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Derivation of 539 BCE
(Insight )

The following reasoning is provided by Insight on the Scriptures
[Insight ] Volume 1 to substantiate that Babylon fell in 539 BCE.

(Insight , Vol 1, page 454)

The date of 539 B.C.E. for the fall of Babylon can be arrived at not only by Ptolemy's canon but by other
sources as well.  The historian  Diodorus , as wellas Africanus and Eusebius, sho
of Persia corresponded to Ol ympiad 55, year 1 (56
62, year 2 (531/530 B.C.E.).

Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine years over Babylon, which would therefore substantiate the year
539 as the date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology , by Jack Finegan , 1964, pp. 112, 168 -170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C.
-A.D.75 ,[Parkerand Dubberstein ], p. 14.

Since Insight relies on secular sources to arrive at 539 BCE for the Fall of Babylon, the following Study addresses:

A 539 BCE is derived

APtol emyés Canon
A Classical Historians

A Olympiadic Dating System

A Cuneiform Tablets

A Astronomical Tablets

A Babylonian Chronology
ACyrusd Decree

Note that insertions introduced into the text from Insight are indicated with the use of square brackets [
These insertions are provided as clarification, not as comment nor as criticism.




Comments on the dating

Ever since 1942, when Parker and Dubberstein published their study, there has been no doubt that Babylon fell in
539 BCE. That is not the matter at hand in this Study

The o0Chr onol o dngight & prépareditoeaccephthe 539 BCE date from secular sources, and must do so since
it is not possible for a pre  -Christian writing to provide dates in terms of present -day calendars.

Even though the  Insight article accepts that Babylon fell in 539 BCE, it rejects every other accepted date of

that period. The 0Chr dnsight algoregectathetacceptecchronology of the neo -Babylonian
period. This is significant, since the date for the Fall of Babylon is calculated from use of the sources, dates
and chronologies that Insight rejects . The date of 539 BCE for the Fall of Babylon is not pivotal, as the article

claims, but is derived.

How can Insight accept the 539 BCE date from secular sources when it denigrates the dates, source material, and
chronologies employed by those who provide it with that date?

Most significantly for its purposes, the Insight volume is unable to show exactly when Cyrus made his decree to release
the captives, nor is it able to prove when the first Captives returned from Babylon.

539 B.C.E., supported by various historical sources as the year for the overthrow of Babylon by Cyrus the Persian.
(Insight , Vol 1, page 458)
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Summary and Conclusions

539 BCE is derived  (page 6)

The o0Chr onol odngightcnthé Scaptures i[msight 6] recogni ses that the date of

Babylon is calculated and comes solely from secular sources.

Pt ol emy 6 s (p&gasi/dorl0)
Authorities relied on by  Insight state that their chronology is based on the Canon produced by Claudius Ptolemy.

Insight accepts the work produced by historians who make use of Pt ol e my & sbutClasight rdisagrees with the
Canon.

Insight is prepared to cite only half of a sentence that agrees with its predetermined conclusions. It looks for support
for a position already held, rather than seek honest information, regardless of the outcomes.

Classical Historians (pages 11 to 14)

After saying it relies on historians who lived centuries after the neo -Babylonian era 9 such as Diodorus , Africanus and
Eusebius 0 Insight sets out to destroy any reliance on the information these historians provided.

Olympiadic  Dating System (pages 15 to 17)

Although Insight employs Olympiadic dating in its reasoning to arrive at 539 BCE, the system itself was not in use

until at least two hundred years after the neo -Babylonian Captivity.  Olympiadic dating it relies on calculations to take
it back to 776 BCE, the traditional starting date of the Olympic Games. Uncertainties exist with the system, such as

not knowing whether the year started in January, March, or October. Insight disregards all but one astronomical tablet
on the grounds that they were written centuries later; Olympiadic dating was also written centuries later. It therefore is
not based on any references to it during the neo -Babylonian period.”

539




Summary and Conclusions

Cuneiform Tablets  (pages 18 to 19)
Each of the tens of thousands of truly contemporary business tablets is dated according to the year of the king. This
information enables the Babylon chronology to be constructed and confirmed.

Astronomical Tablets (pages 20 to 23)
0 Si mewe-moon dates can be calculated astronomically for ancient Babylonia , and since the system of
intercalation has been reconstructed on the basis of intercalary months actually mentioned in cuneiform texts, it is
possible to construct tables which represent the Babyl onian| cal en
(Finegan , page 31)

Although Insight relies on an astronomical tablet to provide an ancient event in terms of a BCE date, it expressly states
that it doubts the reliability of such tablets.

Babylonian Chronology (pages 24 to 32)
The O0Chr onol o dngight dependson secular sources, but it fails to be completely open.

For example, the Insight article refers to the BCE dates from Parker and Dubberstein for the first and last tablets for
Cyrus Il. However, it fails to reveal that the information from P&D regarding Cyrus is part of a list of first and last
tablets for several kings, and that the list contradicts | ns i gpbsiti@h®nthe neo -Babylonian chronology.

Similarly, Insight quotes only half of a crucial sentence from Otto Neugebauer .

Insight accepts the 539 BCE date from secular sources but it denigrates the dates, source material, and
chronologies employed by those who provide it with that date.

Cyr usd Djeages &3and 34)
Insight i s unable to show exactly when Cyrus®6 decree was made and it
captives arrived at the site of the destroyed temple. Furthler, it
538 BCE to 537 BCE or if it ran from October 538 BCE to 537 BCE. It is not known the date when Cyrus issued his
decree during his first year. It could quite easily have been made too late in his first year for Hebrew captives to return
during 537 BCE.

Insight makes it impossible for any Hebrews to have returned in 537 BCE since it says that a Darius intervened
before Cyrus ruled Babylon and had reached his own First Year before Cyrus ascended the throne




539 BCE is Derived
(Insight )

(Insight , Vol 1, page 454)
539 B.C.E. arrived at

substantiate the year
539

The O0Chr onol o dngightcnthé Scdptures i[ hdsight 6 ] recogni ses that the date off 539
Babyl on is calculated from and is substantiated by sources such

539 BCE is not an Absolute Date, but is calculated from them.




Pt ol emyos Canon
(Insight )

(Insight , Vol 1, page 454)

The date of 539 B.C.E. for the fall of Babylon can be arrived at not only by Ptolemy's canon but by other
sources as well. The historian Diodorus , as wellas Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyru
Persia corresponded to Ol ympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C. E.)
(531/530 B.C.E.). Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine years over Babylon, which would therefore substantiate
the year 539 as the date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology , by Jack Finegan , 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. -A.D. 75,
[Parker and Dubberstein ], p. 14.

(Insight , Vol 1, page 455 )

Claudius Ptolemy  was a Greek astronomer  who lived inthe second century C.E. , or over 600 years after the close of
the Neo -Babylonian period. His  canon, or list of kings , was connected with a work on astronomy that he produced.

Most modem historians accept ~ Ptolemy's information about the Neo -Babylonian kings and the length of their
reigns .

(Insight , page 456 )

Astronomical diaries contain references tothe reigns of certain kings and appear to coincide with the figures
given in Ptolemy's canon




Pt ol emyds Canon
(Parkerand  Dubberstein )

The date of 539 B.C.E. for the fall of Babylon can be arrived at not only by Ptolemy's canon

Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D.
75, [Parker and Dubberstein |, p. 14.

The Insight article recognises the publication by Parker and Dubberstein as authoritative. These authors, in turn, state
that their chronology is based on the Canon produced by Claudius Ptolemy.

(Babylonian Chronology , 626 B.C. -AD.75 ,Parkerand Dubberstein , page 1 0)

The general basis for the chronology of the period here treated is furnished by the Ptolemaic Canon , with help from
classical sources .

This means that although  Insight accept s and relies on sources who badnsight dobseilr wor
not accept the dates provided from the Canon.




Pt ol emyodos Canon
(Edwin R. Thiele )

THE RULERS OF BABYLON AND PERSIA
ACCORDING TO THE CANON
OF PTOLEMY

BABYLON
Years of the
Ruler Years Nabonassar Era

Nabonassar Nabonassaros 14 1- 14
Nabu-nadinzir Nadius 2 15- 16
Ukinzer, Pulu Chinziros and Poros 5 17- 21
Ululai Iloulaios 5 22- 26
Marduk-appal-iddin Mardokempados 12 27- 38
Sargon Arkeanos 5 39- 43
.......... First Interregnum 2 44- 45
Bel-ibni Belibos 3 46- 48
Ashur-nadin-shum Aparanadios 6 49- 54
Nergal-ushezib Regebelos 1 55

Mushezib-Marduk Mesesimordakos 4 56- 59
.......... Second Interregnum 8 60- 67
Ashur-akh-iddin Asaridinos 13 68- 80
Shamash-shum-ukin Saosdouchinos 20 81-100
Kandalanu Kineladanos 22 101-122
Nabopolassar Nabopolassaros 21 123-143
Nebuchadnezzar Nabocolassaros 43 144-186
Amel-Marduk Illaoroudamos 2 187-188
Nergal-shar-usur Nerigasolassaros 4 189-192
Nabonidus Nabonadios 17 193-209

Years of the
Christian Era

T47-TH4 BC
733-732
731-727
726-722
721-710
709-705
704-703
702-700
699-694
693
692-689
688-681
680-668
667-648
647-626
625-605
604-562
561-560
559-556
555-539

The Mysterious Numbers of the Hebrew Kings, page 227, Edwin R Theile

The Mysterious Numbers of the Hebrew Kings
by Edwin R. Thiele, pages 70 - 72, 1983 edition

Ptolemy (70-161 A.n.) was a scholar of outstanding ability. He was an as-
tronomer, geographer, historian, and ¢hronologist. His famous canon begins in
747 B.c. with the start of the reign of Nabonassar in Babylon. First appears a list
of the rulers of Babylon and their lengths of reign, from Nabonassar to

Nabonidus, the ruler when the Neo-Babylonian empire came to its end.

In addition to the number of years for each king,
the sum of the years for the period of each ruler from the beginning of the canon
is also given, this figure being secured by merely adding the sums of the
previous reigns. We thus have what is called the N
27 February 747 B.c. (astronomically noon, 26 February).

What makes the canon of such great importance to modern historians is the
%e amount of astronomical material recorded by Ptolemy in his Almagest,
making possible checks as to its accuracy at almost every step from beginning to
end. Over eighty solar, lunar, and planetary positions, with their dates, are
recorded in the Almagest and these have been verified by modern astrono-
mers. The details concerning eclipses are given with such minuteness as to

leave no question concerning the exact identification of the particular phe-
nomenon referred to and make positive verification possible.

When the student has at his disposal chronological materials so depend-

able as the Assyrian eponym list and the Ptolemaic canon, he may have com-

plete assurance that he has a_solid foundation on which to build.
Insight does not accept these dates from Pt ol emy s

apart from the dates for Nabonidus .

Insight accepts the work produced by historians who make
useof Pt ol e my 6 s buC &sightn disagrees with the
Canon.




Selective quotation in Insight  from
The Exact Sciences in Antiquity by Otto Neugebauer

Insight made a selective quotation from Neugebauéawls
In his book The Exact Science in Antiquity , Otto Neugebauer not es Pt ol emyds contrast of |[the r ¢
observations of eclipses with the lack of reliable  planetary observati ons. The oClHnsighnanyogy 6 ar t i
quotes the part of the sentence from Neugebauer that addresses planetary and lunar observations. The actual
words of the selective quotation from Insight and the actual words from Professor Neugebabmk ars

reproduced below.

(Insight , Vol 1, page 456)
Professor O. Neugebauer st at es t hat Ptolemy complained about 6the | ack |of re
ancient Babylon]. He [Ptolemy] remarks that the old observations were made with little competence, because they were
concerned with appearances and disappearances and with stationary points, phenomena which by their very nature
are very diffiftTheExactSzienoeb ia Antiquigy,. 1967, p. 98.

The Exact Sciences in Antiquity , Otto Neugebauer , page 98

The lunar calendar requires observation of the
first visibility of the new crescent in the western horizon. The
last visibility of the moon happens at the eastern horizon. Dis-
appearance and reappearance of the planets are phenomena close
to the horizon and it scems that also “opposition” of a planet
was defined as rising or setting at sunset and sunrise respectively,
Only eclipses and occultations will usually be observable under
favorable conditions. It is certainly the resuit of this situation
that Ptolemy states that practically complete lists of eclipses are
available since the reign of Nabonassar (747 B.C.) while he
complains about the lack of reliable planetarv observations. He
remarks that the old observations were made with little com-
petence, because they were concerned with appearances and dis-
appearances and with stationary points, phenomena which by
their very nature are very difficult to observe. It is worth noting
that this precise description of the planetary observations of the
Babylonians by a competent astronomer had almost no effect 10
on the current evaluation of Babylonian astronomy




Classical Historians
(Insight )

(Insight , Vol 1, page 454)

The historian Diodorus , as well as Africanus and Eusebius |,

Although the Insight article bases its acceptance on these classical historians for determining 539 BCE as the date for
the fall of Babylon, it denigrates them as reliable sources of information. The article also places doubt on some ancient
astronomical tablets since they were not written at the time. Yet these classical sources lived centuries after these
tablets.

(Insight , Vol 1, page 457)
Includedamong anci ent Gr eek hi Biedorusi a of the dirste centidy BCE
Roman historians include  Sextus Julius Africanus (third century CE ). ...

Asidefrom t hese, maj or sour ces [Bubebiusn toolesiasidalihistarianamdéishép of Caesarea (c.

260 -342 C.E. ).

All of these lived after the Assyrian and Neo -Babyl onian period. ¢é F o rBabyloréanpgesosgsythen,an | and
none of these writers present information based on personal knowledge, but they record, rather, the traditional views

they heard or, in some cases, may have read and copied . The accuracy of their data obviously depends on the

accuracy of the sources [they] used. Not only this, but what we know of their writings is today dependent upon copies

of copies , the oldest copy often dating no farther back than the medieval period of the Common Era.

(Insight , Vol 1, page 450)
Sextus Julius Africanus (third century C.E. ) Eésebius (fourth century C.E. ). --

(Insight , Vol 1, page 453 comments on the unreliability of Eusebius )



Classical Historians
(Finegan )

(Insight , Vol 1, page 454)

Diodorus Africanus Eusebius

Handbook of Biblical Chronology , by Jack Finegan , 1964, pp. 112, 168 -170

Julius Africanus was a Christian writer ( A.D. ¢.170-¢.240) ... As a whole, [his Chronographies ] has been lost , but there
are quotations and extracts from it in Eusebius and other writers, while  Eusebius himself probably based his own
Chronicle upon it. ( Finegan , page 140)

Inthe Church History Eusebius also refers in very complimentary terms ... to the Chronographies of Africanus , and his
acquaintance with and high regard for that work make it probable that it provided much of the basis for his own
Chronicle . (Finegan , page 148)

Africanus took from Diodorus the equation of Year 1 of Cyrus with Ol. 55, 1. Eusebius elsewhere quotes
Africanus and Diodorus in the same respect. (Finegan , page 168; see also pages 142 -143)

Of the ( Chronological Canons) of Eusebius , the Greek text unfortunately has been lost but there are extant Armenian
and Latin versions . ... The Armenian version is found in two late codices of the thirteenth  -fourteenth centuries

The Latin version of the Chronicle was the work of Jerome ... the two earliest probably from the fitth century . ...In
this version Jerome made additions of his own . ... We must suppose that the Latin version in fact represents the
original arrangement of the Canon better than the more simply arranged Armenian. ... The figures in the Armenian
version are found to  diverge more widely than those in the Latin ... The translation by  Jerome , may be taken, as
far as it extends, as, the  preferred source. ... In connection with the dates found in the two versions there is, in

particular, a difference in the treatment of the important Olympiadic dates . ... The Latin versionof Jerome ,in
the oldest and best manuscripts, is the best representative we have of the original Chronicle of Eusebius.

(Finegan , pages 148, 153, 154, 155, 156)



These pages from Finegan are cited at page 454 of Insight:
Chronology article as authoritative. Here, Finegan describes
Eusebiusd understandi ng qthattheh e
period ended after the reigns of Cyrus and Cambyses.

, by Jack Finegan ,
168 -170

Handbook of Biblical Chronology
1964, pp.

Py

274277 PRINCIPLES OF CHRONOLOGY

(R) THE SEVENTY YEARS OF CAPTIVITY

(274, ‘The portion of the Chronicle which we have just discussed
brought us to Year 11 of Zedekiah, the year in which the Temple
wag destroyed by Nebuchadrezzar (Table 72). In his major left-
hand column of secular history, in succession to the Assyrians, Eu-
sebius has now for some time been showing the rule of the Medes
and will shortly go on with the Persians. Thus Year 11 of Zedekiah
;vas equated with Year 8 of Astyages the Median king.' Continuing

from this point the Chronicle covers next the seventy vears of cap-
tivity (Jer 25:11-12; 29:10; Dan 9:2).* The period may be sum-
etsia in Table 75.

€275. The reign of Cyrus falls within the preceding tabulation
(Table 75), and it may be recalled (§240) that Africanus took
from Diodorus the equation of Year 1 of Cyrus with Ol. 55, 1.
Eusebius elsewhere’ quotes Africanus and Diodorus. in the same
respect, and in the Canon makes the same equation. This also means
that he shows the thirtieth and last year of the reign of Cyrus in
relation to Ol. 62, 2, The tabulation of the Chronicle at these two
points may be reproduced as in Table 76:*

€276, By the reckoning of Olympiadic da«m which we have ac-
cepted (9270)
For the reign of Cyrus quite

'and in terms of the Babylonian calendar.® The latest date attested
in his reign is the twenty-third day of Abu in his ninth year (men-
tioned on a tabict from Borsippa), which (counting his years of
reign in Babylon) is equivalent to Aug 12, 530 B.c. The earliest
_date attested in the reign of his successor Cambyses is the twelfth
day of Ululu in the latter's accession year, and this is cquivaleat to
Aug 31, 530. It is to be concluded that the death of Cyrus, fighting
on the northcastern frontier, was reported in Babylon in August
530 B.c.

€277. According to the Chronicle, the reign of Cyrus ended in
his thirtieth and last year and this year was related to OL. 62, 2, ie.,

* Helm p99 a. 2 Helm pp.100-105.
* Pracpar, evang. x, 10, 4. Gc8, Eusebius vin, 1, p.591.
‘Hehnppwz:,l(ua fpobdc .14,

[ 168 }

EARLY CHRISTIAN CHRONOGRAPHERS (277

TABLE 75. THE SEVENTY YEARS OF CaPTIVITY
1IN THE Chronicle oF EUsEPIUS

Yeur of Kingdom of Year of Number of Years
Ahraham the Medes Hebrew History Intervening
Aslyages reigns for
thirty-eight years
The people of Judea
are in caplivity
for sevenly years
1427 9 1 |
30
1456 18 30 Jk
Kingdom of
the Persians
Cytus reigns for
thiny ycars
1457 1 31
J 30
1486 30 60
Cambyses reigns
for cight years
1487 1 61
8
1494 8 68 }
The Magi brothers
reign seven months
after whom Darius
reigns thirty-six
years
1495 1 69
2
1496 2 70
70

10 531 B.C. umwm;wmmm
the spring. in line with Mesopotamian_custom. his Year 30 could

extend from Mar/Apr 531 1o Mar/Apr 530, and it would end a
few months ahead of his actual death as just cstablished (9276).
EMMMMWWLMWM_ in whicl } [€253] ink
Eusebius reckoned elsewhere), then Year 30 extend

531, to Sep 30, 530 B.c. and included the time when the deg;hp(

[ 169 ]

€ 278-2719 PRINCIPLES OF CHRONOLOGY

TABLE 76. Tue BLGINNING AND THC END OF i REIGN
ar CYRUS X YiE Chronicie oF EUSERjUS

Kingdom of
the Persians

Astyages Year 38

Cyrus Year 1

Cyrus Year 29
Cyros Year 30
Cambyses Year )

Cyrus became known in Babylon in August 530 n.c. By the same
interpretation Year 3 of Cyrus, related 10 O 55, 1 = 560 B.C.,
would mean more exactly the year from Oct 1, 560, to Scp 30,
559 m.c.

1278, The biblical references to the first year of Cyrus when he
made the proclamation which allowed the Jewish exiles to return
from Babylon to Jerusalem (IT Ch 36:22(; Ezr 1:1ff.) are pre-
sumably stated in terms of his reign in Babylon since they deal with
an event in 1hat city, According to the cuneiform evidence and the
Babylonian calendar, Babylon fell on Tashritu 16 = Oct 12, 5§39
B.C,, and Cyrus entered the city two and one-half weeks later on
Arahsamnu 3 == Oct 29. His Babylonian regnal years began, there-
fore, as showa in Table 77.°

TABLE 77. Basvionian RrGyaL Yiars of Cyrus
AT THE BraiNNING oF His Reoy

Accession 539/538
Year 1 538/537
Year 2 537/536

538/537 B.C.

4279
|‘ Zerubbabel bogan the rebuilding of the Temple (Ezr 3:R). Then

In the sccond year of the return of the exiles to Jerusalem

¢ Fpuc p.29.

[ 170 3
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Classical Historians
(Parker and  Dubberstein

(Insight , Vol 1, page 454)

The date of 539 B.C.E. for the fall of Babylon can be arrived at not only by Ptolemy's canon but by other sources as

well The histornian Diodorus | o= wel 2o Africanus 2 Eusebius | shows that Cyruso first yiq
correspondedto Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B. C. E. ), whOlynpiadC 62, year® | a s {
(531/530 B.C.E.).

Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine years over Babylon, which would therefore substantiate the year 539 as the
date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology Sy ook Simegan o locd oo Lle oo o170 Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C.
-A.D. 75 ,[Parkerand Dubberstein ], p. 14.

(Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. -A.D. 75 , Parkerand Dubberstein ,p.1 0)

The general basis for the chronology of the period here treated is furnished by the Ptolemaic Canon , with help from
classical sources




Olympiadic Dating System
(Insight )

(Insight , Vol 1, page 454)

Cyrusd first year
correspondedto Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C. E. ), whOlynwiadC y62, year@
(531/530 B.C.E.).

(Insight , Vol 1, page 447)

The Greek era, supposedly the earliest secular case of such chronological reckoning, apparently was not put into
practice until about the fourth century B.C.E.

The Greeks figured time by means of four  -year periods called Olympiads , starting from the  first Olympiad
calculated asbeginningin 776 B.C.

This means that Olympiadic dating was not used until 400 years after the supposed first Olympiad, and 200 years
after the Fall of Babylon.

Itwas a calculated system employed by Greeks living centuries after its introduction.

As shown on the previous page, the Insight article calls into question the veracity of the records made by these Greek
historians.
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Olympiadic Dating System
(Finegan )

(Insight , Vol 1, page 454)

The date of 539 B.C.E. for the fall of Babylon can be arrived at not only by Ptolemy's canon but by other sources as
well. The historian Diodorus , as well as Africanus and Eusebius , shows t hat Cyrusd first y

correspondedto Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C. E.), whOlympiadC 62, yesr® | a st
(531/530 B.C.E.).

Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine years over Babylon, which would therefore substantiate the year 539 as the
date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology , by Jack Finegan , 1964, pp. 112, 168 -170 =~ onion Chronology oo e
A.D. 75, [Parker and Dubberstein ], p. 14.

(Finegan , pages 164, 165)
In the standard Greek reckoning , Ol. 1,1 began about Jul 1,776 B.C. ... Inthe case of  Africanus , ... he probably
used the Syro -Macedonian calendar with the year beginning Oct 1.... Eusebius seems to beginthe Olympiadic year
on Jan 1.




Olympiadic Dating System
(Finegan )

L=
$a
b

524-6/30 523 117,
523-6/30 522
522-6/30 521

. TR
LT

312-6/30 311
311-6/30 310
310-6/30 309

(187 PRINCIPLES OF CHRONOLOGY
ol B.C. . oL B.C.
= = 5 "E
> 5 E = % »
Sz szl - Eriixl
$4, 1 ............ T/1 564-6/30 563 65, 1 ........... 7/1 520-6/30 519
2. . 7/1 563-6/30 562 2. . 7/1 519-6/30 518
3. /1 562-6/30 561 3. . 1/1 518-6/30 517
4. 7/1 561-6/30 560 4 ... 7/1 517-6/30 516
55, 1. 7/1 560-6/30 559 66, 1 . 7/1 516-6/30 515
2. 7/1 559-6/30 558 2. 7/1 515-6/30 514
3. 7/1 558-6/30 557 3. 7/1 514-6/30 513
4. 7/1 557-6/30 556 4 7/1 513-6/30 512
56, 1 ... 556-6/30 555
2 o SSSTG‘(SO 554 T T TP P
3. 554-6/30 553
4 . 553-6/30 552
57,1 .. 552-6/30 551 110, 1 .. . 7/1 340-6/30 339
2 .. 551-6/30 550 2 339-6/30 338
3. 550-6/30 549 3 333-6/30 337
4 .. 549-6/30 548 4 i, 337-6/30 336
58, 1 548-6/30 547 11, 1 ... 7/1 336-6/30 335
C 2 547-6/30 546 2. _T/1 335-6/30 334
3 .. 546-6/30 545 K S 7/1 334-6/30 333
4 .. 545-6/30 544 4 ... 7/1 333-6/30 332
59, 1 .. 544-6/30 543 | - — 7/1 332-6/30 331
2. 543-6/30 542 2 ... 7/1 331-6/30 30
3. 542-6/30 541 3 ... 771 330-6/30 329
4 . 541-6/30 540 4 . . 7/1 329-6/30 328
60, 1 . 540-6/30 539 113, 1 7/1 328-6/30 327
2. 539-6/30 538 2 . 771 327-6/30 326
3. 538-6/30 537 3 ... T/1 326-6/30 325
4. 537-6/30 536 4. .. 7/1 325-6/30 324
61,1 . 536-6/30 535 114, 1 ........... 7/1 324-6/30 323
2 535-6/30 534 2 o 71 323-6/30 322
3. 534-6/30 533 3 ... 7/1 322-6/30 321
4. 533-6/30 532 4 ... 7/1 321-6/30 320
62, 1 .. 532-6/30 531 115, 1 ... 7/1 320-6/30 319
2. 531-6/30 530 2 e, 7/1 319-6/30 318
3. 530-6/30 529 3. 7/1 318-6/30 317
4. 529-6/30 528 4 . 7/1 317-6/30 316
63, 1 .. 528-6/30 527 116, 1 . 316-6/30 315
2 527-6/30 526 2 ... 7/1 315-6/30 314
3. 526-6/30 525 3 . 7/1 314-6/30 313
4 . 525-6/30 524 4 .. .. 7/1 313-6/30 312
1..
2.
3.
4 .

521-6/30 520
[ 112 )

T

309-6/30 308

Handbook of Biblical Chronology
by Jack Finegan , 1964, page 112

This is the page from Finegan thatis
cited at page 454 of Insight: Chronology
article as authoritative.




Cuneiform Tablets
(Insight )

(Insight , Vol 1, page 454)

Cuneiform tablets

(Insight , Vol 1, page 448)

Archaeologists have recovered tens of thousands of clay tablets bearing Assyro -Babylonian cuneiform inscriptions,
... the vast majority of these are religious texts or business documents consisting of contracts, bills of sale, deeds,
and similar matter

Aside from the many [tens of thousands of] cuneiform business documents that were truly contemporary , the
Babylonian historical  texts and even many astronomical texts often give evidence of being of a much later period.

Each of the tens of thousands of  truly contemporary business tablets is dated according to the year of the king. This
information enables the Babylon chronology to be constructed and confirmed.

Since tens of thousands of dated business tablets are available to confirm the accepted chronology of a period covering
about 100 years, it is highly unlikely that a huge number of tablets is missing that cover the additional 19 years that
the Insight article requires.




Cuneiform Tablets
(Parkerand  Dubberstein )

Cuneiform tablets

Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D.
75, [Parker and Dubberstein |, p. 14.

(Parkerand Dubberstein , page 10)
The general basis for the chronology of the period here treated is furnished by the Ptolemaic Canon , with help from
classical sources

Cuneiform chronicles and lists of kings have also been of considerable help in checking and improving on the
general framework of chronology.

The numerous cuneiform economic texts often furnish an accurate check on the lengths of reigns. Since these texts
cover the larger part of the period, from 626 B.C. to the middle of the second century B.C., they are of prime
importance . Dates from cuneiform astronomical texts are especially helpful for the chronology of the third and

second centuries B.C.



