
APPENDIX I. 

MEDES AND SCUTHIANS (pp. 73, 110). 

IT is very diflicult, if not impossible, to give a 
correct account of the national and racial move- 
ments which, along with the moral conditions in 
Judah, called forth Jeremiah's Oracles of judgmen t 
in the years immediately following his call in 
627-626 B.C. But the following facts are well 
founded. In  or about 625 the Medes were de- 
feated in an attack upon Assyria and their king 
Phraortes was Idled, but at the same time Asshur- 
banipal died, and his weaker successor was com- 
pelled to recognize the virtual independence of 
Nabopolassar, the Chaldean in Babylon. Cya- 
xares (G24-585), the son of Phraortes, soon after 
his succession to his father-say between 624 and 
Gao-led a second Median assault upon Assyria 
and besieged Nineveh, but had to retire because 
of the onset from the north of the Scythians, the 
Ashguzai of the Assyrian monuments, probably 
the Ashkenaz or Ashkunza (?) of the Old Testa- 
ment, And then it was not for some years that 
Cyaxares felt himself strong enough by his 
alliance with Nabopolassar for a third Median 
invasion of Assyria which culminated in the 
capture and destruction of Nineveh. 
' The Assyrians appear to have been in touch with 
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the Ashguzai for over a century and for a shorter 
time probably in alliance with them; which 
alliance was the cause of the Scythian advance 
to the relief of Nineveh from its siege by the 
Medes circa 724-720 (see Winclcler Die Iceidins- 
chrzjcten v. das alte Testament, 3rd ed., pp. 100 ff.). 
About the same time a u s t  be dated the Scythian 
advance through Western Asia to the borders of 
Egypt, which Herodotus (I. 103-104, IV. I )  re- 
ports. Professor N. Schmidt (Enc. Bibd., art. 
‘ Scythians ’) supposes that this advance was due 
to the same Scythian-Assyrian alliance, in order 
to preserve the Assyrian territories from the arms 
of Psamtik of Egypt, who had since 639 been 
besieging Ashdod; and he holds that this hypo- 
thesis explains the absence of any record of 
violence by the Scythians on their southern cam- 
paign, except at Ashkelon. This precarious 
hypothesis apart, we have the facts that no Bibli- 
cal chronicler records any invasion of Judah and 
Benjamin by the Scythians, and yet that the 
early Oracles of Jeremiah, generally attributed to 
the alarms which the advance of such barbarian 
hordes would excite in Judah, do closely fit the 
Scythians (with a few exceptions that may be due 
to the prophet’s adaptation in 604 of his earlier 
Oracles to the new enemy out of the north, the 
Chaldeans). 

There, are, however, modern writers who claim 
that the Oracles in question were originally com- 
posed not in view of the Scythian, but of the 
Chaldean invasion of Palestine. So George 
Douglas (The Boo& of Jeremiah, London, Hodder 
& Stoughton, Ig03), who, while assigning Jere- 
miah’s call to 627, relegates the two visions and 
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all the Oracles in the first part of the book to the 
years folIowing Jehoiakim’s accession to the 
Jewish throne in 608; cp. Winckler, Ge.schiclte 
Israeds, I. pp. 112 f. and F. Wilke (AIttesta7nentZiche 
studien R. Kiittel zuvz 60 Geburtstag dargebracht, I g I 3), 
quoted by John Skinner, Prophecy and ReZz@oon, pp. 
42 f. n. 2. This would be an easy solution but 
for the insuperable objections to it that the 
Oracles in question far more closely fit the 
Scythian, than the Chaldean, invasion; and that 
Jer. I. 2, as distinctly covers prophecies of Jere- 
miah in the days of Josiah as v. 3 does his 
prophesying under Jehoiabim. 

POSTSCRIPT.+ 

The date of Niniveh’s fall has hitherto been ac- 
ce-pted as 607-606 B.C. But in July of this year 
(1923) Mr. C. J. Gadd described to the British 
Academy a Babylonian tablet, which dates the 
fall in the fourteenth year of Nabopolassar’s reign 
in Ba.bylon. This year was 612 B.c., if it  be right 
to reckon the reign from 626-25 B.C. ; but as re- 
marked above, p. 175, Nabopolassar became in 
that year officially not king but only viceroy. 
Dependent as I was on a newspaper summary of 
Mr. Gadd’s lecture I could therefore do no more 
than offer for the fall of Niniveh the alternative 
dates, 612 and 606; see above p. 175 and com- 
pare p. 162. 



APPENDIX 11. 

NECOH’S CAMPAIGN (pp. 162, 163). 

IN addition to the accounts in the Books of Icings 
and Chronicles of Pharaoh Necoh’s advance into 
Asia in pursuance of his claim for a share of the 
crumbling Assyrian Empire there are two inde- 
pendent records : (I) Jeremiah XLVII. I -aartd 
Pharaoh swote Gaza-a headline (with other parti- 
culars) wrongly prefixed by the Hebrew text, but 
not by the Greek, to an Oracle upon an invasion 
of Philistia not from the south but from the north 
(see above, pp. 13, 61) ; ( 2 )  by Herodotus, 11. I 59, 
who says that ‘Necoh (Nekds) making war by 
land on the Syrians defeated them at Magdolos 
and after the battle tool: KadGtis, a great city of 
Syria.’ Magdolos is probably Megiddo, unless it 
stands for Megdel, which, as well as Rumman 
(=  Hadad-rimmon, the scene of the mourning for 
Josiah, Zech. XII. 11) lies near Megiddo. If, as 
is usually held, Kadstis be Gaza, Herodotus has 
reversed the proper order of Necoh’s two actions ; 
but KadGtis also suggests hah-I<ddi‘.sh, the hob, an 
epithet of Jerusalem (JerusaZem, I. 270) which 
would suit Herodotus’ order, for it was after 
Megiddo that Necoh became master of Jerusalem 
and Judah. The suggestion, though worth, 
mentioning, is doubtful; the epithet is late, exilic 
and post-exilic ; and Herodotus’ phrase took 
Kadiitis is hardly equivalent to becawe paramount 
there as Necoh became paramount in Jerusalem. 
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