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INTRODUCTION

The ORIGIN of the peoples of NORTH-WESTERN EUROPE has occasioned much
controversy! As aresult, a considerable amount of confusion has been generated over the
guestion of the racial affinities of the various branches of those peoples who inhabit
primarily the coastlands, islands and peninsulas of North-western Europe.

The Bible clearly reveals the origins of the ANGLO-SAXON-KELTIC peoples who
inhabit North-western Europel] and those territories colonized by them! The Scriptures
are abundantly clear and convincing on this point.

The primary purpose of this thesis, however, is to furnish HISTORICAL, and
ARCHAEOLOGICAL PROOFLI tracing the racial origins of these Anglo-Saxon-Keltic
peoples of North-west Europe who, in modern times, have become the dominant nations of
the earth!

The €eleventh edition of the Encyclopaedia Britannica, commonly called the
[(Bcholar(s Edition,[Ohas been used when possible in preference to later editions.

The appropriate map should always be consulted as the various peoples and areas are
studied, thereby enabling the reader to better comprehend the points under consideration.

Chronology is a very controversial subject. In this thesis, however, Biblical dates
used are those which Archbishop Ussher worked out [Isince they are deemed to be fairly
accurate in most instances. Besides, exact Biblical dates are not essential in this work.
(See Appendix I1).

It is sincerely hoped that any repetition in this work will always serve to:
(1) emphasize, (2) clarify and (3) convince the reader of the validity of the assertions, by
giving verbatim many different reliable references to substantiate each point beyond
question!

The length of the quotations has been pared back (only the essential part being
given) in order to keep the amount of quoted material to a minimum.

Emphasisin all quotationsisthat of the author, unless otherwise stated!

London, England. Raymond F. McNair
May, 1963.
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CHAPTER I

GOD CONTROLS DESTINIES OF ALL NATIONS

What are the historical and archaeological KEY S which unlock the racial origins of
the people of North-west Europe? The main emphasisin this thesiswill be on [seculard
history rather than on [Csacredlhistory! We must, however, briefly consider Biblical
history before we can rightly understand the mountain of evidence available from the
uninspired historical accounts.

For over three thousand years, the Scriptures have given detailed prophecies
concerning the various races and nations of this earth.

Throughout the centuries many scores of prophecies have predicted accurately the
fates of many of the smaller nations like Egypt, Libya, Syria, Greece, Italy, Spain, Arabia
and Ethiopia. But are such modern, mighty nations as France, Britain, Germany, America
and Russia excluded in these prophecies? Would God ignore these major nations?

Most students of Biblical prophecy know that the Russian nation and peoples are
mentioned under such names as Meschech and Tubal (Moscow and Tobolsk), and Gog and
Magog (Ezek 38:2). But would not the same Being who inspired these prophecies also
mention America, Britain and France? God has not ignored these nations. They are all
mentioned in the Bible (O0not under their present-day names---but under their ancient
Biblical names!

Before one can know the names under which these nations are mentioned in the
Bible, he must understand the names by which those nations were called in Bible times.
The great FAMILY TREE from which every nation of this earth has sprung must be
thoroughly understood.

Bear in mind that God makes and unmakes nations (Job 12:23). [Behold the nations
are as adrop of abucket, and are counted as the small dust of the balance[J(Isa. 40:15).
God revealsthat He sets the boundaries of the nations - He reduces one nation and enlarges
another. It is God Almighty (the Controller of the destinies of all nations) who does all
these things, none can thwart His will.

Nebuchadnezzar, King of Babylon, after seven years of insanity inflicted on him
because of his great pride, said, [I1 He (God) doeth according to Hiswill in the army of
heaven, and among the inhabitants of the earth: and none can stay His hand or say unto
Him, What doest thou?J(Dan. 4:35).

EVOLUTION - THE BIG HOAX
Before we can intelligently trace the racial origins of the peoples of North-western

Europe, it isimperative that we see why the conclusions of thisthesis are all based on the
concept of SPECIAL CREATION rather than the theory of EVOLUTION!



Firstly, Evolution is a hypothesis which is neither proven nor provable! Secondly,
there is not one scintilla of proof to substantiate the Evolutionary Theory. Science can
produce nothing to show that Evolution has ever occurred; neither can Science offer
anything to show that Evolution is now occurring on this earth - or anywhere in the
Universe!

Let us now thoroughly analyze this subject of SPECIAL CREATION versus
EVOLUTION from (1) Science, (2) intelligent reason and (3) from the revealed Word of
the Creator - the Bible!

It isimportant to bear in mind that there is no conflict (neither indeed can there be)
between the facts of Science and the revealed Word of God! Any real conflict between
[BciencelJand those who believe in God is always aresult of (1) misinterpretation of
scientific knowledge, resulting in erroneous deductions which lead to fallacious
conclusions; or (2) misinterpretation of the revealed Word of God which always resultsin
the formulation of erroneous doctrines.

There are some who try to reconcile the beliefs of Evolution with the Bible. These
[(Theigtic EvolutionistsCare willing to compromise the truth of the Bible in order not to
appear ridiculous or uninformed in the eyes of those who hold the cherished theories of
Evolution. But itisimpossible to believe in the divine inspiration of the Bible and also
Evolution - according to its true meaning!

The Bible and Evolution are just as incompatible and unmixable as water and oil!

amoeba up to the most complicated life forms) evolved from dead matter! This supposed
evolution of life from dead matter, we are told, was from the simple to the complex - first
one-celled amoebas, invertebrates, vertebrates (fish, fowl, animals and finally man)! The
following order of Evolution of the vertebrates is often given - fish, amphibia, reptiles,
mammals, then man!

ANTIQUITY OF EVOLUTIONARY THEORY

It will undoubtedly come as a surprise to many to learn that the old Greek
philosopher, Thales (640?-546 B.C.) believed that water or moisture was the primordial (or
primary) germ from which all life evolved. Another Greek philosopher, Pythagoras (circa
6th century B.C.) thought that ChumberUOwas the primordial germ.

A disciple of Thales, Anaximander (611-547 B.C.) taught that al plant and animal
life evolved from the earth by heat and moisture. And Anaxagoras (5007-428 B.C.)
believed that both plants and animals were the products of germs carried in the air which,
by some unknown process, gave fecundity to the earth. He believed that [animals and man
sprang from warm and moist clay.[] So the atheistic concept of Evolution is by no means a
new theory!



In modern times, however, Charles R. Darwin (1809-1882) is the man who, more
than anyone else, popularized the Evolutionary hypothesis. It was he who propounded (in
1858) the theory of the origin and perpetuation of new species by a process which he called

Means of Natural SelectionlJand [TThe Descent of Man.[). He considered natural selection
as the most important single factor in Organic Evolution.

According to Webster[s New Collegiate Dictionary (2nd ed.) NATURAL
SELECTION is defined as, [TThe natural process tending to cause the [Survival of the
fittest[{that is, the survival of those forms of animals and plants best adjusted to the
conditions under which they live) and extinction of poorly adapted forms. Darwin
considered natural selection as the most important factor in organic evolution.[

Before examining this doctrine of [the survival of the fittest(land Chatural selectionl]
more thoroughly, let us consider another important hypothesis which is accepted by many
Evolutionists. Even before Darwin, the French naturalist, Lamarck (1744-1829),
postul ated the theory of Corganic evolution[J- that changes in the environment cause
changes in the structure of plants and animals, and that such changes (Cacquired
characteristicsl) are transmitted to the offspring. He received great acclaim for his
hypothesis; but this fanciful theory has now been completely discredited by Science.

The hypothesis simply stated isasfollows: If a creature of the sea needsto swim,
finswill sprout. But if it findsitself on the land and has a need to walk, legs will appear; if
it needs to fly, wings will spontaneously form; if it needs to see, eyes appear; if it needs to
hear, ears will develop; if it needs to smell, a nose will emerge; if it needsto eat or talk, a
mouth will appear.

There can be no doubt that there is a certain amount of continued multiplicity of
characters or characteristics of plants and animals of every kind producing infinite
varieties. Thereis, however, not one scintilla of fact to support the theory that: (1) life
originally evolved from simple to complex life forms, or (2) that Evolution has been or is
occurring anywhere in the world today!

EVOLUTION - THE ATHEIST S RELIGION

Just what is Evolution? The Theory of Evolution is perhaps the most pernicious and
widely-accepted lie being palmed off on today[s gullible world. Itis, however, an
erroneous concept based upon false deductions without the support of any scientific facts!

In reality, Evolution isthe religion of atheists! The Theory of Evolution is merely a
modern form of atheism dressed up in the deceptively respectable-appearing garb of
pseudo-science. Most (if not all) atheists believe in Evolution.

Though the Atheistic Evolutionist ridicules the Christian for his supposed [blind
faithin a Creator, yet the Evolutionist has a remarkable faith in the Theory of Evolution -
his particular form of religion! The chief exponents of the Evolutionary Theory are the
Chigh priestsCof their new-found faith - Evolution. They preach and teach their sinister
doctrine.



The Evolutionist has only two tools at his disposal - observation and reason. Those
who believe in Special Creation not only have these tools at their disposal, but they have a
third tool - God[s revelation to man - the Bible!

Let us consider from Cobservation[Jto see what Science has been able to reveal
regarding the origin of matter and life.

[CJust where did all of the matter in the Universe come from? The Evolutionist
believes matter has aways existed. The Bible, however, teaches that God created the
Universe (Genesis 1:1) and that this material, physical, tangible Universe was created out
of the invisible, unseen world of spirit essence. [ Through faith we understand that the
worlds were framed by the Word of God, so that things which are seen were not made of
(or from) things which do appearl](Heb. 11:3).

The Evolutionist denies the existence of a Creator, of spirit beings, of miracles or of
anything supernatural. Thereis, however, amountain of metaphysical evidence accessible
to Science today, proving there is an unseen world of the supernatural.

God Almighty created the material world out of His own dynamic energy - from the
Spirit of the living God!

POINTS WHICH BAFFLE THE EVOLUTIONISTS

(1) The Evolutionist bases his theories on the hypothesis that matter has always
existed. But the facts of Science disprove thistheory. If matter had always existed then all
radio-active elements such as uranium, radium and strontium, would have disintegrated
and have become non-radio-active - countless ages ago! All radio-active elements
continue to disintegrate (according to the [half-life periodClaw) at a uniform, but
measurable rate.

There is no scientific evidence to show that any radio-active elements are being
brought into existence by any process known to man. And certainly the Evolutionist will
not admit that there is a Creator who could create new radio-active materials. The
inescapable conclusion (if one rejects a Creator) isthat THERE HAS BEEN NO PAST
ETERNITY OF MATTER! Evolutionists are only guessing when they say that matter has
always existed! They have no proof - they don[ know!

(2) The Evolutionist postul ates the ridiculous theory that life evolved from dead
matter by the hypothetical means of [Spontaneous generation.l] But there is not one shred
of scientific evidence to show that any form of life ever evolved by any process known to
man, including that of [§pontaneous generation.[] One of the most inexorably binding
(L aws of Naturellis the [Law of Biogenesis- that life can only come from life! The
inanimate cannot product the animate!

The Bible shows that God created life, but the Evolutionists say it just evolved by
[§pontaneous generation.[J They donfd know how this may have happened; neither is there
any way they or anyone else can prove their theory. They freely admit thereis no such
[pontaneous generation of lifelJoccurring today. They are merely guessing - they have
not one proof that life evolved by [$pontaneous generation. [




(3) We see in the world tremendous powers, energies and forces. Where did this
dynamic power and energy originate? The Evolutionist does not know. Again, he can
merely guess. He cannot account for the existence of the incalculable forces and energies
which exist in the Universe today.

(4) The material world is governed by certain inexorably binding laws. These laws
(the Laws of Gravity, Inertia, Thermo-dynamics, Biogenesis, Motion, Heredity and all of
the LAWS OF NATURE) are not able to be accounted for by the Evolutionist. He cannot
explain who or what established these so-called [Laws of Nature[Jwhich govern the whole
Universe! Neither can the Evolutionist explain what or who sustains these [Laws of
Nature.[]

(5) The world in which we live is inhabited by myriads of forms of animal life - all
possessing varying degrees of intelligence. Where did this INTEL LIGENCE come from?
Dead matter has no intelligence whatsoever. (Intelligence cannot come from non-

intelligence).

The Evolutionist admits that intelligence exists, but by what power or through whom
it came into existence [1he does not know! Again, he must acknowledge he does not know
how intelligence came into being, neither is there any scientific proof whatsoever to show
that intelligence evolved by any known laws.

(6) The earth and the entire Universeislaid out or constructed according to a
marvellous plan, an awe-inspiring DESIGN! The countless forms of life among fishes,
fowl and mammals (including man) manifest not only varying degrees of intelligence, but
they also reveal infinite wisdom, knowledge and understanding of the principles of design.
In fact, man designs and patterns almost everything he makes after something in nature.

Many volumes could be written explaining and extolling the marvellous design and
function of the human body - the most perfectly designed in al the universe!

The Bible reveals that God Almighty designed the human body after His own image
Oin Hisown likeness! Mankind was made in the general form and shape of his Creator,
and therefore his bodily form possesses the most perfect design found in the Universe.

There is no way that the basic, over-all design of the human body could possibly be
improved! Every member in the body is put in the right place, and functions perfectly.
One would not want two noses with one being located in the back of his head. Neither
would one want and extra eye, or perhaps a couple of extraeyes, placed on any other
location in the body. Not only would such innovations in the human body look odd, but
they would impair and confuse the basic single-track functioning of the human brain.

Admittedly, there are times when one feels it would be a distinct advantage to
possess several eyes, arms, hands, legs or feet. Even though it would on occasions be
advantageous to have extra members, yet for the over-all functioning of the human body,
we would neither ook as comely as we do, nor would it be an over-all advantage to
possess such added members. One could go on indefinitely to describe the functioning of
the human body, and then show from reason that there is no way the basic design of the
human body could ever be improved!




Now consider the marvellous designs which one finds in the plant kingdom COsuch
infinite variety of design and beauty! Did all this arise by mere blind chance, through
[Spontaneous generation,Cuse and disuse,Jor through any theoretical process of
Evolution?

(7) The Evolutionist believes life devel oped gradually through the various life forms
- beginning with a primitive, one-celled type al the way up to man. He then hopes to
prove his theory from archaeological data asfound in the fossil layers of this earth.
According to this theory, the most simple life forms should be found in the earliest fossil
layer of the earth, the more complex life forms appearing as one proceeds upwards through
the various strata. Evolution teaches that life forms as found in this layer should be:
simple, few in number, and should develop step by step.

But here arethefacts: (a) In the first fossil layer (the Cambrian stratum) 455 different
species of life are found instead of a (few forms of lifeClwhich we are supposed to find in
thislayer. (b) Complex life formsare found in this stratum instead of simple life forms.

(c) Giant forms of life are found instead of more diminutive specimens. (d) Instead of very
early or Cprimitivelltypes of life, large numbers of the life forms are found in this
[CambrianCstratum which are identical (or in other instances almost identical) with living
representatives. (€) Instead of finding natural deposits of life forms such as one would find
today along beaches or deltas, in the CCambrianCstratum there is evidence of life forms
having been buried alive by a sudden, great catastrophe!

These archaeological findings prove that life forms did not evolve Cfrom the smple
one-celled amoeba to the more complex types! The facts as recorded in the fossil layers all
over the earth disprove Evolution - disprove the theory that life developed gradually from
simple to complex types.

(8) God, through the Bible, has given many prophecies, explaining in great detail
what would happen to mighty nations and cities. The fulfillment of these prophecies
continues, and there is no valid human explanation how these prophecies could have been
written thousands of years ago, and yet are being fulfilled precisely to this very day.

(9) The Evolutionist has denied one further proof of the Creator since he does not
believe in prayer - for answered prayer is but one more proof to the BELIEVER in God
that thereisaliving, prayer-answering Creator, sitting at the controls of this Universe, who
hears and answers prayer.

Now let us consider some of the laws governing life and all living creatures!
Remember, according to the Law of Biogenesis, life can only come from life. Dead matter
can by no process known to Science give rise to either plant or animal life. The theory of
[Spontaneous generationlis not supported by any facts of Science. Thusall PHY SICAL

MUTATIONS BUT NO TRANSMUTATIONS



Next, let us notice Lamarck[s childish theory. He formulated the theory that
acquired characteristics are transmitted to the offspring of plants and animals. But what
are the facts? If one acquires atan, isit ever transmitted to onels offspring? Never!
Though Jewish males have been circumcised for about four thousand years, yet Jewish boy
babies are always born uncircumcised.

Science is so replete in furnishing irrefutable and overwhelming proof verifying the
fact that acquired characteristics are never transmitted to onels offspring that it is
unnecessary to give further proof of thisfact in thisthesis.

Another very important law governing all life on this earth is that all life-forms can
only reproduce [&fter their own kind[J- [Like always begets like! [1(Gen.1).

There are many different forms of plant and animal life on this earth today. Though
there are infinite varieties found among every CLGENESIS KINDOof plants and animals,
yet two different [genesis kinds[can never interbreed. Though sudden changes or
MUTATIONS are commonly found among all different [genesis kindsCof both plants and
animals, yet such mutations are always contained within the [genesis kind.[] Such mutants
always reproduce (if at al) after the same kind as their own parent kind. In nature, there
are many mutations (changes), but there are no transmutations!

Examples of mutations are: tailless dogs and cats, a black sheep suddenly cropping
up in a herd of white sheep where there has not been any [dark bloodJfor many hundreds
of generations; short-legged sheep (Ancon sheep) descended from along-legged ram by
mutation; hornless calves being born from livestock whose forebearers have always
possessed horns. We are surely all familiar with examples of men (or even animals)
developing (through mutations) extra fingers or toes, or two heads, etc.

It isalso well to point out that mutations are nearly always harmful or undesirable!

Though many mutations occur according to the natural laws existing in Chature,[Cyet
man has also learned to produce mutations through the use of radiation, heat or chemicals.
But man must always work in conformity with certain definite laws of nature, in order to
produce such mutations.

One of the most firmly established and best known laws of nature pertainsto the
ixity of the kind[or [Fixity of the species (meaning kind).[] This simply means that a
particular [kindCor [speciestof plant or animal can never reproduce except within its own
kind. Asan example, the bovine (ox) family or [kindOcould never reproduce or interbreed
with the equine (horse) family. Likewise, the canine (dog) family could never interbreed
with the feline (cat) kind. Also, the perverted mind of man has learned that mankind
(homo sapiens) cannot be crossed with any other animal.

Almighty God set the laws of nature in such away that within any one [kind[]
infinite variety is possible. No two human beings have ever been alike. Human variation
ranges all the way from giants to pygmies. Also in the human family we see the black,
yellow and white [racesCwith straight, wavy, curly, kinky, frisly or peppercorn type of
hair. There are many other ways in which an infinite variety of differences are found in the
human family. Thisistrue of all types of animal life.




Through natural reproductive processes, infinite [species]or [VarietiesOwithin the
Cgenesis kindare possible, yet each kind can only reproduce C&fter its kind.[I Like always
begets like. Thisisone of the firm laws of genetics. There are many other laws governing
genetics and heredity, but space does not permit athorough examination of these in this
thesis.

Through experimentation, man has devel oped many thousands of generations of
FLIES, but even though mutations appeared and different varieties devel oped, the end
product was always afly! Likewise, man has developed infinite varieties of species of
GARDEN PEAS, but the offspring of these garden peas was always simply more garden
peas. Botanists have devel oped thousands of different species of ROSES (and other types
of flowers). But the end product isaways arose. The rose cannot be crossed with awater
lily, any more than garden peas can be crossed with potatoes. One of the firm laws that
God has set in nature is that like can only beget like. Thisisanother proof that thereis no
crossing between any of the various [kindsClor (familiesClin either the plant or the animal
kingdom. There are many varieties within each [kind,Jand occasional MUTATIONS
which cause further varieties within the kinds, but SCIENCE HAS NEVER YET
RECORDED ONE TRANSMUTATION - such as the cross-breeding of the bovine and the
equine families or the crossing of the oak tree with the cedar.

We have seen that life can only come from life. We have also observed that like
always begets like. Furthermore, we have seen clearly demonstrated that though there are
mutationsin al varieties of plant and animal life, Science has yet failed to produce one
TRANSMUTATION. Therefore the theories of [Spontaneous generation,JChatural
selectionJ(as explained by Evolutionists), [inheritance of acquired characteristics[land all
of the basic theories of Evolution are scientifically unproven, unprovable and unscientific!

Let us aso observe some of the basic laws governing all life (plant and animal) on
thisterrafirma.

Q) The Creator God Almighty, created all of the various [kindsUof plant and
animal life upon the earth.

(2 All present-day varieties or species of plant and animal life are the
descendants of the same [genesis kindCof plants and animals which God originally
created.

3 In each of these [kinds,JGod put within their reproductive processes the
ability to produce infinite varieties or species (through mutations, etc.) - but through such
mutations new [kindsUwould never evolve.

(4) Such physical changes (or mutations) which have appeared since the
creation of the original [genesis kinds[lof plants and animals have always occurred in
accordance with the principles of the laws in nature which God ordained from creation.

(5) All of the natural or physical laws governing life and the whole physical
Universe were set in motion to sustain the physical Universe and life upon this earth by the
power of an omniscient (all-knowing) and omnipotent (a mighty) Creator!



We have now seen from Science and from the Bible that Evolution is not only an
uproven and unprovable theory, but it istotally unscientific. One could never prove that
life evolved through [Spontaneous generation,DChatural selection,dCnheritance of
acquired characteristics,[or through any of the fancied theories of Evolution.

EVOLUTION -- IS IT REASONABLE?

Now let us observe from reason, as well asfrom God[s$ Word, why it is more
scientifically reasonable to believe in Special Creation, rather than Evolution.

(1) Evolutionists and Special Creationists alike agree that the material Universe
exists. Evolutionists say it always existed; those who believe in Special Creation say that
theinvisible God (who is Himself composed of Spirit) brought the visible Universe into
existence out of the invisible substance of the unseen world Cout of spirit essence.

Exactly how God did this, the human mind cannot fully fathom, any more than the
human mind can fully grasp how a black cow can eat green grass and produce white milk
and yellow butter! Neither can the human mind fully understand exactly what light, or
electricity really are, though we know a great deal about them.

2 The Evolutionist and the Christian (with few exceptions) likewise agree that
life exists! The Evolutionist says life evolved by [$pontaneous generation,the Christian
believes God created al life. Remember, one of the laws of nature (the Law of

3 The fact that there are myriads of laws in this earth and throughout the
Universe proves that there had to be something or someone to set these laws in motion. In
order for there to be laws, there must have been a Law-maker or a Law-giver - God.
Furthermore, we see those laws are continually operated, kept in motion, made to function.
This functioning or upholding of all existing laws proves there must be a great Law-
sustainer - one who sustains, operates, upholds His laws!

(4) Throughout the Universe (and especially on this earth) are infinite
DESIGNS that stagger the imagination. Such designs must have had a Designer - they
couldn(il just have happened!

(5) The world about us contains infinite varieties of animals possessing varying
degrees of INTELLIGENCE. Thisintelligence could not have come from dead matter.
Intelligence can only come from intelligence.

(6) God Almighty is able to foretell the future and then to bring such
predictionsto pass. Fulfilled prophecy isafurther proof of God.

(7 Answered prayer is afurther proof of God to those who believe in prayer,
and who have consequently had their prayers answered. The atheist is usually ignorant of
this proof of God[s existence.
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The author was recently asked by an atheist why he believed in God. One example
which baffled this young atheist will now be given. The writer took off his watch, handed
it to the young atheist, asking him if he believed it was possible for the watch to have
designed, made and wound itself up! The young atheist promptly replied that he didn(i
believe it was possible, and that anyone who would hold such a belief would be alittle off
in the head! He was then asked which was greater -- the watch or this Universe. Of
course, the young man had to acknowledge that the Universe wasinfinitely greater than the
watch.

Then the writer pointed out to him the error of his own reasoning: If the watch could
not design, make and wind itself up, neither could the Universe design, build and [wind
itself up.0J No creature existing in the whole earth was able to (1) create or make itself,

(2) give itself intelligence or (3) bestow upon itself life!

The Evolutionist isright in believing that something has always existed! God
Almighty reveals, through the Bible, that something has always existed. But He reveals
that that [(Somethingis God Himself - the Self-Existent or Eternal One. The Evolutionist
believes that the material Universe has always existed, but God shows that the physical
world or Universe has not always existed. Rather, it is the unseen world of spirit which
has always existed.

ONE CANNOT PRODUCE ANYTHING GREATER THAN ONESELF

Another law or [truismOis that though a creature or being can make or build

anything SUPERIOR to itself!

According to the Christian concept of God, even the Creator cannot create a being
greater than Himself - with more intelligence, power, or glory. Yes, life can only come
from life, and like always begets like.

It is true that those who believe in Special Creation can no more fathom how God
has always existed, than the atheist can explain how matter could always have existed.
The answer to thisis very simple. In Deuteronomy 29:29 we read, [The secret things
belong unto the Lord our God: but those things which are revealed belong unto us and to
our children for ever, that we may do all the words of this law.[J So Moses knew that there
were certain secret things which only God could understand, but man could not.

King Solomon, the wisest man who ever lived, was inspired to write, [Then | beheld

David, King of Israel, was also inspired to reveal that certain knowledge is so Chigh[d
that he could not Cattain unto it(Psa. 139:7-17). Those who accept the concept of Special
Creation have the humility to realize their limitations - to see that their minds are finite;
and that they are not able to fathom everything.
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GOD INFINITE - MAN FINITE

Notice Psalm 147:4,5 [He (God) telleth (counts) the number of the stars; He calls
them all by their names. Great is our Lord, and of great power: His understanding is
INFINITE.[J Yes, Godls understanding is unlimited, but man(s understanding is very finite
- very limited! Also read Isaiah 40:12-31.

Man(s puny little mind is so finite in comparison with the mind of God that there
really is no true comparison. One might compare man unto an ant, and God unto the man.
Godis intelligence isinfinitely greater than man(s, even more so than man(s intelligence is
infinitely greater than the intelligence of an ant.

If someone had the power to give immortality to an ant and cause that ant to sit upon
the face of awatch, listening to the ticking of the watch, observing the movement of its
hands - for a hillion years - then that little ant[$ mind could not comprehend any more
about the watch at the end of that period than when it began its observation a billion years
earlier. In other words, the ant[$ mind is so finite that it could never comprehend who
designed and made the watch, why it was made, what kept it going, or from what it was
made. So there are a number of questions which man cannot yet fully fathom and will
never be able to completely understand in thislife. Let us be humble and honest enough to
admit our limitations!

BIBLE AND TRUE SCIENCE AGREE

Before concluding this section, let us observe afew Scriptures which clearly show
that the Bible and true Science always agree!

One so-called stumbling block to Science has been that many Christians have
maintained the Bible says God created the Universe six thousand years ago (Gen. 1:1).
Careful study of this verse (by checking the original Hebrew) reveals the following: [In the
BEGINNING God created the heaven and the earth.[] But this does not say how long ago
that [beginningUactually was. It may have been hillions of years ago!

Genesis 1:2 says, [The earth became without form and void (Hebrew [HohuCand
(bohu+ waste and void).O

The Hebrew word trandated in this verse as [Was(lis the same verb which is used in
Genesis 19:26, where it says that Lot[s$ wife |looked back and [becamella pillar of salt.
Also, read carefully Isaiah 45:18. Hereit says that God did not create the earth [aste and
void(Hebrew [tohulJand [bohuld- meaning waste and chaotic). Thus we see that Genesis
1:2 shows the earth became [tohuOand [bohu[j but Isaiah 45:18 shows that God did not
create it thisway.
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The earth became chaotic and waste as the result of a cataclysmic destruction which
Almighty God brought upon the earth because of the sin of angelic beings who had
originally been placed on this earth. (For scriptural proof of this, study Isa. 14:12-15;
Ezek. 28:12-17; Luke 10:18; Rev. 12:4,10; Jude 6 and || Peter 2:4). These scriptural
references show conclusively that God brought a great physical devastation upon the earth
as aresult of the sin of the angels, just as He later brought a great physical catastrophe
upon the earth as aresult of the sins of the ante-Deluvians in the time of Noah; and just as
He later brought a physical destruction upon Sodom and Gomorrah in consequence of their
loathsome, degraded sexual deviations.

So no atheist or Evolutionist can truthfully accuse God or the Bible of saying the
earth was created six thousand years ago. The Bible does not say that, but rather implies
Creation of the earth occurred in the far distant past (aeonsago)! The Bible and Science
agree on this point. But the creation of man occurred about 6,000 years ago.

The Bible, in three different places, shows that the earth is a sphere (see Isa. 40:22;
Prov. 8:27 and Luke 17:24-36). Also notice Job 26:7 which says that God [hangeth the
earth upon nothing.[] Yes, the earth isliterally suspended in space - held in orbit by the
gravitational pull of the sun.

The Bible istruly scientific though it was not intended to be a scientific textbook.
None the less, every statement made in the Bible is completely accurate from a scientific
standpoint.

EVOLUTIONISTS BELIEVE IN MIRACLES

Most Evolutionists are atheists. They claim they do not believe in a God, but we
have seen that they, too, have areligion - that of Evolution!

But do they believe in miracles? Absolutely!

Q) They believe in the existence of the physical world - of this created
Universe. To have a creation without a Creator (something made without a Maker) is
certainly amiracle!

(2 We have seen that Evolutionists believe in life without a Life-giver. They
set aside the Law of Biogenesis - that life can only come from life.

(©)] They believe in Laws without a Law-giver!

4 They believe those laws are sustained, upheld and kept in motion without a
Sustainer. Another miracle!

(5) They believe in the myriads of designs without a Designer - still another
miracle!

(6) They believe in intelligence coming from non-intelligence. Y et another
miracle!
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The Apostle Paul was inspired to write: [For the invisible 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; so that they (the atheists) are without excusel
(Rom. 1:21).

Paul then showed that these infidels by [Professing themselves to be wise, they
became fools[I(v.22).

Yes, truly God[s physical creation reveals that there had to be a Designer, Creator
and Sustainer of this vast Universel

What does God(s Word thunder at today[s atheists - the modern Evolutionists? [The
FOOL has said in his heart, Thereisno God[] [(Psa. 14:1).

The wise know thereis an All-wise, All-powerful Creator-Sustainer God whose
marvel ous works are truly awe-inspiring!

[O the depth of the riches both of the wisdom and knowledge of God! How
unsearchable are His judgments, and His ways past finding outllJ(Rom. 11:33).

Because the anthropol ogists have built their theories upon the shifting sands of
EVOLUTION, they are going more and more into hopeless confusion! No books on
anthropology or ethnology can have much real truth in them if they base their conclusions
on Evolution - which has already been exposed to be simply a cult pretending to explain
the origin of things on the basis of mere conjectures. 1f one will count such expressions as
Capparently,1Cperhaps,JCpossibly,[Jand similar words found in the books based on
Evolution, he will be amazed to see how many assumptions there are masquerading under
the name of [Science.lJ

Does one dare base his beliefs on such a shaky foundation? The Bibleisthe only
reliable foundation upon which one can reconstruct history!

THE THREE PRIMARY BRANCHES OF MANKIND

God inspired Moses to write: [TThese (the progeny of Shem, Ham and Japheth - v.1)
are the families of the sons of Noah, after their generations, in their nations. and by these
were the nations divided in the earth after the flood[1(Gen. 10:32).

Note carefully that the three main branches of mankind have descended from Noah
through his three sons - Shem, Ham and Japheth. Many modern ethnol ogists do not agree
with God on this point; but they have gone into hopeless confusion as aresult of their
rejection of this simple truth!

The Apostle Paul was inspired to affirm: CAnd God hath made of one blood all
nations of men for to dwell on all the earth, and hath determined the times before
appointed, and the bounds of their habitationJ(Acts 17:26).
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The following statement is a verification of this Biblical fact: [Most physical

anthropologists accept modern man as one genus, and one species](Ency. Amer., 1960
ed., Vol. I1, p.20d).

Dr. Wylie explains this point very well:

When Noah comes forth from the Ark we see him accompanied by three
sons -- Shem, Ham and Japhet. These are the three fountain-heads of the
world($ popul ation.

[T hese are the three sons of Noah, and of them was the whole earth
overspread.l] O and after four thousand years [ the population of the world at
thisday O istill resolvableinto three grand groups, [or four groups - if we
include the brown people as a separate race], corresponding [roughly] to the
three patriarchs of the race, Shem, Ham and Japheth. (History of the Scottish
Nation, Vol. I, P. 10).

Let us have the courage to deny the theories of atheism, agnosticism and so-called
Chigher criticismOwhich exaltsitself above God, and makes gods out of its own pet
theories. Let us believe the truth (which until afew years ago was commonly believed and
taught) that mankind has been scattered over the face of the earth since the Flood; and that
the nations of this earth have descended from Noah(s three sons. There are many historical
proofs which substantiate this three-fold source or division of mankind.

Let us now examine afew quotations which will verify the above statements from
secular sources.

In the very latest edition of the Encyclopedia Americana, we find the following
statements:

Most physical anthropol ogists accept modern man as one genus, and one
species; Reginald R. Gates, alone, suggests that there are five species. The
magj ority viewpoint recognizes THREE MAJOR [DIVISIONSOor [stocks(]
which taxonomically occupy the level of sub-races. These groups are
CAUCASOID or Cwhite, IMONGOLOID or [yellow,Jand NEGROID or
[black.[1 (1960 ed., Val. Il, P. 20d).

Then the Encyclopedia Americana proceeds to group the various people of the earth
under the afore-mentioned divisions.

Keane also divides the racesinto (1) [Negroes,[1(2) (M ongolsland (3) [The
Caucasic Peoples.[] (Man Past and Present).

[(T'he Living Races of Mankind,[by Johnston and Harry, likewise divide humanity
into three chief stocks or types.

It is essential, however, to aright understanding of the subject that afew
paragraphs should be devoted to a consideration of the THREE |eading types,
or stocks, into which the human race is obviously divisible.
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These THREE primary types, which have been in existence throughout
the historic period and are probably of much greater antiquity, are familiar to
all of us under the respective designations of the white man, the yellow or red
man, and the Negro or black man.O (Val. I, p. 1, Introduction).

Not everyone, however, classifies the human race into this three-fold division. The
Encyclopedia Britannicaillustrates these three [divisions[Jor [$tocksClof humanity
(Caucasoid, Mongoloid, Negroid) and also adds afourth - Australoid. But the Australoid
typeisclearly just abranch of (or sub-division of) the Negroid [facelJof mankind!
(Encyclopedia Britannica, 1960 ed., Vol. I, Anthropology).

Hammerton, in his Peoples of all Nations, likewise uses the same four stocks as does
the Encyclopedia Britannica - except that he says the Caucasoid, Mongoloid and Negroid
races have all descended from the AUSTRALOID [tace.[] Both Scripture and secular
history show that he is merely guessing when he says the three main divisions of mankind
have descended from the CAustraloidOstock! (J.A. Hammerton, Peoples of all Nations,
Val. 1, p. XI).

Ripley divides the human species into (four groupsliso far as skin colour is
concerned: (1) et or coal black colour,(2) (Brownish colour,(3) DY ellow,1(4)
[(White.OO There are many shades or gradations of the [Cdark[Cbranch of humanity. But if
we include the Cbrown[people as a sub-division of the [black[stock of mankind then

There is nothing in the Scriptures or in Science to prove that man just evolved
(perhaps 1,000,000 or more years ago) and has roamed around in primitive infancy
virtually ever since.

The Scripturestell usthat HAM (Heb. Cburnt[or Chotl) is the father, generally
speaking, of the [Black[or burnt-appearing (Negroid or African-type) dark races. We are
further told by the inspired writers that JAPHETH (Heb. [énlarging[or [$tretching outl) is
the father of the prolific Mongoloid, the so-called LY ellow[JAsiatic races. (Japhethisalso
the father of some fair-skinned people). SHEM (Heb. Chamelor [fenownedl) is the father
of most of the (White[lCaucasian [taces.]

Every race or nation of this earth will fall into one of these three major divisions of
mankind (Shem, Ham and Japheth), or else can be proven to be a cross-breed between two
or more of these three main branches of the human family.

This does not mean that all of the races were fully developed immediately after the
Deluge. It took some time before the three primary branches of mankind (White, Y ellow
and Dark) were fully developed (probably through mutations) as we know them today.

Remember, some classify humanity into four groups or branches. (1) White,
(2) Yellow, (3) Brown, and (4) Black. Since, however, most of the brown people have
descended from Ham, it simplifiesthings if we class them with the [tark[races. They are
a sub-division of the [tarkClor CNegroidbranch of Ham[$ descendants.
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The peoples of each of the three great branches of man must have intermarried with
members of their own [facial typelJin order to produce atrue type of race. Such
interbreeding would, over a period of several generations, tend to produce a distinct racial

type.

The Hebrew word for Ham (Cburnt[) shows that he was a dark or burnt-appearing
person. Secular history isaso very clear in showing that Nimrod, a descendant of Ham,
was certainly adark man.

Shortly after the Deluge, Nimrod, a grandson of Ham, organized the first man-ruled
dictatorship in defiance of God, and in defiance of Shem, who was successor to Noah in
teaching mankind the ways of God (Gen. 10:6-11).

Nimrod and his harlot wife, Semiramis, started the old mystery religion of Babylonia
which has permeated the whole world today - even including modern [Christianity.[

Because of Nimrod(s idolatry and also because of his despotic rule over hisfellow
man, Shem finally organized enough God-fearing men to destroy Nimrod and his power.
History shows that Nimrod had fled to Egypt, and it was there that Shem and his followers
finally put an end to the life of that wretched man.

Even at that early date, the Egyptians were an idolatrous people, and had been easily
swayed by Nimrod. They had looked upon him as a great benefactor - a Saviour. After the
death of Nimrod, hisfollowers began to deify him. They looked upon Shem (and all who
were sympathetic with him) as tyrants!

According to Alexander Hyslopls The Two Babylons, one of the names by which the
Egyptians knew Shem was [TY PHOUor [TY PHONUI- meaning the Desolator or
Destroyer. In other words, since Shem had killed Nimrod, their leader, they spoke of
Shem as [TyphonCmeaning Devil. (The Two Babylons, pp. 65, 276, 277).

We have seen that Shem was the actual slayer of Tammuz [another name
for Nimrod]. Asthe grand adversary of the Pagan Messiah, those who hated
him for his deed called him for that very deed by the name of the Grand
Adversary of all, Typhon, or the devilC(ibid., pp. 276,277).

Hyslop illustrates (in The Two Babylons) a picture or likeness of Nimrod (ibid., p.
44) and the features are very clearly those of a black man Othick lips, etc. [Editors note:
this has been reconstructed from the passage quoted on page 34 of Hyslop s The Two
Babylons ]
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[Editors Note: Fig 18 above is the illustration referred to. This has been
incorporated for the benefit of the reader, it was not reproduced in the original text]

[Now Nimrod, as the son of Cush, was black, in other words, was a Negro[l(ibid.,
p. 34).

The prophet Jeremiah was inspired to write [Can the Ethiopian (Cushite) change (the
color of) his skin.[O 2?00 (Jer. 13:23). The Hebrew word for [EthiopianCis Cushite. So this
verse should read CCAN THE CUSHITE CHANGE HIS SKIN.O ?0

There can be no question that the present day Ethiopians (who are the descendants of
Cush) are very dark skinned. Nimrod (son of Cush) was certainly a dark-skinned person!

17
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Now let us notice some quotations from Plutarch which show that not only was
Nimrod a black man, but Shem (the father of the magjority of the Caucasians) was afair
person with ared complexion. [TYPHON HAD RED HAIR.[I (ibid., p. 73). [Osiris, on
the other hand, according to their legendary tradition, was dark[] .0(ibid., p. 81). (Only
fair-skinned people are truly [red in complexionl).

Y es, Nimrod was adark or black man, but Shem (Typhon - a derogatory name
applied to him by the Egyptians) [Was red in complexionUand Chad red hair.[]

For afurther account of Nimrod(s death at the hands of Shem (Typhon) see Diodorus
of Sicily, Val. I, Book 1, para. 21, and para. 88. Notice the following interesting quote:
[RED oxen, however, may be sacrificed, because it is thought that this was the colour of
TYPHON (Shem), who plotted against Osiris [another name for Nimrod] and was then
punished by Isis[Semiramig] for the death of her husband. Men also, if they were of the
same colour as Typhon, were sacrificed, they say, in ancient times by the kings at the tomb
of Osiris; however, only afew Egyptians are now found RED in colour, but the majority of
such are non-Eqyptians(] .00 (Diodorus of Sicily, Book |, para. 88).

Thus we can clearly see that secular history shows Nimrod was a black man, and
Shem (Typhon) was a person with a ruddy complexion, having red hair! These historical
accounts show that Ham(s descendants were [darkJ(not all necessarily black) and that
Shem(s descendants were fair with CredOor ruddy complexions!

Some of the brown race and other sub-races are directly descended from Ham; while
others developed as aresult of intermarriage between members of the three primary
CdivisionsUor [stockslof mankind.

Two examples of sub-races are the Arabs and the Philippinos. Both of these [faces[]
are amixture of two or three of the primary divisions of mankind.

HISTORY ATTESTS TO THE THREE RACES
Here isavery enlightening quotation from Myers:

The Races of Mankind in the Historic Period. - Distinctionsin bodily
characteristics, such asform, color, and features, divide the human species into
THREE chief types or races, known as the Black or Ethiopian Race, the
Y ellow or Mongolian Race, and the White or Caucasian Race. But we must
not suppose each of these three types to be sharply marked off from the other;
they shade into one another by insensible gradations (Myers, The Eastern
Nations and Greece, p. 14).

The BLACK [RACELinhabits primarily Africa south of the Sahara, parts of India
and many of theislands. The YELLOW (Mongoloid) CRACEOIlives mainly in Eastern,
Northern and South-eastern Asia. Myers saysthe CARY AN or INDO-EUROPEANOand
also the (BEMITICOpeoples belong to the so-called WHITE CRACEOwhich inhabits
Europe, Western Asia, North America, South Africaand Australia (ibid., pp. 15,16).
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Of course, members of these three branches of humanity are scattered in many other
areas of the world.

It should be pointed out here that the [Bemiticll(Shemitic) peoples constitute, in the
main, the White Race.

Today the term [Semiticllis generally misunderstood and is consequently misused.
Most people think that the Jews and Arabs comprise about all of the true Semitic peoples.
The Anglo-Saxon-Keltic peoples who today inhabit North-western Europe are definitely
Semitic and will later in this work be proven to be Shem(s descendants. The Germans and
other Europeans are a so descendants of Shem.

Some of the descendants of Japheth, however, have light skins, but many of these
Japhetic light-skinned peoples have a yellowish or olive tint to their skins. This can be
witnessed in the Mongoloid peoples as well as in the original-type Greeks, and some of the
Italians and Spaniards - who are descendants of Japheth through his son, Javan. Also,
Japheth is the father of bronze- or red-skinned Indians inhabiting North, South and Central
Americas.

After the Patriarch Noah and his three sons, Shem, Ham, and Japheth and their wives
came forth from the Ark, they descended from the Mountains of Ararat - in present day
Armenia. Their progeny settled in the regions of the Tigris and Euphratesrivers. They
were still in thisarea at the time of the Confusion of Tongues when al of the families of
mankind were scattered abroad on the face of the whole earth (Gen. 11:1-9).

HOW TO DETERMINE RACE

Before we can trace the racial origins of the peoples under consideration in this
thesis, we must clarify certain words and terms which are commonly used by ethnologists
and anthropologists. Let usfirst define the word [tace.

The descendants of a common ancestor; afamily, tribe, people, or nation,
believed to belong to the same stock [J Ethnology. A division of mankind
possessing constant traits, transmissible by descent, sufficient to characterize it
as a distinct human type (Webster(s New Collegiate Dictionary, Art. Race,

p. 696).

Let us next see how thisword [tacellis defined by Myers:

Distinctions in bodily characteristics, such asform, color, and features,
divide the human species into three chief types or races, known as the Black or
Ethiopian Race, the Y ellow or Mongolian Race, and the White or Caucasian
Race (Myers, The Eastern Nations and Greece, p. 14).

Beside the three (four - if the Brown [raceldincluded) chief types or [facesl]just
mentioned there are many other [facesdor sub-races, with which most people are at least
vaguely familiar.
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The simplest division of the human family isinto the three races, the
Y ellow Man, the White Man, and the Black Man [0 . (Anderson, Extinct
Civilizations of the East, p. 14).

In recent years, ethnologists have tended to invent more and more names for al sorts
of races and sub-races until the average student finds himself quite confused by such a
labyrinth of names. One would need to possess a prodigious memory in order to remember
all the namesfor the various races and sub-races as defined by some modern ethnol ogists.

CEPHALIC INDEX - HELPFUL IN DETERMINING
RACIAL AFFINITIES

The CEPHALIC INDEX isthe main key, used universally by most, if not all, present
day ethnologists, to ascertain racial affinities FROM SKELETAL REMAINS!

One can readily determine [facelJon the living populations by such tests as; Skin
color, stature, nasal indices, general build, color of hair and eyes, head shape, and by
mental and personality traits.

Q1Y
000

BRACRYCEPHALIC MESOCEPHALIC DOLICHOCEFHALIC
(Broad-headed) (Medium~headed) (Long-handed)
Classlrlcation‘g_g CEPHALIC INDEXES: .
1, Brachycephalic, , . . “Abave B0O." (Ripley, The Races
2, Mesocephalic, . . . . ,Between 75 and 8o, " of Europe, pages
3, Dolichocephalic , . . '"Below 75. _ T and gBi I

But such tools elude the anthropol ogist who must determine the racial connections of
a by-gone people from skeletal remains alone. With these silent men of yesteryear one can
only judge their racial type by such measurements as genera height, bodily proportions
(from bone measurements), and the cephalic index.
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Since the C.1. (cephalic index) is of utmost importance in determining the racial
affinities of people from their skeletal remains, we shall examine this subject thoroughly,
explaining the C.I. directly from the works of well-known ethnologists.

We shall have reason to rely heavily upon the cephalic index on numerous occasions
to assist us in determining which racia type a particular people belonged to.

Professor Ripley, who was considered one of the world(s foremost authorities on
[racel] has some interesting remarks on this subject:

The shape of the human head - by which we mean the general
proportions of length, breadth, and height, irrespective of the Cbumps of the
phrenologist - is ONE of the best available tests of race known[l(The Races of

Europe, Chap. I, p. 37).

Ripley then shows that the best way to measure the head form is by using the
Ceephalic index.[] He says:

Thisissimply the breadth of the head above the ears expressed in
percentage of its length from forehead to back. Assuming that thislength is
100, the width is expressed as afraction of it. Asthe head becomes
proportionately broader - that is, more fully rounded, viewed from the top
down - this cephalic index increases. When it rises above 80, the head is called
brachycephalic; when it falls below 75, the term dolichocephalic is applied to
it. Indexes between 75 and 80 are characterized as mesocephalic. (ibid, p. 37).

See The Passing of the Great Race, page 19, for the same view, as expressed by
Grant. Ripley points out that a broad head is usually accompanied by a rounded face, and
that along head usually has an oval face (The Races of Europe, Chap. 11, p. 39).

The cephalic index measurements are all [dlependant upon the boney structure of the
head,Jand he says that the C.I. (cephalic index) must be accurately taken, not including the
Csuperficial fleshy partsCi(ibid., p. 39).

Ripley shows that the general shape of the head seems to bear no direct relation to
the intellectual power or to the intelligence of any particular individual (ibid., p. 40).

He mentions that the absolute size of the head of the individual is very unimportant
to the anthropologist. [ . . popularly, alarge head with beetling eyebrows suffices to
establish aman(s intellectual credit; but, like all other credit, it is entirely dependant upon
what lies on deposit elsewhere. Neither size nor weight of the brain seems to be of
importancel(ibid., p. 43).

The reader will observe that Ripley places a great deal of importance upon, not the
size, but the general shape of the skull as the chief factor in determining the racial
connections of a people from their skeletal remains. He shows the color of the hair, the
eyes and the stature are open to modification by local circumstances (ibid., p. 52).



22

uninfluenced either by climate, by food supply or economic status, or by habits
of life; so that they stand as the clearest exponents which we possess of the
permanent hereditary difference within the human species [from skeletal
remaing]C(ibid., p. 52).

CRANIOMETRY VERSES PHRENOLOGY

It should be pointed out here that craniometry, which includes the study of THE
CEPHALIC INDEX, is an accurate science, and HAS NOTHING WHATSOEVER TO
DO WITH THE SO-CALLED [BCIENCELOF PHRENOLOGY, which contains much
error and alittle truth. Nearly all modern anthropol ogists and ethnol ogists utilize the
cephalic index. Most of them agreethat it is one of the most important single factorsin
determining Cracellor racial affinities.

The value of the cephalic index can, therefore, hardly be overstressed. Aswe have
already observed, the C.I. is of especial value when classifying skeletal remains. When
trying to determine the racial type to which an individual belongs, oneis at a distinct
disadvantage when working with skeletal remains.

In such cases, he cannot judge the color of the hair, eyes, or the shape of the nose or
lips. Hereiswherethe C.I. is of utmost assistance. By this means one can classify skeletal
remainsto afairly accurate degree.

MEANS OF DETERMINING RACE - ACCORDING TO HADDON

Let us notice how Haddon, another well-known ethnologist defines Cfrace.[]

[he term [acelis employed in various senses, but usually to connote a group of
people who have certain well-marked characters in common](The Races of Man and
Their Distribution, p. 1).

Haddon indicates that the main physical characters which he employs to determine
race are: hair, skin-color, form of the head, stature, the characters of face, nose, and eyes
(ibid., p. 5).

He then proceeds to mention the various kinds of hair - straight, smooth, wavy,
frizzly, curly, and woolly. The hair varies in shades from black, and dark browns, to red
and different shades of blond.

This author proceeds to show the different skin colors - white, yellow, brown, and
black. He shows clearly that the pigmentation of the skin has nothing whatsoever to do
with the environment! In other words, the dark races are not dark-skinned because of their
having lived for many years in the hot, tropical regions; neither are the light-skinned
people fair complexioned because of having lived many years farther north in the colder,
cloudier and more temperate zones (ibid., p. 8).
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Haddon next mentions a number of points relative to stature, showing that some
races are naturally taller than others, but that environmental factors can definitely increase
or retard the height of the members of any race (ibid., pp. 8,9).

In regard to the form of head, Haddon says:

A very valuable character isthe general form of the head. When looked
at from above some heads are seen to be long and others short, the former are
also generaly narrow and the latter broad. Thisdistinction isillustrated by the
cephalic index (C.1.), which isthe ratio of the breadth of the skull or of the
head to its length, the latter being taken as 100 (ibid., p. 9).

Haddon shows that a skull with aC.I. of [(below 750is dolichocephalic; but if itis
[between 75 and 80,0t is termed as mesocephalic; if [t exceeds 800t is brachycephalic
(ibid., p. 9).

Then Haddon proceeds to describe such characters as the face, nose and eyes. Faces
may be classified aslong and narrow, broad, square, round, oval or [tlisharmonic.[]

There are many different classifications of faces and noses, and a lengthy discussion
isnot necessary. Let it suffice to say that some noses are long and narrow, others are broad
and thick, some are hooked or aquiline, others are up-turned, while still other types are
straight.

Eye colorsrange from black through brown, steel blue, light blue, grey and green.
There are other differencesin the eyes. Thereisthe horizontal and more-or-less wide-open
eyes of the Europeans and the North Asiatics, the almond-shaped eye of South Europe,
South Africaand Near East, and the (M ongolian eyellwhich is called the dant-eye, dlit-
eye, or the oblique-eye. Haddon also mentions the epicanthic fold or the Mongolian fold,
asit is sometimes called, which covers the inner angle of the eye of Mongoloid peoples
and of some Negroes (ibid., pp. 10,11).

There is one more very important point which must be stressed regarding the C.1. It
must be understood that some ethnologists use only two cephalic indexes - dolichocephalic
(long-headed) and brachycephalic (broad-headed). With such ethnologists all cephalic
indexes below 80 are classed as dolichocephalic, and all over 80 as brachycephalic.

This method of classifying all head forms as either dolichocephalic or brachycephalic
is clearly explained in the Encyclopedia Britannica.

Cephalic Index [ if the shorter or transverse diameter falls below 80 the
skull may be classed as long (dolichocephalic), while if it exceeds 80 the skull
is broad (brachycephalic) (Ency. Brit., 11 ed., Vol. V, Art. Cephalic Index, p.
684).

Note carefully that Lif it exceeds 8000the skull is considered brachycephalic, but if
the C.I. (falls below 800the skull is considered long.

Webster(s New Collegiate Dictionary uses the same method of measurements for
classifying brachycephals (B0 or abovel) and dolichocephals ([ess than 800).
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Most ethnologists use the term [dolichocephalicCfor a C.I. of less than 80, and
[brachycephaliclifor a C.I. of 80 or more. Haddon uses only two - dolichocephalic and
brachycephalic (The Races of Man and Their Distribution, p. 9).

Later, we shall see abundant evidence proving that North-west Europeans are
overwhelmingly a dolichocephalic (C.I. 80 and under) people.

It can further be proved beyond question that the long-headed Scythian (or Sacae)
skulls which were formerly found on the Steppes all across South Russia and Northern
Europe from the Danube to the Don River (and even farther east) are today found in type
only among North-west Europeans. These long-headed folk who formerly inhabited South
Russia have been succeeded by around- or broad-headed [HavicUOor [CAlpinelJtype of
people. The long-heads were pushed further west by successive waves of Eastern
invaders, until today they are only found in appreciable numbers in North-west Europe
and, of course, in the countries colonised by these peoples. There are Negroid and Latin
type long-heads, but other factors such as general bone proportions make it very difficult to
confuse the Nordic long-heads with the Latin and African type of long-heads.

Grant shows that the use of the cephalic index is [the best methodof determining
the particular type of race of the European populations:

In dealing with European populations the best method of determining
race has been found to lie in a comparison of proportions of the skull, the so-
called cephalic index. (Grant, The Passing of the Great Race, p. 19).

From the standpoint of the C.1., Europe is divided into two types - dolichocephals
and brachycephals. The broad-headed people are, with few exceptions, found in the inland
and mountainous districts. The long-heads are amost invariably |ocated on the coastlands
and islands of Europe.

The dolichocephals (long-heads) are further divided into two main groups: (1) The
Nordics who inhabit North-west Europe, and (2) The Mediterraneans who inhabit the
southern regions of Europe, and are mainly found in the countries contiguous to the
Mediterranean Sea

The Scythians (or Sacae), who formerly lived in South Russia, were of the Nordic
branch of the dolichocephals. The foremost authorities on the Scythian question are
generally agreed on thispoint. Other characters enable atrained ethnologist to clearly
differentiate between the skeletal remains of Nordics and Mediterraneans. The Nordics are
longer-limbed, have typically larger skulls, and are generally larger-bodied than are the
Mediterraneans.

The difference between Nordic and Mediterranean skeletal remainsis as easily
discernable asis such difference readily noticeable between the living North-west
European Nordics and the South or South-east European M editerraneans.
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We have seen from a number of foremost authorities on the [facelJquestion that the
cephalic index is of utmost importance to the ethnologist when sorting out and classifying
skeletal remains. The general shape of the skull remains more constant than any other
tangible racial character. Height, weight and other minor characters are sometimes altered
by environment.

However, there is as yet no scientific proof that the basic shape of the skull of any
race has ever yet altered noticeably except by intermarriage with a race having a different
skull type, or by deformations. The skulls of ancient Egyptians are identical with those of
the unmixed modern Coptic Egyptians.

Some, however, fail to distinguish and rightly interpret skeletal findings. To
illustrate this point, it iswell to show that in some countries the skulls found in the ancient
cemeteries indicate that the population at one time was that of along-headed type. Skulls
from modern cemeteries or skulls from the living population, however, may generally be
of the broad-headed type. Some anthropol ogists hastily jump to the conclusion that the
general shape of the skull of this particular population has changed from that of along-
headed race to that of a broad-headed people.

But the truth is that along-headed people at one time lived in that country and were
buried in the older cemeteries. Subsequent invasions by round- or broad-heads supplanted
the older population so that the modern population, and consequently those interred in the
later cemeteries, are those of a broad-headed type of people.

There are instances where this has been reversed - where a broad-headed people had
formally inhabited a certain territory, and were later driven out by along-headed race.

Our final remarks in this chapter regarding the C.1. are from Professor Sayce. He
adds enough points to help completely clarify this subject.

One of the most important characterigtics that distinguish races one from
another is the shape of the skull. Certain races are what is called
dolichocephalic or long-headed, while others are brachycephalic or round-
headed. These terms relate to the proportion of the length of the skull to its
breadth [0 Stature often corresponds to the form of the skull, atall stature
accompanying along skull, and a short stature around skull. (The Races of the
Old Testament, Chap. I, pp. 26-28).

Sayce says that a skull with a C.l. between 70-80 is dolichocephalic, and one which
is between 80-90 is brachycephalic.

He points out, however, that stature is largely dependant on food and nourishment,
and is, therefore, not a sure test of race.

Stature by itself cannot be regarded as one of those physiological traits
which separate race from race. It may be aracia characteristic, and issoin
some instances; but in other cases it is dependant on the nourishment given to
the growing child (ibid., pp. 26,27).
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One should bear in mind that craniology is not dways a safe guide. Skullsare
sometimes artificially distorted from their natural form. In fact, there have been tribesin
which distortions have been customary. When dealing with ancient skulls, therefore, the
craniologist must be on his guard against any such deformations. One must be sure he has
enough specimens to give a true representation of the subjects heis studying. Itisnearly
always unsafe to argue from a [single instance.[] (ibid., p. 27).

Here isamost important statement which bears remembering.

Apart from artificial distortions, however, the shape of the skull is one of
the most marked and permanent characteristics of race. It isstartling to see
how unchangeable the same type of skull is reproduced, generation after
generation, in the samerace. (ibid., p. 28).

Did you notice that Sayce is very specific in showing that apart from Cartificia
distortionsCithe general skull type of a particular race is reproduced unchanged in
generation after generation.

Sayce then shows that the shape of the skull is due to Cphysiological causes[Iwhich
act from the moment oneisborn. (ibid., p. 28).

WHICH IS THE SUPERIOR TYPE?

Which is the superior racial type - the dolichocephal's (long-heads), or the
brachycephals (broad-heads)? According to Isaac Taylor, the superior type isthat of the
brachycephalic races. He says.

Virchow, Broca, and Calori agree that the brachycephalic or (Turanian)
skull is a higher form than the dolichocephalic. The most degraded of existing
races, such as the Australians [aborigines], Tasmanians, Papuas, Veddahs,
Negroes, Hottentots and Bogemen, as well as the aboriginal forest tribes of
India, are typically dolichocephalic; while the Burmese, the Chinese, the
Japanese and the natives of Central Europe are typically brachycephalic (The

Origin of the Aryans, p. 241).

Most books written in the English language point out that the long-headed people are
the superior type of human being. They reason that it has been the long-headed Nordics of
North-western Europe who have been the ones to [make history.[]

Madison Grant expresses this view very well in the following words:

[(The English, Flemings, Dutch, North Germans and Scandinavians are descendants
of the Nordic race while the dominant class in Europe is everywhere of that blood.[] (The
Passing of the Great Race, pp. 61,62).

Grant explains that the Nordics al over the world are arace of adventurers and
explorers, soldiers and sailors, [but above al, of rulers, organizers and aristocrats in sharp
contrast to the essential peasant and democratic character of the broad-headed Alpines.O
(ibid., p. 228).
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[(The English,says Ripley, [are distinctly long-headed.(The Races of Europe,
p. 41).

Which is the superior type? The answer to this question seems to depend more upon
the shape of the head of the particular writer, or upon his personal fancy or prejudice than
anything else.

The fact that the North-west Europeans (who are generally classed as long-headed
Nordics) have been the dominant peoples of Europe, and of the world, is undoubtedly more
dependant upon the blessings of the God of Israel than upon the particular shape of their
heads.

The fact, as mentioned earlier, that the aboriginal Australians, the native Africans
and other backward peoples are decidedly long-headed should prove that long-headedness
aloneis not synonymous with greatness. The North-west, [Nordic,ddolichocephalic
Europeans have become great because of the blessings they received from Almighty God.

ACQUIRED CHARACTERISTICS - NOT INHERITED

There is another misunderstanding which should be cleared up at this point. Some
ethnol ogists, who, unfortunately, believe in the THEORY OF EVOLUTION, believe that
the light races are light-skinned because of their having resided in the cold, cloudy regions
of the earth for along period. Likewise they foolishly assume that the darker races are
darker in skin color and pigmentation as aresult of having lived in or near the tropical
zones for many thousands of years. A more absurd and unscientific theory is hardly
conceivable!

One of the best known and most inexorably binding laws of science shows that
Cacquired characteristics are never inherited! [1 Such atheory is quite unscientific, to say
the least. Haddon (according to Sayce) completely refutes any such ideas!

[The dark colour,[says Haddon, [Which is characteristic of race has nothing to do

Sayce then goes on to show that the fair-skinned Kabyle and swarthy Bedouin who
live side by side and in the same manner and under the same general conditions, in the
same climate, eating the same food - these two contrasted peoples who live in North Africa
are totally different in skin pigmentation.

The Egyptians and the Nubians, as another example, have lived in the Nile River
valley for several thousands of years. Though they have lived side by side under the same
general conditions, thereis still avast difference between the Egyptian and his darker
neighbor the Nubian - except, of course, where there has been intermarriage.

The dark colour of the black races is due to a pigment which is spread
under the true skin immediately beneath the epidermis or scarf-skin (Sayce,
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Professor Sayce discusses the subject of the sun-tan. He points out that:

Such tanning, however, is never permanent and cannot be inherited. It is
wholly distinct from the dark tint which distinguishes the skin of the Italian or
Spaniard, and still more from the brown hue of the Mali or Polynesian (ibid., p.
38).

With the points which have been mentioned in this chapter regarding CracelJfirmly in
mind, we shall now be able to discuss with comprehension terms commonly employed in
the describing [facelIsuch as the cephalic index. With these various means of determining
racial affinities, we are now able to trace the racial origins of the peoples of North-west
Europe through both history and archaeol ogy.
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CHAPTER II

EARLY HISTORY OF ISRAEL

Although the nations of Egypt, Assyria and Babylon were founded long before the
Kingdom of Israel was established, the history of Isragl is the most fascinating of all!

The nation of Israel has descended from SHEM through the Patriarchs [
(1) Abraham (2) Isaac and (3) Jacob.

JACOB, whose name was later changed to ISRAEL (Gen. 32:28), was the father of
the TWELVE sons who became the founding fathers of the TWELVE TRIBES comprising
the nation of Israel.

During the lifetime of Israel (or Jacob) severe drought and famine gripped the land of
Palestine. Joseph, one of Jacobls twelve sons, had become the second in command under
the Pharaoh in the land of Egypt. He was, in fact, Egypt($ Prime Minister! Joseph invited
hisfather, Israel, and his whole family to come down and dwell in the very choicest part of
or family of Israel (if we include Joseph and his two sons) who went down to Egypt (circa
1731 B.C.) was SEVENTY souls (Gen. 46:27).

The sons of Israel and their descendants lived in Egypt for about two hundred and
forty years. See Dr. Torrey[$ Comments on Exodus, Chap. XII, for a clear explanation of
the exact numbers of the years of Israel[$ sojourn in Egypt (The Treasury of Scripture

Knowledge, p. 46).

In 1491 B.C., Moses (aman of great ability) was given the charge of leading the
infant nation of Isragl from Egypt to the Promised Land.

How many Israelites were there at the time of the Exodus from Egypt? According
to Dr. Adam Clarke there were Cupwards of three millions(Clarkels Commentary, Vol. I,
pp. 357-358). Jamieson, Fausset and Brown in their Critical and Experimental
Commentary say there were [2,400,00000Israelites who took part in the Exodus (Val. 1,
p. 317). There were undoubtedly between 2,500,000 and 3,000,000 who left Egypt under
M oses!

If this phenomenal population increase seemsincredible, consider the following
facts!

In 1800 England had a population of about 8,000,000; the United States had circa
7,000,000. A century and a half later, England had nearly 50,000,000 (not including the
millions who emigrated to the Commonwealth countries)! The U.S. grew to about
170,000,000 in the same period. The population of any country (if unchecked by warfare,
famine or disease epidemics) increases very rapidly!
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Notice what God said concerning the people of Israel: [The Lord did not set His
love upon you, nor choose you, because ye were more in number than any people; for you
were the fewest of all people: But because the Lord loved you, and because He would
keep the OATH which He had sworn unto your fathers(1 .[0(Deut. 7:7,8). God had
solemnly sworn unto the Patriarchs that He would bless Israel so that they would become a

very prolific people.

Notice God[s oath which was repeated to all of the patriarchal, founding fathers of
the nation of Israel! To Abraham, God had said: [1 will multiply thy seed asthe STARS

Rebekah, it was said: [Be thou the mother of thousands of millions[] .[l(Gen. 24:16).
Unto Jacob (or Israel) God had solemnly promised: CAnd THY SEED shall be asthe
DUST of the earth, and thou shalt spread abroad to the WEST, and to the EAST, and to the

NORTH, and to the SOUTHU(Gen. 28:14).

These are only afew of the many promises which God made to the Patriarchs
concerning their children. God truly had solemnly sworn that the descendants of Abraham,
| saac and Jacob were to become as the [Htars, [as the CustJand as the [sand.O

Notice another very important promise which the Almighty God made to Israel (or
Jacob): [CAnd God said unto him, | am God Almighty: be fruitful and multiply; a nation
and A COMPANY OF NATIONS shall be of thee and kings shall come out of thy loins
(Gen. 35:10,11).

Y es, the descendants of Jacob were prophesied to become a CCOMPANY
(IMULTITUDEOGen. 48:19) of nations.[] The JEWS have never comprised more than
ONE small nation! But al of the descendants of Isragl collectively were to become a
multitude or company of nations!

Because of faithlessness, outright rebellion and gross iniquity, the people of Israel
who took part in the Exodus were al denied entering the Promised Land Oexcept Joshua
and Caleb, who, as areward for their faithfulness to God, were commissioned to lead the
nation of Israel across the Jordan river and into the Promised Land (Num. 14:30)! There
were about THREE MILLIONS of Israelites who occupied the Promised Land under
Joshuain circa 1451 B.C.

In the Promised Land Israel was ruled over by Judges for about three and a half
centuries.

From the time Joshua led the Twelve Tribes of Israel into the Promised Land (in
1451 B.C.) until the time that the Ten-Tribed House of Israel was taken captive (in 721
B.C.) was atota of about 730 years (The Cambridge Companion to the Bible, p. 182).

But in the time of Samuel (about 1092 B.C.) the people of Israel wanted a human
king. God granted them their desire, but protested [Ishowing them the tragic consequences
of their action (I Sam. 8).
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Saul was thefirst king of Israel, but because of hisrefusal to rule Isragl according to
the laws and ways of God, he was rejected and David was chosen as his successor. David
ruled Israel wisely, and when he died his son, Solomon (Heb: [peaceablel) ascended the
throne and ruled the Twelve Tribes of Israel. He governed Israel judiciously during his
lifetime, and as a result there was great peace and prosperity throughout the land during his
reign.

When King Solomon died, his son, Rehoboam, ascended the throne. Because of his
unwise policies and exorbitant taxes, the northern Ten Tribes of Israel revolted (in 972
B.C.) from the leadership of the throne of David and formed a separate kingdom under the
leadership of their newly elected king, Jeroboam (I Ki. 12).

After the revolt of the Ten-Tribed House of Israel from the leadership of the kings of
Judah, we thereafter read of [srael[land [Judah(Jas being distinct nations though they
were closely related. The term [srael Othereafter referred to the northern Ten-Tribed
House or Kingdom of Israel (whose capital was Samaria), and the term [JudahCreferred to
the Kingdom of Judah which was comprised of the tribes of Judah, Benjamin and most of
the Levites. The capital city of the Kingdom of Judah was Jerusalem.

What is the origin of the name [srael[?

Thefirst use of the name Israel in the Bible isfound in Genesis 32:28, where the
angel who wrestled all night with Jacob says. [Thy name shall be no more called Jacob,
but Israel: for as a prince hast thou power with God and with man, and hast prevailed.(]

Osrael Ois derived from a Hebrew root which literally means Che that strives (or
prevails) with God.[]

As Jacob became Israel, so his descendants through his TWELVE
SONS became the tribes of Isragl and the ISRAELITESO .When Israel was
divided by civil war in the time of Rehoboam and Jeroboam, the
NORTHERN kingdom alone retained the name ISRAEL, while the
SOUTHERN kingdom was called JUDAH. From that time on we read of the
kings of Israel and the kings of Judah, although the inhabitants of both
kingdoms continued to be called Israglites in the older and broader sense of
the inhabitants of the old land of Israel (Stimpson, A Book About the Bible,
pp. 235,236).

When Israel was rent by civil war under Rehoboam (king of Judah) and Jeroboam
(king of Isradl), [the Northern kingdom alone retained the name Israel,Jafter which the
Southern kingdom was called [Onot Israel [but Judah.

The Encyclopaedia Britannica a so shows that the name of Israel wasfor some
centuries Capplied to the northern kingdom as distinctUJfrom the nation and the peoples of
Judah.
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ISRAEL (Hebrew for [God strivesClor [fules] See Genesis
32:28[1 .Israel was a name borne by their ancestor Jacob the father of the 12
tribes. For some centuries the term was applied to the NORTHERN
KINGDOM, as DISTINCT from JUDAH, although the feeling of national
unity extended it so as to include both (Ency. Brit., 11th ed., Art., Isradl, p.
885, par., 1).

THE ORIGIN OF JEW

The inhabitants of the Southern kingdom as the author just quoted pointed out, were
sometimes called |sraelites; but they were never called the (House of Israel[Cor the
[Kingdom of Israel.0 However, not one Scripture can be produced to prove that the
inhabitants of the Northern Ten-Tribed Kingdom of |srael were ever called JEWS!
Throughout the histories of Israel asfound in the books of the Kings and of the Chronicles
of Israel and Judah, you will notice that there was intermittent strife between the Kingdom
of Isradl and the Kingdom of Judah.

In fact on one occasion, the army of the Ten-Tribed Northern Kingdom of Israel
entered Jerusalem as the victor (11 Kings 14).

The first mention of the word Clewsin the Bible is also found in this same book.

Then Rezin king of Syria, and Pekah son of Remaliah, king of ISRAEL
came up to Jerusalem to war: and they besieged Ahaz, but could not
overcome him. At that time, Rezin, king of Syriarecovered Elath to Syria
and drave the JEWS from Elath (Il Kings 16:5,6).

In verses 7 and 9 you will notice that King Ahaz of Judah, in order to get out of this
dilemma, sent messengers and silver and gold from the very Temple of the Lord to the
Assyrian King, Tiglath-Pileser to secure the aid of the Assyrian monarch against his
enemies, Rezin King of Syria, and Pekah King of Israel.

The Assyrian king, Tiglath-Pileser, in response to this letter invaded the Ten-Tribed
House of Israel and carried them into captivity.

We have observed the origin of [srael[] but we have not seen the origin of this word
CJewUeven though we have seen the first place in recorded history whereiit is used.

How did the word [JewUoriginate? It is derived from Judah (Y ehuda), the fourth of
Jacobls twelve sons. The territory occupied by the tribe of JUDAH was called Judah and
its inhabitants were denominated JEWS, or the children of Judah. After Israel was split
into two kingdoms, the southern section, comprising Judah, Benjamin and most of the
Levites, was called the Kingdom of Judah, while the northern tribes were called the
Kingdom of Israel. In 604-585 B.C. this southern Kingdom of Judah was destroyed and
its people were deported to Babylon, where they remained for 70 years. At the end of this
70-year-period under Persian protection, aremnant of this Babylonish captivity returned to
Pal estine and established the Jewish nation and the Temple worship once again. [This
state, like its predecessor was called Judah[J(Stimpson, A Book About the Bible, p. 236).

Notice how the word [lewdevel oped through the centuries. Stimpson says:



The inhabitants of Judah (Y ehuda) called themselves Y ehudim in
Hebrew and Y ehudaye in Aramaic. To the Greeks and Romans Y ehuda
became |ouda and Judea and the inhabitants loudaios and Judaei. The name of
the inhabitants of the Hebrew commonwealth passed through the following
successive linguistic stages: Hebrew, Y ehuda, Greek, loudaios, Latin,
Judaeaus, Old French, Juieu, and English, Jew. One of the earliest known uses
of the English form Jew is dated 1175 A.D. (ibid., p. 236).

These are afew of the many different forms or ways of spelling thisword Clew.O
For still further interesting spellings of [Jew(Jsee Encyclopedia Britannica, 11th ed.
Notice the following interesting statement: [For centuries adherents of the Mosaic faith
who lived in Judea were called JEWS, while those of the dispersion were called
ISRAELITESO(ibid., p. 237).

Stimpson has clearly shown that for centuries those who adhered to the (M osaic
faithOin Judea were called by the name of ClewsCiwhile the TEN TRIBES of Isradl in the
DISPERSION were called ISRAELITES. He showed that the word Clewfinally came to
denote Cany adherent of the Mosaic faith.[

Notice this significant statement from Josephus:

[Bo the Jews prepared for the work: that is the name they are called by
from the day that they came up from Babylon, which is taken from the tribes of
Judah, which came first to these places, and thence both they and the country
gained that appellationJ(Antiquities of the Jews, Book XI, p. 274).

It is superfluous to quote from any more authorities showing what has already been
clearly pointed out in this chapter Othat |sraelites are descendants of Israel, and that Jews
are either the physical, fleshly descendants of Judah or else those who have taken up the
Jewish faith and have consequently been termed as [Jews[because of their Jewish beliefs.

Reuben was the firstborn son of Isragl (Gen. 49:3), and was therefore the first
OsraelitelI(son of Israel). The Jews were the sons of Judah, but we do not know when the
sons of Judah were first called Jews.

ISRAEL S CAPTIVITIES AS MENTIONED IN
THE CUNEIFORM INSCRIPTIONS

A very important archaeological discovery bearing upon the history of the people of
Israel in their pre-captivity period isthe Black Obelisk. Kinns, quoting from the front of
the Black Obelisk, says: Thetribute of Yaua (Jehu), son of HUMRI (Omri): silver, gold, a
golden cup, golden vases, golden vessels, golden buckets, lead, a staff for the hand of the
King, and sceptres, | received (Kinns, Graven in the Rock, p.494).

A footnote referring to thisincident says: [t is possible that the writer of this
inscription did not know who Jehuls father was, or he might have meant that he was a
royal son or successor to Omri, whom he knew to have been a prominent sovereign.[



Jehu. On the Black Obelisk, Lehu(=Y aua), [the son of Omri[]
(=Khumri), is represented as giving tribute to Shalmaneser 110 He was [$on[]
only as a successor to the throne of Omri the late king. He was the son of
Jehosaphat and grandson of Nimshi (Norton, Bible Studentsl Handbook of

Assyriology, pp. 105,106).

The Black Obelisk is a black alabaster stone which was set up by Shalmaneser |11 at
Nimrud. Onitsfour sidesisinscribed an account of the expeditions undertaken by
Shalmaneser during the thirty-one years of his reign, and depicts scenes representing the
paying of tribute by the kings whom he had conquered. [The description [$on of
KHUMRI s thought merely to show that Jehu was an Israglite, because Israglitish
territory was called (BIT KHUMRII(A Guide to the Babylonian and Assyrian Antiquities
of the British Museum, pp. 46,47).

IMPORTANT ASSYRIAN INSCRIPTIONS

[{Sargon) the conqueror of the Thamudites, the Ibadidites, the Marsimanites, and the
Khapayans, the remainder of whom was carried away and whom he transported to the
midst of the land of BETH-OMRI(Sayce, Assyria, pp. 178-179).

Another extract from this same work, from fragments of the Annals of Tiglath-
Pileser 1V, says.

The town of Gil(ead) and Abel-(beth-Machah?) on the frontier of BETH-
OMRI [Samaria], the widespread (district of Naphtali) to its whole extent |
turned into the territory of Assyria. My (governors) and officers | appointed
(over them)[d The land of BETH-OMRI I a collection of its inhabitants (with
their goods) | transported to Assyria (ibid., pp.176,178).

Hereis afurther translation from the inscriptions of Tiglath-Pileser, Luckenbill cites
a notable instance of the use of the name OMRI ([BIT-HUMRIAL) in The Ancient
Records of Assyria and Babylonia:

Galalza(?), Abilakka, which are on the border of BIT-HUMRIA (House
of Omiri, Israel)d the wide land of Naphtali, in itsentirety, | brought within the
border of Assyria. Theland of BIT-HUMRIAO al of its people, together with
their goods | carried off to Assyria. Pakaha, their king they deposed, and |
placed Aus (Hoshea) over them as king (Series 1926, Vol. |, par. 815,816).

We know the English word for the Hebrew name of the people of Israel as recorded
in the Scripture was just simply Osrael,[0fHouse of Israel,dor the dand of Israel Cand
similar names. But what name or names did the Gentile nations (the neighbors of Israel)
use when referring to the land or to the House of Israel?

This question is very ably answered by Dr. Schrader, in his remarks concerning the
Assyrian inscriptions.
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Israelites. The name Isragl does not occur in the inscriptions as a
general term for the Israglites. Nor doesit, as a rule appear as the name for
the Northern Kingdom. Instead of thisthe namethat is usually employed is
mat BIT-HUMRI i.e. land of the House Omri [1 (Schrader, The Cuneiform
Inscriptions of the Old Testament, Vol. I, pp. 137, 138).

Israel came into contact with Assyria at a much earlier period, and was in fact
tributary to Assyriain the ninth century B.C. (ibid., p. 144).

Israel [0 The usual term for the Kingdom of Israel in the Assyrian
inscriptions is not this, as we have already observed. The ordinary
designation was rather MAT BIT-HUMRI or MAT HUMRI [LAND OF THE
HOUSE OF OMRI,Uor [LAND OF OMRI,Cor merely [LAND OMRIUO
(ibid., p. 177).

Thetrandationsjust cited from Dr. Schrader[s book will, it is hoped, suffice to give
the reader ample knowledge of the most important cuneiform inscriptions bearing upon the
history of the nation of Isragl.

ISRAEL S FIRST INVASION

We have seen a number of quotations taken directly from the cuneiform writings
excavated in the Middle East, proving the absolute veracity of the scriptural account. Thus
again we find the Bible stands completely verified. Let us now go to the historical
accounts of the invasions and the deportations of Isragl as found in the Scriptures.

The Kingdom of Israel was invaded on three different occasions by the Assyrian
monarchs. Firstin 771 B.C. Pul, also called Assurbanipal, in the reign of Menahem, king
of Isradl, invaded the northern outskirts of the Kingdom of Israel. Menahem bribed the
king of Assyriawith ahuge sum of 4,000 pounds of silver (Il Ki. 15:19). This bribe
temporarily, at least, averted the greed of the Assyrian monarch, and he thereupon retired
from theland of Israel not having occupied the northern portion of the land of Israel which
he had invaded: neither did he carry away any Israelitish captives at that time.

The prophet Isaiah was inspired to refer to this First Invasion as a Light affliction]
on the land of Zebulon and the land of Naphtali (Isaiah 9:1).

Theland of these two tribes lay immediately to the west of the Jordan River
extending from the northern extremity of the border of Israel down to a point just
southwest of the Sea of Galilee. You will find this First Invasion of the land of Israel
described clearly in 1l Kings 15:19,20.

And Pul the king of Assyria came against the land: and Menahem gave
Pul a thousand talents of silver, that his hand might be with him to confirm the
kingdom in his hand. And Menahem exacted the money of Israel, even of all
the mighty men of wealth, of each man 50 shekels of silver, to give to the king
of Assyria. So the king of Assyriaturned back, and stayed not there in the
land.
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But the kings of Israel who ruled over the Northern Ten-Tribed Kingdom of Israel
(called Samaria) paid little attention to this Oight affliction.C] They still continued in the
sins of Jeroboam.

ISRAEL S SECOND INVASION

Shortly after this, God sent the Assyrian ruler, Tiglath-Pileser back to the land of
Israel, thistime to afflict the people of Israel with greater severity. A new king had arisen
over the nation of Samaria by the name of Pekah.

And he did that which was evil in the sight of the Lord: he departed not
from the sins of Jeroboam the son of Nebat, who made Israel to sin. Inthe
days of Pekah, king of Israel, came Tiglath-Pileser, king of Assyria, and took
Ijon and Abel-beth-maachah and Janoah and Kedesh, and Hazor, and Gilead
and Galilee, dl the land of Naphtali, and carried them captive TO ASSY RIA
(I Ki. 15:28,29).

This brief historical, scriptural account of the Second Invasion of Israel (their first
captivity) occurred (according to Ussher) in the year 741 B.C.

Notice al of the towns and territories described in the above reference were located
in the general territories of the tribes of Naphtali, Gad, Reuben, and the half tribe of
Manasseh lying east of the Jordan. The tribe of Naphtali was situated in the extreme
northern part of the Kingdom of Israel, and lay immediately to the west of the Jordan
River, the Sea of Galilee and Lake Hulah. The one-half tribe of Manasseh, and the tribes
of Reuben and Gad were all located immediately east of the Jordan River. This territory
had been known as the |land of Bashan and Gilead.

Numerous Scriptures show that the half tribe of Manasseh, the tribe of Gad, and the
tribe of Reuben al had their inheritance on the east side of the Jordan River (Deut. 29:7,8;
Josh. 1:12-15; 12:1-6; 13:7-8).

It is also interesting to note that Moses had given this land to these tribes before his
decease (Josh. 12:1-6).

If one will follow this Second Assyrian Invasion, he will see that the Assyrian king,
Tiglath-Pileser, swept down from the north through the northern tribes of Naphtali going
south to the Sea of Galilee where he turned eastward and conquered the three afore-
mentioned tribes lying to the east of the Dead Sea, in the region called Trans-Jordania

We are informed that the tribe of Reuben prior to the Assyrian invasions had
extended its territory al the way to the Euphrates River (I Chron. 5:6-9).

Another account of the Second Invasion of the Ten-tribed Northern Kingdom of
Israel, or Samaria, is found in the fifth chapter of the book of 1 Chronicles.
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And they [referring to the three tribes living east of the Jordan Oi.e. the
half tribe of Manasseh, the tribe of Gad, and the tribe of Reuben] transgressed
against the God of their fathers, and went a whoring after the gods of the
people of the land, whom God destroyed before them. And the God of Israel
stirred up the spirit of Pul, king of Assyria, and the spirit of Tiglath-Pileser,
king of Assyria, and he carried them away, even the Reubenites, and the
Gadites, and the half tribe of Manasseh, and brought them unto Halah, and
Habor, and Hara, and the river Gozan, unto thisday (I Chron. 5:25,26).

Before going to the cuneiform inscriptions for verification of the Second Invasion of
Israel, let us again recall that this Second Invasion of the land of Israel was amore
grievous affliction than the former.

Now let us read again the inspired account of this Second Invasion of Israel:
[(Nevertheless the dimness shall not be such aswasin her vexation, when at the first He
[God] lightly afflicted the land of Zebulon and the land of Naphtali, [referring to the First
Invasion] and afterward did more grievously afflict her [the Second Invasion] by way of
the sea, beyond Jordan, in Galilee of the nationsCI(Isa. 9:1).

CUNEIFORM ACCOUNT OF THE SECOND INVASION

Again we return to the cuneiform inscriptions where Israel [$ First Captivity (the
Second Invasion) of 741 B.C. is mentioned:

[The cities of 0 Galalza(?), Abilakka, which are on the border of BIT-
HUMRIAO the wide land of Naphtali, in its entirety, | brought within the
border of Assyria. My officia | set over them as governor(d .J(Lukenbill, The
Ancient Records of Assyriaand Babylonia, Vol. I, p. 292).

ISRAEL S THIRD AND FINAL INVASION

The Assyrian account of the Third Invasion (the second and last captivity) of the land
of the Ten-Tribed Kingdom of Israel in the year 721 B.C. isasfollows:

Theland of BIT-HUMRIAO &l of its people, together with al their
goods | carried off to Assyria, Pakaha, their king they deposed, and | placed
Ausi (Hoshea) over them asking (ibid.).

The Assyrian name for Pekah was Pakaha, and their name for Hosea was Ausi.

Despite these two invasions by the Assyrian monarchs] the first light affliction of
Israel, and the second more severe affliction, when a number of the tribes were carried
captivesto Assyriall the kings of Israel and their people still turned a deaf ear to their God.
They could not see the handwriting on the wall. They went on blindly as though no
calamity could overtake them. How could such a disaster befall them? Were they not
God(s [chosenpeople?



But whether they knew it or not, the Assyrian king was already plotting the
culminating defeat, the complete overthrow of the Ten-Tribed House of Israel, called
Samaria.

The account of thisfinal deathblow to Israel, her Second Captivity dealt by Assyria,
is recorded as follows:

Then the king of Assyria came up throughout all the land, and went up to
Samaria, and besieged it three years. In the ninth year of Hoshesa, the king of
Assyriatook Samaria, and carried |srael away into Assyria, and placed them in
Halah and in Habor by the river Gozan, and in the cities of the Medes[| There

He rent Israel from the house of David the Lord removed Isragl out of His

sight[] So was Israel carried away out of their own land to Assyria unto this
day (I Ki. 17:1-23).

What was the date of thisfinal captivity? The commonly accepted date of this
second and final captivity is 721 B.C.

Observe closely who it was that was brought into the land of Israel (Samaria). These
Gentiles were gtill residing there in the time of Christ.

And the king of Assyria brought men from Babylon and from Cuthah and
from Ava, and from Hamath, and from Sepharvim, and placed them in the
cities of Samariainstead of the children of Israel: and they possessed Samaria,
and dwelt in the cities thereof (11 Ki. 17:1-24).

In the sacred account just quoted, there are a number of important points which
should be brought to the attention of the reader. Notice why God let Israel be taken into
captivity. They had become very sinful, had degenerated into |oathsome and sensuous
Babylonish and Phoenician religious practices, and had even caused their sons and
daughters to [pass through the fire[J(11 Ki. 17:17).

THE AREA TO WHICH ISRAEL WAS DEPORTED

Another very important point that should be brought to the reader(s attention is
mentioned in verse 6 of the previous reference.

[The king of Assyriatook Samariaand carried |srael away into ASSYRIA, and

In connection with this also note verse 23:

[Bo was Israel carried away out of their own land to Assyria unto this day.[1 The
expression [unto this dayrefers to the time of Ezra and Nehemiah who directed the final
canonization of the Hebrew Scriptures. This statement proves that the Ten Tribes were
still in exile in about 400-450 B.C.
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Notice the places to which Israel (the Ten-Tribed Northern Kingdom) was carried!
These people were deported [o ASSY RIA,Jand to [the cities of the MEDES,Jto Gozan,
Habor and Halah.

If you will consult an accurate map of these times, you will note that the people of
Israel were deported to the lands lying immediately SOUTH OF THE CAUCASUS
MOUNTAINS and south of the Caspian Sea. Keep thislocation in mind asit has a most
important bearing upon points which will be mentioned later. (See The International
Standard Bible Encyclopedia, Val. I, pp. 569-571; The Imperial Bible Dictionary, Vol I,
pp.347-350.)

Here is another interesting point worth noting:

CANd the Lord rejected all the seed of Israel, and afflicted them, and delivered them
into the hand of spoilers, until He had cast them out of His sight[](11 Ki. 17:20,23).

What is meant by the expression [tast them out of His sightC? Speaking of the
Promised Land, the land Israel wasto inherit, God had revealed His concern for it in the
following words:

CA land which the Lord thy God careth for, the eyes of the Lord thy God are always
upon it, from the beginning of the year even until the end of the year[l(Deut. 11:12).

Notice that this Scripture shows the eyes of God are always on the Promised Land.
When Israel was removed from this land, God spoke as though they were removed out of
His sight.

Ezekiel wasinspired by God to write the following comment concerning Israel (S
captivity.

| scattered them among the heathen, and they were dispersed through the
countries: according to their way and according to their doings | judged them.
And when they entered unto the heathen, whither they went, they profaned My
Holy name, when they said to them, these are the people of the Lord, and are
gone forth out of Hisland (Ezekiel 36:16-20).

The nineteenth verse just quoted is of especial importance. It says that God had
[scattered Israel among the heathenUand Cdispersed them through the countries..] Keep
thisfact in mind as we later go through some of the historical sources following the
footsteps of Israel from the time they left their ancient homeland in Palestine until they
reached their modern-day lands.

We have aready observed that the people of the Northern Ten-Tribed Kingdom of
Israel were in the biblical account called Osrael,ICKingdom of Israel,lJor [House of
Israel,Jwhereas the people of the Southern Kingdom of Judah were called [lews,[]
CJudah,or the CKingdom of Judah.[]






