Dr, Hoen 2-20-69
Ancient Bistory Thursday A.M,
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Yesterday a student brought up the question, "How can I Jmow wvhen the statements
made in Langer or other histary books gre correct or not? How can I be gure?”

There are same general guides 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 Bgyptian chramology for your use (vol, one, pages 219-220). Tms it is there
if you needed to refer to it in relatiom to Daniel but especially in regard to E=zra 7,
(See the article o Ezra in the Good News of April-May, 1966, page 9.)

There is no need to restcre anything for Babylon from 747 B.C. cward, However,
I have placed the list in the Compendium (vol, e, 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 lnow in the Biblical record beginning
with Nebuchadnezzar., But on the other hend, there are many misunderstandings: Not
vith Nebuchadnezzar's reign, but about how to equate the Biblical record with it!

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

With respect to Assyria, from 745 B,C, caward we would have no basic chrano-
logical problem, You will have, in Sernnacherib's time, a basic misinterpretation
of the relatiomship of Semnacherib to the story of Hezekiah, The dates given will
not be incorrect but the events will be misassociated because there were two attacks,
not ome! The initial attack is not recorded in history because Semnacherib (704~
681—see val., ane, page 296) was not then gole king, The attack that is recorded
in history is the one that is pot particularly discussed in the Bible except that
we find "great wrath® came on Judah [the reference seems to be to II Kings 23:27/,
bat this is all that's said. We have a similar case in respect to the Book of Jer-
emiah and the Battle of Carchemigh (Jeremish 46:2): You will discover that higtor-
jcal records speak of one battle of Carchemish, the Biblical record clearly speaks
of amother ane (note pages 171-2 of vol. cmne of the Compendium), The firgt ome
(605 B.C.), as far as I know, is not alluded to in the Bible; the gecand cme (603
B.C.) is mentioped in the Bible gnd is alluded to in history and would have been
campletely discussed by the Babylmnlans had the sncient document been ccmpletel
The story of the smassing of the army is discussed tut not against what city.

When we come to China, chronologically, if you use the basic framework that
is found in volume cne of the Compendium (pages 349-353)—which is the old, tradi-
tianel form—there is nothing wromg! China is the only nation that has what might
have been called a standard record which has been carrect going all the way back
to the Tower of Bsbel—the mly ane! Not a single other secular record of history
has ever been left alme., Now even the Chinese recard i1s not being left alcme,

So far the Russisns continue to use the material on Chins in its original, tradi-
ticnal form; tut I am not sure how long even scholars in China and Russia will
retain this approach, If it pays them to follow tradition in a matter, they will;
if, for propogenda reasms, it pays them to break with the past, they wm't! That's
the rule they will follow,
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Archseclogically we have major problems in China in all areas including the
earliest part of China in scame regioms, but I do think that most of the dates for
Chinese material are basically correct; the only reasm is that they haven't been
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
uge any radiocarbon dating at same time in the future, it'll be in disagreement;
presently it's acceptshle but you can't integrate it, you have to leawve it with the
Chinese record.

How about Italy? This new editian of Langer begins with the date 753 B,.C, faor
the founding of Rame which is interesting because this is the first time in probably
two generatioms that they have used g right oa the old, traditional ome has
came back with respect to the history of Ttaly! (Note page 82 in Langer,)

I have never discussed Koarea in the Compendium but, as an illnstration, should
you want to know samething about it, the Korean history is coarrect all the way back
to 1122 B.C., when there was a break in the Chinese recard at which point you can pick
up the Korean material, Therefore I didn't even touch it,

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

And India, since this will probably be coming up more than scme other natiom, I
doubt that anything before the time of Asoka is carrectly stated, And even 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 Msuryas which is after the time of
Alexender the Great (317 B.C.,) (See chapter 15 of vol, me,) Fram then am you will
normally find "™circae® used in Indian records, Frankly I don't see why circa needs
to be used; but the reasom it is used is that though they have a clear ending point,
there are many things in between that they cannot be sure of becamse 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 a1l the statements made; for all practical purposes
the dates will probably be carrect,

The same is true of Parthia, I have not attempted to restare its chranclogy in
detail in the Campendium, As far as I lnow, probably 99 cut of 100 dates are correct
though every ane would be labelled "circa®™ because they have thrown out the initial.
date—which they have right tut they dan't accept it as proved., (See pp. 95-96 in
the new Langer an Parthia and the camments an it by Dr, Hoeh in Chapter 17 of wol,
two of the Compendium,)

There is a peculiar feature with respect to the Anglo-Saxon world, Here ym
will probably not pick up the story correctly until the 6th century A, D,! The 5th
century with the caming of the Angles and the Saxmns and a traditiomal 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 on back correctly preserved, But the modern~day approach dictates that any-
thing which is not confirmed by contemparary source material is rejected!
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3. (The period from Adnm to the Tlood was 16

of humen covernment at Dabel.

Jusi. coues to Zpvpt from Shinsr, e 1is licnes of wynasty 1.
“21-n of Cush till his death 1an ..rmenia.

Reign of MHimrod in
Mimrod execcutcd in

uoypt.
Italy by Shem; Semiramls flees Egypt.

Semiramis in exile from Lgypt for 30 yrs.
Semiramis returns to Egypt with the child Horus.,
Death of Semiramis in Armenia at the hands of Horus,

Shen's reign in Dynasty I in Igypt.

“eath of Joah in Italy 350 yrs. after Flood; Shem goes therec.
Sher created two new dynasties in coypt beside Jvnasty 1.
Q4rth of Abraham,

ne reirsn of lentuhotpe IT of Dynasty X1 of Thebes. e is

+ e Dharaoh :.bram and Sarah met,

“bra: and Sarah in Lgypt.

5lauzihter of the four lkings of Assyria by Abraha . in Gen, 1.,
Josepnh's bb-year reign in “zypt.

“s3-n of Amecnemhet III, the great Pharaoh under wWoLoTl
ruled,

Jacoh 2nd his children comne
Tein of Job In Dynasty TV,
Plamgues of Job,

ezt . of Job 110 vears after his trials.
“o:rteen years of plenty and famine in Egypt.
Jeatin of Joseph at age 110.

Josepn

toc Zgypt.
Job was the son of Issac:iar.,

Approxirate date for the beginning of Israel's Exyptien

‘at~n of Pepi II (the Great) during time of Israel's erslavorient
“irth of ..oses,

osecs llees =gypt.

_oses leads Israel out of Tmrpt-witi a little heln fromn: yod atv
the ..ed Sca and elsewherel

Jeatn of .loses at ape 120.

Z-wnt is do:'nated by tae Jdylisos (.maleirites) for over 00 rrs.

_eien o inmose, [irst ruler of tie 17th Dynasty, who threw

c7f the Ayksos yoke once and for all. L
sei~n of Thutmose IITI (3hishak) wiuo iavaded Jerusalen 1ia 9957 S-.
(‘ n ni .atshiepsut, the Queen of Shebda, who visited Solcumcn
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soaism of the sexual pervert, Iknnaton, during the decling ©O- f i
oncce ~reat 1At Dynasty.

3¢ was b e hb-year reign of ilamg 3 the Jreat who was a ccas

~ Tchichadneczzar of Satyvlon and Daniel the prop:=et.
) 7o
JXZ

cooporary o



Yotes on warid

2822794,
. R=1807

ld:oegtcrmw /

2792094,
2094~1968
1968-7938

17481643
$H657=1632
1632=1577
1555=1500
1072107
v 1092=1052
1012= 72
, 72~ 718

- < oK
s o= 52

= -Ziox
1000- 540

735~ 700

’ 12!'
608= 626

604 561

539
550=330

ZA

ALoGOTY s cuden JID wiclenY Saoylconia and relaced areas

Qixgy=yeur rewgn of Cusa ag recoraed in the First Dynasty of Zresh,

Shem is asglgned & reizn of 325 years in the First Dynasty of &rech,

Asshur, disobedient san of Shem, and cchort of Nimrod, is assigned these
420 years in the Arst Oynasty of Zrech (actualiy his emtire life-span).

Nimrod, altnough ne died in 2167, is asasigned 100 years in Zrech I,

The 126 years of Gilgamesh (Horus) as listed in Erech's Firast Dynasty,

Reign of 30 years of Amraphel, son of Horus, in Erech I, He was slain by
Abrabham in 7938 as recounted in Genesis 14~—~the slaughter of the 4 kings.

Life-sparn md reign of the famous Queen FKu~Baba (Third Dynasty of Kish),
The 25=-year reign ol iugal~Zagglisi who canquered Xish and dominated Shinar,
Roim of 55 years of Sargon the Great, the founder and greatest ruler of

the famous Jynasty of Axkad, He built an empire, sailed to the New Werld!
Reign of 55 years of Naram—-sin, secand greatest ruler of the Akkadian Dynasty.

Reimm of 55 years of the famous Hammrasbi whom domineted Babylenia in the
days of Jaul and David,

Foriy~year reign ¢f Saul in Israel,

Forvy-yesr reign of Devid in Israel,

Yariy~year reign of Soicaon in Israel,.

Pericd of toe Kingdom of Isrsel (Ten Northern Tribes) from the time of Jer-
coogm dowa to the captivity.

Period of the Kingdom of Judan from Rehoboam to the Babylonian Captivity,

True period of the Hiltite Hmpire as presented by Dr, Hoeh in volume me of
wie Sampendium of xorld Histary,

Shaimemeser (I11; the Great of Assyria who was a key figure in the captivity
of the Ten Northern Tribes (721-718). (See II Kings 17:3-6,)
Meriod of Sennacherid who invaded Judsh in 710 B,C, in the reign of Hezeldah
and lost an army of 185,000 due to God!s interventioan! (II Kings 19 and 20.)
Assur=banipal, amother great king of Asgyria, reigned for these 42 years,
T™his date marks tne £gll of Nineveh and the official end of the Assyrian Empire.

This pericd marks the 43-year reign of Nebuchadnezzar of Babylan who took the
Jows captive and wnose advisar was Deniel the prophet,

Fsmous evenhs in the reign of Nebuchadnezzar weres

50.~585 Seige and captivity of Judah over a 19-year period.

585573 Siege of the famous city of Tyre (see "The Proaf of the Bitle®
by Mr, Armstrong)e

870=547 The conquest of Egypt by the armies of Nebuchadnezzar, As a
resuit, Egypt lay desclate and drought-ridden for 40 loang
years as prophesied by Ezelkiel in chapters 29 and 30—frm
567 to 527 B. C.

560-562 Nebuchadnezzar's seven years of insanity (Daniel 4).

In October of this year, Babylcn fell to the armies of Cyrus the Great, king
of Persia,

Period of the Medo=Persian Empire,
558.52G Reign of Cyrus the Great,
52=/36 Reign of Darius I,
486465 Reign of Xerxes I.
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