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EDITOR'S PREFACE.

My object in editing the following Essay
has been to aid in giving publicity to a
work in which sound doctrine is combined
with liberal eriticism.

In these prefatory observations, I do
not propose to offer any opinion of my own
as to the correctness of the views which
the Hssay presents; but in order, if pos-
sible, to guard against prejudice, I desire
most prominently to put before the reader

the facts that it propounds no new religious

doctrine, that it manifests a profound re-
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spect for the Seriptures, and that it even
favours a belief in verbal inspiration. On
this point I may quote a passage from a
recent work by Professor Baden Powell.
Speaking of a pamphlet which contains
a sketch of the Biblical portion of the
following work (in his * Essays on the
Spirit of the Inductive Philosophy,” ete.,
page 310), he makes these observations :—
“ While writing this Essay, [ have received
a copy of a pamphlet, circulated privately
and anonymously, in which an able and
learned writer, evidently a strict upholder
of inspiration, endeavours to shew by ela-
borate, critical, and philological investiga-
tions, that the Bible distinctly sanctions
and asserts the idea of the primeval exist-
ence of other races of men besides the fa-

mily of Adam. It also includes an able
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defence of this belief against its supposed
unfavourable influence on the doctrine of
original sin. (‘The Genesis of the Earth
and of Man,' etc., printed for private distri-
bution, July 1854).”

It is also important to notice, that if
certain of the opinions expressed in the
following work be correct, they remove one
of the chief causes of modern skepticism,
and lay a new foundation for primeval
history ; for surely the bare possibility of
its accomphishing such objects entitles the
Essay to the careful and impartial con-
sideration of every one who desires to up-
hold the truth of the Bible, and to extend
the knﬂﬁfledge of early history. The cause
of skepticism to which I allude is the diffi-
culty of reconciling the received explana-

tion of Bible-history with the physical and
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historical evidences of the existence of more
than one race of mankind, or of reconciling
any Bible-chronology with the existence
of one race during a period of enormous
duration, which in this case is held to be
required for the development of its varieties
and their languages. Hence, some peraﬂﬁs,
who would regard the theory of a plurality
of origins with a religious aversion, have
not scrupled to abandon a belief in the
early history of the Seriptures. |

The most moderate Egyptian chrono-
logy refers the accession of the first Pha-
raoh to a time almost coincident with the
earliest date of the Dispersion allowed by
any Biblical chronology ; and yet we know,
from contemporary monuments, that less
than four hundred vears later, Egypt was

powerful and ecivilized, and structures were
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being constantly raised which required
the continual employment of a prodigious
multitude of workmen. This is hard to
explain, unless we suppose that the Miz-
raite settlers found an aboriginal popula-
tion, which they reduced to servitude.
The history of Palestine also presents re-
markable evidence bearing on the same
question, When Abraham came from the
eastward, he found the Philistines already
established in the south-west of the Holy
Land, and we are told that they were a
Mizraite people who came out of Egypt
and supplanted the Avim, of whose ances-
try nothing is stated. In like manner it
is narrated, that other primeval tribes of
Palestine and its neighbourhood, most of
whom are related to have been of gigantic

stature, and of whose origin, like that of
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the Avim, we find nothing recorded, had
been destroyed, chiefly, as it seems, by
peoples of Abrahamic descent, before the
Israelites took possession of the country.
It 1s difhicult to understand how, if there
were no aboriginal population in Egypt,
any of the Mizraite settlers should so soon
have returned eastward ; and it is equally
difficult to explain the circumstance that
nothing 1s said of the ancestry of all these
extinct tribes, while we have an account of
that of every people which supplanted them,
and of the whole Canaanite race among
whom they dwelt, and by whom some of
them were probably driven out. Besides
these particular difficulties, there are the
general ones that most nations, including
some undoubtedly descended from Noa-

chian colonists, have recorded in their tra-



EDITOR'S PREFACE. xiii

ditions, that their ancestors, in the countries
where they settled, found aboriginal races,
generally deseribed as differing from them
physically and in speech, and that several
chronologies go back in their mythical or
traditionary period to times long before
the Deluge. Some nations have even tra-
ditions of a succession of different races
of man, each one of which has been
supplanted by the next.

Besides offering a complete explanation
of these difficulties, this Essay presents a
theory equally consistent with ancient his-
tory both sacred and profane, with tradi-
tion, and with ethnology; and is in this
respect different from any hitherto pro-
posed. Most of the ethnologists, whether
they hold the umity or the plurality of

races, abandon or pervert the Bible his-
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tory, while the Biblical scholars, with the
same injustice, generally refuse to accept,
or even examine, the deductions of ethno-
logy. No one has before arrived at results -
harmonizing Biblical history with ethno-
logy, and both with the deductions of the
study of profane history and tradition.
Much less has any one propounded a scheme
so minutely consistent with the past history
and the present distribution of man as that
of the following work. Besides explain-
ing the causes of the diversity of races, it
traces the history of each from its source,
and thus shews the reason of the preva-
lence, in distant countries, of particular
forms of idolatry, and peculiar supersti-
tions,—characteristics more durable than
even language in some historical examples.

The remarkable manner in which its
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theory thus elucidates the beginnings of
history is perhaps the strongest evidence
in its favour.

| Those who are inclined to judge the
views of the Essay hastily, by their own
preconceived opinions, may be reminded
of an age when the Ptolemaic system was
held to be an article of Christian belief,
and of a time, within the memory of many
of us, when those who held, on the evi-
dence of their senses, the leading truths of

geology were stigmatized as deists or even

atheists,

REGINALD STUART POOLE.

Lonnox, Mareh 1836,
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—

ATTEMPTS to reconcile the Sacred Records
with scientific discoveries by strained in-
terpretations of the former have never
given general satisfaction.

Seeing this to be the case, and also that
the Bible, though not designed to teach
mankind geology or ethnology or any
similar science, must, if rightly under-
stood, greatly extend the limits of the
second of those sciences, by its mention of
matters beyond the reach of human inves-
tigation unaided by revelation, the writer

of the following work was induced to try
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the contrary method—that of adhering
closely to the letter of the original in cases
where the authorized English version is
loose or free, but combining with this
method a constant comparison of Serip-
ture with Beripture as to words and also
as to topies.

The principal results of this experiment,
some of which are of a kind regarded as
wanting the sanction of the highest of all
authorities, or even as opposed thereto,
but perfectly consistent with deductions of
reason and science, were stated by their
author, somewhat more than a year ago,
in a pamphlet printed for private distri-
bution, and elicited some remarks which
have induced him to make large additions

to them. He found that some persons of



AUTHOR'S PREFACE. XX

considerable learning and science argued
as though unity of species, and general
consanguinity, necessarily involved unity
of origin ; which, in the present more ex-
tended statement, he has shewn to be false.
He also found that some of those persons
to whom his pamphlet was submitted had
not duly considered certain facts necessary
to be taken into account, in particular
cases, when we have to choose between
two or more ascertained meanings of a
word occurring in the Bible; and therefore
he has added some physical, chronological,
historical, and philological observations,
illustrating his main subject.

An abstract of the pamphlet above men-
tioned, published in * the Journal of Sacred

Literature,” has called forth some objec-
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tions, and a reply to the latter, in the same
journal; and a few remarks upon those
objections will be found in the present
work.

The author has laboriously striven to
discover faults in his interpretations and
inferences and arguments; and he hopes
that others, if they do the same, will pay
due regard to all the bearings of the case.
Strict examination, and just criticism, he
rather courts than deprecates; protesting
only against that opimative and unchari-
table kind of controversy which ignores
the results of philosophical research and
would fain persuade persons desiring to
believe the Scriptures that no interpreta-
tion of a passage therein is allowable but

one which they cannot accept; often pro-
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“ducing no effect but that of confirming
skepticism or absolute infidelity, To any
reader of superior knowledge, who will
concede that the Bible is not rightly under-
stood when it is made to be at variance
with facts and science, he submits the con-
tents of the following pages with this re-
quest—

“ Bi quid novisti rectiis istis,
Candidus imperti.” -






THE GENESIS OF THE EARTH
AND OF MAN, ETC,

i

CHAPTER L
THE GENESIS OF THE EARTH.

"Tue narrative with which the Bible commences,
ending with the third verse of the second chapter,
is distinguished from that which immediately fol-
lows it, as the latter narrative also is from the
third, not merely by the name given therein to the
Déity, but in several other respects. Its most
remarkable characteristic is this : that it altogether
consists of a description of events which could not
have been witnessed by any human being. Every
one, therefore, who admits the truth of the Bible,
whatever be his opinion of some other portions of
it, must hold this narrative to be a recelation.

Now we find that revelations of this kind, of
B
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which the .Bubjects are events, were generally con-
veyed in representations to the sight: and hence,
by the safest and the most legitimate mode of
judging, by comparing Scripture with Scripture,
we are led to the conclusion, that the narrative
under our consideration is most probably the rela-
tion of a revelation by means of a vision, or rather
a series of visions, If we understand it as a de-
scription of a series of visions, we may naturally
regard the words ““ and it was evening and it was
morning, day first,”—* day second,”—and so on,
(not well rendered in our authorized version,) as”
denoting the limits of time between which the first
vision and the second, ete., occurred.

It was thus, by means of a vision, that the
future desolation of Judea was revealed to Jere-
miah; and in a similar manner, partly in the very
same words, he has described it in chapter iv.
verses 23-26, of the book of his prophecies. * 1
beheld the earth [or ‘land’], and, lo, [4t was] with-
out form [so in the authorized version, but correctly
“desolate’], and void ; and the heavens, and they
[kad] no light. 1 beheld the mountains, and, lo,
they trembled, and all the hills moved lightly. 1
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beheld, and, lo, [there was] no man [or ‘ the dadam
(or * Adamite’) was not’], and all the birds of the
heavens were fled. I beheld, and, lo, the fruitful
place [was] a wilderness, and all the cities thereof
were broken down at the presence of the Lord, by
his fierce anger.” In the same manner, also, (as
the Jate Professor Samuel Lee has observed in the
Introduction to his translation of the book of Job,
page 16,) the creation of Eve seems to have been
revealed to Adam, who, in his “ deep sleep,” or
ecstasy, appears to have seen God take one of his
ribs, and make it & woman, and bring her unto him ;
as related in Gen. ii. 21 and 22 : with reference to
the former of which two verses Professor Lee re-
marks, (in the same introduction, page 74,) © It
was in visions, seen in a sort of ecstasy, (comp.
Acts x. 10— Esizeaer éx’ alriv ixorams Griesh., the
very Hebrew phraseology, . xi. 5, xxii. 17,) that
revelations were perhaps most frequently made
under both Testaments,”

Christian philosophers have been compelled to
acknowledge that this account of creation is only
reconcileable with demonstrated physical facts by
its being regarded as a record of appearances : and
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if 80, to vindicate the truth of God, we must con-
sider it, so far as the aets are concerned, as the
relation of a revelation to the sight, which was
sufficient for all its purposes, rather than as one
in words; though the words are perfectly true as
describing the revelation itself, and the revelation
is equally true as shewing man the principal phe-
nomena which he would have seen had it been
possible for him to be a witness of the events.
Further: if we view the narrative as the de-
scription of a series of visions, while we find it to
be perfectly reconcileable with the statement in
other parts of Scripture, that *“in six days the
Lord made heaven and earth,” we remove, with
other difficulties, the only strong objection to the
opinion of those who regard the “six days” as
periods of undefinable duration (since we are told,
say they, that * one day is with the Lord as a
thousand years, and a thousand years as one day,”)
and who may even believe that we are now in
“the seventh day,” the day of rest, or of cessation
from the work of creation, Certainly “ the day
of God,” and *the day of the Lord,” and the
** thousand two hundred and threescore days™ of
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the Hevelation of St. John, and the “seventy
weeks " in the prophecy of Daniel, are not to be
understood in their primary and natural senses.
It is therefore unnecessary to discuss the question,
whether the eleventh verse of the twentieth
chapter of Exodus be a gloss, or comment, as
some suppose it to be, (on the gronud that another
passage is substituted for it in the repetition of
the decalogue, in Deut. v.,) and whether the latter
portion of the seventeenth verse of the thirty-first
chapter of Exodus be also a gloss, and both be,
in consequence, of doubtful authority. The only
reason that we can see for regarding the last of
these three passages as a gloss, and as hEing-nf
uncertain authority, is the doubt which, in the
opinion of some, is cast upon the first by the
second ; unless we regard as an additional reason
the change from the first to the third person.

A writer in a periodical journal (the Journal of
Sacred Literature, No. II. of the present year,
1855,) objects to our view of the record of the
creation, and says that ““the seer does mot give
the remotest intimation that it is not the most
rigidly historical narrative,” We think that he
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does give an intimation, and one not remote, of
its being the relation of a series of visions, in the
words “ and it was evening and it was morning,
day first,”—* day second,”—and so on : for these
words appear to us very plainly to denote that the
events after the mention of which they occur are
represented as though taking place in the night,
between evening and morning; not between even-
ing and evening, in four-and-twenty hours; nor
between morning and evening. We think that
in one night the darkness was seen to withdraw
itself and the light to appear : that in another, the
sun was seen, a8 well as the moon and stars; and
that in the night of the seventh day no vision was
beheld, God having then “ended” and * rested”
“from all his work which he had made,” He
says also, “ To assume that the record is one of
appearances and not of faets,”"—a most unjust in-
sinuation, for we have contended for the perfect
truth of the revelation—* is to strip it of its his-
torical character.,” And again, he says of our ex-
planation of that record, “ Does it not reduce it to
a dream, a waking dream if you will-—but still a
dream ?”  Would he venture to say thus of un~
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questioned visions related in the Bible? And if he
must allow that revelations made in dreams and
seeming to be only keard are entitled to be re-
garded as strictly true when found related in the
Bible, (as in several instances which we are about
to mention,) will he, after a moment’s reflection,
say that we impair the credibility of the record of
the creation by explaining it as a dream in which
the revelations seemed to be both keard and seen 7 -
Admitting that “* the revelation of future events may
have been by vision,” (as though even this were
doubtful,) he asks, “ but where can we find a reve-
lation of past events of which this can be said and
proved ?”  We have given what we regard as a
sufficient answer to this question by a quotation
from Professor Lee: and we might content our-
selves with asking, in our turn, a question of our
objector : Where can we find in the Scriptures a
relation of any past event beside the two instances
mentioned above, and those which are represented
as having oceurred in the spiritual world, but such
as might be given on the authority of human
witness, without being revealed, either in the more
usual manner (that of a vision) or otherwise?
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But even past events of the latter kind can be
“ said and proved” to have been sometimes revealed
in dreams, in which the revelations thus imparted
seemed to be heard ; as in the instance of the
dream of Abimelech, related in Gen. xx. 3, inform-
ing him of an event which Abraham and others
could have made known to him; and in the in-
stances of two dreams of Joseph, the husband of
the mother of the Saviour, related by St. Matthew
in ch. i, v. 20, and in ch, ii. vv. 19 and 20, of his
(zospel. The last of the chapters to which we
have here referred is remarkable as relating three
dreams which were revelations of future events, as
well as one revealing a past event. And in the
second chapter of the book of Daniel we find two
dreams mentioned—one a revelation of a future
event; the other, of a past event: and again, in
the ninth chapter of the Aects. Thus we have
given five instances of the revelation of past events
in dreams or night-visions ; and thus our objector
has led us, against his will, to confirm our view
of the narrative of the creation.

The same writer questions whether this view
be consistent with the statement that “ in six days
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the Lord made heaven and earth :” but if the re-
cord be a relation of six visions, in which were
seen the aspects of events of six distinct periods of
equal, though undefinable, length, we assert, incon-
trovertibly, that these periods may be termed
“days " in later passages of the Bible with as
much propriety as the periods which are so termed
in the Revelation of St. John, or as other periods
in the book of Daniel are termed “weeks.” In saying
this, with respect to the term * days,” we are even
understating the case; for there is a close analogy
between natural days and the great geological
periods: each of the latter was a period of life
followed by a period of death, or at least of death
on a very extraordinary scale : and the period of
human life is called in Scripture “day ;" and that
of death, “ night;” as in St. John's Gospel, ix. 4.
For this reason, therefore, more particularly, the
passage in Exodus xx. 9-11 may mean, “ Six of
thy days (natural days) shalt thou labour,
but the seventh of those days is the Sabbath,
fur in six of his days (figurative days)
the Lord made heaven and earth, . . and
rested the seventh of those days.”
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But we regard the six supposed visions as bear-
ing only a general relation to six great periods, and
revealing only those particulars which most con-
cern mankind; excluding multitudes of animal and
vegetable species which man has never seen save
in a fossil state or by means of the microscope;
for they exclude all the animals of the first four
periods, and all the vegetables of the same except-
ing those of the third period, apparently the ear-
liest land-organisms with which we are acquainted.
The fourth period is held by many scientific men
to have been one of a great atmospheric change,
whereby the heavenly bodies first became distinetly
vistble from the earth.

If the probable correctness of this view of the
general character of the narrative which we have
been considering be admitted, we are not of neces-
sity to infer that this record of the creation does
not leave some important facts to be supplied by
other portions of Scripture ; and with this observa-
tion, we may proceed to the second part of our
inquiry.,

s



CHAPTER IL

THE GENESIS OF MAN.

WHEN a passage, or a collection of passages, in
Holy Scripture, is known to be susceptible of two
different interpretations, without any forced con-
struction, it is our right and duty to refrain from
forming an opinion in favour of one of those inter-
pretations, and against the other, until we have
carefully weighed all the circumstances of the case,
not suffering the evidence on either side to be
swayed by any educational bias, or by any tradi-
tion that might be brought to bear upon it, and
have found a decided preponderance of probability
in one scale of the balance., It is one of our most
precious privileges, as Protestant Christians, to
hold this axiom ; and astronomy and geology have
sufficiently rebuked us for neglecting it.

The passages in the Bible which are commonly
regarded as deciding the question respecting the
unity of origin of the human species demand a
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reverential caution of this kind in him who ex-
amines them : for while these apparently indicate
the origination of all mankind from a single pair
of ancestors, there are others which apparently
imply the existence of human beings not the off-
spring of Adam.

Of the former, the following passages are those
which are generally esteemed the most weighty in
their evidence.

1. “ And the Lord God said, [It is] not good
that the man [* the ddam" ] should be alone: I will
make him an help wmeet for him.” (Gen. ii. 18.)

This passage certainly seems, at first sight, to
imply that Adam was the only human being
then existing. But if we regard him as the first
individual of a new variety of a species which had
universally sinned but not become extinet, we
may not only understand why God created © an
help meet for him,” but also why we find no men-
tion of the creation of wives for his sons. The
sinless Adam needed a sinless wife: but in the
cases of Cain and Seth, the same necessity did not
obtain ; they having been born fallen creatures.

2. “ And Adam [or * the adam”] called his
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ife's name Eve, because she was the mother of all
liwing.” (Gen. iii, 20.)

To understand what is here said, we must first
observe, that it has an obvious reference to the
announcement previously made to Eve, (who, it ts
clear, was not yet a mother,) that she should * bring
forth children ;" so that the verb here rendered
“was" must be one of the numerous instances in
which the preterite in Hebrew is used as an em-
phatic future; as in Gen. i. 29, and xv. 18, and
xvii. 20, and xxiil. 11 and 13, ete.: and secondly,
that the Hebrew noun which is here rendered
‘“all,” when the noun to which it is prefixed is
without the article, as it is in this instance, often
signifies “many,” or * a variety,” or * all kinds,” or
“all sorts ;" as in Gen. xli. 57, and Lev. xix. 23,
and 1 Chron. xxix. 2, and Neh. xiil. 16, ete. We
therefore believe that Adam called his wife's name
Eve because she should be the mother of many
children, If the meaning be *all living,” we
have no right to infer from it mnore than that
Adam was as yet in ignorance of the existence of
any human beings beside himself and his wife;
and it is not unreasonable to suppose that he may
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have been originally placed apart in the garden of
Eden because that ignorance was necessary to the
preservation of his innocence. Before his fall, he
had known good only : not evil.

3. * Have ye not read, that he which made from
the' beginning (d% dgxis [as in the fourth verse
following]) made them male and female, [according
to some translators, * a male and a female,” | and
said, For this cause shall a man leave father and
mother, and shall cleave to his wife; and they twain
shall be one flesh?” (Matt, xix. 4 and 5.) And
“ But from the beginning of the creation (é=0 &
dgyits xriviws) Glod made them male and female.
For this eause,” ete. (Mark x. 6.)

As these two passages relate what was said in
explanation of the divine law of marriage, we
think that they may reasonably be understood to
mean, that (God's making male and female, or a
male and a female, signified that the female is the
necessary complement of the male, and that the
two should be inseparable; and that He said, to
shew this more plainly, when he made Eve and
brought her unto Adam, “ For this cause,” ete.
We do not see that they necessarily imply the
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non-existence of Pre-Adamites : but rather believe
them to mean, that God has ever proportioned the
females to the males so as to shew that for every
male there was designed a female for his counter-
part. :

4. * And hath made of one blood all nations of
men for to dwell on all the face of the earth.” (Acts
xvii. 26.)

If the being * made of one blood™ necessarily
meant the origination from one pair of ancestors,
then the statement of the inspired Apostle Paul,
that * there is one flesh of men, [not * one kind
of flesh,” as in our authorized wversion, though it
is not intended by this observation to find fault
with this particular rendering,] another flesh of
beasts, another of fishes, [and] another of birds,”
(1 Cor. xv. 89,) would necessarily mean that all
beasts, collectively, whatever be their genera and
species, originated from a single pair, and so all
fishes, and all birds. Dr. Pye Smith candidly admits
that * we cannot indeed affirm it to be an dmpossi-
bility that the Almighty Creator should have seen
fit to bring originally into being duplicates, tripli-
cates, or other multiples of pairs, formed so alike
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that there should be no specific difference between
them.” And he afterwards observes, “With regard
to Acts xvii, 26, it cannot be proved that ¢ one
blood™ necessarily signifies descent from a common
ancestry : for, admitting a specific identity, though
having proceeded from distinet foci of creation,
both the physical and the mental characteristics
would be the same in all essential qualities.”
(* The Relation between the Holy Scriptures and
some parts of Geological Science :” ed. of 1852:
Supplementary Note E.)

We think that these words are mainly designed
to convey a figurative meaning. The context
seems plainly to indicate this, declaring the doec-
trine of a unity of mankind far above that of
physical consanguinity, by teaching that God
“ miveth to all life, and Lreath, and all things,”
and that *we are his offspring.” In like manner,
also, the Saviour says, (Matt. xxiii, 8 and 9,) “ Be
not ye called Rabbi: for one is your Master,
[even] Christ; and all ye are brethren. And call
no [man] your father upon the earth: for one s
your Father, which s in heaven.” THere the

figurative meaning is still more plain; though
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these words appear chiefly to point to a yet
higher unity, to which we shall have to advert in
considering the two passages of Seripture next
following. DBut we strongly incline to the opinion
that the words in Acts xvil. 26, have also a literal
meaning ; and this may be the case without their
disproving the existence of Pre-Adamites: for if
there have been two creations of man, the first
consisting of one pair, or of two or more pairs
whose blood became united by the intermarriages
of their children, and the second consisting of one
pair whose children intermarried with descendants
of the first pair or pairs, then, literally speaking,
one blood pﬁrmdes. the whole human species, although
in a very large portion thereof intermixed with
another blood, that of the man created “in the
image of God.” - ¢

5. “ By one man sin entered into the world,
and death by sin, and so death passed throughout
(64232) to all men [of his descendants], for that
(¢¢'#%, in the margin of the authorized version ‘in
whom') all have sinned.”” (Rom. v. 12,) And
“ Stnce by @ man (87 @dgdwov) (i8] death, by a man

(is] also the vesurrection of the dead: for as by (&)
B2
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Adum all [who partake of the nature which he
transmitted] die, even so by Christ shall all {who
-partake of the nature which he assumed] be made
alive.” (1 Cor, xv. 21 and 22.)

Before geological discoveries had brought to
light abundant and overwhelming evidence of the
fact that irrational animals lived and died upon this
¢arth countless ages before the time of Adam,
these passages of Scripture were commonly re-
garded as teaching that death was unknown in
the world before Adam’s transgression. It requires
but little consideration to see that this was an
unjust, or at least an unnecessary, inference ; that
the death here spoken of is only that which Adam
brought upon himself, and, by the transmission of
his sinful nature, upon all his descendants: and
as these passages do not declare, contrary to de-
monstrated facts, that death in an absolute sense
was unknown before Adam, neither do they prove
that rational beings did not exist before him, dying
for a cause different from that which bronght death
upon him and his seed. Doth assert that one man
brought death upon all his posterity ; and this fact
is by no means inconsistent with the existence of
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- multitudes of other men of whom every one died
for his own transgression against the law written
in his heart. They teach that death as a punish-
ment for travsgression of a divine commandment
came by one man, namely, Adam; and the latter
of them, with its context, teaches that the resur-
rection of the dead as a gratuitous compensation
tor that punishment is also by one, namely, Christ.
Therefore, all that we may reasonably infer from
them, with respect to the question of the existence
of human beings before Adam, seems to be this:
that if such beings existed, they did not sin against
a divine revelation: and the existence of Pre-
Adamites without a revelation is surely less won-
derful than the fact that there have been, and
still are, Post-Adamites without it: but there
exists no people whose genealogy can be traced
up in the Secriptures to Adam without some relic
thereof, swall though it be: and this is an argu-
ment for the existence of Non-Adamites: for we
think that the revelation made to Adam can
never have become extinguished among his pos-
terity.

“Sin is the transgression of law ;" (1 John, iii.
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4;) for * through law (& vieev) [is] the knowledge
of sin:” (Rom. iii. 20:) * where there is no law
[there is] no transgression:” (Rom. iv. 15:) “ sin
(Rom. v.

m

is not imputed where there is no law,
13.) But law, in this definition of sin, has a two-
fold acceptation : there is a revealed law and a
natural law. St. Paul speaks of the former where
he mentions those who * have sinned without
law ;" (Rom. ii. 12;) and he draws a distinction
between the former and the latter where he says,
* when, therefore, the Gentiles, who have not a
law, do by nature the things contained in the law,
these, not having a law, are a law unto themselves,
which shew the work of the law written in their
hearts.” (Rom. ii. 14,) Therefore sin, also, has a
twofold acceptation: And hence the same Apostle
says aflterwards (perhaps more particularly referring
to the latter half of the first chapter of his Epistle
to the Romans, in which he has recounted the
enormous sins committed against the law of
nature by Gentiles ¢ professing themselves to be
wise, | “we have before proved hoth Jews and
Gentiles to be all under sin:” (Rom. iii. 9:) the
sin of the former being against a revealed law; that
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of the latter, azainst the law of nature, and what,
in our language, we might perhaps rather term
“crime.” Now the sin spoken of in the former of
the two passages to which these observations are
appended, and alluded to in the latter of them,
was only of the former kind; therefore these
passages do not prove that sin of the latter kind
did not before exist: and the death of which they
speak being likewise only that which was occa-
sioned by the former kind of sin, they do not
prove that there was no death of human beings
for a different cause before the sin of Adam, any
more than they declare the refuted doctrine that
death in an absolute sense was unknown before
his time.

It may be observed dlso, that the expression
rendered “ the world"” (riv zdouew), in the former
of the passages to which these remarks apply,
may possibly mean * the world of Adam’s race;”
for it is often used so as to exclude many of the
human species; as, for iﬁatanr:ﬂ, in 1 John, v, 19,
where © the whole world” (6 xéguos &102) denotes all
who are not of od.

And here, too, we may observe, that Adam is
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called “ the first man Adam,” and simply * the
Jirst man ;" but only where Christ is called * the
last Adam,” and © the second man ;" (1 Cor, xv. 45
and 47;) and we should not insist that an appel-
lation must be literally understood when it has a
correlative which cannot be so understood. The
propriety of these appellations may be sufficiently
seen from the consideration that the dispensation
which commenced with Adam was closed by
Christ; but most manifestly from the fact that
Adam was the first man who bore * the image of
Glod” (Gen. i. 27); and that Christ is the second
and last who recetved that tmage, * who is the
image of the invisible God™ (Col. 1. 15), * the
express image of his person” (Heb. 1. 3), in the
lighest sense; which image believers are to bear
at the resurrection, as the Apostle goes on to shew
after using the appellations which we have thus
explained (1 Cor, xv. 49).

The religious bearings of this question seem to
have caused most Christians who have thought
upon it to lay too much stress npon the apparent
scriptural evidences of the non-exigtence of Pre-
Adamites, and to overlook or evade the apparently
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contrary evidences which we have yet to examine,
hd which are of the same paramount authority.
But many persons have taken too gloomy a view
of the condition, with respect to a future state, in
which human beings not descended from Adam, if
there be, or ever have been, such, must be con-
sidered as placed. * For there is no respect of
persons with God: for as many as have sinned
without law shall also perish without [being judged
by] law; and as many as have sinned under law
shall be judged by law : for not the hearers of the
law [are] just before God, but the doers of the law
shall be justified : when, therefore, the Gentiles,
who have not a law, do by nature the things con-
tained in the law, these, not having a law, are a
law unto themselves, which shew the work of the
law written in their hearts.” (Rom. i, 11-15.)
Moreover, the Scripture teaches that persons in
this condition, having the gospel made known to
them, may obtain salvation by faith in the atone-
ment, like others. * For the Scripture, foreseeing
that God would justify the heathen through faith,
preached the gospel before unto Abraham, [saying,]
In thee shall all the nations be blessed. Wherefore
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they who are of faith are blessed with faithful Abra-
ham,” Thus says St. Panl, addressing (entiles,
(Gal. ili. 8 and 9.) And again, addressing the
same people, he says, Ye are all the sons of God
by faith in Christ Jesus : for as many of you as
have been baptized into Christ have put on Christ:
there is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither bond
nor free, there is neither male nor female ; for ye are
all one in Christ Jesus: and if ye [be] Christs,
then are ye Abraham’s seed, and heirs according to
the promise,”  ((Gal. iii. 26 to the end of the
chapter.) .

A late devout and philosophic anthor, whom we
have before cited, although strongly inclining to
the popular belief in the origination of the entire
human species from one pair of ancestors, has
plainly recorded his conviction, that it cannot be
proved from Scripture; and has thus been led to
make the following important observations on this
question in its relation to ourselves as Christians,
supposing the limitation of the posterity of Adam
to the narrowest compass: which the Bible, by any
fair construetion, can be held to allow.—* If the
two first inhabitants of Eden were the progenitors,
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not of all human beings, but only of the race
whence sprung the Hebrew family, still it would
remain the fact, that afl were formed by the imme-
diate power of God, and all their circumstances,
stated or implied in the Seriptures, would remain
the same as to moral and practical purposes. Adam
would be a ¢ figure of Him that was to come,’ the
Saviour of mankind ; just as Melchizedek, or Moses,
or Aaron, or David : the gpiritual -lesson would be
the same, The sinful character of all the tribes of
men, and the individuals composing them, would
remain determined by the most abundant and
painfully demonstrated proofs, in the history of all
times and nations. The way and manner in which
moral corruption has thus infected all men, under
their several heads of primeval ancestry, would be
an inscrutable mystery (—which ¢ & now ;—) but
the need of divine mercy, and the duty to seek it,
would be the same; the same necessity would
exist of a Saviour, a redemption, and a renovation
of the internal character by efficacious grace. That
the Saviour was, in his human pature, a descen-
dant of Adam, would not militate against his being

a proper Redeemer for all the races of mankind,
C
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any more than his being a descendant of Abraham,
Judah, and David, at all diminishes his perfection
tu save us, ‘sinners of the Gentiles.” (* The
Relation between the Holy Scriptures and some
parts of Geological Science ;” by Dr. Pye Smith:
ed. of 1852 : Supplementary Note E.) That this
is scriptural doctrine is plainly shewn by the tenth
chapter of the Acts, and by our citations from the
third chapter of the Epistle to the Galatians.

But here it is important to add, that, accord-
ing to the view which we have taken, of the mutual
relation of all mankind, and which will be found
fully explained hereafter, the Saviour, as ‘mfm, I8
connected by consanguinity with the whole human
Bpecies.

Let us now consider some passages which ap-
pear to indicate the existence of human beings not
descended from Adam. |

1. Cain’s saying, “ I shall be a fugitive and a
vagabond in the earth ; and it shall come to pass
[that] every one that findeth me shall slay me.” And
the consequence of that saying: * And the Lord
said unto him, Therefore whosoever slayeth Cain,
vengeance shall be taken on him sevenfold. And

L
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the Lord set a mark wpon Cain, [or * gave a token
unto Cain "] lest any finding him should kil
him.” And the subsequent events related of him :
““ And Cain went out from the presence of the Lord,
and dwelt in the land of Nod, [or * land of exile,”]
on the east of Eden. And Cain ILnew his wife ;
and she concetved, and bare Enoch : and he builded
a city, and called the name of the eity, after the
name of his son, Fnoch,” (Gen. iv. 14-17.)

Cain may be supposed to have expected the
great increase of Adam’s posterity which happened
during his life-time, and thence to have feared the
vengeance of a kinsmwan : but this is certainly not
the obvious meaning of his words: and, moreover,
he was, on the day of his saying thus, *driven out
from the face of the earth  [or “land”], evidently
meaning the land of his parents, and became “a

fugitive and a vagabond.” How, then, should he
fear the vengeance of his own kindred ?

His wife is commonly supposed to have been
his sister: and at least one of Adam’s sons must
have married his sister if no other human race but
that of Adam existed: but this is contrary to an
express law of God. (Lev. xviii. 9). It has been

e fé{,pﬂ ) not
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argued that a marriage of this kind was unobjec-
tionable until it was expressly forbidden : but an
infidel might argue thus with respect to adultery,
and even murder. Dr. Johnson, in his Dictionary,
(though not referring to this particular case,) terms
such a union *unnatural and criminal.,” The case
of Abrabam (who, as some suppose, married a
sister, not a niece as others contend, but a sister
by the father's side only,) cannot be adduced as a
parallel case to the marriage of a son of Adam with
hig sister ; much less as shewing that a positive
law of God, affecting the very foundations of
society, was not always binding : still less will it
avall to adduce examples of the marriages of
brothers with sisters which were held lawful and
practised, in the fullest extent, among the ancient
Egyptians; and with the limitation to the sister
by the father's side only, among the Athenians,
according to an old tradition, an Egyptian colony.,

We must therefore conclude, unless we presume
to impute inconsistency to the moral law and
government of God, that, beside the family of
Adam, there existed a race of earlier origin, with
whom his sons and daughters intermarried. And
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it so, we must further infer, that, in the times of
the third and subsequent generations after Adam,
while one portion of mankind was wholly Non-
Adamite, another portion was more Non-Adamite
than Adamite, and a third portion alone was that
to which the appellation of Adamite can properly
apply. The race of Cain (who was * cursed from
the earth™ [or “land "}, * a fugitive and a vaga-
bond,” “driven out from the face of the earth”
[or “land '], expatriated, and in a manner cxecon-
municated, who “ went out from the presence of
the Lord, and dwelt [apart from his kindred] in
the land of Nod” [or “land of exile "], and there
had a wife,) cannot, we think, be included among
the Adamites: for if (as we suppose him to have
done) Cain married a woman of another race, his
children, we may most reasonably assume, living
apart from all their collateral relations, did the
same ; thus producing a progeny in which the
Adamite blood must have been much less than that
with which it became intermixed. On the other
hand, the brothers and sisters of Cain, though, like
him, intermarrying with another race, produced
families. of cousins, who most probably intermarried
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among themselves, (setting an example which we
find to have been followed by many of their pos-
terity,) and thus preserved less deteriorated the
Adamite blood. Of such a race as we suppose
that of Cain to have been, it might be said that
they were not Adamites, though of an Adamite, in
a stronger sense than it is said of others, (in Rom.
ix. 6 and 7,) “ They [are] not all Israel, which
are of Israel; neither, because they are the seed
of Abraham, [are they] all children: but [(God
said,] In Isaac shall thy seed be called.” In
explanation of these words, it is added, * That is,
they which are the children of the flesh, these
[are] not the children of God: but the children of
the promise are counted for the seed.” Now Seth
was of the children of the promise, for of his seed,
according to the flesh, was to be the Saviour; and
he had a title to be called * a son of God ™ as well
as “a son of Adam,” seeing that he was, as St.
Luke says, (iii. 38,) “ [the son] of Adam, which was
[the son] of God:" but not so Cain: the latter
lost his title to be called “a son of God,” as is
shewn by St. John's contrasting (in his first Epistle,
iii, 9 and 12,) him who is “ begotten of God ” with
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him who is “ as Cain was, [begotten] of the wicked
one;” and hence, also, we may infer that he lost
his title to be called “a son of Adam.” Eve,
moreover, seems to have alluded to his having
ceased to be reckoned as her offspring when ¢ she
bare a son, and called his name Seth: for God
[said she] hath appointed me another seed instead
of Abel, whom Cain slew.,” The appellation of
“the Adamites ™ may also be supposed to be used
so as to exclude the race of Cain for another reason,
because these probably constituted a comparatively
stnall portion of the collective races which were in
part descended from Adam, like as the appellations
of “ Israel” and  all Israel” are used so as to
exclude the tribes of Judah and Benjamin.

2. * Then a beginning was made for proclaiming
the name of Jehovah.” (Gen, iv, 26.)

The passage which we have thus translated has
been regarded as one of which the meaning is
extremely obscure. In the authorized version it
is rendered, “then began men to call upon the
name of the Lord,” or, as in the margin, * to call
[themselves] by the name of the Lord:” and
according to the former of these interpretations,
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the meaning is generally supposed to be, that men
then began to celebrate the public worship of the
Lord : according to the second, that righteous men
then began to call themselves “ sons of God ;" and
thus the passage has been regarded as connected
with the beginning of Gen. vi., which is separated
from it only by a parenthetic chapter. The diffi-
culties which attend the admission of either of these
interpretations, if we hold the common opinion,
that at the time to which this statement relates,
goon after the birth of Enos, there existed no
human beings beside the family of Adam, are suffi-
ciently obvious to need no comment: and with
respect to the latter of them, a further difficulty
arises from a critical examination of the meaning
of the appellation rendered “sons of God ™ in the
authorized version in Gen, vi. 2 and 4, (as we shall
have to shew in considering the passages in which
it oceurs,) standing, as it does, in the same sentence
with “ the davghters of the Adamites.” DBut if we
admit that there then existed other human beings
heside the family of Adam, both these inter-
pretations appear to be suitable; for we must
regard the latter as meaning that certain men
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then began to call themselves the servants of
Jehovah.

In this case, however, the rendering which we
have given seems to be far more snitable. It is
agreeable with the rendering in the authorized ver-
gion in Ex. xxxiil. 19, “I will make all my good-
ness pass before thee, and I will proclaim the name
of the Lord before thee ;" and in the next chapter,
verse 5, “ And the Lord descended in the cloud,
and stood with him there, and proclaimed the name
of the Lord.” The like rendering is also, evidently,
the most appropriate in 1 Chron. xvi. 8, and Ps,
ev. 1, “ Give thanks unto the Lord; proclaim his
name ; make known his deeds among the people ;7
and in Is. xii. 4, “ Praise the Lord; proclaim his
name ; declare his doings among the people ; make
mention that his name is exalted ;' and probably in
several other instances. The words rendered
“ proclaiming,” and * proclaim,” and “ proclaimed,”
“ the name of the Lord,” in these passages, literally
signify “ calling,” or “summoning,” and * call,”
etc., “in the name of Jehovah,” And it is worthy
of remark, that the Arabic word which exactly
agrees in all its applications with the Hebrew verb
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here used is often employed to signify the “calling,”
“ gummoning,’ or “inviting,” to the true faith.
This Arabic verb is “ da’a ;7 and its active parti-
cipial noun is commonly applied to “a religious
missionary.”

Another interpretation has been adopted by
Jewish writers: “ Then a profanation was com-
mitted for calling by the name of Jehovah;” that
is, applying the name of Jehovah to other objects,
This rests only upon an assumption; and in point
of probability differs but little from the interpreta-
tions in our authorized version.

3. % And it came to pass, when the Adamites [lit.
“ the adam,’ or * Adam,” which, whenever it
occurs after the death of the man to whom the
name of “ Adam " is first applied, properly signifies
“ the Adamites,” just as * Isracl,” in the like case,
properly signifies  Israelites,” though the former
differs from the latter in being originally a generic
epithet, and therefore has the article prefixed to it,
frequently when applied to Adam himself,] began to
multiply on the face of the earth, and daughters were
born unto them, that the sons [or * servants,” as in
Deut. xiv. 1, and Ps. Ixxiii. 15, and Prov. xiv. 26,
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etc.,] of the gods [as in Ex. xxxii. 1 and 23, and
Deut. iv. 28, and Judges x. 14, and xvii. 5, and
1 Kings xix. 2, and xx. 10, and Jer. xi. 12, ete,,
and thus (rav Yesv) in the version of Aquila in the
present instance,]| saw the dauglters of the Adamites
that they [were] goodly ; and they took them wives
of all which they chose.” . . . “ The giants [or
rather, (though the Hebrew word, which is ** Nephi-
lim,” seems to be a Gentile appellation,) © fullen
ones,” or “ apostates,’'] were in the earth in those
days ; and also after that, when the sons [or * ser-
vants | of the gods came in unto the daughters of
the Adamites, and they bare [children] to them ;
these [were) the mighty ones which of old [were] men
of renown.” . . . . % And the Lord said, I will
destroy the Adamites whom I have created,” ete.
(Gen. vi. 1-7.)

The two phrases rendered above “the sons
for “servants’] of the gods” and * the daughters
of the Adamites,” being rendered in the autho-
rized version “the sons of God"” and “the daughters
of men,” most of the commentators have supposed
to mean “good men” and *wicked women;”
imagining, it seems, that good men were then
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insnared by the wiles of wicked women ; though
this is evidently not the most obvious meaning ;
while some have even imagined them to mean
“angels” and “women.” Our rendering of the
latter of these phrases we have already explained.
In vindication of our rendering of the other, the
following, also deviating from the authorized ver-
sion, may be adduced, as less liable to cavil, inas-
much as it presents a plain and consistent statement
in the place of one which staggers the reader by
its incongruity. “ There was a day when the sons
[or “ servants’| of the gods came to oppose them-
selves [so in 1 Sam. xvii. 16, and Job xxxiii. 5,
and Ps. ii. 2,] to the Lord, and Satan came also
among them,” (Job i. 6, and i 1,) “ to oppose him-
self to the Lord.” (ii. 1.} The passage may be thus
paraphrased : * There was a day when wicked and
impious men, the worshippers of false gods, op-
pugned the moral government of Jehovah, and
Satan aided them in their rebellion against him.” If
this case could be considered abstractedly, we think
that scarcely any candid person would refuse his
assent to the correctness of our interpretation of
the phrase in question ; which we therefore regard
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as presenting a very strong argument against the
unity of origin of the human species, by its
occurrence in Gen. vi.

The above are the only instances in which the
phrase here rendered “ the sons [or “ servants™] of
the gods™ oceurs, An instance nearly the same,
only the article being omitted before the word
rendered “gods,” occurs in Job xxxviil. 7; rendered
in the anthorized version,  when the morning stars
sang together and all the sons of God shouted for
goy &7 in which spirits seem to be intended: but a
comparison with Isaiah xiv. 12, (“ How art thou
fallen from heaven, O Lucifer, [or “ O day-star,’]
son of the morning!™) and the fact that the two
verbs in this passage of Job sometimes signify
“erying for aid”’ and ¥ shouting for baitle,” shew
that the meaning is at least doubtful, It is an
awful thing to apply to false gods, in a particular
instance, a name possibly there meant to denote
the true God; but it is equally awful to do the re-
verse. A literal translation is surely the best in such
a case ; and a preference of one interpretation may
be allowed, without an absolute denial of the other.,

To the above passage in the book of Job, there

1!
{
I

4



a8 CHAPTER I1.

is a very remarkable parallel: 1 saw the Lord
sitting on his throne, and all the host of leaven
standing by him [or * against him,” 1. e, * opposing
him,” as though “confronting him,”] on his right
hand and on his left.” (1 Kings xxii. 19 : repeated
in 2 Chron. xviil, 18.) * Tke host of heaven”
generally, if not in every case, means objects of

idolatrous worship ; and particularly, as such, the
stars ; and is therefore a very proper appellation
for evil spirits ; whom it may perhaps denote even
in Neh, ix. 6, where it is said, * the host of heaven
worshippeth thee ;” for the verb rendered “ worship-
peth” more properly signifies * acknowledgeth thy
superiority or authority.” (See Ps. xcovii. 7:
“ worship him all [ye] gods.”) Moreover it seems
evident that from ¢ the host of heaven” spoken of
by Micaiah, not from among God's holy angels,
came forth the “ lying spirit™ that was to persuade
Ahab: and, thus understood, Micaiah’s vision,
otherwise incongruous, (like the parallel passage
in Job as rendered in the authorized version,) is
perfectly consistent,

The word rendered “ gods™ in the passages of
Genesis and Job upon which we are commenting is
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“elohim.” “Elim” is also thought to signify the
same, and is applied to false gods: (as in Ex. xv.
11, * Who among gods [is] like thee, (0 Lord 2"
which compare with Ex. xviii. 11, ® Now I know
that the Lord [is] greater than all the gods,” where
the word “ elohim ™ is used:) and if so, we have
the phrase “sons of gods” also in Ps. xxix. 1,
“ (Hive unto the Lord, O ye sons of gods, give unto
the Lord glory and strength ;" which compare with
Ps. xevil. 7, before cited; (* worship him all [ye]
gods;"") and again, in Ps. Ixxxix. 7, *“ For who in
the heaven can be compared unto the Lord ? [who]
amonyg the sons of gods can be likened unto the Lord 2"
As a contrast to this phrase, we find (in Hosea i,
10) “ the sons of the living God.”

The substitution of © fallen ones,” or *apostates,”
for the “ giants” of the authorized English version
and of other versions, in Gen. vi. 4, is justified by
many critics, and is more agrecable with the
Hebrew etymology ; although we have reason to
believe that the people to whom the appellation
thus rendered is applied were generally of extra-
ordinary stature. In favour of rendering it “ giants,”
it has been urged that “niphla” is applied in
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Chaldee to *“the giant in the sky,” that is, the
constellation * Orion:™ but Orion is distinguished
by the Arabs for its obliquity; (see, for instance,
Freytag’s * Hamase Carmina,” page 561;) par-
ticularly, it seems, in respect of the three bright
stars of the belt, which form a line oblique to that
of its course, as though falling. DBut supposing
the word to signify *giants,” it is said in the
Hebrew, and in the Septuagint also, not that
“ there were giants in the earth in those days,”
but * the giunts were in the earth in those days:”
and the most obvious and probable inference from
these words, unswayed by a foregone conclusion,
seems to be, that the epithet thus rendered is a
Gentile appellation, like several other epithets which
are untranslated in the various versions of the
Bible, such as the “’Andakim™ (or “long-necked ™
people), the * Amorites” (supposed to signify
“ mountaineers”), the * Perizzites” (meaning the
“ villagers '), the “ Hivites” (a name thought
to have the same signification as * Perizzites "),
etc. It occurs only in the paﬂﬂagé to which these
observations refer and in one other instance, Num.

xiil. 33, ¢ There we saw the Nephilim, the sons of
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"Anale of the Nephilim ;7 which, compared with
another passage, shews, if the latter be not a gloss,
that the people thus called were either wholly or
in part the same who were called the “ Rephaim;
for among the latter also were reckoned the
“’Anikim,” as well as those whom the Moabites

¥

called “ Emim,” and those whom the Ammonites
called * Zamzummim ;"' who are all described as
having been of gigantic stature, and whose pedigrees
are not recorded in the Bible. (See Deut. ii. 10
and 11 and 20, ¢ the Hebrew ; held by some to be
interpolations, but, if so, doubtless of very ancient
origin.)  Thus we find the Nephilim mentioned
as existing before the flood, and also in the days
of Moses; and we must not hastily infer from this
that they were not a race distinet from the descen-
dants of Adam; for an examination of passages in
the Bible hereafter to be cited will shew strong
reason for believing that people not descended from
Adam, if such existed before the flood, were not
among those whom it destroyed, But let it be
observed, that we build no theory upoun the state-
ment of the spies, in Num, xiii. 33, quoted above.

We build upon other statements, among which we
¢ 2
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reckon that in Gen. vi. 1-7 as one of the most re-
markable ; though we think our view to be con-
firmed by the account of the spies; for it is hardly
credible that they condemned themselves by speak-
~ing of a people who had no existence, and of their
relationship to the well-known 'Anikim. We are
induced to add this by an observation intended to
cast discredit upon our arguments, *that it 1s
scarcely safe to build a theory upon a lie.” Mis-
representation is generally a sign of the weakness
of the cause for which it is employed, however
good be the motive. |
If we suppose that the men who ‘are here said
to have married with “the daughters of the
Adamites' were of the race of Cain, we remove
one difficulty : but we have no evidence whatever
to shew that these were idolaters, though in a
manner excommunicated ; nor is it probable that
they should be mentioned without any reference
to their origin: and we should still have to ask,
Who were the wives and husbands of Adam’s
sons and danghters? Who were the people so
dreaded by Cain? Who were the Nephilim ? ete.
4. * By these the isles of the nations became



THE GENESIS OF MAN. 43

divided tn their lands, ([every] man according to his
tongus,) according to thelr families, in their nations.”’
(Gen, x. 5.) And again, * By these the nations
became divided in the earth after the flood.” (Last
verse of the same chapter.) Compare also verses
20 and 31 of the same chapter; and the following
very remarkable passage : ¢ When the Most Ilgh
gave nations for a possession, [which may mean
either when He gave certain of the sons of Neah
nations for a possession, (compare Is. liv. 3, * and
thy seed shall inherit nations,” and other pas-
sages,) or when He gave nations certain lands
for a possession,] when e separated the sons of
Adam, [literally “ on the Most High's giving nations
for a possession, on his separating the sons of Adam,”]
He set the bounds of peoples according to [or, per-
haps, prospectively, © even to”'] the number of the
children of Israel”  (Dent. xxxii. 8.)

These passages, though reconcileable with the
general opinion respecting the origination of all
mankind, seem rather to indicate the existence of
nations not of the same race as the descendants of
Adam, and not destroyed by the flood, and the
partition of the lands of the former among certain
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colonies of the latter; and an argument in favour
of this inference may be drawn from the fact that
the appellation here rendered * the nations,” (* hag-
goyim,”} in other instances, which are very nume-
rous, generally, and perhaps always, denotes the
nations exclusive of the people of God, or of the
Israelites ; wherefore it is often rendered in the
authorized version * the gentiles” and *the hea-
then.” If so, we may suppose that the confusion
of tongues was the consequence, not the cause,
of the dispersion from Babel.—The whole of
the tenth chapter of Genesis seems to be paren-
thetie. |

A writer to whom we have before referred has
expressed surprise that we have quoted the tenth
chapter of Genesis to shew that the Bible gives
intimations of Non-Adamic races who survived the
flood, and have overlooked the nineteenth verse
of the ninth chapter, where it is said, “ These [are]
the three sons of Noah : and of them was the whole
earth overspread.” According to his mode of rea-
soning, it may be argued at some future time, that
North America and Australia, and other regions,
had no human inhabitants before they were * over-
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spread” by English and other Europeans. And
he has added, *If any doubt still remain, we can
only refer him to 2 Pet. ii. 5, which it is hoped is
conclusive.” To this we reply, that if we make
xéawos to signify always “ all the inhabitants of the
earth,” we shall falsify many passages of Seripture.
Again, he says, that the tenth chapter of (ienesis
shews, “ that from the sons of one man have de-
scended tribes in whom all extremes of difference
may be traced.” We ask him, Where shall we
find the Negro? where the Malay? where the
Mongolian? where the American Indian ? where,
in short, any one people whose physical type is
not either purely or predominantly Caucasian ?
The * Cush” of the Bible, as relating to Africa and
Africans, is clearly Ethiopia and the Ethiopians,
distinet from Nigritia and the Nigritians, or
Negroes, Hieroglyphic inscriptions shew that in
the times of the Eighteenth Dynasty of the Pha-
raohs, there existed Negroes, who are faithfully
represented in accompanying sculptures, and some
of whom were dominant, in “ Kish,” which cer-
tainly applies to Ethiopia, south of Egypt, and is
therefore identified with the Hebrew ¢ Cush:” but
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it does not hence follow that Cush is Nigritia;
still less, that it denotes the Negroes; whose pro-
per general appellation in hieroglyphics is * Nahsi,”
(The ancients, however, not knowing Negroes be-
yond Ethiopia, often confounded them with the
Ethiopians properly so called ; as many writers do
in the present day.) Cush and Mizraim are repre-
sented in the Bible as brothers; and the people of
Mizraim, we know, were not Negroes; their own
paintings and painted sculptures shewing them to
have been a brown people, with Ethiopian (not Negro)
features, like several Ethiopian ragés in the present
day. But the existence of Negroes in Ethiopia,
and in Egypt also, before the Hamites entered
Africa, is a fact without which we are unable to
explain African ethnology; as will be seen in
future portions of this work.

5. * Hear ye this, all peoples [or * tribes,” in the
Hebrew *'amim,” often specially applied to the
tribes ‘of Israel, as in Deut. xxxiii. 3 and 19, ete.];
qive ye ear, all inhabitants of the world : both sons
of Adam [corresponding to the * peoples™ or
“ tribes” above mentioned] and sons of man [in a

eneral sense, iIn the Hebrew *1sh.,” correspondin
ﬂ ? 1 P' g
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to the ‘“inhabitants of the world,™] together ; rich
and po&r." (Ps. xlix. 1 and 2.)

The words here rendered *sons of Adam and
sons of man™ are converted in the authorized ver-
gion into “low and high;” and the like is done,
in that version, in five other passages, which may
be rendered thus: * Surely vanity [are] the sons of
Adam : a lie [are] the sons of man ;7 (Ps, 1xii. 9:)
“ They worship the work of their own hands, that
which thetr own fingers have made ; and Adamite
boweth domen, like as [so in Job v. 7, and xii, 11,
and xiv. 19, and xxxiv. 3, ete.,] man [in a general
sense| hwinbleth himself: therefore forgive them not :”
(Is. 1. 8 and 9:) “ And Adamite shall bow down,
and man shall humble himself, [in the Hebrew ex-
actly the same as a clause in the passage next
preceding, the tense being vague,] and the eyes of -
the lofty shall be humbled :” (Is, v. 15:) ¢ Then
shall the Assyrian fall with the sword, not of a
man ; and the sword, not of an Adamite, shall
devour him ;" (Is. xxxi. 8:) * And with men of the
multitude of Adamites [in the authorized version
“ of the common sort,” but in the margin, * of the
multitude of men,” were] brought Sabeans [or



485 CHAPTER II.

“drinkers "] from the wilderness,”  (Ez. xxiii,
42.)

Among more than seventy instances in which
“ish,” or its plural, or a variation thereof, and
“iddm™ occur in the same sentence, the cases
above mentioned are the only ones in which we
find them rendered in the authorized version by
“high™ and “low,” or the like; while each of
these words in other instances, almost countless, in
which one of them occurs without the other in the
samme sentence, iy regarded by the authors of that
version as signifying simply “man” or “men,” in
a general sense, excepting in a few cases, in which
“ish ™ is opposed to a woman, or, by extension,
to a female, because this word has its proper femi-
nine form, (namely “ishshidh,”) which * adim™
has not.

For the distinction which has been made, of
“high” and *low,” or the like, between *ish™
and “adam,” respectively, it is very difficult to
find any foundation: but, on the contrary, it is
easy to find reasons for a distinction the reverse of
this: for “God said, let ns make Addm in our

image :” (Gen. i. 26:) “4dam ™ was also the pro-
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per name of the man so made : it was also a name
given by God to that man and his wife together
(Gen. v. 2) : and our Saviour himself is called “ the
last Adam " (1 Cor. xv. 45). But independently
of any consideration of superiority implied by
either, it is plain that the rules of literal translation
require us to regard “ ish ™ as a general appellation,
including “ addm ;" and “ adam " as denoting the
first man so called, and any, and all, of his descen-
dants, though it may generally be rendered * man™
or “men’’ because the Old Testament seldom speaks
of any other human beings than descendants of
Adam, unless incidentally and distinctively.,

He who asserts that the appellation *&adam ™
always denotes, in the Secriptures, the whole human
species, when not distinguished from * ish,” should,
at least, consider how often, in every language,
words are made to include meanings not originally
belonging to them. Such is the case, for instance,
when all the believing Gentiles are called by St
Paul, in a passage which we have already cited,
“ Abraham’s seed.” In like manner, therefore, all
who have transgressed like Adam may be called

“his sons ;" and hence the whole world may some-
D
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times be so called ; as all who are not of God are
expressly termed ¢the whole world” in another
instance which we have adduced.

Some of the passages of Scripture which we have
cited relate to times posterior to the flood, and the
translations of them which have been proposed
require some further observations.

The study of geology, ethnology, zoology, and
botany, raises objections so many and so great to
the popular belief concerning the deluge described
in Scripture, of its having been universal with
respect to the earth, and to its human and other
occupants which were excluded from the ark, that
it becomes a matter of the highest importance to
ascertain what is the true meaning of the narrative
of that awful event. The universality of the deluge
with respect to the earth has been denied by many
very learned and scientific and pious authors: and
whatever variety we may suppose to have existed
in the wives of the three sons of Noah, whether
derived from difference of original ancestry or pro-
duced by physical causes operating during a long
lapse of ages, such variety we may find to be in-
sufficient to account for the differences which are
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now observed in mankind. If we find any incon-
sistency between what we certainly know of the
works of God and what we conceive to be the
meaning of a portion of his word, we may be sure
that we have not rightly understood the latter: and
we have not sufficiently emancipated our minds if
we cannot accept the revelations of science as well
as those of the Bible, and avail ourselves of the
former to explain ambiguities in the latter.
Throughout the Scripture-narrative relating to
the deluge, what is rendered “ man™ in our autho-
rized version is invariably  adam,” or * the adam ;"
and of the two words there rendered * earth,” one
very frequently signifies “ land,” or “ country,” or
“region ;" and the other, * ground,” by which it is
rendered in that version in Gen. vi. 23. The
denunciation may therefore be strictly rendered
thus: * 1 will destroy the Adamites whom I have
ereated from the face of the land ; from Adamite to
beast, to creeping things, and to the fowls of the
heaven ;" and all that follows it here and in other
parts of Scripture is perfectly consistent with this
rendering if we understand what are called the
“ universal terms " in these cases as universal only
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with respect to the objects previously named in the
denunciation ; in doing which, we shall even give
them a larger range than they can be allowed to
have in some other passages in the Bible; as, for
instance, in Ex. ix. 6 compared with 19-21 of
the same chapter; and verse 25 of the same chap-
ter compared with 5 and 15 of the next chapter;
not to name other cases, far from few, in which it
is sufficiently obvious that such terms are not,
strictly speaking, universal. It must also be par-
ticularly observed, that the expression sometimes
rendered in the anthorized version “ the whole earth,”
or “ all the earth,’ is rendered in other instances
in the same version “ the whole land,” or * all the
land,” or * every land ;"' and is often applied to a
few countries collectively, and even to one country :
see Josh. xi. 23; 1 Kings x. 24; Is. vii. 24;
x. 14; Jer.i. 18; iv. 20; vin. 16 L. 7, 25, and
49; Dan. ii. 39; Zeph. 1. 18; iii, 8 and 19: and
in several of these instances, (as in 1 Kings x. 24,
Jer. Ii. 7 and 25 and 49, and Dan. ii. 39,) where
it 18 rendered * all the earth,” and In two other
instances ((zen. xli. 57), where it is rendered * «lf
countries,” and “ all lands,” its application only to
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portions of the earth is undeniable. These instances,
therefore (beside the fact that the account of the
deluge lterally relates to the Adamites), we may
adduce in favour of our limiting the meaning of
certain passages in which we find the same expres-
sion so that they shall not apply to the whole world
of unbelievers, Thus we may read, * The whole
reqion was of one language” (Gen, xi. 1.); as will
sufficiently appear from our comparing this passage
with 1 Kings x. 24, where we find in the authorized
version the words, “ dnd all the earth sought fo
Solomon :* and it should be observed that the
words “ they have all one language™ are afterwards
said, in the same chapter, verse 6, of “the sons of
Adam,” mentioned in the next preceding verse, and
there called in the authorized version “ the children
of men.” In like manner, we may read, © e
Lord did there confound the language of all the
region ¢ and from thence did the Lovd scatter them
abroad upon the face of all the region™ (verse 9 of
the same chapter) : or here, instead of * and,” we
may perhaps be justified in reading ¢ for,” or * be-
cause;” as in Gen, xx. 3, * for she [is] a man's wife;”
and Ps. v. 11, “ because thou defendest them ;" ete,
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The whole narrative must be regarded in its
relation to the times imimediately preceding the
events which it describes ; and if there existed any
race of men not descended from Adam before the
flood, we must consider them as exeluded from the
subjects of the narrative by the term “ adam ” there
employed. Even the race of the outcast Cain may
perhaps be so excluded, for reasons formerly men-
tioned : and if so, the original ** Kenites,” of whom,
as of a people existing in the time of Abraham,
mention is made in Gen. xv. 19, may have been
of his race; “ Kenite” and * Cain " having the
same radical letters, and the Kenites being called
“Cain " in Numb. xxiv, 22. It is worthy of notice,
that Balaam, in this chapter of Numbers, prophe-
sying the wasting, and carrying away captive, of
Cain, also foretells the destruction of “ Amalek,”
“ the first of the nations;” and, as Onkelos and
several others interpret the prophecy, the Messiah's
ruling over (not destroying) “all the children of
Sheth,” or *“ Seth,” the brother of Cain.

Hence, also, the meaning of the history of the
dispersion would be, that “ the children of Adam,”
exclusively of the rest of mankind, gathered them-
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selves together, in opposition to the plan of Provi-
dence, in “a plain in the land of Shinar,” and
there built “a city and a tower,” with the view of
remaining together ; wherefore the Lord * scattered
them abroad from thence upon the face of all the
region ;" and by confounding their language at the
same time, or causing it to be confounded by their
mixing with other races, prevented their re-uniting.
In their gradual spreading over the globe, they
doubtless carried with them the history of their
ancestors, originating those traditions respecting a
delnge, more or less agreeing with the Secripture-
- narrative, which have been found to obtain in so
many regions of the earth, and which afford an
argument, but only primd facie, in favour of the
opinion that the event in question was universal
with respect to all mankind except Noah and his
family. The only persons who witnessed the
deluge probably believed it to have spared them-
selves alone, of all their species ; and the traditions
handed down by the family of Noah, to their
descendants the Jews, would be fully sufficient to
account for the maumner in which the latter, and
the Christians after them, have understood the
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scriptural relation which we have been considering.
It has been plausibly observed, that the Jews are
more likely than ourselves, when we differ from
them, to understand aright their own Secriptures :
but if we should admit it to be so, consistency
would require us to take for our guides the Talmud
and the Targums, and to adopt the Jewish inter-
pretations of the prophecies respecting the Messiah.
It has also been urged, that the belief of the uni-
versal church in past ages should silence him who
proposes a new interpretation of any passage of
Scripture, opposed to her belief: but to this we
have only to reply, that the universal church, until
modern times, believed it to be plainly declared
in Seripture that the sun revolves round the
earth.

The circumstances of the deluge, particularly in
relation to one of the main sources of the waters,
and to the height which the waters attained, sug-
gest that it may have been a miraculous overflowing
of the Euphrates and Tigris. ¢ The great deep ™
(spoken of in Gen. vii. 11) may be regarded as a
fit appellation of what is called (in Gen. xv. 18,
and Deut. i. 7, and Josh, i. 4,) « The great river,
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the river Euphrates:” for the plural of the word
rendered “deep " is applied (in Deut. viii, 7) to
“depths that spring out of valleys and hills™ in
the promised land. And *“the high hills” and
“ the mountains "’ which are said (in Gen. vii. 19
and 20) to have been *covered” by the waters,
appear most probably to have been slight elevations,
which are often termed * mountains;” and to be
called “ high ™ only because they were the highest
of the parts overflowed: for the narrative seems
plainly to state (in vii. 20) that the entire rise of
the water was “ fifteen cubits,” either from its lowest
level, or above the lowest part of the land; or, at
least, affords us no warrant for asserting it to have
been more than this. The lowness of the * moun-
tains ” covered by the deluge seems also to be
indicated by the fact that the tree from which was
pluckt off the leaf that shewed the waters to have
abated, and which was evidently upon one of the
highest of the parts that had been overflowed, was
of a kind which (naturalists have observed) will
grow only upon low, or slightly elevated, spots.
The tradition which identifies * the mountaing
of Ararat” mentioned in Scripture with the.
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double mountain now commonly known by that
name is of very doubtful authority: but sup-
posing it to be so far true that the latter is a
portion of the scriptural mountains of Ararat, it
affords no evidence of the universality of the
flood ; for in the statement which, in the authorized
version, represents the ark as having rested * npon
the mountains of Ararat,” the preposition there
rendered * upon” may mean, as it does in many
other instances, *“ at,” or * by,” or “ near,”” The
ark, however, when it grounded, could not have
been near to any portion of a chain of mountains
as high as the spot on which it rested : for it
“ rested in the seventh month, on the seventeenth
day of the month;” and *in the tenth [month],
on the first [day] of the month, were the tops of
the mountaing seen,” being so distant that, * at
the end of forty days,” the dove which Noah sent
forth * found no rest for the sole of her foot, and
she returned unto him into the ark, for the waters
[were] on the face of the whole land™ (in the
authorized version * the whole earth™). He who
asserts that the ark rested on, or near, the highest
part of what is now called Ararat must admit
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that when ¢ the tops of the mountains” were
seen from that point an immense portion of Mount
Ararat itself must have become exposed, which is
inconsistent with the Scripture-narrative.

It appears, therefore, that the spot where the
ark rested was nearly level with “ the tops of the
mountaing” which were seen beyond the reach of
the flight of the dove when the waters ** had
decreased continually” nearly two months and a
half ; while the lowest parts of the whole tract
covered by the waters, according to the most
obvious meaning of the statement respecting the
rise of the flood, were no more than fifteen cubits
below the highest level to which the waters at-
tained. This limitation of the total rise of the
flood does not involve the necessity of any incon-
sistency of imterpretation throughout the whole
record, nor the assigning to any word in it a
meaning which it is not well known to have in
many other places. DBut those persons who insist
upon straining the terms of the narrative to the
utmost, and suppose it to mean that the waters
rose fifteen cubits above the tops of the highest
mountains of our globe, must be reduced to the
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necessity of inferring that the ark rested (not
upon what we call Ararat, but) upon the Hima-
laye mountains, and upon a part thereof very
little lower than their loftiest summit; “the tops
of the mountains” not being then seen; and this
inference they cannot maintain without departing
from their own principles of interpretation, which
require themn to read, agreeably with the authorized
version, that forty days after “ the tops of the
mountains” had been seen, “the waters were on the
face of the whole earth.” As the Bible itself shews
that, in this instance (as well as in many others),
the word here rendered “ earth” cannot have this
meaning, nothing can be more unecritical or unfair
than to insist that it must have this meaning in
other passages of Scripture where it relates to the
same event.

The physical objections to the popular belief
respecting the extent and effects of the deluge
have been fully detailed by many writers ; and are
only to be met by the supposition of a series of
miracles to which the Bible makes no allusion.

To revert from this necessary digression to the
chief subject of our inguiry, we venture to assert,
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that if certain expressions in particular passages
of Scripture cited in these observations have the
meanings which have been here assigned to them,
they afford more than a preponderance of evidence
in favour of the inference of the coéxistence of
two races of men, physically one in species, in the
time of Adam (the progeny of Adam being one
of these two races) ; and these meanings are cither
the most literal that can be allowed, or such as
the same expressions indubitably have in many
other instances. If we stretch the meanings of
these expressions to their utmost possible extent,
we may, indeed, reconcile them with the prevailing
opinion respecting the origination of all mankind ;
but this opinion is inconsistent with a conclusion
to which science has led many of its most profound
investigators ; and involves the admission of God’s
necessitating, in the marriages of Adam’s sons
and daughters, an act which his moral law for-
bids: whereas the adoption of wunstrained inter-
pretations, even when a choice must be made
between two or more figurative meanings which-
ever side of the argument we may take, enables
us to discover the necessary harmony of Scripture
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with results of scientific inquiries which have been
suppﬂsud to impugn it, and also with itself.

It appears, therefore, that Holy Scripture dnes
not forbid, nay, rather that it requires, a belief in
the existence of Pre-Adamites of our species, who,
we have reason to suppose, lived in a savage state,
or, at the best, led a kind of Nomadie or Arcadian
life, and whose posterity did not share in the de-
struction of the unbelieving Adamites by the waters
of the flood. We read of a time, described in
Gen. ii. 5 and 6 (strangely misinterpreted in our
authorized version), when “no shrub of the fleld
was as yet in the earth, and no herb of the field did
as yet sprout forth ; for the Lord God had not
caused it to rain upon the earth ; and there was no
Adam for tilling the ground [le. the Adam, or
“ red man,” with whom agriculture and other arts
of civilized life most probably originated, (not called
“white” because white is used to signify “leprous,”)
did not as yet exist]: then [i.e. afterwards] a vapour
went up from the earth, and [descended in rain so
that it] watered the whole face of the ground:" after
which we find immediately added, * and the Lord
God formed the Adam [of] dust of the ground;”
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although we most certainly know that several suc-
cessive creations of animals as well as plants inter-
vened. We are left to supply the omissions from
other parts of the Bible, and from the endless
revelations which its Author vouchsafes to those
who investigate his works: and among the sub-
jects here to be supplied, we include the ancestors
of the persons with whom Cain and Seth and the
other sons of Adam, and his daughters, intermar-
ried ; of those men whom Cain at one time so
much dreaded ; and of those whose intermarriages
with the daughters of the Adamites produced that
corruption which occasioned the destruction of
Adam’s unbelieving posterity by the deluge, per-
haps a people of the same race as the Nephilim
whom we find mentioned both before and after
that event.



CHAPTER III

PHYSICAL OBSERVATIONS.

A GENERAL view of the geographical distribu-
tion of the varieties of man immediately suggests
the inference that Providence adapted them to the
climates and other physical conditions of different
regions of the earth. It is found in general to
agree very nearly, in some cases exactly, with that
of the inferior animals, and that of plants; and
hence it would seem that the geographical distribu-
tion of all organic beings might be reasonably in-
ferved to have been regulated by the same general
laws. From this analogy, some philosophers have
argued, that as each of the principal zoological and
botanical regions of the earth has its peculiar species,
and even genera, of animals and plants, so it has
its peculiar species of man: but for “ species " of
man, we must substitute “ varieties,” unless we
oppose a great majority of men of science, who
support their opinion of the unity of our species by
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arguments almost, if not quite, amounting to de-
monstration.

But there is another analogy which requires our
~consideration. As the earth in different successive
periods has had its peculiar genera and species of
animals and plants, may it not in different succes-
sive periods have had its peculiar varieties of man,
though the latter periods are but subdivisions of
the last of the former?

Let us first consider the inference drawn from
the former analogy; that Providence adapted the
varieties of man to the climates and other physical
conditions of different regions of the earth. 1If
this inference be true, when, and how, was the
adaptation effected ?

Those who hold that all mankind are descended
from Adam, and consequently from Noah, are gene-
rally of opinion that the assumed adaptation, by
modifications of form and colour, was effected gradu-
ally, by the agencies of climate, soil, food, mode of
life, occupation, and the like; and by artificial
means, such as aboriginal American tribes, and
modern Greeks, employ for the purpose of alter-

ing the natural conformation of the skull.
D2
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There are, however, very strong objections to be
urged against this idea of progressive change as
adequate to the exigencies of the case. The alter-
ations of form effected in human beings by the
natural means above mentioned are extremely
slow. Those of colour, on the contrary, are some-
times very great even in the case of a single indi-
vidual ; for we all have, in the rete mucosum of
our skin, whether it be demonstrable or not, a
substance, or matter, which renders it, like photo-
. graphic paper, capable of becoming darkened by
the sun’s rays. DBut no length of exposure to the
fiercest sun, in the present condition of the earth,
seems to be sufficient to produce the deep black
tint of the Nigritian. In Nubia, a portion of the
very hottest region of the earth, we find, in ascen-
ding the Nile, first, a race of which the prevailing
colour is nearly black, namely, the descendants of
the Beni-l-Kenz, who are said to have come from
the adjacent desert on the east and south-east,
and whose settlement on the banks of the Nile is
historically traced back by Eastern writers through
at least seven centuries: and then, hemmed in be-
tween these and equally dark races which extend
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to Abyssinia, various tribes of the Nubeh (from
whom the country is named), exhibiting, like the
Abyssinians, complexions of many shades of brown,
the lightest nearer to white than it is to black, We
also find that numerous tribes have continued from
time immemorial conterminous, and even inter-
mixed, with the aborigines of Nigritia, not only
differing widely from the true Negro in physical
conformation, but without assuming his intensely
black hue. And again, in the Malayan region,
we find several intermixed races very widely dif-
fering in complexion, hair, and features. India,
also, exhibits a population in which two very dis-
tinct types are observable under the same cireum-
stances of climate.

It appears, therefore, that climate does not in
the course of many centuries produce even the Aue
of the Negro-race; much less does it, in such a
lapse of time, produce the physical conformation of
that race. Nor do the mixtures of other races
with Negroes produce either of these effects:
though the coloured matter of the skin of the Negro
is transmitted with its full colour to the offspring
when both the parents are Negroes, more than
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half of its colour is lost in the transmission when
oue of the parents is white: the offspring in the
latter case is tawny; and by intermarriage with
the white, produces an offspring nearly as fair as
the European: by one more admixture of the
blood of the white, every trace of the Negro is
cenerally lost; the peculiarities of his form also
disappearing with his hue. Nothing less than re-
peated additions of the blood of the Negro race in
several successive generations is known to produce
a change from the hue and features of the white
to a hue and features even approximating to those
of the former. It has been argued with truth,
that almost every shade of complexion is observable
among the Jews of different countrics in the present.
age: but this is a fact which the Bible-history
would lead us to expect (see Fzra ix. and x. and
Neh. xiii. 27, ete.) ; and the practice of concubin-
age with Negresses and other Gentile women is
notorious as obtaining among modern Jews in
Eastern countries, in spite of frequent edicts against
it: though most of that people in the Turkish
r Empire exhibit little or no evidence of their being
imbued with Negro blood. The same is the case
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with the Arabs, by whom such concubinage is held
to be lawful. It is a fact of great importance in
ethnology, and one which, toour knowledge, has not
been hitherto mentioned by any writer, that very
many of the Jews in Eastern countries, who are not
known to have had any ancestors resident in other
regions, are characterised by reddish or yellowish
hair, and blue, gray, or yellowish hazel eyes, as well
as by a very fair complexion. It has been falsely
supposed that such Jews are only found in Europe.
The high antiquity of these characteristics, in people
known to the ancient Egyptians, will be shewn
hereafter, in our fifth chapter.

Thus we see that Providence has ordained rapid
means of effecting a change from the form and hue
of the darkest of our species to the form and hue
of the fairest; but only extremely slow means of
effecting the contrary change, excepting in respect
of colour, and even in this respect the change is
in most cases only from fair to tawny; in other
cases, at the most, amounting to a blackish brown,
produced in the course of many generations, partly
by a bot climate, but in a great measure attributable
with the highest degree of probability, if not with
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certainty, to the mixtures of fair races with dark ;
excepting in some extraordinary instances of par-
ticular individuals, in whom the complexion of
some dark ancestor reappears; if we may judge
from all the cases of which we have heard, or read,
or had ocular proof. :
Hence it has been supposed by some philosophers
that Adam and his wife were Negroes. Dr. Pri-
chard asserts (in his * Natural History of Man,”
third ed., p. 85), that * instances are not unfre-
quently observed in different countries in which
Negroes gradually lose their black colour, and be-
come as white as Europeans ;" and the fact of the
frequent births of Albinoes (persons entirely des-
titute of colour in the skin and hair, and often
having blue eyes) from Negroes, we cannot but
regard as favouring the supposition that the brown
and tawny races have sprung from the black. But
the wide differences of physical conformation which
distinguish the Negro from the Caucasian, with
other considerations hereafter to be mentioned,
forbid, in our opinion, the deriving of the latter of
these two varieties from the former without an
intermixture with a race of distinet origin.
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Others have suggested that Adam and Eve may
have been brown. This hypothesis would appar-
ently lessen the difficulty of our question, and the
name of Adam might be urged in its favour, though
we know that the epithet ““ red ” as applied to a
man is adopted in Eastern countries in preference
to “ white ” because the latter, as we have before
mentioned, is used to signify “leprous:” but still
this supposition, as we have already shewn, is
attended with difficulties which seem to be insuper-
able.

One of the greatest of the difficulties which be-
get us when we endeavour to account for the com-
monly-supposed descent of all mankind from a
single pair, that pair being Adam and Eve, even if
we adopt the latter of the two hypotheses men-
tioned above, lies in the fact of our finding, upon
Egyptian monuments, mostly of the thirteenth and
fourteenth and fifteenth centuries before the Chris-
tian era, representations of individuals of numerous
nations, African, Asiatic, and European, differing
in physical characteristics as widely as any equal
number of nations of the present age that could be
grouped together ; among these being Negroes, of
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the true Nigritian stamp, depicted with a fidelity,
as to colour and features, hardly to be surpassed
by an accomplished modern artist. That such
diversities had been produced by natural means in
the interval between that remote age and the time
of Noah, probably no one versed in the sciences
of anatomy and physiology will consider credible.
But we find even earlier, much earlier, representa-
tions of races foreign to Egypt very widely differ-
ing from the Egyptiaus, as we purpose to shew
in another chapter.

It has therefore been argued by a late writer
(the Rev, Dr, Hamilton, of Mobile, in his work
entitled “ The Friend of Moses,” pp. 444, ¢t segq.),
that as the dispersion of the descendants of Noah
from DBabel was miraculous, they were then mira-
culously adapted, in their physical organization, to
live and flourish in the several different regions
which they were destined to occupy. DBut this
argument is not founded upon any express decla-
ration in the Bible, nor even upon any intimation
therein ; and is in a great measure, if not entirely,
fallacious, as we shall immediately proceed to

shew.
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Shortly after the remark that ©a general view
of the geﬂgraphica;l distribution of the varieties of
man immediately suggests the inference that Pro-
vidence adapted them to the climates and other
physical conditions of different regions of the
earth,” we mentioned- another analogy, the con-
gideration of which we proposed by the following
question : “ As the earth in different successive
periods has had its peculiar genera and species of
animals and plants, may it not in different succes-
sive periods have had its peculiar varieties of man,
though the latter periods are but sub-divisions of
the last of the former?”

Now the idea that a peculiar physical conforma-
tion, or even hue of skin, is necessary to fit a
people to live and flourish only in a region of the
earth distinguished from all other regions by its
physical condition, or is necessarily produced by
the peculiar physical condition of a particular
region, we have shewn to be false in many in-
stances ; and here we must further observe, that
the different varieties of our species are evidently
suited rather to different periods than to different

regions; for the ways of Providence prove that this
E
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is the case by placing one variety throughout a
range of climates differing in the utmost degree,
and gradually supplanting it by another. The
true Negro is perhaps the most remarkably adapted
to the i:nari;icula.r regions in which alone he is
naturally found: but we have before mentioned
that numerous tribes have continued from time
immemorial conterminous, and even intermixed,
with the aborigines of Nigritia, not only widely
differing from the true Negro in physical conforma-
tion, but without assuming his intensely black
hue; and we have adduced other similar facts.
The Malayan variety is nearly in the same predi-
cament as the Nigritian, and is found intermixed
with tribes of which some are evidently descended
wholly or in part from Nigritian ancestors. The
black Australian race occupies a vast region ex-
tending nearly equally to the north and south of
the southern tropie, and is being supplanted by
the fair Cancasian. The neighbouring dark Tas-
manians have already been almost entirely so sup-
planted. The Mongolian variety in Asia and Europe
ranges from within the tropical zone to the most
northern limits of the habitable earth ; and this, too,
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has been partly supplanted, or encroached upon, by
Cancasians : the aboriginal natives of India are all
of the former variety ; the main bulk of its inha-
bitants (according to their own histories and tra-
ditions later settlers) are of the latter. The Ame-
rican race (which is considered by some of the best
authorities, and, as we hold, justly, to be a branch
of the Mongolian variety) extends from within the
limit of constantly frozen ground throughout every
other zone of climate, and, like the Australian and
Tasmanian races, is being supplanted, or rather
has already to a very great degree been supplanted,
by the Caucasian.

Thus in many cases, analogously with the course
of nature prior to the present geological period,
a variety of man is planted upon the earth, flour-
ishes and multiplies for many centuries, we know
not how long, and then is extirpated from a large
portion of its original region, and supplanted
therein by another variety. We cannot, therefore,
reasonably suppose that mankind were stumped
by a-miracle with those physical characteristics by
which we find them to be distinguished, since it
appears that such a miracle would have been need-
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less. Nor can we suppose that they were mira-
culously made to differ in order to keep them
apart, since Providence has made them all of one
species, that is to say, capable of intermarriages
productive of prolific offspring.

The facts here adduced, and a multitude of cir-
cumstances connected with them, all tend to esta-
blish the theory of successive productions of varie-
ties of man, at periods separated by long intervals
of time : and as we have formerly shewn that the
existence of human beings before Adam appears to
be plainly indicated in several passages of Serip-
ture, we have what seems to us to be an amount
of testimony sufficient to produce a moral certainty
of the truth of this theory; which we shall there-
fore endeavour to develop, by stating the follow-
ing propositions, and testing and illustrating them
by some further observations, in subsequent chap-
ters, partly suggested by our own researches made
during travels among African and Asiatic peoples,
and during several years of residence in a country
where numerous races of different varieties were
always found to be congregated.

1. That man came into existence as soon as the
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condition of the earth had become such as to fit it
for his habitation; consequently, at an unknown
period, probably never to be defined, but which,
we shall shew, may have been many thousands of
years before the creation of Adam, That the first:
stock of man was created in the equatorial region
of Africa, where uninterrupted summer prevents
the necessity of clothing, and where every want
of nature is easily supplied by the luxuriance of
vegetation; or, in other words, that the true Ne.
gro, the aboriginal inhabitant of Nigritia, is the
primary variety of our species. ~ And that branches
from this stock gradually spread throughout the
basing and lower regions of the Nile and other
rivers, through the tracts on the south of their
original seat, and through most, or many, of the
islands of the Malayan variety; extending also
into the Malayan peninsula, into China and India,
and into Arabia.

2. That from the Nigritian stock, in regions
equidistant from the equator, sprang the Hottentots
and the Chinese; whose striking mutual resem-
blance has been remarked by the accurate Barrow;
and the former of whom are regarded by Dr. Knox
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as a branch of the Mongolian race (to whom they
also seem to be allied in language, as will be seen
in the last chapter of this work), and as particu-
larly resembling in face, excepting in the greater
thickness of their lips, a particular family of the
Mongolians, namely the Calmucks, a tribe having
the same facial angle as the Negro. And that
from the Chinese sprang all the Mongolian, or
Turanian, races, extending from the limits of the
Malayan region, through Asia and Europe, to the
coldest limits of the habitable earth, and through-
out the American continents, pervading every zone
of climate ; for, as we have before stated, we hold
the American races to be justly considered as a
branch of the Mongolian variety.

3. That the Malayan variety, judging from
physical and philological evidences together, sprang
from a branch of the Mongolian, or Turanian,
stock, nearly allied to the Chinese ; and by degrees
entirely supplanted the older Nigritian settlers
eastward of the African continent, excepting in a
few instances, The most remarkable of these ex-
ceptions are, first, the mountainous parts of the
Malayan peninsula, together with some islands,
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including Luzon in the north and Tasmania in the
south, where we find a race, which has been
termed Negrito, and Negrillo, very nearly resem-
bling the Nigritian in features, and almost as
dark, with short woolly hair: secondly, parts of
New Guinea, with several neighbouring islands,
where Malayans appear to have mixed with Ne-
groes, and so produced a race, the Papuans, or
Papuas, having a form of skull and a cast of fea-
tures in which the Nigritian type greatly predo-
minates, with crisp, frizzled, and bushy hair, but
without the true Negro's deep hue of skin: and
lastly, the interior of New Guinea, New Britain,
New Ireland, and some other islands, inhabited by
the degraded and persecuted Haraforas, Alfoérs,
Alforas, or Alfourous; with the whole of Australia;
where the Nigritian features and hue are more
preserved, but the hair i8 more like that of the
Malayan.

4, That we migzht suppose the first (or Nigri-
tian) variety to have commenced with a single
pair; some reason for this supposition being
afforded by the fact that the marriages of brothers
and sisters obtained among the ancient Egyptians,
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whom we shall hereafter shew to have been partly
of the Nigritian type; whence, apparently, the
marriages of half-brothers and half-sisters, by the
father’s side, among the Athenians, who were, ac-
cording to an old tradition, a colony of Egyptians :
but we should rather infer that it commenced with
two pairs, and that the children of one of these
pairs intermarried with those of the other; be-
cause the marriages of brothers and sisters is
contrary to a law of the Creator, to whose moral
rovernment we have no right to impute incon-
sistency ; and because the differences of the black
and brown and tawny races may be most easily
accounted for by the supposition of physical
differences, however small, in two pairs of pro-
toplasts ; though new varieties may have com-
menced in a manner somewhat similar to that of
Albinoes, and been afterwards further modified by
climate and other means.

5. That the Caucasian variety (characterized
by the form of head which is now found to be
predominant throughout the south-western parts
of Asia and nearly the whole of Europe, and
originally by a fair complexion, brown, or light,
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hair, and probably what is commonly termed the
blue eye,) was brought into existence after all the
other varieties mentioned above had become de-
veloped; commencing with Adam, the man created
in the image of God; and dividing into two
branches ; namely, the race of the exile Cain,
which degenerated by his own and his children’s
marrying with descendants of the primitive stock,
and so became more Non-Adamite than Adamite,
probably, for the most part, blending with the
Mongolians ; and that of Adam's other sons and
daughters, whose children, though themselves de-
teriorated by one intermixture of the blood of the
primitive race, may be reasonably presumed, on
religious as well as other grounds, to have set the
example of the intermarriages of cousins, followed
by many of their posterity, and thus to have pro-
duced that progeny which may more properly be
termed the Adamite race.

Thus we hold that one blood pervades the whole
human species, although ©n a very large portion
thereof intermixed with another blood, the blood of a
nobler stock, the physical characteristics of which
have become predominant in that portion, as we
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always find to be the case in the offspring of two
distinct varieties.. All the arguments which have
ever been adduced in favour of the descent of all
mankind from a single pair, without any second
creation, whether they be physical, chronological,
kistorical, or philological, apply to the case which we
have here put ; and in most respects, with far greater
Joree.

A second creation of man might seem im-
probable, but that we find it to be analogous to
the known course of nature. Many authorities
for this assertion might be cited. We will con-
tent ourselves with adducing one, alike dis-
tinguished by religious and scientific knowledge.
Dr. Hitcheock, in his “ Religion of Geology and
its connected Sciences” (Lecture 1.), states it to
be a ¢ well-established fact, that there have been
upon the globe, previous to the existing races, not
less than five distinct periods of organized exist-
ence ; that is, five great groups of animals and
plants, so completely independent that no species
whatever is found in more than one of them, have
lived and successively passed away before the
creation of the races that now occupy the surface.
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. + « » The slow change from warmer to colder
appears to have been the chief cause of the suc-
cessive destruction of the different races; and
new ones were created better adapted to the
altered condition of the globe.” So we may
suppose that the Nigritians and their unmixed
descendants were best adapted to the condition
of the earth during one period, and that the
Caucasians have been so during a later period.
Conceding that some of the expressions in the
foregoing extract may perhaps be somewhat too
strong, we may safely assert that the analogy
which we have pointed out is undeniable,
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CHRONOLOGICAL OBSERVATIORE.

(GEOLOGICAL investigations have established beyond
all reasonable doubt that man has existed only
during a portion of the alluvial period. This
period has been limited by some to about thirteen
thousand or fourteen thousand years; but the
latest and most accurate researches have shewn
it to have been more than seven times this length.

“ At the meeting of the Dritish Association at
Southampton, in September 1846, Me. [now Sir
Charles] Lyell delivered a discourse, marked by
his characteristic comprehensiveness and perspi-
cuity, upon the Delta of the Mississippi, a narrow
promontory projecting into the Gulf of Mexico.
This is known to have been, and still to be, increas-
ing and advancing, from the constant action of the
river in bearing down mud and other matter of
deposit.  Observation and comparison, made
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during more than one hundred years, had directed
attention to the progress of deposit, and the con-
sequent gain of land advancing into the sea. DBut
never before had the requisite talents, the result of
science and experience, been employed for the
resolution of the question. Mr. Lyell had the
concurrent investigation, and assent to his conclu-
siong, of several American men of science. The
conclusion of the whole is, that the alluvial plain
from which the portion of land projects, with that
portion itself, after making great deductions to
satisfy the most excessive caution, has required
more than one hundred thousand years.” (Dr. Pye
Smith's “ Relation between the Holy Scriptures
and some parts of Geological Science:” edition of
1852, pp. 390 and 391.)

It has been asserted that human remains are
only to be found within a few feet of the surface
of the alluvium ; and hence it has been argued
that man cannot have been an occupant of th#
earth more than a few thousand years. But the
experiments which would suffice to establish this
assertion never have been made, and probably
never will be; and a similar assertion, respecting
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anthropomorphous apes, has within the last few
years been proved to be false by discoveries in
several quarters of the globe. Moreover, if we
concede the truth of the assertion respecting man,
upon which this argument is founded, we may be
only justified in inferring from it that in the
earlier ages of his existence he did not inhabit the
low tracts in which the alluvial deposit is now
found to be of great thickness. This, indeed, is
what we should infer, without experiment, sup-
pﬁaing man to have existed many thousands of
years, from the consideration that the places of
these low tracts, in general, for vast lengths of
time after the commencement of the alluvial period,
must have been occupied by the waters of rivers,
lakes, estuaries, or the open sea. We must admit
the lapse of an enormous portion of the alluvial
period before any part of the earth may be sup-
posed to have become fitted, by its vegetable pro-
duce and other physical conditions, for the habita-
tion of man; but still it is evident, if the Bible do not
forbid the deduction, that man may have existed
many thousands of years before the highest date
which chronologers assign to the creation of Adam.
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But so remcte an age as we have here stated
to be possibly that of man's first appearance on
the earth is not required to render credible the
existence of Pre-Adamites. We might therefore
argue thus: according to the common opinion,
the temperate regions of the earth have been fit
for the habitation of man about six, or seven,
thousand years, or a little more ; and if the alluvial
period began more than one hundred thousand
years ago, we cannot reasonably deny that those
parts of the warmer regions where vegetation is
most abundant, and most rapid in growth, may
have been fit for man's habitation (at least for
the habitation of a race like the Negroes) for some
thousands of years before the temperate.

One of the most eminent scientific writers of
the present day, Professor Baden Powell, in his
article on “ Creation” in Kitto's * Cyclopedia of
Biblical Literature,” makes the following observa-
tions. “ With regard to the most material point,
the origin of the human race, the evidence [of
geology] is chiefly negative. It is positive only
thus far : that in the earlier formation the physical
conditions of the globe, and the nature of the
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animals which did exist on it, concur in showing
that it would have been impossible for the human
race to have been sustained in life or well-being,
In the latter stages of things there is no such
reason why man might not have existed. Dut
the fact is, no human remains kave been jfound,
In the tertiary strata the nearest approach has
been the distinct discovery of remains of the
monkey-tribe. It is clearly impossible, then, on
reological grounds, to affirm that human remains
may not be discovered in the latest tertiary beds,
or to place any such positive limit of antiquity to
the possible existence of the human species. It
can only be asserted, af present, that, as far as
research has yet gone (1843), it has detected no
human remains older than those deposits which
are probably within the period of history.” To
this we will only add, that the researches have
as yet scarcely extended beyond historical ground.

Some men of science and learning, holding
the common belief that Adam was the first of our
species, have expressed their opinion, as justified
by geological and other considerations, that he
was created twenty thousand years, or more,
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before the Christian era: and the early biblical
history has been enormously strained to accom-
modate it to this belief. But our own opinion,
that the Bible itself indicates the existence of Pre-
Adamites, relieves us from the necessity of requiring
a more extended biblical chronology than that
which appears to be advocated by most of the
best judges in the present day; we mean that of
the Septuagint; the authority of which, at least
as giving with approximative accuracy the date of
the Deluge, we regard as deserving of the highest
respect.

The following table shews the chronology of
the Septuagint (neglecting small variations in dif-
ferent copies) to the birth of Abram, and the
disagreements therewith in the present copies of
the Hebrew text and in the Samaritan version,
by stating the age of each of the ancestors of
that patriarch, according to these three autho-
rities, at the time of the birth of the next, who
was not in every instance the eldest son. The
dots in the table denote figures agreeing . with
those of the Septuagint.

E 2
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This table suggests a chain of observations on
some points of great importance.

1. It is obvious that the Jews from whom we
have received the existing copies of the Hebrew
Scriptures, or the Jews to whom we owe the Sep-
tuagint-version, have designedly altered many of
the numbers, for a chronological purpose. The
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most esteemed of our chronoclogers in the present
day generally agree with most of the early fathers,
and with the Eastern churches of every age, in
preferring the authority of the Septuagint in this
case; and suppose that the later Jews made alter-
ations in the numbers which fix the chronology in
order to bring the birth of Christ from the sixth
millenary to the fourth, and so to induce the belief
that, at the birth of Jesus, the time of the coming
of the Messiah had not arrived (as He was ex-
pected to appear in the sixth millenary because
Adam was created on the sixth day); while they
followed an original generally agreeing with the
Septuagint-version, or not very widely differing
therefrom, in the cases of the other numbers,
mutatis mutandis ; and that a similar proceeding
was adopted in a portion of the Samaritan version.

It has also been objected against several of the
Hebrew numbers in the second and third of the
three main divisions of the table, that they make
Shem, as well as Salah and Eber, not only to have
lived at the time of the building of the Tower of
Babel, but even to have outlived Abraham; which is
hardly reconcileable with circumstances of the times.
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The Samaritan numbers are rendered suspi-
cious in three points by the fact of their making
Jared and Methuselah and Lamech to die in the
same year—ithe year of the commencement of the
Flood; but a providential reason for their all
dying in that year may perhaps be deemed not
improbable,

2. As two of the three sources must have been
corrupted, we may reasonably doubt whether any
one of them be preserved in its genuine state.

3. As either the later or the earlier Jews have
designedly altered the numbers, we can hardly be-
lieve that they regarded the passages which con-
tain them as being of a higher authority than a
mere historical document introduced into the Word
of God, in separate portions, as an illustration or a
supplement ; and this inference is rendered more
probable by the fact that these passages form three
distinct fragments, the first and last with particular
titles (** the book of the generations of Adam,” and
““the generations of Shem"), and by the general
admission that the Bible is not altogether free from
illustrative interpolations.

We therefore think it doubtful whether the
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numbers originally existed in any correct copy of
the Bible; that is, whether the portions in which
we find them consisted originally of much more than
is contained in the former half of the first chapter
of the first book of Chronicles, which presents the
complete genealogy of Abraham from Adam, with
the names of collaterals of some of his ancestors,
for the most part agreeing verbatém with that in
the tenth chapter of Genesis, with very small omis-
sions, but without any statements of the lengths of
generations or of lives from first to last.

But we are fully convinced that these genealo-
gical tables in the book of (Genesis are historically
true, so far as that they contain a complete list of
all the male ancestors of Abrabam, in the direct
line from Adam, because we find the same names
not only in the first book of Chronicles, but also in
the gospel of St. Luke.

4, Ifit is probable that the later Jews designedly
altered the numbers for a chronological purpose, it
is not unreasonable to suppose that the earlier Jews
may have done so for a like purpose, or may have
been the first to insert them, if any cause for either
of these acts existed. Now such an alteration or
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addition may have appeared to the authors of
the Septuagint-version to be demanded, to render-
credible the genealogies, by some of the monuments
of the country in which they were dwelling (for
it cannot reasonably be doubted that they dwelt in
Egypt); to say nothing of the notices which the
Bible itself contains respecting populous kingdoms
in the time of Abraham: for they may have found
it impossible to reconcile the existence of those
monuments, and hardly possible to reconcile the
existence of those populous kingdoms, with a
chronology less extended than their own, agreeably
with the universal opinion of the Jews, that none
but the eight persons who were saved in the ark
escaped destruction by the Flood.

Reasons of this kind are the strongest that
have been urged in favour of the chronology of
the Septnagint from Adam to Abraham : and we
regard it with a most decided preference. We do
so partly for these reasons, and partly for the
near agreement therewith of the Samaritan chro-
nology of the post-diluvian period; but more
especially because, although it may be said (and
not without reason) that its numbers are uncertain,
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and probably exaggerated, we think it may be
supposed with equal reason that they have been
altered, or originated, and apportioned, to make
up & known period, or a period which can hardly
be conceived to have been mot known approxi-
matively, in the age in which the Septuagint-
version was wmade, at least up to the time of the
Deluge ; and that the names of females have been
omitted in the lists of the ancestors of Abraham.
Yet, while we so decidedly prefer the chronology
of the Septuagint, we think that its uncertainty
should be admitted by every one who desires to
uphold the credit of the Bible. This is a point of
which the consideration has, during the last few
years, rapidly become more and more important
and imperative; and a few more years of research
may probably decide it. Already monumental
evidence has shewn that the foundation of the
kingdom of Egypt must be referred to a period
long anterior to the Hebrew date of the Deluge,
and barely reconcileable with the Septuagint-chro-
nology ; and the means of settling the question
are far from being exhausted. The monuments
of Babylonia and Assyria, moreover, are restoring



96 CHAPTER IV.

to us the history of the ancient Eastern World,
and may perhaps reveal to us the existence of
nations coeval with, and surviving, the Deluge,
and bordering upon the region which may have
been the sole scene of that event. We should
therefore beware, lest, in trusting too much to pas-
sages which have come down to us in three forms,
all widely differing, we injure the cause which we
desire to uphold, and become in the condition of
those who “ give heed to fables and endless gene-
alogies, which minister questions, rather than
codly edifying.”

5. A strong argument against the correctness
of the generations of the Septuagint, and of the
Samaritan version in the period after the Flood,
may be said to be presented by Abraham’s words
(mentioned in Gen. xvii. 17), “ shall [a child] be
born unto him that is an hundred years old?”
and by St. Paul's saying (in Heb. xi. 12), that
he was then “as good as dead;” seeing that,
according to those versions, among all his an-
cestors, excepting three, up to Adam in the
Septuagint-version, and up to Noah in the
Samaritan, there was not one whose age did not
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considerably exceed a hundred years at the tine
when he is said to have begotten a son, DBut
this may be answered by the supposition of the
omission of females, and of consequent extension
of the lengths of single generations,
. As to the opinion of some, that Abraham had
many children after this, by Keturah, it is founded
upon a passage which should literally be rendered,
“ And Abraham added and took a wife, and her
name was Keturﬁ.h;” (Gen. xxv. 1;) and many
critics, with good reason, understand it as mean-
ing that he took an additional wife, or concubine ;
that is, a wife, or concubine, in addition to Sarah,
during her life-time ; holding the event to be men-
tioned after the account of the death of Sarah for
the purpose of avoiding an interruption of the
main narrative. |
Another cause for want of perfect confidence in
the accuracy of the chronology of the Septuagint-
version is the existence of extreme uncertainty as
to what was the genuine text of that version, and
what were the characters and the literary qualifi-
cations of its authors.

6. What is most ﬂxtra.urdiuary in this table is
P
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the enormous age assigned to Noah at the time of
the birth of his son Shem., It is said in ¢ the
book of the generations of Adam,” (Gen. v. 32))
that “ Noah was five hundred years old: and
Noah begat Shem, Ham, and Japheth:" and in
“the generations of Shem,” (Gen. xi. 10,) that
“ Shem was an hundred years old, and begat
Arphaxad two years after the Flood.”

If the numbers in these two statements, which
are the same in the existing Hebrew text and in
the versions, be interpolated, they may, perhaps,
be mainly founded upon three passages which we
find in Gen. vii, 6 and 11, and viii. 13: “ Noah
was six hundred years old when the flood of
waters was upon the earth:” and “im the six
hundredth year*'of Noah's life, in the* second
month, the seventeenth day of the month, the
same day were all the fountains of the g¥eat deep
broken up, and®the avindows of heaven were
npeued-“ and “in the six hundredth and first
year,” ete. o

The age thuq,asmgned to Noah at the tm:m of
the birth of Shem is noftonly very far fmm havmg
any parallel, but is not supported by ady other

e

-
-,



CHRONOLOGICAL OBSERVATIONS. 95

statement respecting him, excepting that which
gives the sum of the years to which he is said to
have attained at the time of his death; and a
mistake in the statement of his age at the time of
the Flood may have occasioned one in that of the
total length of his life. Now if we suppose a single
letter (lamedh) to have been accidentally dropped,
in a standard-copy of the Hebrew text, from the
middle of the word signifying *six,” in one of the
three passages mentioned above, in Gen. vii. and
viii., and afterwards intentionally, in the others, the
age of Noah at the time of the Flood becomes
reduced to three hundred years. An omission of a
letter in the middle of a word is not of rare occur-
rence, and is therefore not improbable. But such
an omission at the beginning of a word is less im-
probable ; and if we suppose a single letter (vav)
to have been accidently dropped before the latter
of the two words rendered “ six hundred” and
“six hundredth,” the age of Noah at the time of
the Flood becomes reduced to a hundred and six
years, (in the Hebrew it would be “six and a
hundred years,” though the usual Hebrew idiom is
either “six years and a hundred years” or *a
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hundred and six years,”) without the necessity of
any other alteration to effect this change of mean-
ing. For if it be objected, that the latter of the
two words is written in the plural form in our
copies of the Hebrew text, it may be replied, that
we find an instance of its being thus written when
used as a singular, in 2 Chron. xxv. 9; and that
a double reason may have suggested the writ-
ing it in the usual plural form in the instances
in question ; for we find it, as a plural, written in
a form which, divested of the modern points. is
exactly the same as the singular, in two instances
in “ the book of the generations of Adam.”

The admission of either of these suppositions
would require the inference that ¢ the book of the
generations of Adam” and “ the generations of
Shem,” in the Hebrew and the translations, are
incorrect in many of their numbers which cannot
be proved to be erroneous: but as so many of the
numbers are indisputably incorrect, such an infer-
ence does not seem to us to be unreasonable.

The dropping of a letter by accident is much
more likely than its accidental insertion ; and many
emendations have been proposed and approved, by
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Christian biblical critics and divines, and (what is
more to the point} by leading doctors of the Jews,
differing far more from the existing text of the
Bible than these. If the letter were accidentally
dropped in the first of the three instances, and not
in the others, the latter may have been probably
thought to be mistakes, and altered accordingly.
The multiplicity of the various readings in the
Hebrew copies of the Bible is a fact of immense
importance to our faith : in many cases they have
doubtless arisen from accident: in some, as we
have remarked above, they have been occasioned
by design.

7. Even the latter of the two reductions here
suggested would leave us to infer that the longevity
of Adam and his descendants, nearly to the time
of Abraham, was enormous in comparison with the
greatest length of life known to have been attained
in later times; the total age of Noah, as found by
adding the number of years which he lived after
the Flood, according to what we find in Gen, ix.
28, to a hundred and six, being four hundred and
fifty-six years, instead of nine hundred and fifty,
the sum mentioned in the next verse. DBut these
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two verses, the former of which iz absolutely
necessary to define the total length of the life of
Noah, belong to the same category as “ the book
of the generations of Adam ;" or rather they con-
stitute a portion of that book, like * the generations
of Shem ;" the three pieces forming one complete
document, which presents the entire genealogy
of Abraham ; and as this docoment has come down
to us in three widely different states, we should
look to other evidence, not liable to suspicion.
Such evidence we have, though it leads only to
a very vague conclusion: that the longevity of
Jacob's ancestors was in a high degree extraor-
dinary is shewn by his saying to Pharaoh, (as is
related in Gen, xIvii. 9,) “ The days of the years
of my pilgrimage [are] an hundred and thirty years :
few and evil have the days of the years of my life
been, and have not attained unto the days of the
years of the life of my fathers in the days of their
pilgrimage.”

Extraordinary longevity, indeed, is what we
should expect to find in these cases; and it may
be argued that its degree is not to be limited by
the consideration of the caunses of decay pointed
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out by modern physiology, which is founded upon
the observation of subjects infected by the discases
of countless ancestors, Adam must be held to have
been created without any morbific affection; (for
we can hardly believe God to have created a being
with any taint, physical or moral;) and it is a
common opinion, which seems to be sanctioned by
Scripture, that he was created without any germ
of decay, and became subject to . “ural as well as
spiritual death by eating the forbidden fruit; that
this fatal fruit, while engendering new and unholy
ideas and passions, introduced into his frame the
first seed of disease, and consequently eventual
death ; and that the eating of the tree of life would,
as its name indicates, have cured that incipient
malady. Disease, then, being once introduced, and
successively increasing in those by whom it was
inherited, until checked by the providence of God,
and by the curative means prepared and made
known by Him, might be supposed, agreeably with
the analogy of nature, to have gradually reduced
the length of human life to its general term: for
decay and death, it is well known, are mainly
caused by a process of consolidation, which com-
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mences at the first moment of growth, and con-
tinues to the last moment of life; and this, being
rapid or slow according as the subject is more or
less diseased, may be inferred to have been incal-
culably slow where scarcely any disease existed.
But this argument is so much weakened, excepting
in relation to Adam and Seth, by the moral necessity
in which we are placed, of believing that Adam’s
sons married women who were not their sisters,
that it seems most reasonable to look mainly to the
special providence of God as the cause of Jacob's
ancestors’ living so long as we must infer that they
did from his words which have been cited above.

Qur main concern, however, is not with the
lengths of the lives of the patriarchs, but with the
chronology, before the time of Abraham ; and par-
ticularly in relation to the dates of the Deluge and
the Dispersion,

The common opinion which refers the date of
the Dispersion to the time of Peleg, (who was
born, according to Usher's Hebrew chronology, in
the year B.c. 2247, but according to Hales's chro-
uology, chiefly based upon the Septuagint, b.c.
2754, though he places the Dispersion two cen-
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turies later,)] being founded upon the name of
Peleg, may be erroneons; for it is held by some
authors of good repute, that Peleg may as probably
be supposed to have been so named from the open-
ing of a chasm in the earth in his time as from the
division and dispersion of the descendants of Noah.

It is, perhaps, worthy of remark, that, according
to Manetho, in the reign of the first king of the
Second Dynasty of the Pharaohs, apparently some-
what more than two centuries and a half after the
accession of Menes, the founder of the first Pharaonic
kingdom, a chasm in the earth opened at Bubastis,
in Lower Egypt, and many persons in consequence
perished. Seldom is a tradition of this kind with-
out foundation ; and as Lower Egypt is not sub-
ject to earthquakes excepting when they are far
more violent in the regions lying to the north-east
of that country, this tradition suggests the proba-
bility of the occurrence, at the same period, of an
earthquake of extraordinary violence in Syria, or
in a more distant country occupied by early de-
scendants of Noah.

But whether this be considered probable or not,
the date of the Dispersion is obviously founded
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upon a very unsure basis by those who hold it to
have happened in the time of Peleg., It may
therefore, perhaps, be referrible to a period much
nearer to that of the Deluge, which, according to
Usher, was in the year B.c. 2348-9, but according
to Hales, B.c. 3155. Preferring the latter anthority,
we suppose that the Dispersion may have taken
place neither much later nor much earlier than the
middle of the twenty-eighth century B.c., which
happens to be almost exactly the period to which
Hales refers the birth of Peleg.

With this date the chronology of Egypt appears
to be reconcileable, as we shall have to shew here-
after; and for this reason, rather than for any
other, we believe it to be nearly correct. If the
Dispersion were proved to have been but a cen-
tury, or even half a century, later, in which case
its date would be far anterior to that assigned by
Usher, the principal question which we are en-
deavouring to solve in the present work would be
placed almost beyond dispute ; for then it would be
impossible, or extremely difficult, to reconcile with
that date the Egyptian chronology without conced-
ing the existence of people not included among the
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Adamites; that is, without conceding that there
existed nations not in any degree descended from
Adam, or, at least, that the race of Cain was not
included among the Adamites who were destroyed
by the Flood; and even that some of the Pharaohs
were anterior to Noah, as Arabian traditions assert
them to have been. But the establishment of a
biblical chronology much less extended than that
of the Septuagint we regard as scarcely within the
bounds of probability; though we consider an
acknowledgment of its possibility as a concession
which no impartial critic can withhold after noting
the many intentional alterations which we have
mentioned, and as one which is perfectly compa-
tible with faith in the Scripture-history, notwith-
standing the consequences indicated above.

The foregoing observations on chronology we
have found it necessary to make in order to pre-
pare the way for testing our inference from the
Bible respecting the existence of Pre-Adamites by
considering its relation to historical facts and tra-
ditions.



CHAPTER V.

HISTORICAL OBSERVATIONS,

THE inquiry which we have thus far pursued
had led us to form an opinion which we have
already expressed, respecting the origination of the
human species, without our foreseeing that we
should find that opinion to be confirmed to us by
some very remarkable historical facts which seem
to be unexplainable by any other theory; though
this result suggested itself immediately afterwards.

We have inferred that man came into existence
as soon as the conditicn of the earth had become
such as to fit it for his habitation : for otherwise
there would be a seeming inconsistency in the
works of God. And we have argued that he may
have existed many thousands of years before the
creation of Adam,

We have also inferred that the first stock of
man was created in the equatorial region of Africa,
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where uninterrupted summer prevents the necessity
of clothing, and where every want of nature is
easily supplied. by the luxuriance of vegetation ;
or, in other words, that the true Negro, the abori-
ginal inhabitant of Nigritia, is the primary variety
of our species,

This inference implies that we consider the first
of mankind as living in a state of nature, but not
as possessing no knowledge of God, though with-
out any express revelation ; for man in his natural
state must always have had a knowledge of God
sufficient for the condition in which he has been
placed.  Although God “in times past suffered
all nations to walk in their own ways, neverthe-
less He left not Himself without witness, in that
He did good, and gave us rain from heaven, and
fruitful seasons, filling our hearts with food and
gladness.,” “ For the inwisible things of Him,
from the creation of the world, are clearly seen,
being understood by the things that are made,
[even] his eternal power and godhead.” But the
people of whom we are speaking “ changed the
glory of the uncorruptible God into an image made
like to corruptible man, and to birds, and four-
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footed beasts, and creeping things,” “ and wor-
shipped and served the creature more than the
Creator, who 1s blessed for ever.” Thus arose
that strange superstition which is known by the
term Fetishtsm, consisting in the worship of ani-
mals, trees, rivers, hills, and stones, and found to
obtain in every region through which the Nigritian
race has spread itself: some of these objects of
worship being local and tribal, and some being
peculiar to households or individuals, like the
Lares and Penates of the ancient Romans, and the
Pheenician Ildraizer, or Pateect, & word remarkable
for its resemblance to Fetish. The word fetish,
however, is said to be derived from the Portuguese
Jetisso. It appears to be properly applied to a
charm, or spell, and an amulet; but is used to
denote an object of idolatrous worship of any of
the kinds mentioned above.

If this race originated in the equatorial region
of Africa, we must suppose its first seat to have
been in a part where alluvial soil had been de-
posited in a quantity sufficient to produce the ne-
cessary vegetable food ; most probably, near the
sources of the Nile, not only the greatest, but the
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most fertilizing also, of all the African rivers, and
on this account held sacred by the ancient Egyp-
tians, like as the Ganges has been by the Indians
to the present day. As the race multiplied, we
suppose it to have spread over the inereased allu-
vial soil; some of its more extended branches
(having learned, by the invention of simple cloth-
ing, to accommodate themselves to changes of
climatic temperature unknown in their original
seat,) advancing over the basin of the Nile, and
then along the narrow and winding valley through
which that river pours its waters into the sea;
thus giving rise to the aboriginal Egyptian people.
Throughout these tracts, no agricultural art was
necessary ; no tilling of the ground; but the
simple scattering of the seed, and treading it into
the moist earth, after the rainy season or the sub-
siding of the inundation.

We formed this idea without reflecting that the
history of Herodotus contains a passage expressing
a similar notion, He says (in Book II. chapter
15), I think the Egyptians not to have originated
with what the Ionians call the Delta, but ever to
have been, since the race of man was; and as the
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land advanced, many of them to have remained,
and many to have descended by degrees. Thus,
of old, Thebes (which has a circuit of six thousand
and one hundred and twenty stades) was called
Agyptus.” And Diodorus Siculus, in his account
of the Ethiopians, relates a tradition of that people,
to the effect that the land of Egvpt was gradually
formed by the Nile, that the Egyptians were an
Ethiopian colony led thither by Osiris, and that
most of their customs, and even their hieroglyphi-
cal characters, were of Ethiopian origin. Hence
these characters have been called, by some writers,
“ the Ethiopian letters.”

The opinion in which we have thus been anti-
cipated, as to the main assumed fact, by the most
celebrated of the Greek historians, who had pro-
bably heard the tradition afterwards related by
Diodorus, appears to us to indicate the only way in
which we can reasonably account for several very
remarkable peculiarities which distinguished the
ancient Egyptians under the Pharaohs, It may also
be regarded as explaining the origin of the tradition
mentioned by Manetho, and indicated by the Turin
Papyrus of Kings, that Gods, Demigods or Heroes,
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and Manes, reigned in Egypt before the accession
of Menes, the first of the Pharachs, with whom
apparently commenced the civilization of the nation,
and certainly its wveritable history, A tradition
somewhat similar to this obtains in India: that
the dominion of that country, in primeval ages,
was divided between two families, who were called
the family of the Sun, and that of the Moon.

No evidence has hitherto been found to alter
the prevailing opinion, that the first Asiatic set-
tlers in Egypt were the descendants of Ham,
whence that country is called in the Bible ¢ the
land of Ham,” (in hieroglyphics * Kem,” or
“ Chem,”) and * the land of Mizraim;” and in
these circumstances it is not necessary to consider
the possibility of there having been earlier Asiatic
immigrants, of the race of Cain, The settlement
of the descendants of Ham is generally supposed
to have taken place soon after the Dispersion,
which, as we have before remarked, we do not
think it reasonable to refer to a period much
higher than about the middle of the twenty-eighth
century B.C.

Now according to the Egyptian chronology of
F2
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Mr. Stuart Poole, founded chiefly upon an ar-
rangement of the dynasties of the Pharaohs which
he has proved to be correct in many points by
monumental evidences of synchronisms and by
other means, and to the correctness of which Sir
Gardner Wilkinson has testified his assent, the
first of the Pharaohs, Menes, began his reign in,
or about, the year B.c. 2717 : and between three
and four centuries later, in the age in which the
most famous pyramids were built, the Egyptian
Memphite kings and their subjects are shewn by
painted sculptures of contemporary monuments to
have been perfectly similar in their general physical
characteristics to those of later, but ancient, times,
at least down to the age of the last of the Pharaohs.
In all the sculptures and paintings of the Phara-
onic ages, the form of the head, and the features
of the face, are represented as of a modified Cau-
casian type, approaching to that which is known
as the Syro-Arabian, but inclining in the nose
and lips to the Negro character, as in several Ethi-
opian races in the present day. The complexion
of the men is denoted by a dark red pigment;
and that of the women, generally, by a light shade
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of red, or, on the more ancient monuments, by a
deep yellow. The hair is shewn, in all the in-
stances in which the head is not represented as
shaven or as covered, to have been extremely
crisp, almost woolly, by its being generally divided
into a number of small plaits, or twists, like cords;
exactly as the similar hair of many tribes on- the
east and south of Upper Egypt is dressed, by
means of grease, in the present day. The beard
is very small, and artificially dressed and trimmed:
we cannot therefore judge of its natural character:
but it was probably short and scanty; for many of
the beards appear to have been false. Such were
the principal physical characteristics of the ancient
Egyptians as shewn by their own monuments,
which present more certain criteria than the mum-
mies, (as many of these are Greek or Roman, and
none of them can shew the complexion,) and even
than the testimony of the accurate Herodotus,
who (in Book II. chapter 104) speaks of the Col-
chians as resembling the Egyptians, * because they
are black,” or “ swarthy,” (uerdysgees) *“ and crisp-
haired.”

All the peculiarities thus indicated are exactly
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what are now found to be produced by the mix-
ture of Caucasian and Negro races in the same
country ; and if, as is most probable, the first
Hamite settlers were not soon followed by others
of their stock, their mixing with aboriginal natives
of Nigritian ancestry must have resulted in the
production of a race perfectly such as the ancient
Egyptians under the Pharaohs are thus shewn to
have been by their own monuments, neither more
nor less approaching to the Caucasian type; for
in the mixing of races, the physical characteristics
of form of the race which we regard as the later
and the more noble variety are always found to
predominate in the offspring. Their monuments
exhibit to us, as Egyptians, only persons of this
mixed race; but as their sculptures and paintings
of the first twelve centuries after Menes, to the
times of the Eighteenth Dynasty, are few, and as
the mixed race was evidently that which was do-
minant, this is what we might reaﬂunﬁblg,r expect
to find, and does not disprove the fact, which, on
other grounds, we must consider as probable in
the highest degree, that Egypt continued to com-
prise for some centuries after the settlement of the
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Hamites an aboriginal population, which assisted
in the enormous labour of constructing the Pyra-
mids and other great works, and became gradually
more and more blended with the race of their
rulers. We may readily conceive the willing sub-
mission of such aboriginal inhabitants to a superior
race of settlers, introducing among them for the
first time the arts of civilized life. And this ob-
sérvation suggests what we think a probable
explanation of the remarkable fact, that the sub-
jects of the sculptures and paintings in the tombs
of the ancient Egyptians are generally the arts of
civilized life (mostly husbandry), and sports; for it
seems reasonable to suppose that the custom of
thus decorating the walls of their tombs originated
from the first civilized settlers’ thus commemorating
their own useful innovations. Diodorus Siculus
relates (in Book I. chapter 45), that a curse was
inscribed against Menes, or, as he calls him, Menas,
[the first of the Pharaohs,] in the temple of Jupiter
[or Amen-Ra] at Thebes, by Tnephachthus, the
father of Bocchoris the Wise, for his having changed
the original simple manners of the Egyptians ; but
this, if there be any truth in it, was a condemna-
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tion only of luxurious living, and of him who in-
troduced it; not of useful arts.

The first of the Pharachs laid the foundation of
his kingdom in Upper Egypt; the city of This
being his capital : and hence it would seem that
the first Asiatic settlers found the whole extent
of Lower Egypt occupied by a population too
numerous to allow of their immediately establish-
ing themselves in that more desirable region: but
when their own number and power had increased,
a portion of them succeeded in doing this, and
founded a second kingdom, the Memphite, which
eclipsed, without supplanting, the former. After-
wards arose other kingdoms, during the continu-
ance of the first and second; and contemporary
dynasties held rule for many centuries in different
parts of the country. Manetho relates, that the
first king of the First Dynasty (Thinites) made a
Jforeign expedition : and that in the reign of the
first of the Memphites, the Libyans revolted from
the Egyptians, but, being terrified by a sudden
increase of the moon, returned to their allegiance,

That the first Asiatic settlers in Egypt found
there an aboriginal population, by mixing with
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which their Caucasian characteristics became modi-
fied, is not a notion here for the first time put
forth. A high authority, before mentioned, Sir
Gardner Wilkinson, thus pronounces his opinion
on this subject. ¢ The origin of the Egyptians
is enveloped in the same obscurity as that of most
people ; but they were undoubtedly from Asia; as
is proved by the form of the skull, which is that
of a Caucasian race, by their features, hair [7], and
other evidences; and the whole valley of the Nile
throughout Ethiopia, all Abyssinia, and the coast
to the south, were peopled by Asiatic immigra-
tions. . . . At the period of the coloniza-
tion of Egypt, the aboriginal population was
doubtless small [?], and the change in the peculi-
arities of the new comers was proportionably slight ;
little variation being observable in the form of the
skull from the Caucasian original. Still there was
a change : and a modification in character as well
as conformation must occur, in a greater or less
degree, whenever a mixture of races has taken
place.”—With these observations, as to the main
points, we perfectly agree. (We cite them from
their author's latest work, “ A Popular Account
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of the Ancient Egyptians,” vol. i. p. 302.) One
statement which they comprise, that of ¢ little
variation being observable in the form of the skull
from the Caucasian original,” does not require the
inference that the aboriginal population must have
been small, as appears from a physical fact before
mentioned (p. 116} ; nor must it be understood as
meant to imply that little variation is observed in
other respects ; for the same author has abundantly
shewn in other places that this was far from being
the case; and we must subjoin some additional
remarks on this point.

The sculptures and paintings upon the monu-
ments of the ancient Egyptians, beside their exact
representations of that people, exhibit a very re-
markable confirmation of the convietion which we
have expressed respecting their double origin, by
proving that wide differences of feature, complexion,
ete,, distinguished them from their contemporaries
in Asia. This is manifest to every one who, like
. ourselves, has studied those monuments, or has
examined the plates in the great and accurate works
of Champollion and Rosellini and Lepsius, or the
engravings, equally accurate, though smaller, with
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which Sir Gardner Wilkinson has enriched his
valuable writings. _

If the Egyptian nation were solely of Hamitic
or other Asiatic origin, they must have preserved
for many generations a near physical resemblance
to other contemporary nations, Of the truth of
this assertion we have living evidences in the de-
scendants of the Arabs who have settled in Egypt
at varions periods during the last twelve cen-
turies. It appears that many of the descendants of
the ancient Egyptians have become much changed
since the introduction of Christianity into their coun-
try ; but only by intermarriages with foreigners;
whence we generally observe a marked difference
between these modern Copts and the ancient inhabi-
tants of Egypt in the Pharaonic ages: so those of the
Arabs who have not acquired somewhat of the cast
of countenance of the Copts by intermarriages with
Coptic converts to the Arabian religion (we do not
mean those who boast themselves to be Arabs, but
those who are acknowledged to be such by others,)
have generally preserved the physical type of their
ancestors without any perceptible alteration. But

Egyptian sculptures in the peninsula of Mount Sinai,
G



122 CHAPTER V.

of the same age as those in Egypt which exhibit
the earliest examples of the Egyptian type, that is, of
the age in which the most famous Pyramids were
built, the twenty-fourth century B.c., represent
enemies of the Egyptians with features very widely
differing from those of the latter race; as may be
sufficiently seen from two examples (though each
is copied on a verjamall scale) given by Lepsius
in his “ Denkmiler,” Abtheilung II. Bl 2, fig. c.,
and 39, figz. . Next in the order of time, in the
reign of Sesertesen, or Osirtesen, II., about two
thousand years B.c., we find the well-known repre-
sentations, in one of the grottoes of Beni-Hasan,
of persons whose physiognomy is so remarkably
Jewish that they have been supposed to be Hebrew
bondsmen ; which their age, now known, shews
that they cannot be. They have a reddish yellow
complexion, with black eyes, full black hair, and a
black beard. In the Tombs of the Kings at Thebes,
and upon other monuments, of the period between
the fifteenth and twelfth centuries B.c., we find
numerous other representations of races foreign to
Egypt, and, among them, examples of a race
apparently the same as that of the persons last
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mentioned above: in one instance, with a similar
physiognomy, light pink complexion, blue eyes,
and full black hair and beard: in another, with a
similar physiognomy, light red complexion, yellow
eyes, denoting a peculiar yellowish hazel which is
one of the most remarkable characteristies of many
of the modern Eastern Jews, and full yellow beard,
which is also a characteristic of many among that
people in Eastern countries—a fact of great im-
portance in ethnology, as we have before observed,
in our third chapter. Among the other races
which these monuments exhibit to us, we find
examples as widely differing from the Egyptian,
and unquestionably Asiatic or European, in which
the nose is generally prominent and aquiline ; and
where the colours are still preserved, the com-
plexion is pink or yellow, the eyes are often blue,
and the hair is of a reddish brown, or black. In
almost all the instances with which we are ac-
quainted, the enemies of the Egyptians are repre-
sented either as Negroes or as bearded, and in the
latter case, where the colours remain, light-com-
plexioned.

The evidences which we have thus adduced as



124 CHAPTER V.

indicative of the double origin of the ancient
Egyptians of monumental and historical fimes
(and which are of the greatest importance as shew-
ing the very early physical distinctions of nations)
are confirmed by our finding that their religion
was in like manner a compound of Asiatic and
Nigritian elements. With Nigritian fetishism, the
lowest kind of nature-worship, it combined the
higher kinds of that worship, which prevailed in
Babylonia and other parts of South-Western Asia
soon after the Deluge, and, if we may believe
tradition, even before that event; together with
some of the grandest principles of the religion of
the Bible.

The lowest kind of nature-worship which was
the most remarkable characteristic of the religion
of ancient Egypt is too well known to need our
giving any account of it in these pages; but its
identity, or near agreement, in almost every respect,
with that still obtaining among the Negroes has
never, we believe, been pointed out. This will be
sufficiently shewn, together with other very strik-
ing points of agreement between the ancient
Egyptians of historical times and the modern



HISTORICAL OBSERVATIONS. 125

Negroes, in religion and in religious institutions,
by the following extracts from the valuable work
of Dr. Prichard on the Natural History of Man,
(third edition, pp. 525-539,) a work respecting
‘which we may here observe, that we have carefully
examined it without finding in it anything that is
not either confirmatory of our opinion respecting
the originations of the varieties of our species or
perfectly reconcileable therewith,

“ The excellent missionary Oldendorp, who
appears to have had rare opportunities, and to
have taken great pains to become accurately ac-
quainted with the mental history and character of
the Negroes, assures us that he recognised among
them an universal belief in the *existence of a
God,” whom they represent as very powerful and
beneficent. ¢ He is the maker of the world and of
men: he it is who thunders in the air, as he
punishes the wicked with his bolts. He regards
beneficent actions with complacency, and rewards
them with long life, To him the Negroes ascribe
their own personal gifts, the fruits of the earth, and
all good things., From him the rain descends upon
the earth. They believe that he is pleased when
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men offer prayers to him in all their wants, and
that he succours them in dangers, in diseases, and
in seasons of drought. This is the chief God who
lives far from them on high; he is supreme over
all other gods.” ¢ Among all the black nations,
says Oldendorp, ¢ with whom I have become ac-
quaiuted, even among the utterly ignorant and
rude, there is none that did not believe in a god,
which had not learned to give him a name, which
did not regard him as the maker of the world, and
ascribe to him, more or less clearly, all the attributes
which I have briefly summed up. As, however,
the Negroes always designate God and the heaven
by the same term, [as the Chinese, also, are by
many held to do,] it is doubtful whether they do
not regard heaven itself as the Deity: but, per-
haps, their notions are not so clear as to have led
them even to contemplate this distinction.

“¢ Besides this supreme beneficent divinity,
whom all the various nations worship in some
way or other, they believe in many gods of inferior
dignity, who are subject to the chief Deity, and
are mediators between him and mankind. Such
are the powers which they reverence in serpents,
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tigers, wolves, rivers, trees, hills, and large stones,
The more stupid of the Negroes certainly imagine
the serpent, the tiger, and the stones, to be them-,
selves gods, that the tree understands them, and
the tiger gives them rain: on the other hand, the
more intelligent look upon these objects as repre-
sentations of the inferior gods, and imagine that
local deities dwell unseen under certain trees or on
particular hills” . . . The objects of their
worship are either national or domestie.”

“ ¢ Sacrifices constitute the most important part
of their worship, which are always performed in
sacred places by consecrated persons. The sacred
places are those where one of their divinities
dwells, visibly or invisibly, particularly buildings,
or hills, or trees, remarkable for their age, height,
and strength. They have also sacred groves, [as
the ancient Egyptians had, and the idolatrous
Israelites,] which are the abodes of a deity, which
no Negro ventures to enter, except the priests.
The oblations of the Negroes consist of oxen, cows,
sheep, goats, fowls, palm-oil, brandy, yams, &c.
Human sacrifices are offered by some nations.
[And the Egyptians, in early times, are related by
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Manetho, as cited by Plutarch and Porphyry, to
have offered such sacrifices.] . . . The priests
and priestesses are the sacred persons upon whom
the divine service of the Negroes depends, and who,
as they suppose, have confidential intercourse with
the gods, and interpret their will. They alone
understand by what means the wrath of the deity
may be appeased. To them it belongs to present
the offerings to the gods, and to be the intercessors
between them and the people. They convey the
questions of the people to the gods, who reply by
the mouths of the priests, . . . . The priests
of the Negroes are also the physicians, as were
the priests of Apollo and Hsculapius. .
Some priests are likewise sorcerers; but among
several nations, the Sokko and Wa’r:je for example,
the latter office is distinguished from the former.””
“ ¢ The Negroes believe, almost universally, that
the souls of good men, after their separation from
the body, go to God, and the wicked to the evil
spirit. . . . They believe that the souls which
go to the evil spirit become ghosts, and reappear ;
and because they preserve their disposition to do
evil, torment those whom they dislike in sleep;
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and, besides, flutter about in the air, and make
noises and disturbances in the bushes.! . .

The Karabari, and several other black tribes,
believe in the doctrine of the transmigration of the
soul from one body to another, and imagine that the
soul of a dead person revives in the body of the
next child born after his death. It is fully estab-
lished, by the assurances of the Negroes, that [like
the ancient Egyptians] they believe in the trans-
migration of a human soul into the body of a bird,
fish, or other creature.”

In all these particulars, we see what we might
reasonably suppose to be characteristics of a
primeval people destitute of revelation. We see
in them the ruder elements of most of the reli-
rions of the ancient pagan world ; together with
a kind of priesthood exercising functions and in-
fluence and authority similar to those of the priests
and priestesses of ancient Egypt, as well as of the
Bonzes of China, the Shamans of Northern Asia,
the wizards of the Finns and Lapps, the Angekoks
of the Esquimaux, the *“medicine-men™ of the
American Indians, the Druids, the Brahmans, and
the Magi; and also of those vagrants who pervade
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Turkey and South-Western Asia, and, under the
cloak of religion, impose upon the credulity of every
class. But the most remarkable features of the
Negro religion are the veneration of wrralional erea-
tures, and that of trees and rivers and hills ; the
kind of nature-worship which most prominently
characterized the religion of ancient Egypt, and
the origin of which, in that religion, has hitherto,
we believe, never received any explanation in-the
smallest degree approaching to probability. Is it
credible that the descendants of the Hamite settlers
in Egypt, necessarily acquainted with revealed
religion, invented this monstrous system in the
very early age in which we know it to have existed
among them? We doubt not that they found it
prevailing in that country among a more ancient,
aboriginal, Negro population. The name of
“ Athothis,” the second of the kings of Egypt,
(meaning “son of Thoth,” or * Hernes,” to
whom the ibis was sacred, and also the cynoce-
phalus, not a native of Egypt, but of more southern
regions,) confirms the inference to be drawn from
very ancient sculptures, that animal-worship ob-
tained among the Egyptians in the earliest age of
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their historical existence: and we know how the
Israclites were led into idolatry by mixing with
their heathen neighbours. Or it may have been
adopted by the Hamite settlers in Egypt gradually,
though soon; for Manetho relates that in the
reign of Cwmichds, the second king of the Second
Dynasty, the bulls Apis (in Memphis) and Mnevis
(in Heliopolis), and the Mendesian goat, were called
gods. In the Egyptian sculptures in the peninsula
of Mount Sinai, we have evidence of the worship
of Thoth in the age of the Great Pyramid: and we
find, also, monumental evidence of the worship of
Apis at the commencement of the dynasty under
which that pyramid was constructed.

We should not expect to find in Ethiopia any
monuments of religious art more ancient than those
of Egypt; for we know that the arts of civilized
life travelled from the latter country to the former,
excepting, according to a tradition related by
Diodorus Siculus, which we have before men-
tioned, the art of hieroglyphic writing, the least
artificial mode of representing to the eye what
one would say, and practised, in a rude manner,
by more than one uncivilized people, But we
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might reasonably look for some natural monument
indicating the spreading of nature-worship through
the former country to the latter; and as such, we
think, may probably be regarded * the Sacred
Mountain,” as Jebel Barkal is called in its own
hieroglyphic inscriptions. Such also, perhaps, was
the sacred sycamore at the place (in Lower Ethiopia)
called after it, * Hierosycaminon,” where a sculp-
tured representation of it still remains, a work of
Roman times.

Beside adopting this grossest kind of superstition,
and making many of its objects to be representa-
tives also of imaginary gods, the ancient Egyptians
had a higher kind of nature-worship, the worship
of the heavenly bodies. This the Hamite settlers
in Egypt doubtless brought with them from Baby-
lonia. A proof of its very early existence in a
neighbouring country is given by the Bible, in the
saying of Job, (ch. xxxi. vv. 26-28,)

“If T beheld the sun when it shined,
Or the moon walking [in] brightness,
And my heart hath been secretly enticed,
Or my mouth hath kissed my hand ;
This also [were] an iniquity [to be punished by| the judge ;
For I should have denied the Gud [that is] above.”
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The Egyptians of the Pharaonic ages had also
a still higher kind of nature-worship : they personi-
fted the powers of nature; and with these they
associated personifications of various divine attri-
butes; representing their ideal gods by human
figures generally with the heads of inferior animals,
and thus seeming to connect the very lowest kind
of nature-worship with the highest.

Hence, alone, we might infer that they were not
without some knowledge of the true God: but
that they had such knowledge plainly appears from
our finding that they combined, with their three-
fold system of nature-worship, some of the grandest
doctrines of revelation, This fact is fully estab-
lished by the following observations, which we
extract from the article “ Egypt,” by Mr. Stuart
Poole, in the edition of the Encyclopedia Britan-
nica now in the course of publication.

“ Qsiris is the most remarkable personage in the
Egyptian Pantheon, and was probably more highly
reverenced than any of the other gods. His usual
form is that of a mummied figure holding the erook
and flail, and wearing the crown of Upper Egypt,
generally with an ostrich-feather on each side. He
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was regarded as the personification of physical
and moral good, and hence one of his commonest
names, Un-Nufre, signifies ¢ the opener * or ‘ revealer
of good things.' He is related to have been on
earth instructing mankind in useful arts, to have
been slain by his adversary Typhon, by whom he
was cut in pieces, to have been bewailed by his
wife and sister Isis, to have been embalmed, to
have risen again, and to have become the judge of
the dead, the righteous among whom were called by
his name and received his form, in which indeed
they are always represented. Although in this
extraordinary story we may possibly trace a phy-
sical meaning, yet the moral meaning is far more
prominent; and the intention appears rather to
point to the struggle between moral good and
moral evil, than between physical good and physi-
cal evil, Indeed although the opponent of Osiris
personified both physical and moral evil at a com-
paratively late period, there is strong reason for sup-
posing that such was not originally the case; and
it is therefore not probable that the story of Osiris
was intended to typify the opposition of good of
both kinds to evil of both kinds. Admitting, then,
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that it teaches the doctrine of the conflict between
moral good and moral evil, it is to be inquired why
this doctrine was embodied in go remarkable a nar-
ration. Considering all the points of resemblance
—bearing in mind that mankind must have been
granted a primeval revelation, and what evidence
of there having been such a revelation is afforded
by the great doctrine of the immortality of the
soul, the resurrection of the dead, judgment to
come, and future rewards and punishments, all so
closely interwoven with the story of Osiris—care-
fully weighing all this, it seems an unavoidable
conclusion that this story is derived from some
prophecy of the remotest times respecting the
future Saviour of mankind. The discovery of this
remarkable analogy was made some years since by
Mr. Lane, and a careful comparison of all the
hieroglyphic documents which bear upon it, in our
hands, has afforded it a complete confirmation. . ,

The only representation that we find of moral
evil ig that of an enormous serpent called Apep,
which was, in the Greek form, Apophis, The
gods are portrayed in the mystic subjects on the
walls of the Tombs of the Kings at Thebes en-
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gaged in warfare with this monster, whom they
ultimately destroy. Moral evil being represented
by a serpent, affords another link in the argument
that much of primeval revelation was retained,
more or less distorted, by the ancient Egyptians.”

The opinion which we have advanced respect-
ing the double origin of the Egyptians of the
Pharaonic ages, first as being suggested by their
physical characteristics, and next as being con-
firmed by considerations of their religion, is further
confirmed by their language. But this important
subject we reserve for examination in another
chapter. | |

A still further confirmation of the same opinion
we find in the remarkable agreements, never, we
believe, hitherto explained, in religious and other
institntions of Ancient Egypt, and of India, more
particularly in animal-worship and tree-worship
and river-worship, which, with other superstitions,
the Indians, as well as the ancient Egyptians, may
be reasonably supposed to have learned from the
Negroes : for we have shewn that the extension
of the Negroes, in remote times, to the eastward of
Africa, even beyond the Indian Ocean, may be
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traced in the Nigritoes, or Negrilloes, and other
races, inhabiting parts of the Malayan Peninsula,
and islands in the western portion of the Pacific.
In India, moreover, as in Egypt, the powers of
nature were permiﬁed;'and thus arose a philo-
sophic, poetic, fantastic, and monstrous mythology,
which, while in many respects it resembled the
Egyptian, in others more nearly agreed with the
Greek, the Roman, and the Scandinavian.

Having mentioned India, we may here observe,
that the Caucasian seitlers in that country, the
Aryas, or Arians, found there, according to their
own historical traditions, an aboriginal population,
whom they represent sometimes as monkeys, and
sometimes as giants, or savages. The descend-
ants of the latter for the most part occupy the
Deccan, south of the Vindhya chain; their com-
plexion is generally darker than that of the Arians;
(many of whom are as light in hue as people of
the southernmost parts of Europe;) their predomi-
nant type is Mongolian, more or less approaching
to the African Negro in colour and in features; and
their dialects, agreeably with their type, are of the

Turanian stock. Branches of the same race are
a 2
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also found in the north-eastern parts of India,
whither their ancestors retreated from the invading
Arians ; and the speech of these also is Turanian ;
and their physiognomy, Mongolian.

In drabia, as in Egypt, descendants of Noah
appear, from the Bible, to have settled very soon
after the Dispersion. The southern and more fer-
tile parts of the former country were chosen by
the family of Joktan, generally supposed to be the
same whom the Arabs call * Kahtin ;" the rest
being left unoccupied by them for the later Noachian
settlers, the family of Ishmael: and beside these,
Arabian writers make mention of several extinct
tribes, to whom, probably taught to do so by the
Jews, whose religion spread widely in their country,
they likewise assign a Noachian origin; but whom
we rather incline to regard as aboriginal inhabitants.
We possess no veritable ancient history of any of
these races, either of the extinct or of the surviving ;
nor any very ancient monuments, excepting, per-
haps, a few in the southern parts, bearing Him-
yeritic inscriptions, and some of the inscribed rocks
in the Peninsula of Mount Sinai, recording, in a Se-
mitic dialect, visits of pagan and Christian pilgrims :
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but thus far we know ; that the religions of the Jok-
tanites and Ishmaelites, and the langunage also of
the former, were such as can hardly be explained
without the supposition of their having intermixed
in early times with foreign races. With the wor-
ship of the true God, they combined that of E;ngela,
and of idols, and the higher kind of nature-worship
which seems to have originated in Babylonia;
namely the adoration of the sun, moon, and stars:
and to all this they added the lowest Negro fetish-
ism, the worship of trees, and of stones, or masses
of rock ; still surviving, in a manner, in the practice,
common among the Arabs and their modern co-reli-
gionists, of decking certain trees with votive offer-
ings or memorials of plous visits, and in the vene-
ration of the Black Stone of the Kaabeh. And
here it is worthy of remark, that tree-worship may
be traced from the interior of Africa not only into
Egypt and Arabia, but also onward, uninterruptedly,
into Palestine and Syria, Assyria, Persia, India,
Thibet, Siam, the Philippine Islands, China, Japan,
and Siberia: also, westward, into Asia Minor,
Greece, Italy, and other countries: and in most
of the countries here named, it obtains in the pre-
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sent day, combined, as it has been in other parts,
with various forms of idolatry.

The Chinese are one of those nations which
deserve particular notice for the apparent evidences
which they present, in their traditions as well as in
their l-anguage, of a very remote antiquity. Reserv-
ing the subject of their language to be considered
in another chapter, we shall here only speak of
their traditions, which refer the foundation of their
empire to a period many thousands of years before
the Christian era; relating that their country was
then invaded, from the mountainous region on the
north-west, by a race of conquerors, who found it
occupied by barbarous tribes, and partly extirpated
these aboriginal inhabitants, compelling those whom
they spared to adopt their language and customs.
The conquerors, however, may have only become
the dominant race, and been few In number in
comparison with the people whom they subdued;
and if so, we may suppose with some probability
that they were of the race of Cain, whose first
journeying is recorded to have been eastward, and
who are the first known as originators of arts.
The Arabs in their nomadic state have ever been
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remarkable for their backwardness in arts; and so
have the Mongolians; but the Arabs have become
equally remarkable for the facility with which they
have learned arts from others, and for their having
made these arts exclusively their own by a peculiar
and admirable development; and so, as it appears
from their own traditions, have the Mongolians
who compose the population of China. Rude
kinds of sculpture and painting are common among
barbarous people ; but very different from such arts
are those which are peculiar to the Chinese, a
people eminent for imitative skill, and also the
inventors of printing, of the magnetic. needle, of
gunpowder, of silk fabries, and of porcelain.

Even independently of their chronology, which
may be greatly exaggerated, it is clear that the
Chinese traditions favour the belief in the existence
of Pre-Adamites: for we can hardly suppose a
people to have sunk into a state of barbarism, like
that of the traditional aborigines of China, (a state
into which the Arabs are not known to have ever
become degraded,) and then to have attained a
signal proficiency in arts through the influence of
a foreign race of invaders,
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The same may be said of the traditions of many
other nations, and particularly of those of the
anclent Gfreeks and Romans.

According to the concurrent testimony of anti-
quity, the Hellenes, whom we call the Greeks, were
not the first inhabitants of their country : yet they
seemn to have settled there very soon after the dis-
persion from Babel. Their legends represent them
as descended from Hellen, a son of Deucalion and
Pyrrha, who were saved from a great flood; and
they were long divided into four tribes; namely,
the Dorians, Aolians, Ionians, and Achwans ; said
to be the progeny of Dorus and Afolus the sons of
Hellen, and of Ion and Achmus the sons of Xuthus
the son of Hellen. Hence alone we would not
venture to infer that the Hellenés were early
descendants of Noah; nor from Plutarch's mention
of the dove which Deucalion sent forth from his
ark. But we have stronger reasons for doing so:
the Tonians (called by Homer, Il. xiii. 685, 'Tdoreg,)
are generally held to be the “ Javan™ (pronounced
“Yavan ") of the Bible : the Aolians are identified
by Josephus among the ancients, and by several
of the moderns, with descendants of * Elishah "

L
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the son of Javan; or Elishah, according to some,
denotes “ Elis,”" an Molian settlement : and as the
“Dodanim ™ of our English Bible is * Rodanim ™
in the Samaritan and Septuagint and according
to Jerome, and the 4 and » are so nearly alike in
‘Hebrew, the right reading may perhaps be “ Dora-
nim;"” and the people meant thereby, the Dorians.
But to establish that ¢ Javan ™ denotes the Ionians
would alone suffice; for the latter appellation is
often applied to all the ancient Greeks; and varia-
tions thereof are generally, if not always, so applied
in the languages of neighbouring peoples on the
east and south; in the ancient Egyptian and the
Arabic, the Syriac, the Sanskrit, and the old Per-
sian, According to common consent, “ Javan
means * Greece” in Dan, viii, 21, and Zech. ix.
13, and other passages in the Bible; and ¢ the
Greeks” are meant by “the sons of the Javanites™
in Joel iii. 6.

There appears, therefore, to be at least a pre-
ponderance of probability that the Hellenes were
among the earliest Noachian emigrants from Babel :
and if so, their traditions clearly point to an ante-
diluvian people not destroyed by the deluge of
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Noah: for they state that Greece, before the Hel-
lenic immigration, as well as part of Asia Minor
and Italy, was mostly occupied by the Pelasgians.
Of the origin of this earlier race, with which other
tribes appear to have been intermixed, we naturally
find no credible or uniform accounts: in some of
the traditions, they are said to be autochthons, off-
spring of the soil : in others, nomadic immigrants.
They are generally represented as a rude and bar-
barous people; but in Greece they became gra-
dually blended with the Hellenes; (mostly, it
seems, with the Ionians, who are called by Hero-
dotus, in Book i, chapter 56, a Pelasgian people,
while the Dorians, apparently from their having
kept more apart, are called by him Hellenes ;) and
hence, Pelasgian elements are found to characterize
the language and the religion of the latter race.
Thus the mixed origin of the Greeks of history,
and of their dialects and mythology, appears to be
well established : and numerous roots which are
common to the Greek and Hebrew languages lend
support to the traditions which state that the Greeks
received colonies from Pheenicia, whence they ob-
tained their alphabet, and also from Egypt, of which
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the language, as we shall shew in our concluding
chapter, was partly Semitic, and of which the reli-
gion was in many respects analogous to the Greek.

The three principal stages in the progress of
false religions, exclusive of astrolatry, to the third
of which belongs the idolatry of the Greeks, are,
by Epiphanius, (a writer of the fourth century of
our era, quoted by Cory in his * Ancient Frag-
ments,” pp. 53-55,) termed * Barbarism,” *Seyth-
ism,” and “ Hellenism.” The first, according to
him, extended from the days of Adam to those of
Noah; during which period, he says, every one
“ was at liberty to follow the dictates of his own
inclination.” But according to our own view, the
first form of religion mentioned by him was the
nature-worship of the Negroes, and of those who
inherited from them this superstition. The appella-
tion which he applies to it (being radically identical
with the existing name of a great race of Northern
Africa, whence “ Barbary,” and also with that of
the two principal races of Nubians inhabiting the
valley of the Nile above Egypt, with that of a
district of Upper Nubia, and with that of a place

on the African shore of the Gulf of Aden), strongly
H
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confirms our opinion of its proper application.
The second stage, * Scythism,” he asserts to have
extended from the days of Noah to those of Peleg
and Reu; and among the nations bordering upon
Europe, to the age of Terah, and afterwards; and
he says that the Thracians were of this religion.
He represents it as a kind of demonolatry; and thus
it correctly applies to the Shamanism of Mongolian
tribes. The third stage he describes as that of
the worship of pictures and images of honoured
ancestors. He says “that the Egyptians and
Babylonians and Phrygians and Pheenicians were
the first propagators of this superstition of making
images, and of the mysteries: from whom it was
transferred to the Greeks [Hellenes] from the time
of Cecrops downwards. But it was not till after-
wards and at a considerable interval that Cronus
and Rhea, Zeus and Apollo, and the rest, were
esteemed and honoured as Gods.” (Cory’s Transl.)
These three kinds of religion Epiphanius thus re-
presents as originating, successively, before Judaism
and Christianity, which, with them, constitute five
stages of progress. The heresy which emanated
from Arabia, mainly a compound of the two last-
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named religions, may be mentioned as the only
great retrograde movement. But in speaking thus
of five stages of progress, let us not be supposed
to hint the impious opinion, that Judaism was a
natural advance from an older form of religion,
and Christianity a JAwman improvement of
Judaism.

The Roman traditions respecting the nations
which preceded them in the occupation of their
couniry are similar to those of the Hellenes re-
specting the earliest occupants of Greece; but
more vague and uncertain; particularly as to the
Etruscans; of whose origin the most discordant
opinions still obtain; whose language is almost
unknown; whose religion was the model after
which that of Rome was in a great measure
framed ; and who are famous for their progress in
various arts, from a rude and barbarous backward-
ness to a very high degree of proficiency, which,
in painting and sculpture, was chiefly attained by
imitation of the Greeks., Nature-worship, which
is more conspicuous in the religion of ancient Italy
than in that of Greece, the Bible warrants us in
regarding as having originated with men who had
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no express revelation ; as we have gshewn in speak-
ing of the Negroes.

Such, we believe, are the principal ethno-
logical facts and traditions which monuments and
books have made known to us respecting the
earliest historical ages and the times preceding
them; and all concur to confirm the inference
which we have drawn from the Bible, of the
existence of Pre-Adamites.



CHAPTER VL
PHILOLOGICAL OBSERVATIONS,

TrE principal results of the latest researches in
comparative philology, considered as illustrative of
ethnology, have been amply and ably exhibited by
Chevalier Bunsen, in his work entitled “ Qutlines
of the Philosophy of Universal History, applied to
Language and Religion ;7 and though many of the
opinions expressed in it are inconsistent with our
own, it i8 a work from which we have derived
much valuable information respecting the intricate
and difficult subject that we have now to consider,
and of which we shall therefore largely avail our-
sclves in this concluding portion of our inquiry.

The following scheme, distinguishing three
stages in the general progress of speech, exhibits
our view of the mutual relations of the families of
languages to which the observations that we are
about to offer will chiefly apply.
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1. Inorganic Stage.
PRIMEVAL LANGUAGES.

|

2. Agglutinate Stage.
Nigritian, ' Turanian.
3. Amalgamate Stage.
PROTOTYPE OF THE SEMITIC.

-—r-—|

Hamitic, Semitic, Japhetic, or Iranian,
or Egyptian, or Syro-Arabian, or Indo-European
and several (Hebrew and (Celtic :

" other languages Pheenician ; Thracian, or Illyrian:
of Northern Aramaic; i.e. Armenian ;
and Eastern, Chaldee, Samaritan, Arian:
and of Southern Nabatheean, and Syriac: Hellenico-Italic :
regions of Arabic, commonly so called : Slavonic :
Africa. and the two extreme branches Teutonic.)
of the Semitic stock ;
namely,

Himyeritic | and Assyro-
and Ethiopic, | Babylonian.)

This scheme is at variance with the opinions
of Chevalier Bunsen in two very important points :
first, in representing the Semitic stock as in no
way derived from a primeval language, though it
may have received many Turanian roots; whereas
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he regards it as having probably a common origin
with the Turanian and Iranian: and secondly, in
representing the Hamitic, which he terms “ Khami-
tism,” or * Chamitism,” as occupying an inter-
mediate place, essentially, but not chronologically,
between the Prototype of the Semitic and a
branch of the Primeval stock; while he regards it
a.s.heing itself “ Ante-historical Semitism.” If he
be right respecting these two points, we must
infer, as it appears to us, either that there have
existed Pre-Adamites of our species, or that the
portion of the Bible which relates to the ante-dilu-
vian period consists of faulty and vague traditions :
if our own opinion respecting them be correct, then
the former inference without the latter seems to us
to be inevitable, though not at first sight so strik-
ingly obvious.

“ Languages compared together and considered
as objects of the natural history of the mind, and
when separated into families according to the ana-
logies existing in their internal structure,” says
the venerable author of * Cosmos,” * have become
a rich source of historical knowledge; and this is
probably one of the most brilliant results of modern
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study in the last sixty or seventy years. From
the very fact of their being products of the intel-
lectual force of mankind, they lead us, by means
of the elements of their organism, into an.obscure
distance, unreached by traditionary records. The
comparative study of languages shews us that
races mow separated by vast tracts of land are
allied together, and have migrated from one com-
mon primitive seat; it indicates the course and
direction of all migrations, and, in tracing the
leading epochs of development, recognises, by
means of the more or less changed structure of the
language, in the permanence of certain forms, or
in the more or less advanced destruction of the
formative system, which race has retained most
nearly the language common to all who had emi-
grated from the general seat of origin.” (* Cos-
mos:" Otté's Transl. vol. ii. p. 471.)

We generally find that physical and philolo-
gical characteristics agree in their indications of
the relations of different divisions of mankind. In
most of the instances in which it is known that
they do not thus agree, history explains the reasons
of the exceptions to the general rule. More than
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one half of our species consists of nations of whose
origins we possess no authentic record ; and nearly
half consists of races which are physically similar,
(composing what is commonly called the Mongo-
lian variety,) and speak inorganic or agglutinate
languages ; both of which kinds of languages are
distinguished hjr characteristics from which they
way be inferred to have originated with artless,
uncivilized, illiterate races; while forms of speech
more rude and inartificial are found to obtain
among races living- almost in a state of nature,
whose pﬁyaical characteristics connect them very
nearly with the Nigritians. The languages of
almost all the nations renowned in history compose
two widely distinct families, both of them amal-
camate, and characterized by very high degrees of
refinement ; the Semitic, or Syro-Arabian; and
the Japhetie, or Indo-European, also called Iranian,
and Arian: and a third family; the Hamitic;
which is composed of elements found in the first,
and of other elements which have analogues in the
second : the first and second are the languages of
nations of one predominant physical type, and
generally distinguished by their superior civilization



154 CHAPTER VI.

above every other people: the third was spoken
by a nation in which we have shewn that the
same type was blended with one of a very different
character : and sacred and profane history, com-
bined with monuments and other evidences, elu-
cidate the originations of these three remarkable
families of languages.

If every people always retained the original
character of its language, we might most reason-
ably infer that all races distinguished by mono-
syllabic and inorganic languages are of earlier
origin than any of those whose languages are

alutinate ; and that all those races whose lan-
guages are agglutinate are of earlier origin than
those whose languages are amalgamate. DBut as
they do not always retain that character, much
caution should be exercised in drawing such infer-
ences.

Identity or similarity in the languages of two
or more nations or races in different countries,
when their physical characteristics are the same or
similar, obviously affords a strong presumptive
evidence that they have originated from a common
stock. But identity or similarity in the languages
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of two or more physically distinct races inhabiting
the same country indicates that one has imposed
its language upon the other or others. Thus, for
instance, the Arab settlers in Egypt gradually
imposed their language upon the Copts.

Difference of the essential characters in the lan-
guages of two or more nations or races in different
countries, when their physical characteristics are
the same or similar, affords no evidence of their
having originated from different stocks, but is
attributable to an intermixture of some of them
with foreign races, whose languages they have
adopted, or modified, or remodelled, and enriched
with new words, |

A mixed language obtaining in one country in-
dicates a mixture of races; and the grammar of
that language, by its being unmixed or mixed, is
an index to the number or power of one race in
comparison with the other at the period of the
formation of the mixed language; a great supe-
riority of number or power in the intruding race
being necessary to enable them to abolish alto-
gether, or even partially, the grammar of the race
among whom they have settled, though they
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easily and necessarily introduce a multitude of
new words.

It is in those cases with respect to which both
history and monuments are silent, that comparative
philology affords the most valuable illustrations ;
and we shall therefore now employ it as a test of
the correctness of the opinions which we have
advanced on the originations of the principal varie-
ties of mankind.

In the passages of the Bible in which we are
told, according to our authorized version, that
“ the whole earth was of one language, and of one
speech,” until the Dispersion from Babel, and that
““the Lord did there confound the language of all
the earth,” we believe that the word rendered
“ earth " means, as it does in many other instances,
“land,” or “region,” and apﬁliea only to the part
occupied by the descendants of Adam, through Noah.
We think that this will be evinced to the satisfac-
tion of an unprejudiced mind by facts to be men-
tioned in the course of the following observations.
The fact of the Dispersion itself is, however, one
without which the originations of the languages of
~ almost all the nations famous in antiquity can
hardly be explained.
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All competent judges agree as to two points,
which are, indeed, indisputable : that the Semitic
* languages compose a distinet family, very closely
united among themselves; and that the Iranian
languages compose another distinct family, though
not so closely united. But many of the most
accomplished scholars of the present age, among
whom Bunsen and Max Miiller hold prominent
places, maintain that all the languages of the world
have most probably originated from one ; and hence
they argue that all mankind have descended from
a single pair. Others hold, with ourselves, that
the Semitic languages cannot with any just reason
be supposed to be derived, through the medium of
any other language or languages, from a primeval
form of speech: and further, that the Iranian lan-
guages cannot be derived from the Turanian, nor
the Turanian from a still earlier language, such as
the ancient Chinese.

The opinion of the latter party, so far as it
relates only to the Semitic languages, obviously
favours the belief in the existence of Pre-Adamites :
and as relating to other languages, it has been
urged in confirmation of the hypothesis that man
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is of many, independent, origins. One of the
latest of. the writers who have advocated this view
of the origing of languages, M. Ernest Renan, after
having adduced and reviewed the opinions of many
distinguished scholars, in his * Histoire Générale et
Systéme Comparé des Langues Sémitiques,” (p.
475,) states in the following manner the prineipal
ethnological conclusions to which his studies of
comparative philology, aided by history, have led
him :—

“ La philologie comparée, aidée par lhistoire,
arrive, non pas certes i résoudre, mais & circonscrire
le probléme des origines de I'espéce humaine. Elle
établit avec une entiére certitude l'unité de la
grande race indo-européenne ; or cetie race étant
évidemment destinée & s'assimiler toutes les autres,
avoir établi 'unité de la race indo-européenne, ce
sera, aux yeux de l'avenir, avoir établi I'unité du
genre humain.—Elle rattache d'une maniére trés-
vraisemblable 4 la race indo-européenne la race
sémitique, inséparable de la premiére dans I'histoire
de la civilisation.—Elle permet de rapporter i la
méme famille les races chamites et couschites, et
arrive ainsi 4 montrer comme possible I'unité de
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toutes les races qui ont fondé la civilisation dans
I'ouest de 1'Asie, dans I'Eurcpe, dans le nord et
l'est de 1" Afrique.—Elle fixe avec une vraisemblance
presque égale 4 la certitude le point de départ de
la race arienne dans I'Hindoukousch ou le Belour-
tag, et elle rattache volontiers 4 ce méme point le
berceau de la race sémitique.—Elle répugne i en
faire autant pour la race chinoise, et surtout pour
les races inférieures qui durent former ]f premiére
couches de la population du globe.—Elle établit
d'une maniére approximative 'ordre chronologique
selon lequel ces races diverses sont entrées dans
I'histoire, et la date relativement moderne de I'appa-
rition des races civilisées.—Enfin, elle attend sur
tous ces points des lumiéres nouvelles de I'étude
encore si peu avancée des idiomes de ' Asie centrale
et de I'Afrique, préte i renoncer devant les faits &
toute hypothése précongue, et persuadée que, dans
I'état actuel de la science, tout systéme ne peut-
étre que provisoire, si I'on compare le peu que l'on
sait & la masse énorme de ce qu'il est encore pos-
sible de savoir.”

It is very remarkable that the statement which
we have here quoted (from a work presenting a
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- strange mixture of sound and unsound criticism)
is reconcileable, in all its main features, with each
of the two opposing opinions mentioned above.
On both of these opinions we must now offer some
observations ; but more particularly on the former
of them, for two reasons: first, because it has often
been urged in support of the notion that all man-
kind are of one origin: secondly, because we hold
it to be correct as to the doctrine that inorganic
languages preceded agglutinate, and that agglutinate
languages preceded amalgamate. This we shall
do chiefly in the form of an examination of the
facts and arguments adduced by Bunsen, in his
“QOutlines,” as far as they affect the main question
discnssed in the present work: and first we shall
exhibit his classification of languages, (founded
upon his own. and others’ researches,) and the
manner in which he holds them to be traceable to
one common origin.,

The languages of the “ SemiTic STOCE” com-
pose a group which, with the Egyptian, a language
but partially belonging to that stock, Bunsen thus
arranges i—

“ A, Chamitism, or anti-historical Semitism :
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the Chamitic deposit in Egypt; its daughter, the
Demotic Egyptian ; and the Coptic, its end.

“B. The Chaldee : first, the original Babylonian,
or the ancient sacred language of Babylonia and
mother of historical Semitism ; secondly, the Chal-
dee of Babylonia and Mesopotamia, or the most
ancient North Semitic stock; thirdly, its latest
phasis, the Jewish and Christian Chaldee in the
book of Daniel and the Targum, and in the Chris-
tian Chaldee or the Syrian (Aramzan).

“(C. The Arabic, or South Semitic stock, in its
two branches: the Himyaric, with its Abyssinian
deposit; and the language of Northern Arabia,
with the Amalekite dialect of the Sinaitic inscrip-
tions. ﬁ

“D. The Hebrew, or the language of the Bible
from the Mosaic records to the age of the Macca-
bees, with its dialect, the Canaanite language
(Pheenician and Carthaginian). It forms the
younger branch of the North Semitic stock.”
(Vol. i. pp. 183 and 184.) |

Here, at the outset, we feel compelled to differ
from Chevalier Bunsen, not only with respect to

the Egyptian language, as we have before shewn,
o 2
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but also with respect to the relation of all the
principal dialects of this stock ; for we regard them
as standing to each other in the relation of sisters ;
that is to say, as rudimentally, or elementally,
combined and confused in one common parent or
prototype, and severed in consequence of the Dis-
persion from Babel.

Of the “ IraN1AN sTOCK,” Bunsen says,  Eight
more or less extensive historical families or single
nations have been ascertained to constitute one
great Asiatic-European stock, of which even the
remotest members speak original languages, more
intimately connected with each other than with
any third tongue, or family of tongues, in the
worldl. We have called this stock the Iranian,
according to a terminology which recommends itself
by many advantages.

“The first great branch of this stock are the
Celts, once spread over Asia Minor (Galatia),
Spain, France, Belgium, Helvetia, a great part of
Germany, and throughout the British Isles: it
lives still in the Kymric (of which the Bas Breton
18 a corrupted form,) as the language of Wales,
and in two cognate forms, the Gaelic and the
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Erse, as the native tongue of the Highlands of
Scotland, and of the whole of Ireland. This
family we consider as representing the most
ancient formation of the whole stock. .

“The second branch is the Thracian or Illyrian,
once spread on the Dnieper, the Hellespont, and
in Asia Minor, in which countries it was followed,
and partly supplanted, by the Pelasgian, or ante-
historical formation of the Hellenic. . . . The
languages of the Epirots and Macedonians belong
to this family, which is now represented in those
countries by the Skipetarian, the language of the
Albanians or Arnauts.

“The third i8 the Armenian, the language
spoken during the historical age in the country
which, according to the most ancient traditions of
the Semites, was the cradle of mankind, and again
the primeval seat of man after the deluge of
Noah.

“The fourth formation we propose to call the
Arian, or the Iranian stock as presented in Iran
Proper. Here we must establish two great subdi-
visions. The one comprises the nations of Iran
Proper, or the Arian stock, the languages of Media



164 CHAPTER VI.

and Persia, Its most primitive representative is
the Zend. We designate by this name both the
language of the most ancient cuneiform inscriptions
(or Persian inscriptions in Assyrian characters) of
the sixth and fifth century B.c., and that of the
ancient parts of the Zend-Avesta, or the sacred
books of the Parsees, as explained by Burnouf and
Lassen. We take the one as the latest specimen
of the western dialect of the ancient Persian and
Median (for the two nations had one tongue), in
its evanescent state, as a dead language; the
other as an ancient specimen of its eastern dialect,
preserved for ages by tradition, and therefore not
quite pure in its vocalism, but most complete in
its system of forms. The younger representatives
of the Persian langnage are the Pehlevi (the lan-
guage of the Sassanians) and the Pazend, the
mother of the present, or modern Persian tongue,
which is represented in its purity by Ferdusi, about
the year 1000 [of our era]. The Pushtu, or language
of the Afghans, belongs to the same branch. The
second subdivision embraces the Arian languages
of India, represented by the Sanskrit and its
daughters.
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“The fifth branch is the Hellenico-Italic, or the
Greek and Roman, and all the Italic languages,
with the doubtful exception of the Etruscan, which
at all events was a mixed language, having a
groundwork kindred to Greek and Latin, with a
great barbarian admixture. Under Italic tongues
we understand the languages of Italy Proper, south
of the Apennines, and of the Italic Isles.

“ The sixth branch is that of the Slavonic nations
in their two great branches; the eastern, compris-
ing the old Slavonic of the Bible and of Nestor,
the Russian, Servian, Croatic, and Wendic; and
the western, the languages of the Tschekhs (Bohe-
mians) Slovacs, Poles, and Servians [or Serbs?].
These languages, once prevalent in the north of
Germany, are now spoken from the Adriatic to
the Dnieper. In the ancient world, this great,
powerful, and much-divided family is represented
by the Sauromate of the Greeks, or the Sarmate
of the Romans, a nation living on the Don and
near thé Caspian Sea. .

“ The seventh, nearly allied to this and the next
branch, that of the Lithuanian tribes, among which
the ancient Prussian represents the most perfect
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form, is in some points nearer to the Sanskrit than
any other existing tongue.

“ Finally, last not least, the Teutonic nations
in their two families, the Scandinavian and the
German. 'The first has preserved its most ancient
form in the Icelandic; the Swedish and Danish
are the modern daughters of the old Norse lan-
guage of Scandinavia. The second is the German,
now the language of the whole of Germany, and
almost the whole of Switzerland. Its northern
or Saxon form has received a peculiar individuality
in the Flemish and Dutch tongues, and, by the
emigrations which took place in the fifth century
of our era, has become (mixed with French words
since the Norman conquest) the prevalent and lead-
ing language of the British Isles, and is becoming
now, by the emigrations which began in the seven-
teenth century, and are still continuing, that of the
northern continent of America. The southern
German tribes have successively formed, with a
greater or less infusion of words into the Latin
croundwork, the Italian, French, and Spanish lan-
guages.”—(Vol. ii. pp. 6-9.)

Respecting the “ TuraNiAN STock” of languages,
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Bunsen quotes the following observations of Dr.
Max Miiller:

“ The very absence of that close family likeness
which holds the Semitic and Arian [and all Iranian]
languages together, seems to form a distinguishing
mark of these nomadic dialects, There is, however,
one positive principle which pervades the whole
Turanian speech, from its lowest to its highest
manifestations, and which cannot be better expressed
than by the nameof ‘agglutination.’ This principle,
which consists in the mere juxtaposition of material
and formal elements, may seem so simple and purely
mechanical as hardly to offer a distinctive attribute
on which to establish a family of langunages; still
it forms so broad a line of demarcation, that neither
in Turkish and Finnish, where the Turanian ap-
proaches nearest to the formative principles of Arian
grammar, nor in the Tungusic and Tai dialects,
where it verges towards Chinese simplicity, does
it fail to keep the nomad type distinct from that of
family or state languages. There are many ways
in which the principle of agglutination can be ap-
plied ; and the greater or less perfection to which it
has been brought furnishes the best scale by which
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the close or distant relationship of Turanian lan-
guages can be determined. There is, however,
besides this formal, a material relationship also
between the members of this world-wide family ;
only that, owing to the very nature of these lan-
guages, its traces must be sought for in radicals
only, and not, as in Greek and Sanskrit, in deri-
vatives. .

“ The separation of the Turanian stock took
place long before the ancestors of the Arian family
left their common home ; for wherever these Arian
colonists penetrated, in their emigrations from east
to west, they found the land occupied by the wild
descendants of Tur. Through all periods of history,
up to the present day, by far the largest share of
the earth belongs to Tur; and the countries re-
claimed by Shem and Japhet, although they mark
the high road of civilization, and comprehend the
stage on which the drama of ancient and modern
history has been acted, are but small portions if
compared with the vast expanse of the empire
of the Turanian speech. The Arian [and other
Iranian] and Semitic languages occupy but four
peninsulas—India, Arabia, Asia Minor, and Europe:




PHILOLOGICAL OBSERVATIONE. 169

all the rest of the primeval continent of Asia belongs
to the descendants of Tur,

“The chief branches of the Turanian stock all
radiate from a common centre; though they are
not, like the members of the Semitic and Arian
families, descended from one common parent. Their
geographical distance from China seems to indicate
the successive dates of their original separation ;
and the different degrees of grammatical perfection
to which they have each attained may likewise be
measured by their distance from Chinese mono-
syllabism.,

« There are two divisions, the Northern and the
Southern.

“ The northern division comprehends the Tun-
gusic, Mongolic, Tataric, Samoiedic, and Finnic
branches. |

“ The southern division comprehends the Tai,
Malaic, Bhotiya, and Tamulic branches.

“In the northern division the Tungusic and
Mongolie, in the southern the Tai and Malaic
branches, are the nearest neighbours to the Chinese,
not only in geographical position, but also by the

low degree of their grammatical development.
I
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“ Next follow the Tataric in a northern, and
the Bhotiya in a southern direction; the former
spreading through Asia toward the European pen-
insula and the seats of political ecivilization, the
latter tending toward the Indian peninsula, and
encircling the native land of the Brahmanic Arians.

“The most distant branches of the Turanian
stock, and therefore probably the ﬁi‘ﬂt to attain an
independent growth, are the Finnic in the north,
and the Tamulic in the south. The regularity
and settledness of the grammar of these languages
bear witness to an early literary cultivation; of which
in India nothing remains but tradition, owing to
Brahmanic encroachment, while in the fens of Fin-
land oral tradition has preserved up to our own time
the songs of Wiiindmdinen, and of his sacred home,

Kalevala,
“ Besides these regular radii of Turanian speech,

there are still several sporadic clusters of dialects,
equally belonging to this family, but severed from
the rest by mountains or deserts. In their seclu-
sion, and debarred from the severe attrition which
every dialect experiences in the intercourse with
other languages, they have each produced the
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utmost variety of grammatical forms, and revel in
a luxuriance of verbal distinctions which small and
secluded tribes alone are able to indulge in. These
are the Caucasian languages, spoken in the im-
penetrable valleys of Mount Caucasus; the Basque,
in the Pyrenees and on the very edge of Europe;
and the Samdiedic, in the still less accessible Tun-
dras of the North of Siberia.

“ That all these branches of speech on the
Asiatic continent form a historical unity in them-
selves and as opposed to Semific and Arian races,
is a conviction which has been gaining strength
from year to year; and the connecting links of
several branches have now been laid open by
the skill of comparative philologists.  Much,
however, remains still to be done before the
mutual relation of all these branches can be con-
sidered as finally settled. A further extension
of this nomadic family of speech has been hinted
at, not only with regard to America but even to
Africa. In the former case, the bridge on which
the seeds of Asiatic dialects could have been
carried to the New World is clearly indicated by
the researches of physical science; in the latter all
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is still conjecture, except this, that, besides the
Semitic type of some African languages north of
the equator, there is another grammatical character
impressed on African idioms, such as the Hottentot,
which, by its mechanical perfection and somewhat
artificial complication, invites a comparison with
the grammatical system of the descendants of
Tur,” (Vol. II. pp. 17-20.)—This last remark
confirms the inference drawn from physical resem-
blances, that the Chinese and the Hottentots are
branches of early origination from the Nigritian
stock. Some further particulars respecting African
languages will be found in future pages of this essay.

Referring to the investigations upon which these
classifications of the three main stocks of languages
are founded, and in which he has examined the
Iranian stock first, then the Semitic, and lastly,
the Turanian, Chevalier Bunsen makes the fol-
lowing general observations :—

“ Adopting the principle of the strictest philo-
sophical criticism, and the severest method of
establishing the proofs of physical and historical
kindred, we examined the languages of the nations
of Asia and Europe in three great groups. Start-
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ing from the analysis of the Germanic and the
classical languages, and examining those families
which are incontestibly connected with them, we
arrived by overwhelming evidence at the proof of
the immediate unity in blood of by far the greater
half of the civilized nations of the world.

“ We then examined the languages of another
great family, second in its importance to the civili-
zation of mankind only to that first, generally called
the Indo-Germanic stock, and we laid before our
readers the documents which self-evidently establish .
the following facts. First, that the Semitic lan-
guages, commonly so called, form a most closely
connected family among themselves. Secondly,
that the Egyptian language, or the tongue of
Kham, belongs to the same stock, but points,
however, to a considerably more ancient period of
mankind. Thirdly, that the cuneiform inseriptions
of Babylonia exhibit to us a language in the tran-
sition from primordial to historical Semitism,
[Here we interrupt our extracts to observe, that
the evidences upon which these remarks are founded
seem to us to establish the inferences that the
Egyptian language and the earliest Semitic pro-
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perly so called occupy nearly synchronistic places,
and that both intervene chronologically between
the prototype and the known dialects of the
Semitic. But this is not what is meant by Bun-
sen, as will be seen from what follows.]

“ But, at the same time, we could not help
seeing from an evidence which is similar in its
character to that founded upon natural facts, that
these two families, as they appear together in the
same part of the earth, really belong to one and
the same stock, and that Iranism and Semitism
represent only members of one and the same family.
[This we cannot admit; holding that the Semitic
became allied to the Turanian only by the adoption
of some, perhaps many, Turanian roots; and, not
improbably, idioms also.]

“Now, following the same method, we discovered,
in the third place, that all the remaining nations
of Asia and Europe, which are neither Iranians
nor Semites, form among themselves a third family,
which is the greatest in extent, and reaches up to
the most ancient formations. But, moreover, we
found that this family, which in my Lecture of
1847 I had ventured to call Turanian, was inti-
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mately connected with the Iranian, and stands to
it in a similar position as Khamitism to Semitism.
It is primitive Iranism, one-sidedly and wildly
modified and particularized. [Here we object to
the inference that Khamitism is primitive Semitism;
admitting only that the Hamitic (or Egyptian)
language contains primordial roots of the Semitie,
derived from the pr:itw::type of this latter.]

“ Thus we arrived at two great historical facts :
first, that the four great families of the historical
times reduce themselves to two, the Iranians and
the Semites; the one having its primordial roots
[or rather many of them] in Turanism, and the
other in Khamitism ; secondly, that by a more
close and methodical investigation both prove to be
originally, and, therefore, physically cognate among
each other; or, in other words, that, as far as the
organic languages of Asia and Europe are con-
cerned, the human race is of one kindred, of one
descent., [We shall have to offer some remarks
on this inference in future pages.]

“ Now the question arises, if those two great
families are thus united, is not their unity repre-
sented by some positive primitive formation? All
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the facts hitherto examined lead us to assume, that
this formation must have differed from even the
most ancient historical Turanism, or Khamitism,
in a similar manner as inorganic nature differs from
the first organic formations.

“ Those strata of organic structure are, therefore,
necessarily underlaid by an inorganie, or as it were
crystalline language, which according to all proba-
bilities is preserved in the ancient Chinese, on
which the Turanian formations are bordering
internally, as they do geographically. This de-
velopment requires a period of time which may
appear very long according to the traditional ideas
of the extent of human Eiﬁtury; but, in fact, is
very short and recent if we look back upon the
history of the earth and of her lower productions.”
(Vol. II. pp. 3-5.)

Pursuing the same course of reasoning, Chevalier
Bunsen says, in a later portion of his work,

“ Qur historical researches respecting language
have led us to facts which seemed to oblize us to
assume the common historical origin of the great
families into which we found the nations of Asia
and Europe to coalesce, The four families of
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Turanians and Iranians, of Khamites and Shemites,
reduced themselves to two, and these again pos-
sessed such mutual material- affinities as can neither
be explained as accidental or as being so by a
natural external necessity, but they must be
historical, and therefore imply a common descent.

“ The philosophical inquiry shewed us that the
monosyllabic or particle language on which the
most ancient of those formations border, both the
Turanian in the East and the Khamitic in the
West, is the formation which must be supposed
theoretically to have preceded the organic or
formative language. Ewvery word was a sentence
before it could become a specific part of speech ;
and either every language separately must once
have been like the Chinese, or the Chinese itself
is the wreck of that primitive idiom from which
all the organic (or Noachian) languages have
physically descended, each representing a phasis
of development. Such a phasis itself would, under
the latter supposition, be a necessary element in
the evolutions of the idea in time, a link in an
uninterrupted chain of development.” (Vol. II.
p. 99.)
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That a form of speech of the same kind as the
ancient Chinese preceded the agglutinate languages,
we are fully persuaded ; and now we must proceed
to consider whether the former may not have been
preceded by languages yet more simple. This is
a point which cannot at present, and which perhaps
never will, be certainly established; but we have
strong reason to think that it was the case. The
ancient Chinese language, simple as it is, appears
to us to be too conventional and systematic to
have been invented, as the first form of speech,
by a people living in a state of nature: and the
facts of its being composed of a small number of
monosyllabic words, (said to be only four hundred
and fifty,) and varying the senses of these words
by two, three, or four differences of tone, or accent,
suggest that it may be reasonably supposed to have
been preceded by languages of almost inarticnlate
sounds. Now it is very remarkable that a language
of this latter kind appears to obtain in the present
day ; and it is also remarkable, as agreeing with
our opinion of the successive productions of the
varieties of man, that it obtains among a secluded
race whom we have mentioned as very nearly
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resembling the Nigritians in features, and almost
as black, with short woolly hair. Dr. Pickering,
in his valuable work entitled * The Races of Man,”
(Bohn's edition, p. 305,) quotes an account of this
“ so-called Original People,” of the Malayaf penin-
sula, “ from a printed sheet obtained at Singapore,”
“derived partly from the Malays and partly from
people of neighbouring tribes,” in which it is stated
that ¢ their langnage is not understood by any
one ; they lisp their words, the sound of which is
like the noise of birds, and their utterance is very
indistinet.” He remarks that * what is stated of
their language is the more worthy of note when it
is considered that the dialects of the neighbouring
and closely-related tribes belong to the Malay
class,” whose language, we have before mentioned,
is one of those dialects of the Turanian stock least
advanced beyond the stage of Chinese simplicity ;
and he adds, that in the condition of ¢ the Wild
People of Borneo,” who are described as * living
absolutely in a state of nature,” ¢ treated by the
Dayaks as wild beasts,” * building no habitations
of any kind, and eating nothing but fruits, snakes,
and monkeys,” yet procuring excellent iron, and
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making blades sought after by every Dayak, “it
seems questionable whether a language of words
is really needed.” |

Hence it appears to us to be most probable that
the agtlutinate languages naturally originated
from a form of speech of the same kind, if not the
very same, as the ancient Chinese; and this, from
a yet more simple kind, which (as such u language is
found to belong to a people who seem to be evidently
a very early offshoot from the Nigritian stock) may
be.probably inferred to be of African origin, and
by reason of its excessive rudeness, to be of the
primeval class. An additional argument for this
inference will be found in a statement some pages
later, respecting the general character of the
langnages of the various races resembling the
Nigritians in features or in complexion or in both
these respects, in many of the islands between the
Indian and Pacific Oceans. |

But it does not necessarily follow, that those
parts of the globe in which we now find languages
. of the supposed earliest kind were the first seats
of the human race. Bunsen, arguing that the
ancient Chinese is probably the primeval form of

g el Py R
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speech, observes, that  colonists may either pre-
serve the ancient form, or become the instruments
of a great change. The early languages of
Northern Asia, which, according to Chinese tradi-
tion, is the land of their earliest recollections,
may have been preserved by the colonists who
formed the Chinese empire, while Thibet and |
Mongolia developed the inorganic language into
organic structures.” (Vol. II. p. 102.) And in
like manner, we may suppose that emigrants from
Nigritia, scattering themselves throughout the
Malayan region, retained a form of speech of the
earliest kind, while the parent stock, remaining
together, naturally improved and developed their
language.  Physical indications of relationship
(which, in the absence of history, are our surest
guides in the application of comparative philology
to the illustration of ethnology,) lead us to this
inference.

Having now reached the highest point to which
these philological investigations can ascend, let us
pause to consider whether their necessary conse-
quences agree, or disagree, with Sacred History.

If we regard Adam as the first of all mankind,
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this general view of the origin and development of
Janguage, supposing it to be admitted, obliges us
to reduce a great part of the history of the book
of Genesis to the category of faulty and vague
traditions, as we have before observed. It has
induced Chevalier Bunsen to assert, * that a con-
currence of facts and of traditions demand for the
Noachian period about ten millennia before our
era, and for the beginning of our race,” which he
evidently commences with Adam, * another ten
thousand years, or very little more:” (Vol. IL
p. 12 :) and though this vast period of about
twenty thousand years may be considerably re-
duced by refusing our assent to his derivation of
the Semitic languages from the Egyptian, still
there will remain, according to his estimate, about
ten thousand years to sct against the few ante-
diluvian generations in the Bible.

Now we will not insist upon the probable cor-
rectness of this estimate, even when thus reduced ;
yvet we cannot make such a further reduction as
would much lessen the difficulty arising, in the
present case, from the small number of the
generations that intervened between Adam and
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Noah. For it is a necessary consequence of the
theory under examination that the full growth and
development of the Turanian class of languages
must have preceded the origination of the classes
called Semitic and Iranian ; and if the former of
these two did not originate with Adam, it certainly
had originated about the time of Noah, that is,
according to the existing text of the Dible, if
Adam be regarded as the first of mankind, in the
course of about eleven generations, which we hold
to be not merely improbable, but absolutely in-
credible ; and we hold it to be so even if we make
the utmost reasonable allowance for the probable
omission of females in the antediluvian genecalogies.
We have said that the Semitic had certainly origi-
nated about the time of Noah; and the Tranian
may be traced up to a period not much later: for
analogues of an Iranian, or a greatly advanced Tura-
nian, language, together with Semitic elements,
are found in the ancient Egyptian, which can be
traced, on monuments, up to a time not more
than about three centuries later than the earliest
probable date of the Dispersion from Babel.

But if we have correctly rendered those passages
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in the Bible which we regard as indications of the
existence of Pre-Adamites, then the history of
mankind as far as it is exhibited in the Scriptures,
and the history of language as far as we are able
to elicit it by the strictest and surest methods of
critical investigation, not only agree, but signally
confirm each other. In order to shew this more
plainly, we will now retrace our steps, and con-
sider the principal phases of speech from the
inorganic (which claims to be regarded as the
earliest of all) down to the two most perfect of
the organic classes; and in doing this, we shall
continue to avail ourselves of the aid of the ex-
pert guide from whom we have already derived
so much valuable information, though in several
points we must deviate from the course which he
directs.

It is our opinion, as we have already stated, that
the first form of speech was of an extremely rude
kind, consisting of almost inarticulate sounds: and
the natural progress of every language we believe
to have been one from confusion and incongruity,
which necessarily occasioned division into different
dialects, like varieties of a species; these, in process



PHILOLOGICAL OBSERVATIONS. 185

of time, reverting more or less to mixture and to
simplicity, though never to the primitive state,

Let us now once more consider the peculiar
nature of the ancient Chinese langunage.

¥

“If language,” says Bunsen, “exhibit a prin-
ciple of development by a gradual increase of the
sensibility of the single words in reference to the
whole of the sentence, and by conglomerations or
compositions arising out of this sensibility, such a
development points to rather than excludes a state
of language where there was no such sensibility at
all, not even so far as to give, by the unity of
accent, a certain organic union to two rigidly sepa-
rate words into one. Such an insensibility then
would be normal, primitive, not a consequence of
‘decayed organization, Do not the phenomena of
the old Chinese look very much like such a for-
mation ? and as no less than a third part of man-
kind speaks in tongues of this nature, will it not be
worth our while to consider well its original and
peculiar character before we pronounce for or
against the genealogical unity of the human race ?
We must, at all events, allow that the phenomena

present no difficulty in assuming that a given
12
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organic language may have passed through such a
state as the old Chinese represents compared with
the modern. On the contrary, the Chinese phe-
nomenology confirms the supposition that the law
of secondary formation in language is universal.
The process of dissolution, which prepared in the
Chinese the very first germ of development and
the approach to organic language, is one and the
same with that observable and traceable in all
other languages.” (Vol. 1I. p. 70.) Again, speak-
ing of *that great monument of inorganic struc-
ture, the Chinese,” he says, “ We have already
intimated, that it may be joined on to the other
families of human speech, by the least developed
Turanian, There 18 no scientific proof that it
cannot : the law of analogy says, it must; philo-
logical and philosophical arguments combine to
shew the method of verifying the fact.” (Vol. IL p.
119.) And again, * The study of the Tibetan or
Bhotiya language, and that of the Burmese, offers
the nearest link between the Chinese and the more
recent formations: but even a comparison with
~anskrit roots is indicated by our method. For it
is the characteristic of the noblest languages and
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nations that they preserve most of the ancient
heirlooms of humanity, remedelling and universal-
izing it at the same time with productive origi-
nality.” (Vol. IL. p. 120.)

Admitting these remarks to be in the main cor-
rect, but holding the ancient Chinese to be most
probably a secondary phasis of language, we might
reasonably expect to find, if we be right in our
opinion of the order in which the principal varieties
of our species and of langunages originated, that
the languages generally obtaining among the Ni-
gritians, who have remained unaffected by the
advance of civilization, and have only naturally
improved by forming large communities, are either
of the class called Turanian, like those of the
Mongolians, or analogous thereto; that is, bearing
evidences of their having progressed beyond the
stage of a form of speech similar to the language
which the ancient Chinese (that most exclusive
nation) either originated or inherited and preserved :
and this is really the case.

In proof of this last assertion, we will first cite
some remarks by Bunsen on the African languages,
and particularly on those of the interior. * Semites
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occupied Abyssinia: not only the Berber but also
the Galla language evidently belongs to the same
stock. But what do we know of the rest of
Africa? We know thus much—that its languages
are in a more developed state than Turanism.
They are more organic. . . . The Rev, W.
Koelle has returned to Europe, after many years’
patient and judicious observation, with specimens
of more than one hundred and fifty African lan-
guages spread over the remotest partsof Africa; and,
with the assistance of that excellent geographer,
Mr. Augustus Petermann, has succeeded in local-
izing them on a map of Africa constructed for that
purpose. Mr, Koelle has, by a preliminary exa-
mination, classed them into certain groups, and as
far as it was possible, furnished us with materials
for establishing a umity out of an overwhelming
and perplexing mass of tribes and families. Tut-
schelk’s and Krapf’s labours upon the south-eastern
languages of Africa had already dispelled the un-
founded notion of there being an infinite number of
rude and poor dialects of African tribes. We now
know that the Galla language, which joins on to
the Abyssinian in the north, a very fine specimen
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of grammatical structure and euphonic formation,
is spoken at least as far as the fifth degree south
of the equator; that it extends far into the conti-
nent along the eastern coast of Africa; that it is
joined by the noble Caffre idioms, which also extend
far into the interior; and that the Congo idioms
on the western coast, if not cognate, are at least
- very analogous in structure, as the Galla and Caffre
languages decidedly are with each other. DBut
Koelle’'s materials furnish us, for the fifth [qu.
first?] time, with a safe basis as to the origin of
the African languages of the interior. There evi-
dently has been a southern as well as a northern
immigration. The northern was certainly Semitic.
The primitive state of Chamism, exhibiting the
germ both of Semiticism [or Semitism] and of
Iranism, 18 left behind in both the northern and
southern African formations. This development
of theirs, however, does not run in the Semitic
line. In the historical Semitic formations, the
copula is constantly expressed by the pronominal
form (ke), whereas the Iranian possess the more
abstract, and therefore more advanced verbal form
(fo be). In this decisive characteristic most African
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tongues agree with the Iranian [the offspring of
the Turanian] ; as they do in the whole system of
conjugation in opposition to the Semitic conju-
gation, as explained above. As the American,
and, in a certain manner, all Turanian languages
are distinguished by their system of incorporation,
and particularly by the agglutination of words, to-
gether with that of post-position ; so these African
idioms bear the type of prefixes and indicate the
congruence, or grammatical position, of the parts
of speech by changes in the initials of the words.”
(Vol. 1I. pp. 116-118.)

In the foregoing extract, there is one assertion
which is not rigidly exact: it can hardly be said
with propriety that, “in the historical Semitic
formations, the copula is constantly expressed by

iy

the pronominal form (ke):” in those formations,
the copula is generally understood, not expressed :
the pronominal form is an emphatic mode of ex-
pressing it ; or, to speak more correctly, the pro-
noun is in this case a substitute for the preceding
noun, and the copula is still understood: but
sometimes they express it in the same manner as

the Iranian languages: in the Arabic, for instance.
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it is not unfrequently expressed by the abstract
verb Ldna, divested of all signification of time.
This remark, however, does not materially affect
our argument: with respect to the copula, the
African languages with which we are concerned
differ from the general usage of the Semitic, and
agree with the Iranian; and independently of this
fact, it is evident that they may fairly claim as
early an origin as the Turanian. Their general
backwardness appears to be established beyond
doubt by the researches of Koelle; and we know
that at least one of them, namely the Vei (as he
has stated in his grammar of that language, page
19), « is distinguished by an almost entire absence
of inflexion.” |

The vast assemblage of nations and tribes which
compose the Mongolian variety all gpeak languages
of the Turanian stock, with the exception of the |
portion from whose language, if not from one of
the same kind, that stock appears to have origi-
nated. We have before remarked upon the lin-
guistic as well as physical resemblances observable
between Mongolian tribes and the IHottentots.

The Malaic has been shewn to belong to the
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Turanian family ; and to be one of the Turanian
languages nearest in the general character to the
Chinese ; and the languages prevailing throughout
the whole Malayan region seem generally to belong
to the same stock. On this point, Bunsen says,
“ 1 think that Wilhelm von Humboldt established
the connexion between the Polynesian languages
and the Malay, or the Janguage of Malacca, Java,
and Sumatra, and that this Malay language itself
bears the character of the Turanian languages of
Central Asia. Whether the Papua languages,
spoken in Australia and New Guinea, and by the
aborigines of Borneo, of the peninsula of Ma-
lacca, and some small Polynesian islands, be a
primitive type of the same stock as the Malay,
which afterwards in many parts superseded it, is a
point which must be left undecided till we obtain
from the missionaries a Papua grammar. Thus
much, however, we know, that it is an earlier and
very primitive formation, and one which will pro-
bably prove to have only degenerated.” (Vol. IL. p.
114.) This last observation, as applying to the
very remote origin of certain languages, among
which that of the *so-called Original People " of
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the Malayan peninsula before mentioned seems to
be inclnded, very remarkably confirms the opinion
which we have expressed respecting the origin of
the Papuans and Australians and similar races:
the more so as the fact to which it relates was
unknown to us when we formed that opinion.
With respect to the American race, which we
regard as a branch of the Mongolian variety, we
borrow the following important observations from
the work of Chevalier Bunsen. “It is not yet
proved in detail, but it appears highly probable, in
conformity with our general principles, that the
native langnages of the northern continent of
America, comprising tribes and nations of wvery
different degrees of civilization, from the Esquimanx
of the polar regions to the Aztecs of Mexico, are
of one origin, and a scion of the Turanian tribe.
The similarity in the conformation of the skull
renders this affinity highly probable. The wonder-
ful analogy in the grammatical structure of these
languages, with each other and with the Turanian
tongues of -Asia, is universally admitted ;. and we
think that the curious and, at first sight, startling

problem, of the apparent entire diversity of the
K
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lexicographical portion of those American lan-
guages, by the side of that grammatical affinity,
will be satisfactorily accounted for upon a fuller
acquaintance with the roots, and by the applica-
tion of our principle of secondary formations some-
times overlaying the ancient stock of roots,” He
had written thus far in July 1847 ; since which,
the great national work published by order of the
government of the United States of America, on
the Indian tribes of the territory of that Republic,
has afforded to him ample confirmations of the
opinions above expressed. Referring to that work,
he says, “ The linguistic data before us, combined
with the traditions and customs, and, particularly,
with the system of pictorial or mnemonic writing
(first revealed in this work), enable me to say, -
that the Asiatic origin of all these tribes is as fully
proved as the unity of family among themselves.
According to our system, the Indian languages can
only be a deposit of a north Turanian idiom.
Indeed, in addition to the evidence already col-
lected by - Prichard, the passage of tribes from
Siberia (where we also find traces of the same pic-
torial writing), over the northern islands, is placed
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beyond all doubt by the work in question. The
Mongolian peculiarity of the skull, the type of the
hunter, the Shamanic excitement which leads, by
means of fasting and dreams, into a visionary or clair-
voyant state, and the fundamental religious views
and symbols (among which the tortoise is mnot to
be forgotten, ii. p. 390), bring us back to primitive
Turanism. As to the languages themselves, there
is no one peculiarity in them which may not easily
be explained by our theory of the secondary for-
mation and of the consequences of isolation. The
unity of the grammatical type was long ago ac-
knowledged, but we have now (as I think) the evi-
dence of the material, historical, physical unity.
The Indian mind has not only worked in one type,
but with one material, and that a Turanian one.”
(Vol. TI. pp. 111-113.)—The analogy between the
predominant superstitions of the American Indians’
and the Shamanism of certain Mongolian tribes,
here noticed, is similar to that which 18 traced,
through the Malayan district, between Shamanism
and the Fetishism of the Negroes.

Thus the Nigritian and Mongolian and Malayan
varieties of man appear to be allied both in their
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languages and their religions, and exhibit the
strongest evidences of their having existed many
~ ages before the origination of the Semitic stock of
langnages and that which we term the Japhetic, or
Iranian, or, as Professor Max Miller terms it,
Arian.

The origins of these two stocks of langunage
next claim our attention, and demand a careful
investization, which we will endeavour to pursue
with the aid of Professor Miiller’s valuable contri-
butions to Chevalier Bunsen's work, But first we
must observe, that these two learned authors appear
to have struggled with enormous difficulties in the
attempt to reconcile some of their opinions, expressed
in the following extracts, with their belief that
Adam was the first of mankind: difficulties of so
weighty a kind as to have obliged the latter of them,
as we have before mentioned, to require an interval
of some ten thousand years between the creation
of Adam and the Noachian period.

Professor Miiller says, “ We cannot derive
Hebrew from Sanskrit, or Sanskrit from Hebrew,
but we can well understand how both may have
proceeded from one common source. They are
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both channels supplied from one river, and they
carry, though not always on their surface, floating
materials of language which challenge comparison,
and have already yielded satisfactory results to
careful analyzers. It is true, if there were any
strong arguments against the common origin of
these two channels of speech, the coincidences
between them, hitherto pointed out, would perhaps
not suffice to silence them. [To this admission
we beg to call particular attention.] DBut, un-
shackled as we are by any contrary evidence, and
encouraged as we must feel by the success of phy-
sical research, there is even now sufficient evidence
with regard to a radical community between Arian
and Semitic dialects, to enable us to say that their
common origin is not only possible, but, as far as
linguistic evidence goes, probable ; while to derive
the Semitic from the Arian, or the Arian from the
Semitic type, may henceforth be declared a gram-
matical impossibility. . . The Turanian dialects
share one thing in common,—they all represent a
state of lanzuage before its individualization by the
Arian and Semitic types. But these Turanian
languages cannot be considered as standing to each
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other in the same relation as Hebrew and Arabic,
Sanskrit and Greek. In smaller spheres, similar
families, like the Arian or Semitie, can be estab-
lished within the Turanian kingdom. The Tamu-
lic dialects, for instance, are held together by the
same close ties of relationship as Greek and Latin,
Hebrew and Arabic. They necessitate the admis-
gion of a common parent, of a long continued
ocrammatical concentration preceding their gradual
dispersion. ~The same applies to the different
branches, which have been called Taic, Bhotiya,
Malaic, Mongolic, Tungusic, Tataric, and Finnic,
The languages belonging to each of these branches
point o so many parent-languages, whence they
proceeded, and which they represent under different
aspects. But these branches themselves must be
viewed as separate in their beginnings, neither of
them being subordinate to any other, neither of
them being parent or offspring, but all springing
side by side from the same soil, though with diffe-
rent powers of growth, and under circumstances
more or less favourable to their grammatical organi-
zation. Nor can these Turanian stems be consi-
dered as standing to one another in the same rela-
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tion as Semitic to Arian. The separation of these
two dialects and their independent growth is the
result of an individual act, unaccountable in its
nature and origin, like everything individual, while
the separation and divergence of the Turanian lan-
guages can be explained as the result of a gradual,
natural, and simple process, which, out of many
things that were possible in the mechanical combi-
nations of roots, fixed a certain number of real
forms which, under geographical and political in-
fluences, became consolidated into national idioms.
[This is another observation to which we desire to
call particular attention.] . . . Where the diffe-
rences between the Turanian languages cease, the
first stamina of the Arian and Semitic languages
also would be found to converge towards the same
centre of life. Radicals, applied to certain definite
but material meanings in common by all Turanian
dialects, belong to this primitive era, and some of
them can even now be proved the common property
of the Turanian, the Semitic, and Arian branches.”

The learned professor afterwards affirms, that
“as to the formal elements, or the grammatical
growth of language, no difficulty exists in consi-



204 CHAPTER VI.

dering the grammatical system of Sanskrit, the
most perfect of the Arian dialects, as the natural
development of Chinese—an admission made even
by those who are most opposed to the generaliza-
tions in the science of languages.”

He then adds, “These two points, therefore,
Comparative Philology has gained :—I. Nothing
necessitates the admission of different independent
beginnings for the material elements of the Tura-
nian, Semitic, and Arian branches of speech,—nay,
it is possible even now to point out radicals which,
under various changes and disguises, have been
current in these three branches ever since their
first separation.—II. Nothing necessitates the ad-
mission of different beginnings for the formal ele-
ments of the Turanian, Semitic, and Arian branches
of speech—and though it is impossible to derive
the Arian system of grammar from the Semitic, or
the Semitic from the Turanian, we can perfectly
understand how, either through individual influ-
ences, or by the wear and tear of grammar in its
own continuous working, the different systems of
grammar of Asia and Europe may have been pro-
duced,” (Vol. I, pp. 476-480.)
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Now, with respect to the languages which he
terms “ Arian,” (that is, the Japhetic, called by
Bunsen * Iranian,” which we shall have to consider
more particularly hereafter,) we readily concede it
to be most probable that their relation to the
Turanian is like that of an elegant structure to a
less artistic building of the materials of which it has
been in a great measure composed, though with
much difference in the general plan, and with a
remodelling of the materials themselves, But for
the Semitic languages, we must claim a perfectly
independent origin ; admitting only that, in the
course of their development, they received many
Turanian roots, and probably some Turanian idioms,

The most extended chronology which can fairly
be regarded as reconcileable with the Bible we hold
to be very far from what would suffice to allow of
our entertaining any other opinion than this with
respect to the Semitic languages. The state of
isolation in which Adam and his wife were placed
clearly indicates their having originated a language,
or having received one by revelation; and this
can hardly be supposed to have been such as the
primeval language appears to have been according
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to the investigations of Bunsen and Max Miiller.
Independently of the obstacle, to our holding the
language of Adam to have been of this kind, pre-
sented by the few antediluvian generations in the
Bible, or the few generations prior to the time
when Semitic, properly so called, is known to have
already originated, even though we make the utmost
reasonable allowance for the probable omissions of
females, strong reason, we think, for our not holding
it to have been such is presented by the fact of our
finding that, among all the names occurring in the
Biblical history of the times before the Flood, there
are none which we have any good reason to regard
as belonging to a language earlier than the first of
those bearing a Semitic stamp. DBuf as it may be
urged that these names are perhaps translated from
more ancient equivalents, (though we see little
ground for this supposition,) we are content to rest
our opinion respecting the language of Adam upon
the chronological argument, which we regard as
conclusive. We believe that his language, and
that of his descendants to the time of the Dispersion,
must have embodied the elements of the principal
Semitic dialects, in a state of confusedness: the
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near mutual resemblances of all those dialects
appearing to us most imperatively to require this
inference. |

Our next stage brings us to the period of the
Dispersion, and “the Confusion of Languages;”
and 1t appears to us that the confusion was the con-
sequence, not the cause of the dispersion; (agreeably
with a rendering of Gen. xi. 9, proposed in our
second chapter ;) designed to prevent the descen-
dants of Noah from reuniting.

The race of Shem spread themselves through
countries not far from the scene of the dispersion ;
and their languages, in consequence, became com-
paratively little varied. Each branch of this race,
finding it necessary, as is always the case, to reduce
its language to something like uniformity, may be
most rationally supposed to have adopted particular
idioms in preference to others, and to have had its
dialect made to differ further from others of the
same stock by natural development and by foreign
influences ; the Abrahamic branch, by mixing with
various tribes mentioned in the Bible, such as the
Nephilim, Rephaim, "Anakim, Emim, Zamzummim,
and Ziizim, whose genealogies are all unrecorded.
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We knowthe Hebrew language in itsearliest phases,
or nearly so; and in later, but still ancient, phases :
the Arabic, commonly so called, only in its last two
phases: we have no reason, therefore, to regard
the former as of earlier origin than the latter.
The existence of the Hebrew and Chaldee dialects
in the time of Jacob is shewn in Genesis xxxi. 47.

A large portion of the race of Ham, and ap-
parently the whole race of Japheth, spread them-
selves further; the former, into Africas the latter,
throughout a great part of Asia and of Europe;
and the far greater changes of their languages from
the known Semitic type confirms our opinion that
they became intermixed, in their adopted countries,
with tribes and nations more ancient in origin than
themselves. The wvast extension of the race of
Japheth, the consequent retention of the true religion
by descendants of Shem alone, and the subjugation
of Canaan by the latter, fulfilled the prediction of
Noah, (in Gen. ix. 27,) which we thus render:
“ God shall enlarge Japheth; but shall dwell in
the tents of Shem ; and Canaan shall be a servant
to them.”

Our inference respecting the mixture of the



PHILOLOGICAL OBSERVATIONS. 265

Shemites and Japhethites with other races agrees
with an opinion of Professor Miiller, founded solely
upon his studies of comparative philology. Speak-
ing of the “ Arian [or Iranian or Japhetic] and
Semitic races,” and plainly shewing that he in-
cludes with the latter the Hamitic race, whose lan-
guage was originally the same as that of Shem,
and afterwards partially so, he says, * Wherever
these two races arrive, they find the land occupied

“by barbarians, [but who were these barbarians
before the time of Shem if not Pre-Adamites 7]
represented as giants [such as the Nephilim are
supposed to have been] or evil spirits, and speak-
ing languages unintelligible to the new arrivers.”
And it was by mixing their original form of speech
with these barbarian dialects and remodelling the
latter, that we hold the Hamitic and Japhetic lan-
guages to have been formed. Again he says,
shortly after, *“ They appear at once upon the
stage of history, fully clad in their own armour,
the enemies of the barbarians, the worshippers of
brighter gods, and with a language which has left
for ever the tumult of a Turanian arena.” (Vol.
1. pp. 483 and 484.)
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We could hardly express our own opinion on this
subject more plainly than it is expressed in these
extracts from a work with which we were entirely
unacquainted when we formed that opinion. But
we must differ from their author when he ascribes
a Turanian origin to these races and to their lan-
guages, while he proceeds, immediately, to add,
“ They are Arians, or Shemites, inasmuch as they
arc no longer Turanians; and though their ante-
cedent growth must have passed through a Tura-
nian phase, this is overcome when they appear as
the heralds of a new era in the history of man.
It is only after having conquered in themselves
Turanianism, in every sense of the word, that they
advance throngh Asia and Europe as the con-
querors of the descendants of Tur., This battle is
not yet ended; and the largest share of the earth
still belongs to it earlier occupants. The Arian
and Semitic languages occupy but four peninsulas
of the primeval continent,—India, Arabia, Asia
Minor, and Furope ; all the rest belongs to the
family of Tur. But the countries reclaimed by
Shem and Japhet mark the high road of civilization,
and comprehend the staze on which the drama of
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ancient and modern history has been acted. Shem
[wiih whom our author here, again, includes Ham,
for to Ham most of the following remarks pecu-
liarly apply,] was in advance of Japhet; and his
first colonies represent a stage of language not yet
decidedly Semitic, not yet freed from all Turanian
influences, and, hence, less distant also from the
stream of Arian speech. These were the colonists
of Africa, who have fallen back into nomadic habits,
but whose language is still the language of the
people in Morocco, Algiers, Tunis, Tripoli, and
Fez, wherever it has not been supplanted by the
tongue of the conquering Arabs. A second colony,
not yet decidedly Semitic, but, owing to political
influences, more settled in its grammatical system,
took its abode in Egypt. A third made its idiom
the langunage of Babylonia and Assyria. These
three early colonies exhibit the Semitic in its
struggle towards grammatical form and consist-
ency ; and the individuality of Shem has not yet
in them obscured those traces of a common past
which enable us to connect the radical elements of
the Semitic with the Turanian, and through it with
the Arian family.” (Vol. L. pp. 484 and 483.)
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The same distinguished scholar, recapitulating the
results of his Turanian researches, says, “In the
erammatical structure of the Semitic languages we
can clearly perceive traces of one powerful mind
who once grasped the floating elements of speech,
and impressed on them his own stamp, never to
be obliterated in the course of centuries. The same
applies to those grammatical features which con-
stitute the characteristic expression of the Arian
dialects. As mighty empires founded by the
genius of one man perpetuate for ages to come
the will of one as the law of all, the Semitic and
Arian families have preserved, at all times and in
all countries, so strict a continuity as to connect
the language of Moses with that of Mohammed, the
poetry of Homer with that of Shakspeare. The
principal branches of these two families never stand
to one another in a more distant degree of relation-
ship than French and Italian, German and English.”
(Vol. 1L p. 17.)

In questioning the correctness of one of the opi-
nions thus expressed, that of the possible origina-
tion of the Semitic, materially and formally, from
the Turanian, we must observe, that it is one to
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which both Bunsen and Max Miiller have naturally
been led by their belief in the origination of
all mankind from Adam. Its adoption, however,
demands concessions enormously at variance with
the Scripture-history of the times anterior to the
Dispersion, unless we admit the evidences in favour
of the existence of Pre-Adamites presented by the
Bible itself, and by physical and historical, as well
as linguistic, facts ; and if we admit these, needless :
first, that a period very far too great to be recon-
cileable with the Scripture-history (according to
Bunsen about ten thousand years, as we have
before mentioned,) must be supposed to have
intervened between the creation of Adam and the
ace of Noah: secondly, that a long period must
be supposed to have elapsed during the transition
from the Egyptian to the true Semitic type. This
latter concession involves difficulties which Bunsen
endeavours tomeet by asserting that “the emigration
from Asia into Egypt is Ante-Noachian. This [he
says| explaing also the fact of the Egyptians having
no traditions respecting the Deluge ; that is to say,
the great catastrophe which changed the climate of

that primitive abode of mankind, the land between
K 2
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the Caucasus and Ararat in the west, the Altal in
the east, and the Paropamisus in the south.”
(Vol. 1. p. 190.)  And he shortly after adds, *“Kha-
mitic is the first indistinct stage of Asiatic Semi-
tism. This fact is symbolically represented by
Kham, as Shem's elder brother, Japhet being the
youngest of the three. Scripture calls Shem the
elder brother of Japhet, but not of Kham. The
expression that Canaan is the son of Kham must,
therefore, be interpreted geographically. The de-
parture of Canaan out of Lower Egypt, as part of
the people of the Shepherd Kings, after a thousand
years' sojourn in that country, which took place in
historical times, and his return to the land named
after him, may have frequently occurred before the
reign of the Hyksos. (Geographically then, and
historically, it is true that Canaan was the son of
Egypt: for the Canaanitic tribes which inhabited
historical Canaan came from Egypt.” (Vol. L. pp.
190 and 191.)

We will now briefly state, in Bunsen's words,
the principal linguistic facts upon which this opinion
is founded ; and it will be seen that all the difficul-
ties which it involves are completely obviated by our
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own belief, (a belief which we most confidently
hold, and which is perfectly consistent with all the
facts of the case,) that the Hamites, settling in
Egypt, contended for the mastery of that country
with an aboriginal Negro population, overcame
them, intermarried with them, and, during the
struggle and after it, intermixed their language
with that of the more ancient people. Thus we are
of opinion that the Hamite settlers formed a new
language, of which, as they themselves became pre-
dominant, the predominant grammatical character
is found to be that of their own original tongue.
“The ancient Egyptian was, as we shall see,
a form of speech only just emerging from the
monosyllabic state and the absolute isolation of
words.” (Vol.ILp.62.) This remark is exemplified
by the Lord's Prayer “in the Sacred language of
the most ancient Monuments; composed by Lep-
sius: in the Demotic of the time of the Psammetics,
6th century B.c.; composed by Dr. Brugsch : and
in the Coptic of the Translation of the Gospel
[of St. Matthew], 2d century A.p.”"—* The lan-
guage of ancient Egypt (Kham, the black land,)
has an equally organic structure, but much less
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developed than the Iranian and Semitic, and is
connected in its roots with both, and in its gram-
matical forms with the Semitic more particularly.
This phenomenon cannot be explained, except by
the supposition that those two great families were
originally connected with each other.,” (Vol. IL pp.
10 and 11.)—We explain it by deriving the Egyptian
partly from the Semitic and partly from a language
of common origin with the Iranian.—* The Egyp-
tian language,” he says, * is a formation of primitive
Western Asiatic life deposited in the valley of the
Nile, prior,however, to the development of historical
Semitism. The facts which prove this are mainly
as follows : 1. The roots of the Egyptian language
are, in the majority of cases, monosyllabic, and, on
the whole, identical with the corresponding roots
in Sanskrit and Hebrew. This is said advisedly.
The proofs will'be given-in the proper place. . .

2. The grammatical forms have throughout analo-
gous formations in both: the pronominal system
18, however, preponderantly Semitic. . . 3. The
Egyptian language, in forming a sentence, expresses
the copula (the junction between the subject and
predicate), either, as the Semites do, by placing the
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personal pronoun of the third person between both,
or, as in the Iranian language, by a particle denot-
ing the verb substantive.” (Vol. I, pp. 185-187.)

Thus we find that the ancient Egyptian language,
as known to us by its monuments, consists of Se-
mitic and Non-Semitic elements : that with respect
to the latter, it i1s similar to Iranian, but * much
less developed:" and that it is connected in its
grammatical character more particularly, but not
exclusively, with the Semitic. To account for these
peculiarities, we must observe, that a region of
Asia in which only Semitic dialects are known to
have been spoken from the earliest period of history
lies on one side of that in which was spoken the
Egyptian; and on another side lies a region of
Central Africa in which only Non-Semitic dialects
are known to obtain in the present day. We may
therefore infer, either that the Non-Semitic elements
of the second of these three regions (that is Egypt)
once existed in the first, intermixed with Semitic,
that both these elements thence passed into the
second, (as Bunsen supposes,) and that the Non-
Semitic elements, nearly, if not entirely, separated
from the Semitic, then passed on into the third
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region; or that the Non-Semitic elements of the
second were derived from the third; which latter
opinion, if we consider only the facts of the case,
unbiassed by the assumption of the non-existence
of a Pre-Adamite people, is evidently by far the
more probable.

If we adopt either of these two inferences, we
are necessarily brought to the conclusion, that the
Non-Semitic elements of the third region must have
been once the same, or mearly so, as those of the
second : and even in the present day, notwithstand-
ing the changes which must be supposed to have
taken place during more than four thousand years,
we find that the languages of the third region,
surrounded as it is by fribes of mixed languages
partly Semitic, are mainly, if not wholly, Non-
Semitic, and that they agree with the Non-Semitic
of the Egyptian in one * decisive characteristic,”
the manner of expressing the copula, which the
Iranian languages have probably adopted from the
more ancient Turanian stock, through the medium
of some one or more of its dialects of South-Western
Asia, such as the Turkish. To this last-mentioned
language, or one of the same family, Colonel Rawlin-
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soft finds the original (Non-Semitic) dialect of Baby-
lonia to be analogous ; so that it appears to exhibit a
state of development to which some of the Turanian
languages had attained in the earliest historical ages;
and we have before noticed, on more than one ocea-
sion, resemblances which have been observed between
these languages and idioms of Central Africa.
We might even add reasons of no small weight
for deriving the Non-Semitic Babylonian from an
Ante-Semitic dialect of Ethiopia; reasons which,
combined with facts already mentioned, indicate the
high probability of there having been two streams
of emigration from Africa into Asia in the ages
before Ethiopia had become partly Semiticized in
its languages; one, through the region which is
now that of the Malayans; and the other, at a
later period, of a more powerful and civilized race,
from Ethiopia properly so called, through Arabia,
Babylonia, and Persia, to Western India. To this
latter supposed emigration, we shall have to revert.

That the Non-Semitic languages of Africa existed
in that continent before those having Semitic ele-
ments, appears to us to be almost demonstrated by
our finding that the region in which they are spoken
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is hemmed in by countries of which the languages
are all partly or mainly Semitic. For it seems to
us most unreasonable to suppose that a Non-Semitic
language travelled into Central Africa by a circuitous
route from Asia or Europe after all the languages
of Egypt and other countries of Northern Africa
had become in a great measure, or chiefly, Semitic,
and before those of the Eastern and Southern parts
of Africa (through one of which regions it must in
that case have passed) had become similar to those
of the Northern regions of the same continent.
We need not suppose the possibility of an entrance
from the West.

As the opinion of Bunsen and Max Miiller,
respecting the origin of the Egyptian language,
plausible as it is in a merely linguistic point of
view, is attended by so great difficulties, we submit
with confidence our own opinion upon the same
subject, for the reasons already stated, and for
many others, here following., Iirst, as affording at
least as probable an exp]ana,ﬂr:rn of all the linguistic
facts of the case, Secondly, as being reconcileable
with Biblical chronology. Thirdly, as being agree-
able with the most obvious indications of passages
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and words in Scripture which we regard as evidences
of the existence of Pre-Adamites. Fourthly, as being
confirmed by our finding that the people who spoke
the Egyptian language were in their physical charac-
ter a compound of that variety to which the Hamites
assuredly belonged and of the Nigritian. Fifthly, on
the ground of our finding that the Egyptian religion
. was a mixture of revealed truth with the earliest
known forms of Babylonian idolatry and with Nigri-
tian fetishism. And sixthly, becanse, to our mind, it
atisfactorily explains whence arose the exploded
notion (justly ridiculed by Bunsen, in wvol. L. p.
191,) of an original connection between India and
Egypt; for a connection of both these countries
with Nigritia is indicated by the identity of most
remarkable superstitions prevailing throughout the
three.

Such, and so many, are the facts upon which
we rest our opinion of the origin of the Egyptian
language ; and other languages of Northern Africa,
and of Eastern and Southern countries of that
continent, we hold to have originated in a similar
manner,

We have called the Egyptian language “Ham-
L
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itie,” as Bunsen and others have done, because we
see no reason to doubt its having originated, in the
manner explained above, partly from the race of
Ham. But if future investigations should shew the
true date of the Deluge to be as low as Usher has
placed it, (which we think most unlikely,) then we
should conclude that the first Asiatic settlers in
Egypt must have been of the race of Cain, whose
posterity, for reasons which we have already ad-
vanced, may be inferred to have escaped destruction
by that catastrophe. We can form no other sup-
position by which the arguments whereon we rest
our opinion of the origination of the Egyptian
language can be in any degree impaired ; and this
supposition is one which would leave several of the
most remarkable of the facts which we have men-
tioned unexplained, unless coupled with the con-
cession that these settlers intermixed in Egypt
with an aboriginal Negro population.

The foregoing remarks respecting the Egyptian
language were written before we were acquainted
with the work of M. Renan from which we have
added an extract in the introductory portion of
this chapter. After stating that several eminent
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scholars agree with Bunsen, and that others disagree
with him, as to the ﬂﬁgin of that langunage, and
mentioning (in Book I. chap. ii.) the striking facts
of the identity of pronouns, both isolated and suf-
fixed, in the Coptic (or Egyptian) and the Hebrew,
and of the manner of treating them in the two
languages, the analogies of the nouns of number,
the agglutination of the accessory words, the assi-
milation of consonants, the secondary part played
by the vowel, its instability which causes it to be
often omitted in writing, analogies in the conjuga-
tion of verbs, resemblances in the theory of the
particles, and other characteristics almost identical
in the two languages, establishing between them
incontestable affinities, he pronounces against the
theory advocated by Bunsen. The same subject
is resumed by him in the concluding chapter of
his volume; and he there (in pp. 430 and 431)
makes the following observations, nearly agreeing
with our own opinion on this very important point.

« Je 1’al jamais pu me faire une idée claire de
ce que serait, en philologie comparée, une famille
~ de langues qui, par sa nature et indépendamment
de tout emprunt, fit intermédiaire entre deux antres,
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tenant a I'une par sa grammaire, & I'autre par son
dictionnaire, Le pehlvi, le persan moderne, 1'hin-
doustani nous offrent, il est wvrai, un vocabulaire
en grande partie sémitique et une grammaire indo-
européenne ; le ture, un vocabulaire indo-européen
et sémitique accouplé & une grammaire tartare:
mais ce sont 1d des phénoménes de mélange rela-
tivement modernes et dont la raison historique se
laisse apercevoir. Au contraire, quand il s'agit de
langues simples et primitives, on ne saurait expliquer
que la grammaire d'une famille se retrouviit dans
une autre famille, séparée du lexique. Pour main-
tenir cette opinion, il fandrait sontenir que les
Chamites vécurent en société avec les Sémites,
longtemps aprés que ceux-ci se furent séparés des
Ariens, puisque la grammaire, qu'on suppose s'étre
développée i une époque plus moderne, est analogue
entre les Chamites et les Sémites, différente entre
les Sémites et les Ariens. Mais alors, i plus forte
raison, le dictionnaire, qu'on suppose antérieur a
I'apparition de la grammaire, devrait étre analogue
chez les Sémites et les Chamites : or le dictionnaire
gémitique et le dictionnaire copte n'ont rien de
commun, Au milieu de ces profondes obscurités,
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I'hypothése d'un emprunt trés-ancien an moyen
duquel les langues africaines, par elles-mémes trés-
imparfaites, se seralent complétées en s'appropriant
le systéme sémitique de la conjugaison, des pro-
noms .et des noms de nombres, est encore peut-
étre la plus acceptable. Le copte, le berber, le
galla et les diverses langues de I'Afrique orientale
nous apparaissent a I'égard des langues sémitiques
dans une méme position de vassalité.”

To the last two sentences in this extract we
desire to draw particular attention, as shewing that
M. Renan has been led, by linguistic facts alone,
to prefer that opinion respecting the origin of the
Egyptian language to which we have ourselves
been conducted by the same and other facts. He
adds, in a note, another remark which is worth
transcribing : “ M. de Slane croit avoir retrouvé
en berber la trilitérité des racines, les formes du
verbe, et les particularités des verbes faibles et
défectifs.”

We may here also quote the following remarks
of the learned Cardinal Wiseman, in the second of
his “ Lectures on the Connexion between Science
and Revealed Religion,” as applicable to the illus-
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tration of the origin of the Egyptian language.—
“I will take the liberty of saying, that some in-
stances seem to warrant us in maintaining, that
under the pressure of peculiar influences, a language
may undergo such alterations as that its words
ghall belong to one class,and its grammar to another.
It is true that in that case, a new language will be
formned, different from either of its parents, but
still it will depart from the one which preceded it
by the adoption of new grammatical forms. Thus,
Schlegel himself allows that Anglo-Saxon lost its
grammar by the Norman conquest. And may we
not say that Italian has sprung out of the Latin,
more by the adoption of a new grammatical system,
than by any change in words? For if you will
compare any works in the two languages, you will
hardly perceive any difference in the verbs and
nouns: but you find articles borrowed from the
pronouns, a total loss of case, and consequently of
all declension; and the verbs conjugated almost
entirely by auxiliaries in the active voice, and
totally deprived of a passive, properly so called.
These, in fact, are the alterations which entitle it
to be considered a new language. It is true, that
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in this case, the language has not gone out of its
own family for the types of its variations ; for these
peculiarities are all to be found in other languages
of the Indo-European class, as German and Persian;
but it is no less true, that the change is very great,
and allies the new language to another subdivision,
which forms one extreme, while the Latin is almost
the other, of the family.”—After mentioning some
other instances of a similar kind, the same distin-
guished scholar adds :—* Finally, another example
may be drawn from the Ambaric; and I will state
it in the words of an able writer in a new periodical,
deserving of every encouragement: (the West of
England Journal, No. 3, July 1835, p. 94 :)— So
much has been stated merely to shew that the
question needs to be considered thoroughly, whether
languages may not borrow each other’s pronouns
and inflexions, while the whole material remains
incongruous. . . Indeed, the Ambharic language,
which at first was supposed a dialect of the Gheez
(Abyssinian), and then to be Shemitic, is now
alleged by the most recent inquirers to be of Afri-
can pedigree, and only to have imitated Shemitic
inflexions.” ™
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The Himyeritic and Ethiopic, and the Assyro-
Babylonian, deserve particular notice among the
languages of which we hold the origins to have
been somewhat similar to that of the ancient
Egyptian, though predominantly Semitic; for they
exhibit too many and too great disagreements with
all the well-known Semitic dialects to admit of our
believing them to have arisen in any other way
than from a mixture of peoples of distinct and very
different languages. With respect to the Assyro-
Babylonian, (which apparently deviates more widely
than do the Himyeritic and Ethiopic from the pure
Semitic type,) Colonel Rawlinson has clearly proved
a most important fact, fully sufficient to account
for its having arisen from such a mixture; that
this language was preceded, in the region south of
Assyria, by one of a different stock, held by him
to be Seythic, which continued to obtain in Baby-
lonia until near about the time of Nebuchadnezzar,
when it was superseded by the language previously
confined to Assyria. Thus he has discovered what
was doubtless the original language of the king-
dom of Babylonia: and as Nimrod may be said to
have been begotten by Cush without being one of
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his immediate offspring, we may, with a high de-
gree of probability, trace a colony of the Cushites,
through their settlements in Arabia, from Ethiopia,
after adopting an African language, into Babylonia,
as we have before hinted; in like manner as we
may trace their brethren the Canaanites from an
African settlement into Phoenicia, and thus account
for Homer’s coupling Ethiopians with Sidonians,
in the Odyssey, iv. 84. That such a migration of
Cushites took place, or one in the reverse direction,
seems to be indicated, not only by Nimrod’s being
said to have been begotten by Cush, but also, by
the two applications of the name * Cush,” in the
Bible, to regions of Africa and Asia; by the corre-
sponding applications of the term * Ethiopians ” by
several of the ancients, as Homer, (Odyss. i. 22),
Herodotus, (vii. 70), and Strabo, (i. p. 60); and
by the resemblances obtaining between the Tura-
nian languages (to which the earliest Babylonian has
been found by Colonel Rawlinson to be analogous)
and idioms of Central Africa. And that Babylonia
was colonized from Ethiopia, rather than that the
reverse was the case, may be argued from the fact
that the sons of Cush are mentioned in the Bible,
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probably without a single exception, in the order
of their settlements, commencing from Ethiopia
commonly so called, and ending with Babylonia ;
and from an opinion of Colonel Rawlinson, that
the cuneiform character originated from hieroglyphs,
compared with the old tradition (mentioned in our
fifth chapter) that the Egyptian hieroglyphics were
derived from Ethiopia. We therefore think it most
probable that the earliest Babylonian language was
at least in a great measure, if not mainly, Ethio-
pian : not doubting it to be mixed with Scythic
or some other Turanian dialect; for it seems to
us almost as certain that the Cushites of Asia inter-
mixed with earlier Asiatics as it is that those who
remained in Africa blended their race with that of
the Negroes. Agreeably with this view of the case,
Herodotus (in Book vii. chapter 70) says that the
Eastern Ethiopians were lank-haired, and those of
Libya [or Africa] crisp-haired; and that, in his
time, they differed in language. The settlement of
Shemites among the remains of Cushites, in Southern
Arabia and in Ethiopia, affords a reasonable explana-
tion of the origin of the Himyeritic and of the
language which we term the Ethiopie, as together
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forming one of the remote branches of the Semitic
stock.

The Japhethites, in the ages immediately follow-
ing the Dispersion, do not appear, from any histori-
cal records, to have founded powerful kingdoms,
as the Shemites and the Hamites did ; and accord-
ingly we do uot find that they either preserved
their original language little altered, like the
Shemites, or amalgamated it with the languages of
the nations among whom they spread, like the
Hamites: but it seems to be most probable that
they gradually remodelled many of those languages
with consnummate philosophical skill, and introduced
into them an abundance of Semitic roots, which
still remain in Kuropean tongues and in the Ira-
nian languages of Asia. We find analogies between
the known Turanian langunages and the Iranian
sufficient to suggest the probability of there having
once existed dialects, now lost, which became links
between the former and the latter; that is, from
which the earlier Iranian languages have been
formed; in like manner as the later (such as the
Pehlevi, the modern Greek, the Italian, the Spanish,
and the English,) have been produced from, and
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made to supersede, other languages of their own
stock, by foreign intruding races. Amalgamation,
in langnace, we believe to have originated with
the prototype of the Semitic dialects: with this
characteristic, the Iranian languagespossess another,
consistent with later origin; namely, an abundance
of compound words; of which the Semitic present
extremely rare instances; little more than a few
contractions of two or more particles or other words
into one.

The only Iranian language of which we possess
any remains of very high antiquity is the Sanskrit :
the hymns of the Rigveda being asserted by Pro-
fessor Wilson to be “ at least fifteen centuries prior

¥

to the Christian era;” so that they may be even
anterior to the writings of Moses, and yet by many
centuries less ancient than the Egyptian “ Book of
the Dead.”

Further than this, we need not pursue our
philological inquiry. We have continued it down
to the times of the first great kingdoms of the
Eastern World, and the age of the earlicst monu-
mental records, applying our last test of the cor-

rectness of our opinion respecting the originations
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of the prinecipal varieties of our species, founded
upon the closest possible renderings of words and
passages in the Scriptures; and philological evi-
dences have led us to the same conclusion as the
evidences of every other kind which we have
examined.

Can the numerous facts which we have adduced
as confirmations of this opinion be regarded with
any degree of probability as mere fortuitous coin-
cidences ?

We hope that this question will be dispas-
sionately and carefully considered by competent
judges; not by such as are merely theologians,
but such as combine general scientific and literary
attainments with biblical learning: for we have
seen that the understanding of the Bible has
hitherto increased, with, and by, the increase of
human knowledge; and we confidently believe
that it will continue to do so to the end of time.



NOTES.

1. Relating to page 34, lines 14-21.

The remark which we have made respecting the
appellation * adam,” with the article prefixed to it,
perhaps requires explanation. We mean that, in the
cases which we have specified, when it does not denote
the man to whom it was applied in the manner of a
proper name, it properly, by itself, signifies * the
Adamites,” including none beside them, and excluding
none of them (though some are occasionally excluded
by the context), whether rendered in the anthorized
version by a plural or by a singular, It is like * the
'anak,” or ‘the 'andk,” in Josh. xv. 13 and =xxi. 11;
where Arba is called, as Rosenmiiller says, ** pater
Anaki s. Anakeorum, quod non de generis origine, sed
de imperio intelligendum videtur.,” (See Barrett's
“ Synopsis of Criticisms,” vol. ii. p. 92.) In saying
this, we do not deny that * the &dim" may sometimes
be rightly and preferably rendered * the Adamite;"
as in the latter clause of Ex. xxxiii. 20, * the Adamite
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shall not see my face and live;” *the Adamite’ here
applying to every Adamite supposed to see the face of
God ; and if the existence of Non-Adamites be a fact,
meaning, 4 jfortiori, * man,” as in svme other cases,
In this instance, and, we believe, in every similar case
in which it may be preferably rendered by a singular,
“the Adim’ is a vague and an equivocal singular, which
is virtually a plural. We have not met with any ex-
ception, unless it be one presented in Josh. xiv. 15:
but here, the reading followed in the Septuagint-version
seems to have been not * hi-adam,” ete., but * hi-
addamah,” followed by a feminine epithet and a feminine
pronoun; as observed by Rosenmiiller (vide Barrett,
¢ Synopsis,” ubi supra); and we regard this as the
right reading. We might have rendered the above
explanation unnecessary, by inserting, after ** occurs,”
‘¢ thus used as a collective noun ;" but this restriction
we do not think requisite.—Without the article, Adim
reverts to its primary character, namely, that of a
generic epithet properly applying to an individual,
though very often used as a collective noun.

2. Relating to the remarks on the Deluge, in pages 56-60.

In the * Journal of Sacred Literature” (New Series,
No. XIV.), is the following postseript to a notice of the
pamphlet which we have mentioned in our preface;
written before the remarks to which the present note
relates, and proposing for consideration an opinion
respecting the Deluge remarkably consistent with the
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Seripture-narrative of that event, except with regard to
the locality.

“ Bince writing this, I have received a copy of a
pamphlet on the Delnge,” suggested by that noticed
above, and likewise printed for private distribution.
The author holds the opinion that the Adamites were a
distinct race, and not the progrenitors of the whole human
species, and points ont a eurions analogy between the
Deluge and a very destructive overflow of the Nile, both
as to the time of the year at which the Deluge hap-
pened, supposing that the year commenced about the
vernal equinox, and also as to the manner in which the
waters rose, and the height to which they attained.
These views are snpported with much learning and in-
genuity, and deserve a careful examination. Greaf
difficulties seem to me, however, to stand in their way.
The bases of the argument are affected by the impossi-
bility of determining what year was in use in those times,
and by the consideration that regular or accidental floods
of other rivers might fulfil nearly the same conditions
as those of the Nile, while the result is opposed to the
fact that the Ark rested on the mountains of Ararat,
and to the silence of the Egyptian records with respect
to the Noachian flood.” |

It should be added, that the aunthor of the opinion
to which the above remarks relate believes * the nsual
interpretation of Ararat’ to have * no authority what-
ever, /4 We admit that the Bible does not anywhere
distinctly indieate the position of that country; and
hence many learned men have differed very widely
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respecting it : while one, whose opinion has occasioned
this notice, holds it to have been somewhere on the
eastern border of Lower Egypt, others have fixed upon
various localities in regions extending from Asia Minor
to Northern India; and according to the Samaritan
Pentateuch, it was in Ceylon! Certainly, then, the
opinion which points to the eastern frontier of Lower
Egypt is not the most improbable. But, for ourselves,
we can hardly donbt that the name of * Ararat” applies
to a part (or perhaps the whole) of Armenia, which is
said to be still so called by its inhabitants in their own

language.

TITE ENID,

PLINTED DY H. AND B, CLARK, ERINBURGH,
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E:uut of Em;.land, e various Steamer and Coach Routes, ke.; with
ap. Prics 1a,

STAFFA, IONA, GLENCOE, AND CALEDONIAN CANAL
ineluding » deseription of Oban and its vicinity; with Map of Mull, and
a view of Fingal's Cave. Frice 1s.
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ISLAND OF SKYE, and West of Roas-shire; with a Map of
Skye. Price 1s.

ABERDEEN, BALMORAL, AND BRAEMAR, including Ex-
ﬁpimlﬂ among the Cairngorm Mountaing ; with Map and Illustrations,
e LA,

EDINBURGH, with a DescrreTioN of the Exviroxs, including
Melrose, Abhotsford, Dryburgh, Bt. Andrews, Linlithgow, Lochleven,
ke, New Edition. Tllustrated with a Plan of the City, a Map of the
Country Ten Miles ronnd, and numerons Views of the Public Ifmld,].up
and Scenery. Price 2s. 6d., or without Illnstrations, 1s.

GLASGOW and the WesT Coast. Inecluding the Farrs of the
Crypr, BUTE, ARRAN. STa¥ra. lowa, and the Lawp or Burns; with
i Plan of Glasgow and other Charis, numerous Views of the Publie
E:ilﬂill'bgt and neighbouring Scenery. FPrice Za. 8d., or without [Nustra-

ns, 18

MOFFAT AND VICINITY, Str. Marys Locm, the Grey
Maing's Tatn, Locu SxesE, ke, and Hints to Anglers in the Rivers,
g:;:unl-.u,nnd Lochs in the Neighbourhood ; with Map and Ilustrations.

ce 18.

BLACK'S ROAD AND RAILWAY TRAVELLING MAPS.

Carefully constructed from the Mnﬂu of the Ordnance Survey and other
Authorities, and containing all the Roads, Roilroads, Villuges, Country
Seats, Fishing Streams, Rivera, Lakes, and Mountains, and every Topo-

phical information required by the Tourist on pleasure or bosiness.
ined with, or printed on, patent cloth, and neatly bound in portable cases.

ENGLAND AND WALES. 32 Inches by 22}. 4s 6d. Do,
Smaller, 8ize 10 Inches by 15, 25, 6d. Or uncoloured and unmounted, 1s.

ENGLISH LAKE DISTRICT. 19 Inches by 14. 2s.6d. Da.
I, Da. Uneoloored snd unmounted. Price 8d.

WALES (North and South). 14 Inches by 11}. 1s. 6d. each.

SCOTLAND. 352 Inches by 223. Price 4s. 6d. Do. Smaller.
Size 19 Inches by 15, 25 6d. Or uncoloured and unmonnted, 1a.

TRELAND. Bize, 20 Inches by 144. Price 2s. 6d.

TOURISTS AND SPORTSMAN'S COMPANION TO THE
COUNTIES OF SCOTLAND. A Series of Thirty-six Maps, shewing all
the Roads, Railways, Villages, Country Seats, Rivers and Lakea, Flaces
of Historical and Legendary Note; Memoranda of Hattles, Heights of
Mountains, &e. ke, Inaportable volume, strongly bound. Frice 10s. 6d.

MEMENTO OF THE TROSACHS, LOCH EATR AND
LOCH LOMOND. A Series of Twenty-seven Engravings, by Brexer
FostER. Bquare 18mo. Price 1s, and in Cloth, 1s. 6d.
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RELIGIOUS WORKS.

1.
TAE GOSPEL IN EZEKIEL: IMMustrated in a Series of Dis-
courses. By THomas Guranig, D.D., Author of *FPleas for
Schools,” &e. Crown Bvo, price 78, 6d. Twelfth

Thousand,

i He dips his brush in the simplest eolours, and as with a firm hand,
bold and strong, he fills his canvas, figures start into life there that
every eye at once recognises; and in attitudes whose meaning

[t needs no interpreter to deseribe. Their suthor has locked on the
material world with the eye of a poet, o human life with the eye
of a philanthropist, the two great open fountaing whenee his
imagery as a pulpit orator is drawn. A volome that will earn
attention for ils sacred themes, wherever taste for plctorial writ-
Ing exists, which cur current literature has created; anid which
is destined, we believe, by resson of its more enduring merits, to
pass into the hands of our children's children, as ome of the
manuals of piety by which, in future generations, the fuith of
our Scottish people will be brightened and refreshed.”—NorTH
Barrisw KEvIEw,

u o our friends south of the Scotlish Border, who do not kumeo Dr,

Guthrie, we say, procurs Lhis volume, and read if, amd you will

that you harve made the acquaintones of 4 man whom il wers

worth while fo go some distance fo see,"—DBEITISH QUARTERLY
HRevixw.

IT.
BERRIDGE'S CHRISTIAN WORLD UNMASEED. New
Edition. Fdited, and witha Life of the Author. By TrHomas
Gurarig, D.D.  Foolscap 8vo, price 2s. 6d.

#The Christian World Unmasked has been long known and highly
esteemed. Its racy style, bold imgerﬂrh];ﬁnfnund analysis of the
human heart unrenewed by the grace o , and fuithful applica-
tion of the truth to the conseience, make it one of the best books
ever written, and one of the most profitable any one ean rend.
The present edition is enriched by * A Life of the Author,’ from
t‘ﬂpm of one who claims kindred genins and eloquence with
John Berridge."—WITHESS.

L.

THE HISTORY OF PALESTINE: From the Patriarchal Age
to the present time. By Jonwy Kirro, D.D, Author of
Popular Diuunnar{;;;r the Bible, &e, Profusely Ilustrated.
Crown 8vo, cloth plain, 6a.; or cloth, gilt edges, 6s. 6d.
™ all dispute it is the best historical compendinm of the Holy

from the days of Abraham to those of the lale Pasha of
Egypt, Mehemot AL "—0B5ERVER,
* Mot a complete deseription of the Holy Land, but a condensed
Histery of the Jewish Pecple."—Jouy BULL.




WORES PUBLISHED BY A. AND 0. BLACK.

Rerigiovs Worgs—Conlinued.

Iv,

A TREATISE ON BIBLICAL CRITICISM. Exhibiting a
Systematic View of that Science. By Samuer Davipsox,
D.D., Author of * Ecclesiastical Polity,” &c. New Edition.
In One Volume 8vo, price 18s,

“The present work bears marks of the same industry and Jearning

;’hwh have distinguished the suthor's other productions.”—Bis,
ACRA,

“We have no hesitation in pronouncing this work to be the most
importaut eontribution ever made in this country to the science of
Biblical Criticiam."—CLERICAL JOURNAL.

W

A POPULAR DICTIONARY OF THE BIBLE, By Jonxs
Kirro, D.D., Author of the ® Cyclopmdia of Biblical Litera-
ture,” &c. In One Volume 8vo, illusirated by 336 Engrav-
ings on Wood, price 10s. 6d.

This work is studiously accommodated to the wants of the t body
of the religions public. To Parents, to Sunday S8chool Teachers,
to Missionaries, and to all engaged, either statedly or muﬂnnn"?.
in the important business of Biblical edueation, the volume is
confldently recommended as the most valuable compendium of
Bihlnwkmwledga for the people which has ever appeared in this
country.

YL

DR. WARDLAW'S LIFE AND CORRESPONDENCE. By
W. L. ALexaspir, D.I). Becond Edition. In Une Volume,
demy 8vo, Price 12a,

“We recommend this work in the most earnest and ungualified man-
ner, persuaded as we are that it will fake its anent rank amon
the comparatively few of those biographical works which we n
nn.gmd agnin and again, and place on the shelf of favourite
authors, but also bequeath and recommend to chi Ve EVANK-
GELICAL MAGAZINE.

“*“The book safficiently recommends itself. It is worthy of th:nfud
and great name which it embalms, and both from that name and its
own masterly execution, will speedily attain a wide circulation, be
read with interest, and then laid up in store. Successive
generations of Christians will preserve it with their choicest trea-
sures and legacies from the present.”—EcLEcTic REVIEW.

¥ii.

BRALPH WARDLAW'S SYSTEMATIC THEOQOLOGY, Edited
by the Rev. J. R. CamreELL, M.A. In 8vo, Price 12s,, Vol.
1. (To be completed in 8 Vols).
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SIR WALTER SCOTT'S WRITINGS
AND LIFE.

WAVERLEY NOVELS in Sets. Five Edi-
tions as follows :—

1. LIBRARY EDITION, uniform with the Standard
English Authors. Illustrated by upwards of Two
Huspren Eseravines on Steer, after Drawings
by Turner, Landseer, Btanfield, Wilkie, Roberts,
Frith, Ward, Philips, Elmore, Faed, &e¢. In 25 vols,
demy 8vo, elegantly bound in extra cloth, gilt, price
£13:2:6.

II. ABBOTSFORD ILLUSTRATED EDITION. With
120 Engravings on Steel, and nearly 2000 on Wood.
12 vols, super-royal octavo, cloth, £14: 14s,

ITI. AUTHOR'S FAVOURITE EDITION in 48 small-
sized vols. With 06 Engravings, £7: 4a.

IV. CABINET EDITION. In 25 emallsized wols., £3,
13s. 6d.

V. PEOPLE'S EDITION. 5 large vols. royal 8vo, cloth,
£2 : 28., or each novel separate, sewed, price 1s, 6d,
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Srg Warres Scorr's WRITINGS AND Lire—Continued.

POETICAL WORKS. Six Editions as fol-
lows :—

1. Tn one small volume. With Illustrations on Wood
and Bteel. Gilt edges, 5s. ; or on larger paper, with
additional Engravings, 6s.

1I. POCKET EDITION FOR TOURISTS. Lax or
rHE LaAST MmstREL — Mairsiow — LADY OF THE

Laxe—Roxesy—and Lorp or Tue lsues, 1s. 6d.
each ; or bound in moroceo, 28, 6d.

II1. In one large vol. royal 8vo, double cols. 10s. ; or large
paper, with 26 Engravings from Turner, 18s.; full
morocco, elegant, 32s.

IV. In Six small vols. 12 Engravings after Turner, 24s.

V. In Twelve small wols, 24 Ilustrations by Turner,
£1 : 1is.

VI. ILLUSTRATED EDITIONS of Tue Lany oF THE
Lage, Lay oF TaE Last Mmeraer, Marwwion, and
Tue Lorp or Tae Ises, Exquisitely illustrated by
Bieser Foster and Joryw Gineerr. Extra cloth, gilt
edges, 18s.; Moroceo, elegant or antique, 258,

PROSE WORKS. Two sets as follows :—

1. In 28 vols. 56 Engravings from Turner, &o., £4 : 4s,

II. In 3 vols, royal B8vo, uniform with the People's
Edition, £1 : 6s.
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Sir Warrer Scorr's Writines Axp LirE—Confinued,
TALES OF A GRANDFATHER. [Hiﬂtﬂrj’
of Seotland).

I In 3 small vols, illustrated, cloth, 12s,; extra, gilt
edges, 15s.

II. In one large vol. royal 8vo, double cols., 6s.; or large
paper, with 11 Engravings after Turner, 10s. 6d.

II1. Bchool Edition. 2 small vols, 10s.

IV. HISTORY OF FRANCE. One small volume, 4s.;
gilt edges, 5a.

LIFE OF NAPOLEON BONAPARTE.

I. In 5 small vols. with Maps, Portraits, and 9
Engravings after Turner, 20s. IL In one large
vol. royal 8vo, double cols, 10s.; or large paper,
with 23 Engravings after Turner and others, 18a.

LIFE OF SIR WALTER SCOTT. By J.

3. Locguarr, Fsq. I. In one small vol. 12 En-
gravings, 78. 6d.; extra gilt edges, 8s. 6d. II In
one large vol. royal 8vo, double cols., 10s.; or with
11 Engravings from Turner and others, 18s. III.
In Ten small vols. 20 Engravings, 30s.

BEAUTIES OF SIR WALTER SCOTT—
A Selection from his Writings, 5s.; extra, gilt
edpes, Gs.

READINGS FOR THE YOUNG, from the

Works of 818 WarTer Scorr. Numerous Illustra-
tions, 7s.; or in 3 separate vols,, 2s. 6d. each.
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WORKS ON GARDENING AND BOTANY.

L

THE COTTAGE GARDEN. By RoBERT ADAMSON. 1Zmo,
price 2. Second Edition,

I

NEILI'S FRUIT, FLOWER, AND KITCHEN GARDEN.
Fifth Edition, improved, with Additions, price 8.

# In Horticultural Literature, no book has acquired & higher reputation
than the late Dr. Neill's concise and popular treatise on Practical
Gardening. It is coplously iliustrated; and no gardener, be he
amatenr or profesaional, great or small, whether he grows pines or
only potatoes, should be without it*—hMoxNixa Posr,

L.

THE AMATEUR GARDENER'S YEAR-BOOK : A Guide for
those who cultivate their own Gardens in the Principles and
Practice of Horticulture. By the Rev. HExry Burcess,
LLD, and Pur. D, &c. &c. Feap. Bvo, price 58, with
illustrated Frontispiece and Title.

“This is, beyond compare, the best work of lts class that has come
under our notiee. Lt is really v —CRITIC.
“ Contains a great deal of valuable mformation in laying out gardens,
ﬂ .'c::mgu suitable succession of flowering plants and shirubs.™
T

Iv

OUTLINES OF BOTANY : Being an Introduction to the Stady
of the Structure, Functions, Classification, and Distribution
of Plants. With a Glossary and Copious Index. By Jomw
HuTror Bavrous, M.D., F.R.S.L. and E., F.L.8., Professor
of Botany in the University of Edinburgh., ¥cap. 8vo, 7s.
6d., illustrated by 695 Wood Engravings,

V.

CLASS-BOOK OF BOTANY: Being an Introduction to the
Study of the Vegetable Kingdom. By J. H. BﬂLFDHEII'LD.,
F.RiL. and E., Regius Keeper of the Royal Botanic Garden,
Professor of Medicine and Botany in the University of Edin-
burgh, In one large Volume 8vo, with 1800 Illustrations,
price 31s. 6d.

The same may also be had in Two Parta.

Pmé L—lta;rgﬁuumm & MORPHOLOGICAL BOTANY,

vo, 108.

Parr IL—COMPRISING THE ELEMENTS OF YEGE-
TABLE PHYSIOLOGY, CLASSIFICATION, BOTANI-
CAL GEOGRAPHY, AND FOSSIL BOTANY, WITH
A GLOSSARY OF TERMS. 8vo, 21a.
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MEDICAL AND SURGICAL WORKS.

L
By James MiLLer, F.R.8.E,,
Professor of Surgery in the University of Edinburgh, &ec. &e.

THE PRINCIFLES OF BURGERY. Third Edition, illus-
trated by 240 Engravings., 8vo. 16a.

1L
By the same Author,

THE PRACTICE OF SURGERY. Third Edition, illustrated
by 227 Engravings. B8vo. 16s.

IIT.
By 8ir Georce BALLINGALL,
Late Professor of Military Surgery in the University of Edinburgh,
OUTLINES OF MILITARY SURGERY. Fifth Edition, illus-
trated. Evo. l4da
IV.
By WiLLiaM GREGORTY,
Professor of Chemistry in the University of Edinburgh,
ELEMENTARY TREATISE ON CHEMISTRY. Illustrated.
Feap. 8vo. 3s.
V.
By Ropert CrrisTisox, M.D,,
Professor of Materia Medica in the University of Edinburgh,
A TREATISE ON POISONS. In relation to Medical Juris-
E;ldnnm, Physiology, and the Practice of Physic. Fourth
ition, enlarged and improved., Bve. 10s.
VL
By Joux Horrox Bavrour, M.D,,
Professor of Medicine and Botany in the University of Edinburgh,

CLASS-BOOK OF BOTANY. B an Introduction to the
Study of the Vegetable Kingdom. 8vo. 3l1s. 6d.

VII.
By Tmomas Lavcocr, M.D,,
Professor of the Practice of Medicine in the University of
Edinburgh, &e.,
LECTURES ON THE PRINCIPLES AND METHODS OF
MEDICAL OBSERVATION AND RESEARCH; for the

nse of Advanced Students and Junior Practitioners. Crown
Bvo, price Ga.
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MeDICAL AND SURGICAL Works— Continued,
VIIL.
By Avrexawper Macavray, M.D.,

A DICTIONARY OF MEDICINE, designed for Popular Use.
Containing an Account of Dliseases and their Treatment, in-
cluding those more frequent in Warm Climates, with directiona
for administering the various substances used as Medicines,
the ation of Regimen and Diet, and the management
of the Diseases of Women and Children. Thirteenth Edition.
8vo, 12s,

IX.
By James Y. Smurson, M.D., F.RSE,
Professor of Medicine and Midwifery in the University of
Edinburgh,

OBSTETRIC MEMOIRS AND CONTRIBUTIONS, includi
those on Anmsthesia. Edited by W. O. PrigsTLEY, M.D,,

H. R. Storeg, M.D. 2 vols, Bvo. 38s.

X.
By the same Author,

PHYSRICIANS AND PHYSIC. Three Addresses: I. Ox THE
Duties oF Youne Paysicians. 1L Oy The ProsPeEcCTs OF
Yousa Paysicians., IIL Ox THE MoDERN ADVANCEMENT
orF PHys1ic., Crown Bvo. 3s. 6d.

XI.
By T. 8. Teamw, M.D.,
Professor of Medical Jurisprudence in the University of Edinburgh,

MEDICAL JURISPRUDENCE. Beiog Outlines of a Course
of Lectures. 12mo. B&a. '

mﬂ-
By Caarres Witsoxn, M.D.,

THE PATHOLOGY OF DEUNKENNESS., A View of the
Operation of Ardent Spirits in the Production of Diseass,
founded on Original Observation and Research. Feap. 8vo. Ba.

XIIT.

ADDRESSES TO MEDICAL STUDENTS: Delivered at the
instance of the Edinburgh Medieal Missionary Society, 18556-6.
By W. P. Avrisox, M.1), Emeritus Professor of the Practice
of Phyaic in the Urniversity of Edinburgh; Grorce Wirsow,
M.D., Professor of Technology in the University of Edin-
burgh; Axprew Woop, M.D,, President of the Royal College
of Surgeons of Edinburgh; BExgamms Beri, F.R.C.8.E.;
and Jorx CorpsTrEam, M.I). Fecap. Bvo. 3s. 6d.
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SCHOOL BOOKS.

CARSON —EXERCISES IN ATTIC GREEK, for the Use of
8chools and Colleges. By A. R. Carsow, LL.D.,, FR.8.E,
&c., and late Rector of the High School of Edinburgh. 12mo,
45, bound.

CARSON — PHEDRI FABULXE, AUGUSTI LIBERTI,
FABULARUM AESOPIARUM, quas oculis puerorum sub-
jici fas est, libras quinque, cum indice verborum, phrasiumque
difficiliorum Anglice redditorum. Edidit. A. R. Carsox,
LL.I)., late Rector of the High School, Edinburgh. Editio
Sexta. 18me, 25, bound.

EELLAND-—ELEMENTS OF ALGEBEA. By P. KELLAND.
AM, F.R.83.L. & E., &c, late Fellow of the Quean's Col-
legre, Cambridge, Professor of Mathematics in the University
of Edinburgh. 8vo, 9a. cloth.

EITTO—HISTORY OF PALESTINE FOR BCHOOLS.
From the Patriarchal Age to the present time; with Intro-
ductory Chapters on the Geography and Natural History of
the Country, and on the Customs and Institutions of the
Hebrews, By Jousx Kirro, DD, F.5.A., Editor of the
“ Pictorial Bible,” &£e. With guestions for examination, by
ALExaxper Rep, LL.D,, Rector of the Edinburgh Institu-
tion. 12mo, 3s, 6d., or with Map of Palestine, 4s. bound.

PILLANS—FIRST STEPS IN THE PHYSICAL AND CLAS-
SICAL GEOGRAPHY OF THE ANCIENT WORLD.
By James Prorawms, Professor of Humanity in the Uni-
verzity of Edinburgh, Second Edition, With Maps. 12mo,
Price 1s. Gd. cloth.

PORTEOUS—A SUMMARY OF THE PRINCIPAL EVI-
DENCES FOR THE TRUTH AND DIVINE ORIGIN
OF THE CHRISTIAN REVELATION. By the late
Bemey Porreous, D.D). New Edition by Dr. Boxp, late
of the High School, Edinburgh. 18mo, 1s. bound.
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SCHMITZ—ELEMENTARY GRAMMAR OF THE GREEK
LANGUAGE. By Dr. L. SBcnmrrz, F.R.B.E, Recwor of
the High School, &c. &e. 12mo, 8a. 6d. cloth,

SCHMITZ —HANDBOOK OF ANCIERT HISTORY, from
the earliest times to the overthrow of the Western Empire,
(comprising the Histery of China, India, Baciria, Media,
Persia, Assyria, Babylonia, Lydin, FPhoenicia, Egypt, Car-
thage, Greece, Rome, do. DBy Dr. Leoxnarp Scmmirz,
¥.R.8.E., Rector of the High School of Edinburgh. 7s. 6d.,
or in two parts at 4s. each,

SCRYMGEOUR—A CLASS BOOK OF ENGLISH POETRY.
Comprising Extracts from the most distinguished Poets of
this Country, from Chaucer to the Present Time, with Bio-
graphical Notices, Explanatory Notes, and an Introductory
Essay on the Origin and Progress of the Fnglish Language.
By Darsien S8cryMcEoUR, of Circus Place School, Edin-
burgh. 12mo, 4s. 6d. bound ; or in Twao Parts, price 2s. 6d.
each,—Part I. containing the Poets from Chaucer to Otway ;
Part 1L from Prior to Tennyson.

VEITCH —GREEE YERBS, IREREGULAR AND DEFEC-
TIVE; their Forms, Meaning, and Quantity ; embracing all
the tenses used by the Greek writers, with references to the
passages in which they are found. By Rev. W. Varrcs,
12mo, s, cloth.

TYTLER—HISTORY OF S8COTLAND. By Patrick Fraser
TyrLer, Esq. Ealarged and Continued to the Present Time,
by the Hev. James Taylor, D.D., and adapted to the Por-
poses of Tuaition by AvExanper Reip, A M., LL.D,, Rector
of the Edinburgh Institution. 12mpo, 8s. 6d. bound.

GENERAL MODERN HISTORY. By Arexaxper Frases
TyriLer, Lord Woodhouselea, late Professor of Universal
History in the University of Edinburgh, with a Chronological
Table, thoroughly revised and brought down to the end of
the Russian War (1856). 12mo, 83, bound.

“GENERAL ANCIENT HISTORY. By AvexasnEr Fraser
Tyrier, Lord Woodhouselee. With a Chronological Table
and Map, 12mo, 83, bound.
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MISCELLANEOUS WORKS.

MEMORIALS OF HIS TIME. By Hexey CockBurx, late one
of the Senators of the College of Justice. 8vo, price 14a,
“The book of the Ralfyear, both in matfer and siyle” — IiLvs-
TEATED LoNpoN NEws,
“He have seem of late no more waeful work for firing our landmarks

in one direction, shewing what grievances it was weakness o relain,
and what remedial measures it war worse folly fo resist."—Trues,

“ Edinburgh has sent out few books 10 full of enfertainment, or o
high in value ar ihese Memorials"—ATaRN EUM,

LIFE OF LORD JEFFREY, late one of the Judges of the Court
of Session, By Hexny Cocksurw, late one of the Senators
of the College of Justice. Second Edition. 2 wols, Bvo, 25s.

THE POOR LAW MANUAL FOR SCOTLAND. By Angx-
ANDER M'NEgL Camrp, Esq. Sixth Edition. 7s. 6d. '

CLOCK AND WATCH WORK, from the Eighth Edition of
the Encyclopedia Britannica. With an Appendix on the
Dipleidoscope, and all the latest improvements. With
Humei'mm lustrations, Fep. 2s,

SHIPBUILDING. A Treatise (from the Encyclopmdia Britannica)
on the Theory and Practice of Naval Architecture. By
AvausTINE F. B. CrEvzE, 4t0, 123,

THE BREEDING AND ECONOMY OF LIVE STOCK.
The result of Forty Years' Practical Experience in the
Management and Disposal of Cattle, Horses, Sheep, and
Pigs. By James Dicxson. 12mo, 3a. 6d.

THE GENESIS OF THE EARTH AND OF MAX : A'Critical
Examination of Passages in the Hebrew and Greek Scrip-
tures ; chiefly with a View to the Solution of the Question—
Whether the Varieties of the Human Species be of more than
One Origin, Edited by ResmvaLp Stuarr PooLk,
M.R.8.L., &e. Crown Bvo, 5s.
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MisCELLANEOUS WoRES— Confinued,

NORWAY AND ITS GLACIERS, visited in 1851. Followed
by Joornals of Excursions in the High Alps of Dauphiné,
Berne, and SBavoy. By James D. Fouses, D.C.L,, F.R.5,
See. R.8., Edin., Corresponding Member of the Institute of
France, and Professor of Natural Philogophy in the University
of Edinburgh. With Two Maps, Ten Lithographic Views
printed in colours by Day and Son, and Twenty-twoe Wood
Engravings. Royal 8vo, 21a,
¥ Thiz iz one of those books which ice need nof blush fo present to

Soreign Philosophers and men of learning ar o specimen of the
literature of science in England.,”—EXAMINER.

By the same Author.

THE TOUR OF MONT BLANC AND OF MONTE ROSA.
Being a Personal Narrative, abridged from the Authors
“ Travels in the Alps of Savoy,” &c. Illustrated, 12mo, 5s.

“ dn admirable edition, and the Map of the Mer de Glacs most
correct and valuable"'—ALBERT SMITH.

TUREKEY, ANCIENT AND MODERN. Being an Historical
Survey of the Ottoman Empire, from its establishment in
Europe to the Present Day. By Roserr W. Frasee, M.A.
Crown 8vo, Ts. 6d.

MUSICAL COMPOSITION: Its Theory and Practice. With
nomerous Engravings and copious Musical Ilustrations inter-
gpersed with the text. 4to, 9s,

# A masterly and comprehensive Essay."—ATHEN EUM.

TREATISES ON SUBJECTS CONNECTED WITH ECONO-
MICAL POLICY, with Biographical Sketches of Quesnay,
Smith, and Ricardo. By J. R. M‘CuLrocs, Esq. Bvo, 14s.

MANUAL OF MINERALOGY ; Or, THE NATURAL HIS-
TORY OF THE MINERAL KINGDOM. Containing a
General Introduction to the Science, and descriptions of the
several Species, including the more Recent Discoveries and
Chemical Analysis, By James Nicot, F.G.S., Professor of
Natural History in’ Marischal College, Aberdeen. Crown
8vo, cloth, price Bs.
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MiscrLLANEOUS WoRKES— Continned.

THE GENTLE SHEPHERD. By Ariax Ramsay., New.

Edition, with numerons [lustrations after David Allan.
18mo, 2s, §d.

A TREATISE ON THE ETEAHaEH.GIHE. By Joux ScorT
Russerr, M.A., F.RS.E, Illustrated. Post 8vo, 5a.

By the same Author,
STEAM AND STEAM NAVIGATION. A Treatise on Nature,
Properties, and Applications of Steam and on Steam Naviga-
tion. Illustrated. Post Bvo, Da.

RUSSIAN LIFE IN THE INTERIOR; or, THE EXPERI-
ENCES OF A SPORTSMAN. By Ivax TourGHENIEF of
Moacow. Edited by J. D. MergLesonxs. Foolscap, 6s.

“ Abounding in pleasant varicties and sketches from life.”"—ATREN.EUM.

THE POETRY AND POETS OF BRITAIN, From Chaucer
to Tennyson, with Biographical Sketches, and a rapid View
of the Characteristic Attributes of each. Preceded by an
Introductory Essay on the Origin and Progress of English
Poetical Literature. By DawierL ScoymcEour. Post 8vo,
Bs. cloth; 6s. 6. cloth, gilt edges.

THE WEALTH OF NATIONS. An Inquiry into the Nature
and Causes of the Wealth of Nations. By Apam Ssrrm,
LL.D. FEdited, and with Life of the Author, by J. R.
M‘Corrocn, Esq. Fourth Edition, corrected throughout,
and greatly enlarged. 8vo, 18a.

THE HISTORY OF SCOTLAND., By Parrick Frasem
Tyriew, Esq. Third Edition. 7 vols, 8vo, £2:12: 6.

THEROD AND THE GUN. DBy James Wrrson, Esg., F.R.5.E.
Being Two Treatises on Angling and Shooting. The latter
by the Author of *The Oakleigh Shooting Code.” Second
Edition, with numerous Engraviogs on Wood and Bteel,
Post Bvo, 108, 6d.
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