capacity of the
cranium is shown by observation to be most intimately
connected with racial character. In the following
tables I have gathered together the results of a large
number of measurements.

CRANIAL CAPACITIES.

I. NOACHITES.
Men. Women. Average.
Cubic Cent. Cubic Cent. Cublc Cent. AUthority
570 Europeans, most-

ly of S. W. Europe, } 1,576 1,395 1,485 Broca.
38 Europeans, - - - - 1,584 Morton.

293 Britons, Anglo-
Saxons, Swedes,

Irish, Netherland- - - - 1,482 Davis
ers, "
i : 1,5
901 Noachites, mean capacity, { 1186 *
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II. MONGOLOIDS.

Men. ‘Women. Av
Cublc Gent. Cable Gent. Cabie Cant, Autbority.

22 Chinese, - 1,518 1,388 1,450 Broca.
21 Chinese, - - - - - 1,452 Davis.
18 Mongols, - - - - - 1,421 Morton.
12 Eskimo, - - 1,589 - 1,428 1,488 Broca.
7 Asiatic Eskimo, - - - - 1,488 Dall,ete.
68 N. W. American Eskimo, - 1,270  Dall.
101 Greenland Eskimo, - - - 1,250 Bessels.
126 Eskimo, mean capacity, - { ::ggﬁ "
61 Chinese and Mongols, mean capa- % 1,441
city, - - - - - l1,449%
187 Mongoloids, mean capacity, - { i:;’gg "
I1I. NEGROES.
85 Negroes, W. Africa, 1,430 1,251 1,345 Broca.
79 Negroes of Africa, - - - 1,364 Morton.
_12 Dahoman Negroes, - - 1,452 Davis.
. _§1,387
176 Negroes, mean capacity, - % 1,360 *

IV. AUSTRALIANS.

18 Australians, 1,847 1,181 1,264 Broca.

_15 Australians, - - - - 1,295 Davis.
33 Australians, mean capacity, -{ }’ggg "
2]

We perceive from these tables that the cranial ca-
pacity of the Negroes exceeds that of the Australians
84 cubic centimeters, or 6.6 per cent. That of the

* Thesc means are obtained by giving relative weight to the differ-
ent numbers of crania of the different classes. The reader will at
once understand that the mean capacity of 608 European skulls, of
which 570 average 1,485, and 88 average 1,584, will not be half the
sum of 1,485 and 1,684, since there were over 14 times as many meas-
uring 1,485 as there were measuring 1,584. '
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Asiatic Mongoloids exceeds that of the Australians
166 cubic centimeters, or 12.9 per cent. That of the
White race exceeds that of the Australians 210 cubic
centimeters, or 16.5 per cent. The White race sur-
passes the Negro 126 cubic centimeters, or 9.8 per cent.

The following are some recent mean determinations
of cranial capacity reported by Prof. W. H. Flower: *

Eskimo, - 1,646+ True Polynesians, 1,454
English, of low Negroes, various, 1,377

grade, - - 1,542 Kaffirs, - - 1,348
Guanches, - - 1,498 Hindoos, - - 1,306
Japanese, - 1,486  Aunstralians, - 1,283
Chinese, - - 1,424 Andamanese, - 1,220
Italians, - - 1,475 Veddahs, - (not stated)

Ancient Egyptians, 1,464

Flower’s measurements may be grouped and aver-
aged as follows : '

Modern Noachites, 1,508 Negroes, - - 1,362
Ancient Hamitic Papuans, - - 1,387

Noachites, - 1,481 Australians, - 1,283
Mongoloids, - 1,455

Here, it will be seen, the racial means are slightly
higher without changing their relative positions.

Another cranial measurement in high esteem among
anthropologists is the proportion between the length
and breadth of the skull. The length is measured
antero-posteriorly, and the breadth from side to side.
The ratio of these two measurements is expressed in

* Flower, in Nature, 20th of August, 1878, p. 481,—a paper read
before the British Association.

+ This result presents a remarkable divergence from Bessels’
determinations quoted above.
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percentage of length ; that is, the length of any skull

being represented by

100, the ‘‘cephalic index’ is

the portion of this 100 covered by the breadth. Skulls
which have a cephalic index between 74 and 78 are
said to be mesocepAalic, because this is about the aver-
age of mankind. If the index is above 78, they are said

to be drachycephalic:

if below 74, they are dolicho-

oephalic. It will be noted that though brachycephal-

¥0.16. Mesocephalic Crani-
um. (Mediterranean.)

F0. 17. Brachycephalic
Crunjum. (Moangol.)

ic and dolichocephalic signify
‘ short-headed * and *‘‘long-
headed,’’ they refer only to the
width in relation to the length.
Hence a dolichocephalic crani-
um may be actually shorter than
a brachycephalic cranium. A

certain relative width of skull

appears to be connected with
energy, force and execuative
ability. It is needed to give
effect to the other capabilities
of the individual or the race.

Fro. 18. Dolichocephalic
Cranium. (Negro.)
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CEPHALIC INDEX.

I. NOACHITES.

81 Irish, - - - - - . . (]
39 English, - - -

3884 Parisians, from 12th to 19th centnry, - 79.45
40 Italians, - - - - - - - 81.80

130 Austrian Germans, - - - - 82.00

100 South Germans, - - -« < . 88.00

II. MONGOLOIDS.

101 Eskimo (Bessels), - - - - - 71.87
21 Eskimo, of Greenland, - - - 7.
11 Asiatic Eskimo (Dall), - - - - 79.5

6 N. W. American Eskimo (Dall), - - 7151
8 Ainos (perhaps not Mongoloid), - - 76.00
15 Aleutians (Bessels), - - - - - 78.00
27 South Americans, - - - - - 79.16
36 North Americans, - - - - - 79.25
11 Mongols, various, - - - - - 81.40
10 Indo-Chinese (Malayo-Chmese - - - 8851
5 Finns, - - - - 83.69
30 Lapps, from Scandmavxan Museums. - - 8493
11 Lapps, - - - - - - - 85.07
4 Esthonians, - - - - - - 90.39
TII. NEGROES.
4 Joruba Negroes, - - - - - 69
12 Dahomey Negroes, - - - - - 72
4 Zulu Kaffirs, - - - - - - 2
8 Kaffirs, - - - - - - - 254
17 Negroes, - - - - 78
85 Negroes, of Western Afnca, - - - 7340

17 Negroes, of Equatorial Africa, - - 76
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IV. HOTTENTOTS AND BUSHMEN.

18 Hottentots and Bushmen, - - - - 72.42
4 Bushmen, - - - - - - (]
3 Hottentots, - - - - - - 76
V. AUSTRALIANS.,
15 Australians (Davis), - - - - 1
27 Australians, - - - - - - T71.49

VI. PREHISTORIC CRARKIA.

19 Troglodytes, of La Lozére (Polished Stone *), 73.22

5 Cro-Magnon and Paris diluviam, - - 78.34
54 Dolmens, of North of Paris (Polished Stone), 75.01
26 Dolmens, of La Lozére (Polished Stone),  75.86
44 Troglodytes, of de la Marne (Polished Stone), 78.09
16 Troglodytes, of L’Oise (Polished Stone), 79.50

These tables show: (1) The Noachites are all brachy-
cephalic, except the Irish and English, who are meso-
cephalic. (2) The Mongoloids exhibit a remarkable
range, nearly all being brachycephalic, and the north-
ern Mongoloids excessively so, except the Eskime,
who are the only dolichocephalic type among them,
and the doubtful Ainos, who are mesocephalic. The
Mongoloids present the highest brachycephalism known
(in the Esthonians), and at the same time almost the
highest dolichocephalism known (in the Eskimo).
These are divergences of racial value. (3) The Negroes
are all dolichocephalic, except certain mesocephalic

* Prehistoric time in Europe has been divided as follows:
BTONE AGE.

Paleolithic or Rude Stone Epoch.

Reindeer Epoch.

Neolithic or Polished Stone Epoch.
BRONZE AGE.
IRON AGE.
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tribes of the interior. (4) The Hottentots and Bush-
men range . from dolichocephalic to mesocephalic.
(6) The Australians are dolichocephalic to a marked
extent. (6) The prehistoric tribés of Europe, as before
stated,* range, like the Mongoloids, from dolicho-
cephalic to brachycephalic.

The * cranial index” is obviously a very imperfect
measure of relative racial characteristics. It does not
consider what proportion of the length is frontal and
what occipital. Two crania with the same index may
possess very different intellectual characteristics; as
two crania of the same index may possess extremely
different ‘¢ capacities,’’ or two crania of extremely dif-
ferent indices may possess the same capacity. Appar-
ently a comparison of measurements from the auditory
orifice on one side, around the frontal region, to the
auditory orifice on the other side, would furnish valu-
able data. These might be compared with measure-
ments around the occiput. Both measurements com-
bined with the index of breadth would eliminate the
relative intelligence with some degree of definiteness.

To supply the deficiencies of the cranial index,
anthropologists have resorted to various systems of
‘‘radii,’> proceeding from the center of the auditory
meatus to the projection of the most prominent parts
of the cranium. The following table presents results
of measurements in two races :

AURICULAR RADII.
855 Parisians. Negroes.

Alveolar radius (to base of upper incisors), 99.0 113.7
Nasal radius (to root of nose between the

eyes), - - - - 89.3 . 95.7
Supra-orbital radius (to mlddle of super-
ciliary ridge), - - - - - 98.3 103.0
* See chapter x.
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" £ Parisians. Negroes.
Bregmatic radius (to hngbest pomt on top

of skull), - - 111.6 109.8
Lamboidal radius (to upper edge of oc-

cipital bone), - - - 104.6 101.2
Iniac radius (to ndge on postenor base of

cranium), - 76.9 75.0
Opisthiac radius (to postenor border of

foramen magnum), - - - - 428 42,6

M. Broca has aimed at similar results by another
method, which gives the relative proportions between
the projection of the whole head, viewed from the
side, and the facial, anterior and posterior portions of
the projection respectively. The facial portion is the
part in front of a perpendicular let fall from the supra-
orbital point, on the alveolo-condylar plane. The
anterior portion of the head lies between this and a
vertical line erected from the middle of the great fora-
men. The posterior portion of the head lies behind
the same line. The following are Broca's results, the
whole projection of the head being 1000:

Projections of the face, - 64.8 137.5 +73.7
Projections of anterior craniumn, 409.9 361.0 —48.9
Projections of posterior cranium, 525.2 501.3 -—23.8

From such measurements M. Broca concludes: (1)
The face of the Negro occupies the greater portion of
the total length of the head. (2) His anterior cranium
is less developed than his posterior, relatively to that
of the White. (8) His occipital foramen is situated
more backward in relation to the total projection of the
head. but more forward in relation to the cranium only.
In other words, the Negro has the cerebral cranium
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less developed than the White; but its posterior portion
is more developed than the anterior.

Another important ethnological character is prog-
nathism, or projection of the face, and especially the
jaws, beyond the vertical plane which coincides with
the forehead ; but different authors have located these
lines somewhat differently. In the following tables the
horizontal plane extends from the bases of the front
teeth in the upper jaw to the lower surface of the oc-
cipital condyls, by which the cranium is articulated with
the first vertebra. This is called the alveolo-condylar
plane. The central line of this plane is used. The
other line extends from the same ‘‘alveolar point”
at the base of the upper incisor teeth, to the ¢‘sub-
nasal point’’ at the base of the opening of the anterior
nares. The angle of prognathism is at the alveolar
point. This is the method of Luce, adopted by Top-
inard, and varies but little from Broca’s method.*

PROGNATHISM.
I. NOACHITES.

76 Auvergnians, France, - - - - 77°.18
350 Parisians, - - - - - - - 78.13
22 Gauls, - - - - - - - 80°.87
15 Corsicans, - - - - - . 81°28
II. MONGOLOIDE.

45 Malays, S 69°.49
10 Eskimo, - - - - - - - 11°.46
2 Asiatic Eskimo (Dall), - - - - 72°.5
2 N. W. American Eskimo, - - - 74°.0
14 Chinese, - - - - - - 72°.00
7 Finns and Esthonians, - - - - 75°58

. 1II. NEGROES.
52 Negroes, of West Coast, - -. - 66°.91

* Topinard, Anthropology, p. 277 et seq.
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IV. HOTTENTOTS AND BUSHMEN.

7 Namaquans and Bojesmans, - - - 59°.58
V. AUSTRALIANS.
11 Australians, - - - - - - 6824
VI. PREBISTORIC.
14 From Cavern of ’Homme Mort. - - 90T
VI AVERAGES. '
‘White Race, - - - - 82° to 76°.5
Yellow Races (Asiatic Mongolmds), - 76° to 68°.5
Black Races, - - - - 69° to 59°.5

These numbers speak for themselves. Prognathism
is a character which presents less range than the cranial
index, within race limits. All Noachites possess. a
higher angle than the averages of any other race. The
lowest of the Mongoloids are higher than the highest
of the Black races. The Hottentots and Bushmen pos-
sess a degree of prognathism which is extreme and
even frightfal. '

I add a few other anatomical characters. In the
Negro skull the sphenoid does not, generally, reach
the parietals, the coronal suture joining the margin of
the temporals. The skull is very thick and solid, and
is often used for butting, as is the custom of rams. It
is flattened on the top, and well adapted to carrying
burdens. The clavicle is longer in proportion to the
humerus than in the White. His radius is perceptlbly
longer in proportion to the Aumerus—thus approximat-
ing to that of the ape. The scapula is shorter and
broader. A character of the Awmerus, or arm-bone,
was remarked by Cuvier, which approximates the
Bushman to monkeys, dogs and other carnivores, as
well as the wild boar, the chevrotain and the daman.
It was the non-ossification of the wall separating the
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anterior cubital fossa from the posterior fossa of the
humerus — something which will be intelligible to per-
sons versed in anatomy. The pelvts in the Negro is
narrower than that of the White, and yellow races. In
adult Negroes, the pebm?e measures from 26 to 28
inches in circumference ; in Whites, from 80 to 86. The
pelvis is also more mchned

The arm is shortest in Whites, longest in Negroes,
and intermediate in mulattoes.

In 10,876 American soldiers, the middle finger,
when the arm was suspended, reached to the knee
within 7.49 per cent. of the body’s length; in 868
mulattoes, 6.18 per cent. of the body’s length; in
2,020 Negroes, 4.37 per cent. of the body’s length; in
517 Iroquois Indm.ns, 5.86 per cent. of the body’s
length

Frequently, among the Negroes, the middle finger
touched the patella; once it was 12 millimetres below
its upper border, as in the gorilla.*

The following are weights of brains in some of the
principal races, in grammes.

No.of No. of Mean

Men. Wt. Women. Wt Weight.

Europeans, - - - 241 1,875 106 1,217 1,296

Negroes, - - - - 17 1,208 4 1,149 1,178
Hottentots, - - - - 2 974
Australians, - - - 1 907

One of the most important of racial distinctions is
the relative density of the cerebral substance. It has
not been possible, as yet, to reach exact results in this
particular; but it is ascertained that the brain of the
Germans is less dense than that of the European nations
generally ; and it is agreed that the quality of the brain
in inferior races is not equal to that of the superior races.

* Topinard, Anthropology, p. 885.
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is smaller, and placed at a higher elevation. The
thinner muscles are a general characteristic, as may
also be seen in the arm. The heel is more projecting
and the arch of the foot is less. As to the pilous
system, it is deficient in the Negro. The hairs of the
head are black and crispy, with a flat transverse section,
and are inserted vertically in the scalp. The Mongo-
loids have coarse, straight cylindrical hair. The nose of
the Negro is wide and flat; the jaws are wider than in
Europeans, and hence the teeth are less crowded and
more regular. The skin is black, velvety and compara-
tively cool.

Between the form of the upper lip of the Negro and
that of the Polynesian, a very perceptible and charac-

3 3

Fre. 20. Outline of the muzzle Fre. 21. Outline of the muzzle
of the Polynesian. of the Negro. Compare also
the Hottentot, Fig. 46.

teristic contrast exists, to which my attention has been
called by Rev. S. E. Bishop, of Honolulu. In the
Hawaiian, the skin of the upper lip seems a little too
short, and the lip is consequently lifted up from the
lower into a semi-horizontal position; and this retro-
version extends well toward the angles of the mouth.
The inner skin of the lip, meantime, is ample. This is
well illustrated in the Hawaiian woman here shown.
(Fig. 20.) In the Negro, this deficiency in the skin
of the upper lip does not exist. Its position is there-
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fore more declined. The inner skin, nevertheless, is
often more ample than in the Polynesian, and the lip is
thicker. The more retreating chin of the Negro con-
tributes to the formation of & more projecting muzzle.
The contrasts are shown in the two accompanying out-
lines.

2. ParsioLocioar Comparisons. *‘In the Negro,
the development of the body is generally in advance of
the White. His wisdom-teeth are cut_sooner; and in
estimating the age of his skull, we must reckon it as at
least five years in advance of the White.”” This accel-
erated development is illustrated in the comparative
strength of Whites and Negroes at the same ages. At
seventeen years of age, the strength of back in the
White is 114 kilograms; in the Negro, 131 kil. At
twenty years, the strength of the White is 150 kil.; of
the Negro, 140 kil. At twenty-five years, that of the
White is 166 kil.; of the Negro, 155 kil. The Iroquois
Indians exceed all races in the strength of the back,
which attains 190 kil. In the Hawaii Islanders, it is
171 kil.; in the French, 160 kil.; in Mulattoes, 158 kil.;
in 6,881 white soldiers, 155 kil.; in 1,600 Negrues, 146
kil.; in 57 Chinese, 111 kil.; in 30 Australians, 100
kil. In manual strength, however, the French stand
60.0; while Chinese, French seamen, white soldiers,
white American seamen, Negroes, Mulattoes, and
Iroquois Indians, all stand at 46.8. Even Australians
reach 48. )

The temperament of the Negro is more sluggish
than that of the white-man. In Africa, the Negroes
are extremely indolent, and use little exertion for their
well-being. * ~ Every person who has resided in the midst
of a Negro population in our Southern States has been
compelled to remark their incapability of intense effort,

* Topinard, Anthrepelegy. p. 398.
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and their constitutional sleepiness and slowness. This
inability to make great exertions secures thém from
fatigue, and diminishes the demand for regular periods
of total repose and invigorating sleep. In a true
sense, they are in a state of partial sleep during the day,
and hence are able to pass night after night without a
total suspension of their usual activity. The constitu-
tional slowness and indolence of the Negro condition
the progress of all business in which they are em-
ployed, create the necessity of waiting for his motions,
and finally induce-in the life of the Whites who are
dependent on Negro service a similar sluggishness and
slouchiness. In respect to activity, industry and enter-
prise, the habits of the Negro have not improved
with his improved freedom and self-dependence. In
slavery, coercion prompted to some regular occupation,
however inefficient; in a state of liberty, the Negro
exercises his right to live in idleness until he be-
comes the abject slave of want.* It is said that
the Negro population in America experiences a much
higher rate of mortality, since he enjoys the privi-
lege of taking care of himself, than when it was the
duty and interest of his master to provide for him.
The next census will give us certain information on this
point. These are only general statements, and do not,
of course, imply that there are no Negroes who are
industrious, thrifty and healthy. As general state-
ments, whose truth can be easily substantiated, even in
the presence of Aryan civilization, they point out deep-
seated and ineradicable race-characteristics.

The disparity between the Negro and the White

* The writer's observations on the Negro in slavery were made
chiefly in Alabama, Mississippi and Louisiana. Since their eman-
cipation he has known them personally in Kentucky in 1867 and
1868, and in Tennessee in 1876, 1877 and 1878.
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races is brought out in the relative magnitude of the
doses of medicine usually demanded by them. Dr. J.
Hendree, now of Anniston, Alabama, writes, under
date of August 30, 1878: ¢‘Let me mention one fact
especially, drawn from my own experience of forty
years. The coarseness and insensibility of their [the
Negroes’] organization makes them require about
double the dose of ordinary medicine used for the
Whites. To the Mulatto I give less than to either. It
is a delicate race.”” Again, under date of September
12, he writes: ‘I am now practicing for the Wood-
stock Iron Co., on about 800 hands, equally divided
between the two races, and I find the rule to hold
perfectly good. Negroes are not satisfied with small
broken doses. When I give a drastic cathartic they
are pleased, and generally return to the office to tell
me that the dose affected them severely, but ‘did
’em lots of good.” Among the overseers on Alabama
cotton plantations, who had to deal out a good deal of
calomel, quinine, salts, etc., ‘ horse-doses for Negroes’
was & common saying. This is a rough way of putting
it, but the fact remains the same.” I have been per-
sonally acquainted with Dr. Hendree for many years,
and I can vouch for his large intelligence and thorough
education. Similarly, Dr. M. L. Barron, of Drayton,
Georgia, writes, November 1, 1878: I have prac-
ticed among the Negroes over forty years . . . Your
information in respect to the doses of medicine for the
colored people corresponds with my experience — ex-
cept as regards opiates ; and perhaps they will bear
large quantities of these, as I have known some to tuke
very large doses with impunity.” * Dr. Mosely says:

*Both-these correspondents refer to Dr. Cartwright, formerly of
Natchez, and afterward of New Orleans, as the author of one or
more publications on this subject, and a contributor to the once

12
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*Negroes are void of sensibility to a surprising de-
-gree. They are not subject to nervous diseases. They
sleep soundly in every disease, nor does any mental dis-
tarbance ever keep them awake. They bear chirurgical
operations much better than white people; and what
would be the cause of insupportable pain to a white
man a Negro would almost disregard.”’ *

The feebleness and perishableness of the Mulatto,
to which reference has already been made in chapter vi,
is to be regarded as further proof of the physio-
logical distance between the Negro and White races.
Much has been written on this subject,t though the
proposition has been disputed, and I shall not enter
upon the discussion at present, further than to make
two citations. Dr. Barthold Seemann, writing of the
mixed races of the Isthmus of Panama, says: ¢ The
character of the half-castes is, if possible, worse than
that of the Negroes. These people have all the vices,
and none of the virtues, of their parents. They are
weak in body, and more liable to disease than either
the Whites or other races. It seems that as long as
pure blood is added to the half-castes proper, when they
intermarry only with their own color they have many
children, but they do not live to grow up; while in
families of unmixed blood the offspring are fewer but

famous work * Cotton is King.” None of his writings are accessi-
ble to me at present. Dr. Barron refers, also, to Rev. Dr. Hamilton,
¢« The Friend of Moses " [New York, 1852], as touching on the same
topic. This work is contemptuously handled by Nott and Gliddon.
Dr. Hendree refers to the German physiologist Maller, and & work
by Count Gobineau, translated and edited by Dr. J. C. Nott, late of
Mobile.

*Mosely, T'reatise on Tropical Diseases.

+ See, for example, the paper of Dr. Kneeland, from which I have
already cited, on page 84. This is a scientific paper “On the Steril-
ity of many of the Varieties of the Domestic Fowl and of Hybrid
Races Generally,” in Proceedings American Association, 1855, p. 246.
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of longer lives. As the physical circumstances under
which both are placed are the same, there must really
be a specitic distinction between the races, and their
intermixture be considered as an infringement of the
law of nature.”* As a second citation I desire to
place on record the intelligent original testimony fur-
nished by Dr. Hendree, already quoted. After stating
that Mulattoes generally marry persons of pure or
nearly pure Black blood, he adds: ¢‘As a race, they
are incapable of the labor and endurance of the Negro,
and, before the war, brought lower prices, except for
indoor occupations, as waiters, barbers, etc. When
they breed in-and-in by intermarriage among them-
selves, scrofula and degeneration of tissue rapidly
show themselves, offspring become less numerous,
and I believe the reproductive power would die out.
I have had, in cases in the second generation, to deal
with ulcers on the cornea, swellings of the neck, en-
largement of glands, and the indolence and feebleness
usually accompanying the lymphatic temperament.
They are not fitted for hard labor, and not very self-
sustaining. My own observations lead me to believe
that they are becoming less numerous since the war.”’t

* Seemann, Narrative of the Voyage of H.M.S. Herald, 1845-51,
London, 1858, Vol. I, p. 802. See the similar testimony of Buron
von Tschudi, cited previously on page 83. .

t Dr. J. C. Nott states, correspondingly, “ They [mulattoes] are
less prolific than the parent stock; which condition is coupled with
an inherent tendency to run out, so much so that mulatto humanity
seldom if ever reaches, through subsequent crossings with white men,
that grade of dilution which washes outthe Negro stain.” (Nott
and Gliddon, T'ypes of Mankind, p. 402.) Mr. C. L. Brace (Races of
the Old World, pp. 484-489) has given such conclusions a quasi-con-
tradiction; but any one examining his statements and facts will rec-
ognize their inaptness and inconclusiveness. For instance, he cites
the increase of mulattoes in the island of Cuba as evidence of mulatto
fecundity. Any one will reflect, instantly, that such increase may
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The exemption of the Negro from malarial diseases,
from yellow fever, nervous diseases, and sundry other
pathological affections of the White race, is another sig-
nificant diagnostic. ‘‘If the population of New Eng-
land, Germany, France, England, or other northern
climates, come to Mobile,’”” says Dr. J. C. Nott, late
of Mobile, ‘‘or to New Orleans, a large proportion
dies of yellow fever; and of one hundred such’ indi-
viduals landed in the latter city, at the commencement
of an epidemic of yellow fever, probably half would
fall victims to it. On the contrary, Negroes, under all
circumstances, enjoy an almost perfect exemption from
this disease, even though brought in from our northern
states; and, what is still mmore remarkable, the Mulat-
toes (under which term we inclnde all mixed grades)
are almost equally exempt. The writer has witnessed
many hundred deaths from yellow fever, but never
more than three or four cases of Mulattoes, although
hundreds are exposed to this epidemic in Mobile.”
This curious phenomenon is probably to be explained,

arise from pnew crusses as well as from interbreeding of mulattoes.
He cites Humboldt’s observations showing that the mulatto, in Mex-
ico, is longer lived than the cross between the Indian and the Negro.
This does not touch the question of vitality of mulattoes compared
with Negroes or with Whites. The case was different in Brazil; but
here the Negro was in a climate hot and malarious, like his own,
while the white population had to contend with unwonted adversi.
ties. This principle is recognized by Brace himself, in reference to
Java. Again, the relative prolificacy of different unions, observed
by Quatrefages in South America, shows only that mulatto crosses
inter se and ab extra produce numerous offspring — something already
notorious in the United States; but no light is thrown on the health
and longevity of these broods. If the crosses between Indians and
‘Whites are physically superiorto the pure Indians, it must be remem-
bered that the Indians are a branch of the Mongoloid race, to be
regarded as much more closely affiliated to the Whites than the Ne-
groes are. But the whole question is covered by the competent tes-
timony of Von Tschudi and Dr. 8ecmann, already cited.
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like the requirement of larger doses of medicines, by
the constitutional indolence and insuscoptibility of the
vital organism of the Negro.

8. Psycuio CouparisoNs. Simultaneously with a

ndamental identity of anatomical and physiological
characters, the races are widely and sufficiently distinct
in details. This is also the state of the case when we
compare them psychically. Every department of the
psychic nature is possessed by Mongoloids, Negroes
and Australians. Every race and every condition is
characterized by some degree of intellectual activity,
by some forin of inanifestation of the social senti-
ments, and by some degree of a moral and religious
consciousness. .But races differ both widely and in-
eradicably in the relative strength and influence of the
various powers of the soul. The Mongoloids, gener-
ally, are cold and passionless, and lack in a sense of
the mirthful; but their patience is exhaustless. and
their intellect easily grapples with mathematical con-
ceptions. Among the Negroes the perception of
mausic is strongly marked, and rhymes and rhythm
are found peculiarly agreeable. The Negro is imita-
tive and the circumstantial memory is good: but the
power of attention and the perception of logical rela
tions are very feeble. The social sentiments are pre-
dominating. The religious emotions are notoriously
strong and susceptible ; but these are not accompanied
by any adequate intellectnal conceptions. In fact,
Negro worship, from the Lualaba to the Santee, is a
brainless voluptuousness of religious emotion. In their
native country their worship is directed toward idols
and fetiches, as the media of communication with a
supremie power, and with other good and evil spirits.
In respect to intellect, they are both sluggish and inca-
pable. The same indolence which controls their bodily
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actions affects, also, their mental movements. State-
ments, to reach their apprehension, must be many
times repeated. In the pursuit of education the limit
of their powers is generslly reached with the ability to
read painfully. They seldom pass intelligently through
the elementary methods of arithmetic. Their mental
eluggishness and lack of grip is manifest in their uni-
versal want of exactness in manipulation, perception
and thought; and in their heedlessness, blunders and
innumerable accidents. It is revealed not less in their
inability to master a correct pronunciation of their
native (English) language. These mental obtusities
react upon the white populations who wait for the
service of the Negro. They learn to be contented with
loose and shambling results, and finally forget that
better results are possible.

The mental indolence of Negroes is farther shown
in the comparative records of insanity and idiocy.
While amnong Whites, mania occurs in the proportion
of 0.76 per thousand, among Negroes it is only 0.10
per thousand. While idiocy, among the former, is
0.78 per thousand, among the latter it is 0.37 per
thousand.*

* Topinard, Anthropology, p. 418. I am glad to note that msny
exceptions exist to these general statements concerning the constitu-
tional indolence and mental sluggishness of the Negro race. So far
as my observation goes, however, they occur in individuals pos-
sessed of some, generally a large, infusion of White blood. I have
sometimes, when visiting Fisk University, at Nashville, looked with
admiration upon some of the magnificently formed heads which are
there working, under all the discouragements of social repression,
for knowledge, culture and high respectability. My sympathies
have been deeply moved at the evidences of their earnestness and
conscious strength, coupled with a keen and crushing perception of
the weight of the social ban which their race brings upon them. I
will not refrain from expressing here the hope that such cases may
receive every encouragement and mark of appreciation. The ostra-
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In confirmation of the view here presented of Negro
sluggishness and incapacity, I cite the testimony of an
experienced. teacher among the Freedmen,* under
the auspices of the ¢ Freedmen’s Aid Society.”” He
says: ‘‘In early life I had conceived a horror of
slavery in all its forms, and had long held to the opin-
ion that the Negro, once free, and having a fair oppor-
tunity, would surely make rapid progress toward be-
coming a good and honorable citizen. I expected a
good deal more than I have found.”” After narrating the
extent and variety of his experiences in New Orleans,
Huntsville (Alabama), and Nashville, he gives his con-
clusions as follows: ¢‘As a rule, the Negro does not
learn as well as do the children of this state (Ohio).
Some things they seem to master readily; but when
they come to any reasoning they usually fail. They
read well if they have a good teacher, and nearly all
write well. In arithmetic, grammar, geography and
the higher branches, they are mnostly very deficient.
They learn definitions tolerably well, but fail in the
application. In arithmetic, a class may learn a method
of solving examples, and will work with them with
wonderful facility. You pass on a week or so with the
class, come to a place requiring the use of the principle
formerly learned, and it is all gone. 1 had in my

cism of mere color is both unchristian and irrational. Intellect,
honesty, noble aspirations, demand recognition under every skin, of
whatever hue. And I will here do Southern people the justice to
testify that I have seen the black man among them, when possessed
of these qualities, made the recipient of honors and respectful con-
sideration of a most touching character. Let every aspiring colored
man or woman take courage. The presence of unobtrusive aspira-
tion proves that the incubus of race is absent.

#* William Morrow, Chesterville, Ohio, in The Transcript, pub-
lished by the students of the Ohio Wesleyan University, Delaware,
Ohio, Oct. 1878.
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charge a class in arithmetic that had been half way
through the book ; upon examination, I found that not
a single one of them could work an example in long
division. ... . Some of those who are teaching, of
course, are much more intelligent, many being able. to
teach -arithmetic as far as decimals and interest. I
meet very few who know anything about grammar.
. .« Fear is usually the only thing that controls
them. Very few of the finer feelings find any lodg-
ment in their natures. Having been once tanght to
obey, they do moderately well. The coarse nature is
easily aroused, and they have never heard tell of such
a thing as self-control. Their anger knows no bounds,
often attacking a teacher in open school. . .. A
Negro knows no bashfulness; no feeling of diffidence
in the presence of superiors ever troubles him. If
accused of anything, they assume a look of injured
innocence that would credit the veriest saint in the cal-
endar. They never plead guilty, and have an excuse
for any and all occurrences.”’

It was the theory of Prichard,* the father of ethnol-
ogy, that all race distinctions are due to the influence of
surrounding conditions. The color of the skin, espe-
cxally, was thought to sustain a close relation to climate.
It is the opinion, also, of believers in the derivative

*James Cowles Prichard, Researches into the Physical His-
tory of Man, 1st ed., 1 vol., 1818; 2d ed., 2 vols, 1826; 8d ed., 5
vols.,, 1836 to 1887. Also The Natural History of Man, 4th-ed.,
edited and enlarged by Edwin Norris, 8 vols., 1855. Prichard, fol-
lowing Cuvier, was the great champion of monogeny, or the doctrine
of the unity of the human species. Etienne Geoffroy St. Hilaire,
Virey, Bory de Saint Vincent and A. Desmoulins were the early de-
fenders, after Lamark, of the theory of polygeny, or diversity of human
species. This view has been most ably defended by L. Agassiz and
J. C. Nott. Since the era of Darwinisn, the question has lost its
interest.
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origin of man, as well as of the different races, that
environnent is a condition to which organization seeks
always to adapt itself. The unlimited correlation be-
tween organism and environment has been denied only
by those who maintain the doctrine of the fixity of
specific forms, and recognize in human races a certain
number of permanently distinct species. The views of
the old monogenists and the modern derivationists
differ, however, in respect to the amount of fime re-
quired to induce fixed physical distinctions of racial
value. The monogenists maintain, generally, that all
mankind now existing are descended from Noah, and
hence that all divergences have come into existence
within a period reaching back about 2500 or 3000
years before the Christian Era. The derivationists, on
the contrary, hold that this allowance of time is quite
insufficient. They maintain that organic transmuta-
tions are so gradual, and the remoteness of established
racial distinctions so great, that we are required to as-
sume a much higher antiquity for the existence of those
races most divergent from the Mediterranean race.
This position is sustained by all our recent observa-
tions on the distribution of races in respect to climate
and other conditions. Color is the character observed
to yield most readily to the impression of climate. But
when we attend carefully to the climatic distribution of
colors, we find the correlation between color and cli-
mate to be very far from exact. This is not the place
to enter upon a general discussion of the subject, but
I will cite a few facts. The yellow-tawny-Hottentots
live side by side with the black Kaffirs. The ancient
Indians of California, in the latitude of 42 degrees,
were as black as the Negroes of Guinea; while in
Mexico were tribes of an olive or reddish complexion,
relatively light. So in Africa, the darkest Negroes
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are at 12 or 15 degrees north latitude; while their
color becomes lighter the nearer they approach the
equator. ‘‘The Yoloffs,” says Goldberry, ‘¢ are a proof
that the black color does not depend entirely on solar
heat, nor on the fact that they are more exposed to a
vertical sun, but arises from other causes; for the
farther we go from the influence of its rays, the mnore
the black color is increased in intensity.”” So we may
contrast the dark-skinned Eskimo with the fair Kelts
of temperate Europe. If it be thought that extreme
cold exerts upon color an influence similar to that of
extreme heat, we may compare the dark Eskimo
with the fair Finns of similar latitudes. Among the
black races of tropical regions we find, generally, some
light colored tribes interspersed. These sometimes have
light hair and blue eyes. This is the case with the
Tuareg of the Sahara, the Affghans of India, and the
aborigines of the banks of the Orinoco and the Ama-
zons. The Abyssinians of the plains are lighter colored
than those of the heights; and upon the low plains of
Peru, the Antisians are of fairer complexion than the
Aymaras and Quichuas of the high table-lands. Hum-
boldt says: ¢ The Indians of the torrid zone, who in-
habit the most elevated plains of the Cordillera of the
Andes, and those who are engaged in fishing at the
45th degree of south latitude, in the islands of the
Chonos Archipelago, have the same copper color as
those who, under a scorching climate, cultivate the
banana in the deepest and narrowest valleys of the
equinoctial region.” _

The condition of the hair is found to sustain rela-
tions to climate no more exact than the complexion.
The Tasmanians, in. latitude 45°, had hair as woolly
as that of the Negroes under the equator. On the
contrary, smooth hair is found extensively in tropical
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latitudes, as among the Australians, the Blacks of the
Deccan (India), and the Himyarites of the Yemen, in
Arabia. Here are cases where, if heat is the cause of
racial distinctions, it must have exerted its influence on
the skin and not on the hair.

Similar absence of correlation between stature and
the environment has been ascertained. On the whole,
it appears that race-characters have been conferred
under conditions and through influences different from
those which surround the various tribes of men in our,
own times. While we cannot deny that organism has
been coadapted to environment in the progress of ages,
it is true that characters finally acquired persist with
a wonderful degree of changelessness from age to age,
and under the broadest diversity of physical, conditions.
From the date of the earliest records the Jew has been
a recognizable Jew, the Negro has been distinctly a
Negro, and the Egyptian, and the Aryan and the
Abyssinian have stood forth as completely differen-
tiated as they appear to be at present. This is the
fact which next demands consideration.



CHAPTER XIIL

BIBLICAL ANTIQUITY OF RACE DISTINCTIONS.

HEN Cain, according to the biblical account,
was convicted before Jehovah of the murder
of his brother, he was banished as ‘ a fugitive and &
vagabond”” from the land of his parents. The cul-
prit, reflecting on the condition to which he had been
doomed, exclaimed, ‘My punishment is greater than
I can bear. . . . Fvery one that findeth me shall
slay me. And Jehovah said unto him, ¢Therefore,
whosoever slayeth Cain, vengeance shall be taken on
him sevenfold.” And Jehovah set a mark upon Cain,
lest any finding Aim should kill him. And Cain
departed and dwelt in the land of Nod, on the east of
Eden.” It is next mentioned, in the continuation of
the narrative, that Cain had married a wife, and a son
had been born whose name was KhaNOK (Enoch).
Cain is next reported to have duilt a city, which he
named after his son. From Enoch descended genera-
tions represented by Irad, Mehujasl, Methusaél and
Lamech, who married two wives. Jabal, the son of
one wife, ‘‘was the father of suchk as dwell in tents,
and [of such as have] cattle.”” Jubal, his brother, was
the father of suck as handle the harp and organ. The
other wife bore Tubal Cain, ‘an instructor of every
artificer in brass and iron.” *
Following out, in another place, the line of the

* Gen. iv, 12-22. The Enoch descended from Seth is also
KhaNOK, Gen. v, 18, 19. The root of the name is KhiNaK, to
straiten, to initiate or dedicate.

188
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Adamites, and their contemporary annals, the sacred
account informs us that ‘When men began to multi-
ply on the face of the earth, and daughters were born
unto them, that the sons of God saw the daughters of
men that they were fair, and took them wives of all
which they chose,”” and the children of such unions
[became] mighty men which [