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ORIGIN AND PROOREM OF DISCOVERY. T

unknown in Hindoftan at that period, the filver mud have been in ban, which were

cut, as in China, according to the value wanted.

It would feem that the Egyptians chiefly enjoyed the commerce of the Eaft by the

Red Sea ; and the Phenicians that of the Weft, by the Mediterranean, although the

latter were not wholly eftranged from the commerce of the Eaft, being in poflfeflion of

a port at the extremity of the Red Sea ; as the Egyptians often availed themfelves of

the mouths o( the Nile, to trade to the ports of the Weft, fo that one of the ports of

Tyre was called the Egyptian haven. Strabo has obferved, that the firft kings of

Egypt, contented with the opulence of their country, interdided foreign commerce ; but

this obfervation feems to apply to the trade by the Mediterranean, which might have be>

come dangerous to Egypt from the eafy accefs to the whole kingdom, by the mouths of

the Nile, and the navigable courfe of that river for the fmall veflfels of that time ; fo that

it became a matter of ftate policy, not to open this defe£t to the eyes of ftrangers. But

the trade with Hindoftan was very anciently known, both to the Egyptians and Pheni-

cians ; and Ptolemy Philadelphusonly re*opened and improved this branch of commerce.

Perhaps in the foundation of Alexandria, at a diftance from the mouths of the Nile,

one motive was to have a port which would not expofe that facred and pervading river to

the eyes of foreigners. The enmity of Alexander to Tyre, and her daughter Carthage,

might alfo induce him to fele£t this fituation between them } a fttuation which attra£ted

a prodigious commerce for more than eighteen centuries, till the trade of the Eaft was

opened by the Cape of Good Hope, communicating by canals and the Red Sea, with

the whole oriental world, and with eaftem Africa ; and, by the Mediterranean, with

part of Afia, Europe, and Africa. But the early commerce of Egypt by the Red Sea

was impeded by the Idumeans, wno only permitted them to ufe one ftiip in the inter-

courfe with Hindoftan. The pretended conquefts of the ancient kings of Egypt, Ofiris

and Sefoftris, in Hindoftan, only indicate, according to our learned author, the origins

of a great trade with that country, eftablifliing an influence fimilar to conquefts, of

which examples are not wanting in modern times.

The chronological plan, purfued by Huet, has many inconveniences, while it would

have been a fuperior arrrangement to have exhibited in one view the commercial hiftory

of each country. Under the article India, he refumes this Egyptian intercourfe ; and

obferves, that when Cambyfes conquered Egypt, many Egyptians fought refuge in Hin-

doftan. As the Perftans then had, and ftill retain, a moft Angular and rooted averfion to

fea voyages, founded on the unconquerable ideas of their ancient religion, the Perfian

conqueft fuper-induced the ruin of Egyptian commerce, till it was revived by Ptolemy

Philadelphus. Much information on this fubjeft may be derived from Arrian's Periplus

of the Red Sea, who inftru^ts us, at the fame time, that the ancient route was chiefly

along


