
Table of Nations remains, according to al «'""'j'

rnnmental exploration, an ethnograph.c ong.nal docu-

"1, of the first rank vvhich nothing can replace. In

tt ftenth chapter of Genesis, verse, S-IO, we have cer-

an statement! about the origin of Babylon.an c.v,hz^-

i ; we learn (1) that Babylonia is the oldest of

ilizations; (2) that Assyrian -ili^t.on was denved

from Babylonia; and (3) strangest of "»' '^^'
'*»

founders of Babylonian civilization were not Semites,

W Hamites-descendents of Cush. Each of these state-

"Itswas in contradiction to old classical notices and

r„"ir was currently believed till recently about hose

IncLt peoples. Yet it will not be disputed that ex-

Z"L has justified the Bible on each of these points

Cria, nndoibtedly. was younger than Baby onia-, .

^Xd' its civilization, arts, religion, institutions, al

that it had, from Babylonia. Strangest of all, the

originators of Babylonian civilization, the Ac^dians «T

Snmerians were a people not of Semitic, but appar-

Llyf Turanian oi what the Bible would call Hamitie

ui. Take another instance; in verse ^^Elam appears

as the son of Shem, but here was a diflBculty. The

Elamites of history were not a Semitic, but an A^yar.

people, and their language was Aryan. Even Prof.

Zm'el, in defending the ancient Hebrew tmd.tion

thought he had to admit an error here. But was the ej

A French expedition went or.t to excavate Susa, the

tpital of ElL, and below the ruins of the histonc^

Elam discovered bricks and other remains of an older

civilization, with Babylonian inscriptions showing the

people to h.. of Semitic stock; so Elam was, after all,

'he son of Shem. In the story of the Tower of Babel

it not interesting to hi

in chapter 11, agttin
the
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