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SECTION II.

IMPROVEMENT OF CHRONOLOGY.

ART. I. RULES OF CHRONOLOGIZING.

WHEN we survey the strange variety and discordancy of the
several received systems of Chronology, scarcely two of them
agreeing, even in their fundamental dates, and all differing from
each other, more or less, in the principles of their construction,
and in the application of those principles; sometimes adjusting
sacred chronology by profane, and sometimes the reverse, with-
out any settled rule or standard ; we may naturally be led to de-
spair of any solid or scientific improvement of the subject; es-
pecially at this advanced season, after the failure of so many of
the greatest Scholars, Historians, Mathematicians, and Astro-
nomers*; when no fresh documents can be expected; and
when many valuable records, to which the earlier Chronologers
had access, are now lost and swallowed up in the abyss of time.
A modern Chronologer declares: “ If it is easy to pull down
the system of Chronologists, it is by no means so to busld wp
in their room one that can support itself against all difficulties :
I do not even believe it possible.” Larcher. Herodote, Tom. I,
p- 809, 1st Edit.

It is indeed “ easy to pull down,” as may appear from the
foregoing section : but “ to build up,” is most difficult;—to
cleanse the Augean stable of the mass of errors, accumulated in
the course of ages, and still accumulating from the indolent
practice of building upon decayed and rotten foundations, at
present, is a task most arduous and truly Herculean. Still,
however, though difficult the attempt, it is by no means “ im- -
possible,” in Larcher’s desponding style, provided the work be
undertaken in a right way, and pursued upon a correct plan;
provided certain fixed and established principles, or rules of
chronologizing, be laid down and steadily adhered to; and that
the original records and documents still subsisting, be more
closely inspected, and more critically compared together, than
has been hitherto done; and that Sacred Chronology be made

® Scaliger, speaking of the requisites for a Chronologer, says, Nemo, nisi liberalibus
disciplinis, et omnigenis artibus initiatus, accedat. And perhaps the failure of so many
may be ascribed to their being only partially qualified for the study: few possessing all
the requisites,
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the invariable basis and standard of profane, by reference to
which the whole of ancient Chronology must be adjusted, as by
the only certain criterion. For as the venerable Theophilus,
Bishop of Antioch, the earliest Christian Chronologer, observed :

'0 wag xpovog kat ra ern Saxyvrar rog Bovhopevorg wetfeabar ry Anbeig.

$¢ The whole time [from the Creation] and the years [since] are discoverable by those
who are willing to obey THE TRUTH.” :

Nor is Chronology, at present, in a more wretched state than
was Philosophy before the days of Newton ; during the reign of
the Aristotelian, Ptolomaic, and Cartesian systems ; furnishing
but too much occasion to the profane remark of the scientific
Alphonsus : that if “ GoD had deigned to consult him at the
Creation, ke could have given HiM good advice!” Indeed,
Ptolomy’s epicycles, to account for the regressions of the planets;
Descartes’s vortices, to account for their annual motions; and
the eternity of the world, according to the Peripatetic system,
were revolting to reason and science, and repugnant to the laws
of mechanics, and of natural history.

The same admirable methods and the same means that were
so successfully employed by the illustrious Newton, in raising
Experimental Philosophy from her low estate of vassalage, under
fanciful and unfounded Aypotheses, to her proper rank and dig-
nity as a science, are still open in Chronology. Had he exerted
the same “ patient thinking,” (to which he modestly attributed
his success in Philosophy and Mathematics) the same cool and
unprejudiced judgment, the same dislike to idle hypotheses—
“ hypotheses non fingo”—in his chronological studies, we should
not have to regret the waste of his time, and the perversion of his
great talents, for the last thirty years of his life ; nor would there
probably have been occasion for the present rectification of An-
cient Chronology. Even before Newton, the sagacious Bacon,
in his Improvements of the Sciences, skilfully pointed out the
course to be pursued by the Chronologer :

“ By persevering industry, and by scrupulous attention to ge-
nealogies, monuments, inscriptions, names, titles, traditions and
archives, fragments of history, and scattered passages from rare
books on very different subjects, may a VENERABLE TABLET be
preserved from the shipwreck of time ; a work operose and pain-
Jul to the author, but extremely delightful to his readers.”

But “ persevering industry” and ¢ scrupulous attention” may
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be helped considerably by the following Canons, or Rules of
Chronologizing, suggested by Newton’s Rules of Philosophizing,
in his Principia, lib. ili. And such indeed are still more neces-
sary in Chronology than in Philosophy, on account of the greater
obscurity of the subject, the wider range of materials to be col-
lected and compared together, and the various and perplexing
degrees of evidence, or counter-evidence, they are capable of
affording in all their different bearings and aspects.

RULE 1. To adhere to the Scriptural Standard.

The oldest records of time now extant are unquestionably the
Mosaical. They are much earlier than the fragments of San-
choniatho, Berosus, and Manetho, and indeed exhibit internal
evidence of a purer and remoter antiquity, free from those mon-
strous fictions and absurdities, under which these heathen re-
cords caricature the venerable features of primeeval history. The
only sure and certain pole-star, to guide our wandering steps
through the mazes, the deserts, and the quicksands of ancient
and primeval Chronology, in which so many adventurers have
been lost or swallowed up, by following the ignis fatuus of their
own imaginations, or the treacherous glare of Aypotheses, are the
SACRED SCRIPTURES, well understood, and carefully and cri-
tically compared together ; for otherwise, they also may be per-
verted into sources of error and confusion. “ If we take THE
BIBLE along with us, it is a teacher that will direct us through
all the obscurity and maze of things, solve every difficulty, and
lead up truth to the fountain-head.” Ellis. “ The purest and
most fruitful source of ancient history is, doubtless, to be found
in the HoLY BIBLE.” Brelfield. ,

“ The history recorded by Moses appears like a bright but
remote object, seen through the glass of an excellent optician,
clear, distinct, and well defined ; but when we look back upon
the accounts transmitted concerning the Assyrians, Egyptians,
Medes, and Scythians, or those of the early %ges of Italy and
Greece, we find nothing but a series of incredible and incon-
sistent events, and groups of strange beings,

- Abortive, monstrous, and unkindly mixed,
Gorgons, and Harpies, and Chimeras dire.”

Such is the just and beautiful imagery of the learned and in-
genious, but sometimes over-fanciful Bryant.
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This was the primary canon prescribed by the earliest Chris-
tian Chronologer Theophilus, in the foregoing passage, when by
“ THE TRUTH” he evidently meant HoLy WRIT, as appears
from the following restriction:—“ We are ignorant, perhaps,
of the accurate amount of all the years, because current months
and days are not set down in the SACRED WRITINGS.”

And to the neglect of this canon we may trace up much of
that heterogeneous mixture of sacred and profane chronology,
which disgraces and embarrasses the systems of Scaliger, Usher,
Petavius, &c. Had these great men, for instance, attended more

-closely to the sacred Scriptures, they would not have adopted
that gross error of the double capture of Ninevek, nor would
Newton have identified Sesostris with Sesac. If, on the other
hand, the present work shall be found to have improved, in any
respect, upon its predecessors, the improvement may be princi-
pally ascribed to the careful study of, and rigid adherence to,
THE ORIGINAL SCRIPTURES OF THE OLD AND NEW TEs-

TAMENT. '

RULE II. 7o begin with the Analytical Method, and end
with the Synthetical.

The former part of this rule is well expressed by Dodwell : A
certioribus temporibus ad incertiora progrediendum, “ To pro-
ceed from the [nearer] times which are more certain, to the
[remoter] which are more uncertain,” or from “ known to wun-
known dates.” '

The nature and application of the Analytical and Synthetical
methods, is thus admirably taught by Newtor, in his Optics,
p- 380.

“ As in Mathematics, so in Natural Philosophy, the -investi-
gation of difficult things by the method of Analysis, ought ever
to precede the method of Composition [or Synthesis.]

“ This Analysis consists in making experiments and observa-
tions, and in drawing general conclusions from them by Induc-
tion, and admitting of no objections against the conclusions,
but such as are taken from experiments, or other certain truths:
for hypotheses are not to be regarded in Experimental Philosophy.
By this way of Analysis, we may proceed from compounds to
tngredients, &c. and in general from effects to their causes, and
from particular causes to more general ones, till the argument
end in the most general. This is the method of Analysis.
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“ And the Synthestis consists in assuming the causes discovered
and established as principles, and by them explaining the phe-
nomena proceeding from them, and proving the explanations.”

And Newton himself has finely illustrated the application of
these methods in his Optics and Principia, and also in his
Chronology. In the last of these works, he investigated, by the
Analytical method, his four cardinal epochs of Grecian Chrono-
logy, beginning with the lowest, the return of the Heraclide, as
best known, and ending with the highest, the return of Sesostris,
as least known, and connecting the intermediate epochs with
each other, and with the extremes. And again, from these car-
dinal epochs assumed as principles, he has deduced several
subordinate dates, as Deucalion’s flood, the arrival of Cadmus in
Greece, the flight of Danaus, &c.

The great Basil recommended the Analytical met.hod for the
discovery of the duration of the world.

“ It is possible for you to learn from what time the creation of
this world began, if going backwards from the present to the
past, you shall endeavour to find out the first day of the creation ;
for by this method, you will find out from whence time acquired
its first motion,” as measured by the motions of the sun and
moon.

And as a key to the right understanding of the plan upon
which the following work was constructed, the leading elemen-
tary date, by reference to which the whole range of sacred and
profane Chronology has been adjusted, is the birth of Cyrus,
B.C. 599, which led to his accession to the throne of Persia,
B.C. 559 ; of Media, B.C. 551 ; and of Babylonia, B.C. 536 :
for, from these several dates, carefully and critically ascertained
and verified, the several respective chronologies of these king-
doms branched off ; and from the last especially, the destruction
of Solomon’s temple by Nebuchadnrezzar, B.C. 586, its correcter
date ; which led to its foundation, B.C. 1027 ; thence to the
Exode, B.C. 1648 ; thence to Abraham’s birth, B.C. 2158 ;
thence to the reign of Nimrod, B.C. 2554 ; thence to the Deluge,
B.C. 8155; and thence to the Creation, B.C. 5411. And this
date of the Creation is verified by the rectification of the systems
of Josephus and Theophilus, as will be shewn in the sequel.
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RuLe III. Not to adopt any Date, that shall be repugnant to
any other established Date.

This rule is essentially requisite to give uniformity and con-
sistency to the whole system of Ancient Chronology, sacred and
profane.

Thus, the generally received date of the destruction of Solo-
mon’s temple, B.C. 588, is inconsistent with the true and only
date of Nebuchadnezzar’s reign, B.C. 604, as established and
verified by Ptolomy’s scientific canon; by the application of
which, the unfounded hypothesis of a double commencement of
his reign, during his father’s life, and after his death, is discarded.

The sagacious Jackson detected an error of two years even in
Ptolomy’s celebrated canon, but he omitted the necessary com-
pensation in the reign of Cyrus, as dated from the capture of
Babylon, B.C. 536. This rectification of the canon itself dis-
covers the correct date of the expiration of the Babylonish cap-
tivity, which has been hitherto an apple of discord among the
chronologers.

RuULE IV. Never to frame an Hypothesis, nor to assign a
conjectural Date, except in Cases of downright Necessity.

Thus, until every other resource had failed, I did not venture
to assume the preaching of Jonah to the Ninevites, B.C. 800,
according to Jackson’s conjecture ; that of the Bible Chronology,
B.C. 862, being too early: nor the accession of 4styages, B.C.
601, two years before the birth of his grandson Cyrus. Petavius
has an excellent remark on the subject, which cannot be too
carefully attended to by Chronologers:—*“ As nothing is more
easy, 80 nothing is less tolerable, than to transfer to the most
ancient writers the fault of our own error and unskilfulness; on
. the contrary, nothing is more prudent and more desirable than
to attribute very much to the authority and fidelity of the
ancients; and not to recede therefrom, unless when we are ad-
monished and convinced by the clearest and plainly necessary
indications of truth.” Petav. Vol. IL. p. 87. Indeed, to rash
conjectures, and fanciful hypotheses, may we attribute very
much of the disrepute which the science of Chronology has un-
justly incurred, by the treatment it has experienced ¢ven from
Scaliger, Petavius, Usher, Newton, and Jackson.



HISTORICAL CHRONOLOGY. 271

RULE V. Carefully and critically to distinguish between dif-
Jerent Persons, in different Ages and Countries, called by the
same Name ; and, on the other Hand, to unite or identify
Persons bearing different names, in different Authors, or at
different Times of their Lives.

The diversity of persons bearing the same name, and the
diversity of names attributed to the same person, in sacred and
profane history, form two of the most frequent and prominent
causes of error and perplexity in adjusting sacred and profane
Chronology. Thus Némrod, and one of his descendants in the
Assyrian empire, were both called Ninus, and the exploits of
the former attributed to the latter, to the great embarrassment of
the history : on the other hand Sesostris, the celebrated Egyp-
tian conqueror of Herodotus, was called Sethosis and Osyman-
duas by Diodorus Siculus, and Vexoris by Justin, &c.

By the sober and skilful application of these rules, suggested
experimentally, and matured gradually, in the course of these
researches, both by my own mistakes, and those of my predeces-
sors, in this most abstruse and difficult investigation ; and by
more careful and critical revision and comparison of all the
various original documents, still extant, of ancient History,
Antiquities, Etymology, Mythology, and Astronomy, connected
with Chronology, 1 am persuaded, that the whole of Ancient
Chronology, Sacred and Profane, may be reduced to one simple,
uniform, and consistent system, in which all the parts shall cor-
respond with each other, and with the whole, without ¢ the-many
repugnancies most justly complained of,” in all the systems that
have hitherto appeared; and the whole be brought to the
highest degree of probability, bordering on moral certainty,
beyond which it cannot be raised, from the imperfection of
several of the leading data : for “ who can count the sand of the
sea, and the drops of rain, and the days of the world,” with ab-
solute certainty, but HE that made them all—THE ANCIENT
OF DAYS.



































































































