Dr, Hoeh 2-20-69
Ancient History Thursday A.M,
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ient Higto,

Yesterday a student broaught up the question, "How can I know whem the statements
made in Langer or other histary books are correct or not? How can I be sure?"

There are some general guldes that I have mentioned which you should already
be aware of, You will notice that that there was no direct purpose in restoring
any of the material of Pergis except that I introduced the Persian list as a part
of Bgyptism chromology for your use (vol, cne, pages 219-220), Thus it is there
if you needed to refer to it in relation to Daniel but especially in regard to Ezra 7,
(See the article on Bzra in the Good Rews of April-May, 1966, page 9.)

There is no need to restore anything for Babylam from 747 B,C, award, However,
I have placed the list in the Compendium (vol, mme, pages 288-290) to show what is
otherwise difficult to have access to in other volumes—the material that would link
up the whole story before that with what we know in the Biblical record beginning
with Nebuchadnezzar, But on the other hand, there are msny misunderstandings: Not
with Netuchadnezzar's reign, but about how to equate the Biblical record with it!

Now with respect to Greece: That which is from Alexasnder's time on presents no
problem; that which goes back probably to the 600's normally presents no problem,
There mgy be a few questions in Greece in the 600's B,C, in certain areas, tut that
is incidental.

With respect to Assyris, from 745 B,C, cnward we would have no basic chrono-
logical problem, You will have, in Semnacherib's time, a basic misinterpretation
of the relationship of Semnacherib to the stcry of Heszekieh, The dates given will
not be incorrect but the events will be misassociated because there were two attacks,
not cme! The initial attack is not recorded in history because Sennacherid (704~
€81——s0e val, e, page 296) was not then gole king, The attack that is recorded
in history is the cne that is pot particularly discussed in the Bihle except that
we find ®great wrath® came on Judah [the reference seems to be to II Kings 23:27/,
but this is all that's said, We have a similar case in respect to the Book of Jer-
eriah and the Battle of Carchemish (Jeremiah 46:2): You will discover that higtor-
ical records speak of ane battle of Carchemish, the Biblical record clearly speaks
of another ane (note pages 171-2 of vol., ane of the Compendium), The firgt e
(605 B,.C.), as far as I know, is not alluded to in the Bible; the gecand ame (603
B.C.) is mentianed in the Bible gnd is alluded to in history end would have been
ccmpletely discussed by the Babylonians had the ancilent document been camplete!

The story of the smassing of the army is discussed tut not against what city.

When we come to China, chronclogleally, if you use the basic framework that
is found in volume cne of the Campendium (pages 349-353)—~which is the cld, tradi-
timal form—there is nothing wrong! China is the only nation that has vhat might
have been called a standard record which has been corrsct going all the way back
to the Tower of Babel—the mly ame! Not a single other secular record of history
has ever been left alome, Now even the Chinese record is not being left alome,

So far the Rusaians contimue to use the material on China in its original, tradi-
timal form; tut I am not sure how lang even scholars in China and Russia will
retain this approach, If it pays them to follow tradition in a matter, they will;

if, for propoganda reasms, it pays them to break with the past, they wan't! That's
the rule they will follow, 3
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Archaeologically we have major problems in China in all areas including the
earliest part of China in some regioms, tut I do think that most of the dates for
Chinese material are basically correct; the only reasm is that they haven't beemn
able to apply radiocarbon to it, and therefore it's much later than it should be
if radiocarbon were used as a method to check the age, So this means that, if they
use any radiocarbon dating at same time in the future, it'l]l be in disagreement;
presently it's acceptable tut you can't integrate it, you have to leave it with the
Chiness record. .

How about Italy? This new editiom of Langer begins with the date 753 B.C, for
the founding of Rome which is interesting becamnse this is the first time in probably
two generations that they have used g right oa the old, traditional one has
came back with respect to the history of Italy! (Note page 8 in Langer,)

I have never discussed Korea in the Campendium but, as an illnstratiom, should
you went to know samething about it, the Korean histary is carrect all the way back
to 1122 B,C, when there was a break in the Chinese record at which point yau camn pick
up the Koreasn material, Therefore I didn't even touch it,

Anything before the dates that I have discussed here would not normally be car-
rectly presented! In many natimms, there may be no incarrect historical presentation
pricr to the time that histary takes up, but what you would find is that there 1s no
presentation histarically at all, It's all archaeologicall Thus we would have no
infarmation of early Persia, of early India that is valid,

And India, since this will probably be coming up more than some other natiom, I
doubt that smything before the time of Asoka is carrectly stated, And evem there I |
think you should very carefully examine Eggermant'!s work if you want to know the back-
ground for anything prior to the reign of the Mauryas which is after the time of
Alexander the Great (317 B.C.,) (See chapter 15 of vol, me,) From then an you will
normally find ®oirca®™ used in Indian records, Frankly I don't see why circa needs
to be used; but the reasan it is used is that though they have a clear emding point,
there are many things in between that they cannot be sure of becsumse they have no
'solid beginning point, If they had established Asoka based on the Chinese recard,
and the clear evidence originally, them they would not have had to have the circa,

So dan't let ™circa® fool you in all the statements made; for all practical purposes
the dates will probably be carrect,

The same is true of Parthia, I have not attempted to restore its chranclogy in
detail in the Campendium, As far as I know, probably 99 mut of 100 dates are correct
though every cme would be labelled Ycirca® because they have thrown out the initial
date—which they have right but they da't accept it as proved, (See pp. 95-96 in
the new Langer on Parthia and the comments an it by Dr, Hoeb in Chapter 17 of wol,
two of the Compendium,)

There is a peculiar feature with respect to the Anglo-Saxan world, Here ym
vill probably not pick up the story carrectly until the 6th century A.D,! The 5th
century with the caming of the Angles and the Saxons and a traditional date of 449
AD, is probably still dismissed by historians (page 179 in Langer). So England,
you see, can be perhaps 500 or more years A,D, before there will be a correct eval-
uation, The same is true of France though we have the whole record of most of these
nations oo back correctly preserved, But the modern~day approach dictates that any-
thing which 1s not confirmed by comtemparary source material is rejected!
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