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Preface

At the turn of the 20th century, the media refet@d. A. Waddell
(1854-1938) as the first scholar to have penetitieednysteries of Lamaism
and an authority on Buddhism, after he had a waiKiphed in 1895. His
career in the East as a British Army Officer culated with a commission to
acquire Tibetan manuscripts during the famous 8riéxpedition to Tibet
(1903-4), which contributed largely to his being jputhe limelight in addition
to the publication of.hasa and its Mysteriga 1905. Waddell was also a
philologist and linguist. He studied Sanskrit anah&rian, but in contrast
with the fame he experienced in the earlier phé$esacareer and Tibetology,
he gained no recognition as a Sumerologist, and/biks ‘in a new field’ on
topics of the history of civilization and with amryan theme were received as
controversial.

The Rise of Man in the Gardens of Sumetanstructs Waddell's life and
career, and sheds light on the ideologies of tinas&s which appear to be
little known today because they were sidelinedymassed by the media and
scholars. Among the sources available to recortstiadife were reviews and
articles in academic journals, one of which waslighbd with the purpose of
opposing his claim of decipherment of seals ex@/by John Marshall in the
Indus Valley. Waddell contended he was able to thanl inscriptions thanks
to his knowledge of Sumerian. He found the signsencarsive than
cuneiform but similar to those of inscriptions exai®d by Flinders Petrie at
Abydos, and dated them to the period of the rulinefSumerian Sargon I.
He also claimed to have been able to decipher thig¢hnhis knowledge of
Sumerian whereas Egyptologists could not. Waddelt for himself a
unique perspective of ancient history and civiimas on the basis of his
overall research and decipherments, including te that Egyptian civilization
started out as a Sumerian dependency. An exampie aicripts he
studied and that helped him to read the sealoMged in the Illustrations.

The title Rise of Mahalludes to the effects of the creation of cialiion,
as per Waddell's interpretation of mythologicaldan theElder Edda the
stories of which were compiled by Saemund ‘the hedf on parchment
leaves (Codex Regius). Waddell contended the lagggoathe manuscript
was mistaken as Scandinavian due to the similafild Norse and Old
English, and that it had been traced to a famiy tad settled in Iceland in
AD 795 but had come from the West of Scotland, béms titleThe British
Edda In the 1970s the codex was returned to Icelantveas where it had
been discovered and scholars agreed it was notlBesuman. According to
Waddell, manuscripts with Eddic poems (that weo#ed at festivals) were
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quite common in the British Isles up to the 6thtaenbut were destroyed
by Christian missionaries by the 11th century. keminore, he identified a
multitude of Cappadocian and Sumerian place-namteeitext of Codex
Regius that revealed the lost origin of the traditihat ‘the Learned’
preserved, as well as a scenario sometime pataltee accounts dgbenesis

The decoded Edda discloses ancient Aryan maKagivilization (Lords,
AEsir, men of Asia, Guti, or ancient Goths) takpmgsession of Thrace 5,000
years ago, then establishing headquarters (cafledi’’ or ‘Heaven’) at
Vidara (Pteria), Boghazkoy, in present-day Turkbg, home of later Hittites.
These newcomers then fight a great battle in Edanighty armies rally from
as far as Armenia under the leadership of El otdlaust them out. El is a
powerful matriarch gifted with occult powers dedfiduring her own life and
the ruler of the indigenous Old Chaldean world, wbatrols a dragonserpent
cult, and demands blood sacrifices.

The hidden meaning of the formula of Indo-&ean and Hittite serpent dragon
slaying myths, scholars admit is still a mystesyrévealed. The slaying
of a dragon in Indo-European poetics was symbdltb® eradication of the
serpent-dragon cult as a result of a great battlgtit by Aryan Goths against
the matriarchal ruler in Eden in about 3,000 BC #oail victory. The reason
for the formation of the myth is that the eradioatof the matriarch’s rule
and of the serpent-dragon cult represented libmrdtom evil. As an
extremely important event for the ancient worlds thattle and liberation
from evil gave rise to the notion of a struggld_ajht and Darkness in a
primordial time in mythologies and religions. Watldanterpretation also
sheds light on the killing of Tiamat by Marduk ireSbpotamian tradition. It
has implications fo6enesisas Tiamat is associated with watery chaos before
cosmic creation, but Waddell shows us that it soshpreceding the creation
of civilization and that the latter puts order i@ ancient Near-East. The
legend of St. Michael slaying the Dragon Apolly@weell as that of St.
Michael slaying the Red Dragon in the Book of Ratieh would be more
recent adaptations also stemming from the mytha&igin of the same
historical events.

After annexing the new territories of Ederheir Cappadocian kingdom,
the Aryan Lords civilize indigenous people, inchglidwarves and Edenites,
and bring them the benefits of irrigation and agtiore. This innovation was
so important that it gave rise to legends suclh@®he about the ‘Garden of
Eden’ inGenesislt was a confused recollection of a historical év&aen has
been identified as the plain where Sumerian ciailan was created. The idea
of civilization and agriculture are encapsulatethia term ‘garden’ in the title
Rise of Man in the Gardens of Sumefiae Aryans imposed laws and spread
their Sun-cult. Their knowledge caused a spiritRae of Man’ but in the
context of this interpretation of the Edda, thezef$ of civilization were spiritual
as well as material.

As far as scholars are concerned, the Sunsereanained nameless and
their origin a mystery. Waddell’s history of thesation of civilization offers
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many clues for the elucidation of questions whiakienremained unsolved in
Archaeology. It has been suggested in academilesitibat the origin of
Genesigvas an oral tradition that circulated in the Antilear-East for thousands
of years before the stories were penned down. Wildell it becomes

clear that in a period of decline the original gea&'the rise of man’ was lost

and the golden age of civilization was remembeeed st paradise.

Waddell was a pioneer in Sumerology as her@skbefore Thorkild
Jacobsen that the antediluvian dynasties of timelLists were the result of
duplication of material by the Isin priests. Hiswgmarative studies permitted
him to recover the fact that the dynasty Ur-Ninarfded was the very first
dynasty of the Sumerians. Waddell’s history oflaation is truly unique and
still unknown.

Ur-Nina is known under other names such aSalyaga and King Dar or
Tur, and the title of ‘Ukusi of Ukhu City’ in theigh Chronicle. Ur-Nina,
who is referred to as Ur-Nanshe in the Louvre Musewas deified as Zakh,
Sakh, or Lord Sakh Ugu. Waddell contended thatkimg’'s achievements
were told in theElder Eddaas Thor’s. He was of the opinion that Zeus and
Jehovah, gods of thunder like Thor, derived frorktidhe deified form of
this king, as the Greeks and Israelites inheriég@ties from older nations,
i.e. the Egyptians and Babylonians.

A seal discovered at Telloh that Waddell deengd revealed the fact that
Ur-Nina ruled over a ‘second Edin’ situated in théus Valley, his first
‘garden’ (of agriculture) being in Mesopotamia. ¢tatended Ur-Nina did
not rule solely over a city state, as scholars sieebelieve. The existence of
a second ‘Edin’ was interpreted by Waddell as amahtion of the Indus
Valley. This Edin would also have been a ‘gardeSwineria’. Hence the title
Rise of Man in the Gardens of Sumerim which ‘gardens’ is in the plural as
the rise of man is not just in relation to the gardituated in Mesopotamia
but also the one in the Indus Valley.

Further evidence of this empire is on thedasWaddell’s discovery that
Manis-tusu, son of the Sumerian Sargon |, was Mear&s inscriptions excavated
by Flinders Petrie at Abydos (that Egyptologistaldanot decipher)
were Sumerian and of Sargon’s time. It was Wadslelpinion that Menes’
first Egyptian dynasty started out as a Sumerigreddency; he was known
to the Minoans as King Minos.

Following the excavation of seals in the Infiadley by the Archaeologist
John Marshall, Waddell wroteado-Sumerian Seals Decipherg®25) to
announce that he had been able to read their jrtiers with his knowledge
of Sumerian but his claim was opposed on the ecelen articles in academic
journals, though the starting point of his theowes supported by
prevalent views in Archaeology in the 1920s. Furtiare, in the 1940s,
when Sir Mortimer Wheeler was in charge of the Amblogical Survey of
India, his conclusions about the indigenous ordgjithe Indus Valley civilization
made Waddell’'s decipherment appear impossible nfitte has
been drawn to the fact that theories prevalertenl920s were a good start-
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ing point for Waddell’s claim and that the Sumesidaypothesis in respect
of the identification of the underlying languagetioé Indus script remains
a possibility.

One of the reasons for the literary oblividrirmse of Waddell's works
on the history of civilization with an Aryan therngesuggested in the
Introduction to be in relation to the fact thatdié not give up the quest for
the Aryans in terms of racial origins when it whsiadoned in the 1870s,
and this quest was very influential in his choi€eareer. Furthermore, the
term ‘Aryan’, which stands for ‘Indo-European’ awds discarded, became
associated with the rise of Nazism, especialljhapost Second World War
period. The works that are now little known mayodisve been sidelined
due to having been erroneously associated withSertiitic theories due to
Waddell's use of the term ‘Aryan’ and despite thetfthey predated the
embarrassing episode which scholars experiencteih930s and '40s, as
they were published in the 1920s. Waddell's notlat the Sumerians were
Aryan was supported by V. G. Childe, the histomdro was regarded as
having put order in the history of the Indo-Eurapgaand G. Kossinna.
Unfortunately, it was the latter’s conclusions atbithe German peoples’
homeland and racial superiority on the basis diaeological finds that the
Nazis chose for their propaganda. A backgroundrzhéeology, with
regard to the notion of the Aryans as diffusersialization and the
Sumerians being non-Semitic in contradiction oftili@ical view, has also
been provided as it permits to understand that \Médapparent obsession
with the Aryans was not unique in the context aftenporary discoveries
and research.

Waddell stumbled across a lost secret. Hiw aEhistory permitted him
to appreciate the value of the Sumerian bowl of(k){uhe fragments of
which he purchased from the excavators. The arébgisbSir Charles
Leonard Woolley, who was associated with the expmedthat discovered the
bowl, established the historicity of the Sumerialer Ur-Nina. Waddell
believed this Sumerian king ruled over Sumeriayal as a second ‘Edin’, or
agricultural Garden of the Indus Valley (as a cg)oile professed that Ur-
Nina had been deified as Sagaga or Sakh and thabthl had been dedicated
to him as a legendary ruler by a fourth generatiescendant (Utu). Its
genealogy confirmed the identification of the fi&tmerian Dynasty that he
identified on the basis of his comparative studieSumerian and Indian
King-lists. This vessel had been consecrated mgdSun-cult of the
Sumerians before being buried under the foundatbastemple at Nippur.
It had previously been lost to the followers of fsgpent-dragon cult as a
result of being captured by the Aryan Lords aratg®f the civilization of
Sumer. It was a magical cauldron or fetish thafewad power to El, the
occult matriarch leader of the Edenites. It mayehlagen the original of the
Grail quest as its loss was spoken of in Sumeitarature. Stories about the
genesis of civilization were exported along theteswof migration from the
ancient Near-East to Western Europe, either wittswave of megalithic
Syrio-Phoenicians builders, or a second one ofafr§reeks who settled in
the British Isles.
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Fi16. 75—Tascio (Hercules) coin of Ricon ruling Briton clan.
(After Poste, and see E.C.B., 8, 6-8.)
Note the pentad ““spears " as Tascio’s sacred cup-mark Gumber.

APPENDICES
I

'
CHRONOLOGICAL LisT oF EARLY BriToN KINGS, FROM BRUTUS-
THE-TROJAN, ABOUT 1103 B.C., T0 ROMAN PERIOD

Compiled from Early British Chronicles of Geoffrey of Monmouth
and Supplemented by Records of Dr. Powel, elc.?

THE fact that these complete and systematic chronological lists of the
Early Briton kings, from the advent of Brutus downwards without a break,
have been fully preserved by the Britons, implies familiarity with the use
of writing from the earliest period of Brutns. And we have seen that
King Brutus-the-Trojan and his_Brito-Pheenicians were fully equipped
with the knowledge and use of writing.

These chronological king-lists record the names and lengths of reign of
the several paramount kings of Early Britain in unbroken, continuous
succession from Brutus down to the Roman period of well-known modern
history.

Their authenticity is attested not only by their own inherent consistency
and the natural length of each reign in relation to the events recorded
in the Chronicles, and by their general agreement with the few stray
references by Roman writers to some of the later kings, and with the royal
names stamped upon Early Briton coins, but also by their being confirmed
by the royal names on several Early Briton coins, which names are unknown
to Roman and other history; and these ancient coins had mot yet been
unearthed, and thus weye unknown, al the period of Geoffrey and other early
editors of these Chronicle lists of the Early Briton kings. Thus we shall
see that they supply the key to the “ RVII” name stamped on somec
of the Briton coins, the identity of which name has not hitherto been
recognized, but which is now disclosed as the ** ARVI ” title of Caractacus
as recorded in the ancient Chronicles of Geoffrey and others, and in
Roman contemporary literature and disclosing coins of Caractacus and
other kings hitherto supposed to have no coinage. And they supply the
date and position of two famous Ancient Briton sovereigns whose Codes
of Laws were translated by King Alfred for the benefit of the Anglo-Saxons.
These lists were also reputed sources of Tudor genealogy.*

The dates of reign are recorded, as is usual, with only few exceptions,
in ancient dynastic lists, not in a special era, but merely in the line of
consecutive years of the successive reigns. In order, therefore, to equate
those regnal years to the Christian era (as there is no fixed or even approxi-
mate date known for the Homeric Fall of Troy to determine the initial
date of Brutus), I have started from the datum point fixed by the tradition
that Christ was born in the 22nd year of the reign of Cuno-belin® (No. 71
on list), a well-known Briton king whom both the Chronicles and his very

1 ing’ ;
oy St St S 55 oy et b B, . o, o, i 0d

! Powel, cited by Borlase, op. cif., 405, with reference to

*Tradition recorded by Powel, see Borlase, op. cit., 406.
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numerous coins place as the contemporary and protégé of the Roman
emperor Augustus who reigned 27 B.C.-14 A.D., and thus included the epoch
of the birth of Christ.* This datum point, moreover, agrees fairly well
with another fixed date, Casar’s second invasion of Britain in 54 B.C.,
in regard to which Geoffrey’s Chronicle records that Cassibellan died
‘ seven years '’ after that event,’ that is, in 47 B.C., which the Chronicle
chronology, as now equated, places at 45 B.C., that isa variation of only
two years, and there is this variation in the estimated birth-date of Christ.

1 have adopted the length of reigns récorded by Geoffrey as far as they
go, as they are usually identical with those of Dr. Powel’s lists, and for
the remainder 1 have adopted Powel’s regnal years in preference to those
of Harding, as the latter presumably included as regnal years those years
during which crown-princes acted as co-regents with their fathers, although
the sum total of years between the accession of Brutus down to the period
of Cassibellan in Powel and Harding respectively differs only by two years.*

It is noteworthy that all the lengths of reign are perfectly natural terms
of years, and the lists contain no supernatural lengths of reign such as
disfigure some ancient chronologies which nevertheless are generally
accepted as  historical.” It will also be seen that the Early Britoas had
already a highly-civilized king ruling in London before the Israelites had

yet obtained a king.

ABBREVIATIONS : G=Geoffrey r=reigned
k=Kking s=son
m=nmarried w=wife
P=Powel

Date of
Accession Length of Events Contemporary
No.| s=.C. Name. ign an Historical Events
in Years, Remarks. B.C.

1103 Brutus, gxé:t grand-|

Conquers Britain

Assyrian massacring in-

24
son of eas, m, (P. 15) and founds Tri- | vasion of Hittite Asia
lp‘kﬁ' daughter Novantum or| Minor and Syria
of g Paruassus London. Tiglath  Pileser .
of Greece, 1120, Saul 1st k. of
Israel 1095.
2 1079 Locrinus, s. ot 1. 10 Invasion of Huns
. (P. 20) on Humber
repelled.
3 1069 Guendolen regent, 15
w. of 2 and
daughter of Duke
Corineus.
Madan, s, of 2 and 3. 40

s | 1014 Mempricius, s. of 4. 20
(omitted by P.)
6 994 | Ebrauc,s.of 5. 40 Founded York | Solomon builds temple
d Dun-| 1012-991.
/ and | (Sylvius Latinus r. in
invaded Gaul. Alba Longa in Italy.)
7 954 Brutus II. or Grene 12 His brothers con-
shylde, s. of 6.
ruled Germany.
8 942 | LeyleorLeir,s. of 7. 25 Fmounded Car- | (S vimlml;‘.p(hu r. in
17 Rudbebras or Hudi- 39 Built Canterbury | (Caj s, eﬁ! tus r. in
* ke bras, s. of 8. (P.29) g ity Tedly) .
or Winchester.

'ThdmhtthoblttholththuvdwdinwmhmvuﬂmolmBmthnmnle
dm.mmm-ummmwm;am
. as estimated by modern historians.
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KING LIST OF &l

Aressso
A jon| g
No)| B.C. Name. Fomy
(approxi- -
mately).
10| 88 |Bladuds.ofg. |
1 858 Leir II., s. of 10,!
with 3 daughtess
and no son. Regan 1
m. Henuinus,
duke of Cornwall. |
12 798 Cordeilla, youngest
A o !
ganippus, k. of
Gaul. X
13 793 Cuncdagus or Con-
dage, s. of Henui-
nus and grands.
of 11,
" 760 Riveal or Rivalo,
s. of 13.
15 714 Gurgustius, s, of 14.
16 677 Sisilius or Scicilius.
17 628 Jago, nephew of 15.
18 600 Kymar or Kyn-
marcus, s. of 16.
19 546 Gor-bogudo or Gor-
bodus. (HBx
20 483 Cloten, duke off
Cornwall, inherits. &=
21 473 | Dunwallo Molmuties.
or Moduncius, s
of z0.
22 433 Belinus, s. of 21,
with brother &=
Brennus.
23 407 Gurgwin, Gorbomian
or Gurgwintes
Barbtruces, s of
22,
24 388

Guytelin or Gu=
thelin Batres.
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&=
(=3 1 Date of »
= Accession| Length of Events Contemporary
e No| sm.c. Name. Reign in an Historical Events
- (approxi- Years. Remarks. n.c.
e mately).
: 10 878 Bladud, s. of 9. 20 Built Bath with | Syria-Pheenicia under
= Fire - temple| Assyrians 877-633.
s and public
=3 : baths.
[ 1z 858 Leir II., s. of 1o, 6o Built Caer Leir | Homer lived (Hcrodol.
with 3 daughters or Leicester. Is [ 2, 53).
= and no son. Regan Shakespeare’s
s nuinus, “ King Lear.”
= duke of Cornwall. |’
(= 12 708 | Cordeilla, youngest 5
[ daug ‘hte r, m
= ] Aganippus, k. of
== aul,
13 793 Cuncdagus or Con- 33
= dage, s. of Henui-
I~ nus and grands.
Lo w| 760 Riveal - ot Rivalo, 46 Traditional founding ot
-4 s. of 13. Rome about 750.
Isaiah the E,mhﬂ' 740.
15 714  |Gurgustius, s. of 14. 37 Fall of last kingof Hitt-
ites at Car-Chemish by
ynan Sargon II.,
16 677 Sisilius or Scicilius. . 49 Scyunan invasion of
Asyria rees Pheenicia,
17 628 Jago, nephew of 15. 28 PtAoéable founding of
18 600 Kymar or Kyn- 54 Israelites carried into
B mearcus, s, of 16, capuvny by Nebu-
chadnezzar, 587.
19 546 Gor-bogudo or Gor- 63 At end of reign [ Cyrus the Mede takes
— bodus. (Harding 11)| civil war and Asia Mmor and Baby-
s 3 both sons killed.| lon, 54
= 20 483 Cloten, duke of 10 . Hlnuo, Phteniunn ad-
™ Cornwall, inherits. (Harding) miral, circumnavigates
1 N.W. Afrm- before
.-
Phcznlm furnishes
ships to Xerxes’ eet
‘ ;!n 80. (Herodot., 7,
21 473 Dunwallo Molmutius| 40 Restored para-| Herodoms, about 450.
or Moduncius, s. mount rule and
of 20, enacted Mol-
mutian Laws
= and Law
= Sanctuary.
(3 22 433 Belinus, s. of 2r, 26 Brennus  rules | Media (including E.
with brother (Harding 41) ointly  with | Caj a) revolted
Brennus, inus, then | from Persia 414.
with the latter
=3 d
conquers Gaul
[ and afterwards
- sacksRo m e
and con
Dacia in th
land.
.- 23 407 Gurgwin, Gorbonian 19 Meets Part-olon | Spartan Greeks invade
or Gurgwintus as kinsman and annex Asia Minor
= Barbtrucus, s. of and agrees and Cilicia, 399.
22, his Pheenician naval fight
Ym of Bnhsh against Spartans, 394.
PART-OLON arrives in
[ —d Britain about 395
o= B.C.(7)
= 24 388 Guyt.elm or Gui 27
thelin Batrus,
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Date ot

7

71

70

59

22

and Nennius,

Lud or Ludus, s, of
67. Had 2 sons,
Androgeus  and
Tenuantius, under
age when he died,
hence succeeded
by his brother.

Cassi-belan, s. of
67.

Tenuantis (or Theo-
mantius), s. of 68,

bellan’s reign,
Duke of Cornwall.

Kymbelin or Cuno-
belin, s. of 0.

2 sons
Guideras and
Arvi-ragus,

13
(Hard. 33)

22
(Hard. 17)

(Ha:z?, 10)

Accession| Length ot Events Contemporary

No| s.c. Name. Reign in and Historical Events

(approxi- Years, Remarks, B.C.
mate),

25 361 Sisilius or Scicilius 7 n Martia is | Pheenician fleet defeats
11, s. of 24, under author of book | Spartans and regains
regency of mother on *‘ Moartian | Asia Minor and Cilicia
Martia, Law,” trans- | for Persians, 387.

lated by King
Kymar IL, s, of g Philip of Macedon, 35

26 4 ar I1., s. of 25. 3 ip of Macedon, 359.

27| 357 . | Daaus oe! Elanus, ] Pytheas, lonian navi-
s, of 25. gator, circumnnwn}u

and surveys British
Isles,
28 343 Morvyle or Morin- 3 Invasion of
dus, s. of 27. Northumbria pu
ay h{orini from
aul,
24 Gorbonian II., s, of 10 Alexander in  Syria-
g 283 28, Pheenicia-Cilicia, 332.

30 325 Arthegal or Argallo, 1 Deposed for
s. of 28, tyranny.

31 324 Eledure“the 3
Pious,” brother of
latter. o

32 321 Arthegal restored, 10 Buried at Leir | Syria-Pheenicia  and

in Leicester. Asia Minor under the
Greeks, 323-265.
311 Eledure again 1

33 310 Jugen or Vigein 1 Seleucus (Nikator), k. of

with Peredour, | (Hard. P.8) Asia Minor and Syria-
thers of latter. Pheenicia, 312,
299 Eledure again, 4

34 295 Gorbonian III., s, st Punic War against
ot 29 and 32 suc- Carthage, 264-241.
cessors ng Hannibal, Pheenician

to to 185 years ; details general, invades Italy,
Geoffrey, 3,19 ; 221, £
of 185 Romans wrest Spain

from Carthage, 2r11.

Altered name of Romm‘:eperiod in Pales

tine begins,

Casar’s invasion, 55-54
B.C.

Suppm'ed “Im- | Cleopatra dies and
becomes a

anuentis,” k.| Egypt

Tri-Not Roman ) 30
of Casar who | Roman Empire begins
was killed by | under Augustus, 27,

Christ born in 4 B.c,

KING LIS

Date of
|Accession

(ap];n;xi -
mate.)

Name.

72 7 AD. | Guiderius, eldest
of 71.

73 | 35 A.D. | Arvi - ragus ]
Agrestes or Cate
-docu

The following identificati
specially noted in the fore
Brennus (or Bryan), brot
in the Chronicles to be the
of Rome, placed in 390 8.c,
of the Chronicles, has bee
the one following the ‘othe
posterous and an anachre
and Roman civilization and
than London and British
the Roman date of 390 B.C
tradition, and that the Bri|
authentic, and otherwise ir
event, the evidence for the
British date of ““ before 40
tradition states that the Gan
for Roman opposition to th
siege of Clusium in Etruse
wished to establish a colo;
relate with circumstantial g,
prince Brennus, who had m
of the Allobroges, had, upon 1
his brother King Belinus, cor
of Gaul into subjection.'*s
bank of the mid e Seine, by
provinces of the Casse or |
eastern bank were the Cay
Chronicle account also state
revenge on the Romans for
bave been analogous to that

' -in the fifth century A.D., and,

of Ct:eu- treaty. -
ssibellan (No. 69 on list) -
nowhere credited in t:hehg)-m
son, is nevertheless given 2 s
on the mere assumption thy
which bear the legend “ Ta
thereby as ** Son of Tasciow
contraction for the Latin fifss
deiu:ed, bears the legend -
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Length of Events Contemporary
Reign in an Historical Events
Years, Remarks, B.C.

Guiderius, eldest s.| 28
of 71.

Arvi - ragus or 28 The *“Carata- | Claudius conquers
Agrestes or Cate- cus’’ or “Ca- | Britain, 43-52 A.D.
racus, Cara-docus i Lastinde dmtm&-
or Caratacus, 2nd mount riton g,
s, of 71. - | stated, in the Chroni-

mans by queen | cles, to have married
of Brigantes in | Genuissa, sister of
5T AD. Claudius, on conclusion
of peace.

The following identifications of kings in these Chronicle lists, not already
specially noted in the foregoing text, call for remark.

Brennus (or Bryan), brother of King Belinus (No. 22 on list) is reported
in the Chronicles to be the famous Brennus who led the Gauls in the sack
of Rome, placed in 3g0 B.c. But this Briton tradition, along with the rest
of the Chronicles, has been summarily thrust aside by modern writers,
the one following the ‘other without serious consideration, as being pre-
posterous and an anachronism as well. Seeing, however, that Rome
and Roman civilization and traditional history are of so much later origin
than London and British civilization and traditional history, and that
the Roman date of 390 B.c. for that event appears to rest merely upon a
tradition, and that the British tradition appears to be.circumstantial and
authentic, and otherwise in agreement with the Roman account of that
event, the evidence for the Roman date of 390 B.c., as opposed to the
British date of *“ before 407 B.c.” requires re-examination. The Roman
tradition states that the Gauls were led by Brennus in that raid in retaliation
for Roman opposition to the Senones, or Seine tribe of the Gauls, in their
siege of Clusium in Etruscany of the Tyrrheni, in which country they
wished to establish a colonial settlement. Now the British Chronicles
relate with circumstantial detail that between 420 and 408 B.c. the Briton
prince Brennus, who had married the heiress-daughter of the Gallic Duke
of the Allobroges, had, upon the death of the latter and with the assistance of
his brother King Belinus, conquered Gaul and *“ brought the whole kingdom
of Gaul into subjection.””* The Senones tribe of Gauls occupied the left
bank of the middle Seine, below whom, as we have seen, were the coastal
provinces of the Casse or Cassi; whilst significantly on the adjoining
eastern bank were the Catalauni tribe of the Marne Valley. And the
Chronicle account also states that Brennus led the Senones to Rome * in
revenge on the Romans for their breach of treaty.”* This raid appears to
have been analogous to that later one by their kinsmen Goths under Alaric

* .in the fifth century A.D., and, like it, was also for the breach by the Romans
of their treaty. .

Cassibellan (No. 69 on list), the ‘‘ Cassivellaunus *’ of the Romans, although
nowhere credited in the British Chronicles nor in Roman history with any
son, is nevertheless given a son ‘* Tascio-vanus ’ by modern numismatists,?
on the mere assumption that three coins of Cunobelin (No. 71 on list)
which bear the legend * Tascio-vani F."” and * Tasc F "¢ designate him
thereby as * Son of Tascio-vanus,” in which the F is regarded as being a
contraction for the Latin filius, *“ a son.”” The third coin, which is slightly
defaced, bears the legend “ Tasc. FI,” with a final letter of which only

. oit., 3, 8. ! Ibid., 3, 9.
: BGh':::‘l"-zmd. eﬁr‘u‘dc 7,783 nd’j.gnvm. Anc, Brit, Coins, 320, etc,
¢ Bvans, op. ¢it., Pl 10, 7; 132, 1.
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the vertical stroke | remains,* and which they suppose was an L and read
the word as “ Fil,” which would represent the Latin Filius. " a son.”’
But this incomplete end-word has also been read *“ Fiy ;* and so uncerqlin
is its reading as “* Fil,” that even the numismatists who use that reading
admit that *“ we have to wait for better specimens of this type before the
reading “ Tasc. Fil” can be regarded as absolutely and “indisputably
proved.”* Yet they nevertheless systematically use it as it it were
established, and everywhere call Cunobelin “ the son of Tascio-vanus.”
But “ Tascio-vani,”” as the word is really written, has, as we have seen,
quite another and a divine significance. :

This supposititious king * Tascio-vanus " is attempted to be supported
by the fact that a final F occurring on a few of the later coins of the sons
of Commius as “ Com. F.,” clearly designate them in Roman fashion as
" The Son of Commius.” But both Commius and his sons were non-
Britons. They were Gallic chiefs and latinized protégés of Czsar imported
by the latter into South Britain and established there for the political

urpose of breaking up the power and resistance of Cassivellaunus and the
gﬁtons. On the other hand Cunobelin was also doubtless romanized toa
considerable extent, as he is referred to in the British Chronicles as having
been “ brought up by Augustus Casar,”¢ and the Roman influence on the
designs of his later coins is obvious. But it by no means follows that the
addition of F or Fi on three of his very numerous coins designates him as the
son of a human king named * Tascio-vanus,” wholly unknown to history.

Further, this “ Tascio-vanus” is assumed to be the uivalent of
* Tenuantis " (No. 70 on list), who, in the Chronicle, was the father of
Cunobelin, and whose name is also variously spelt as Tenantius and
Theomantius, as if ““ Ten’’ or “ Theom ” could ever become “ Tascio.”
Then, altogether disregarding the Chronicle records, this Tascio-vanus is
arbitrarily made to be not only the father of Cunobelin, but also the son
of Cassibellan or Cassi-vellaunos, instead of the latter’s brother King Lud
(No. 68 on list), as is recorded in all versions of the Chronicles. In
accordance with this forced identification all the numerous different
mintages of coins inscribed Tascio, Tasc, Tas, Tasciov, Dias, etc. (28 in
number) although not bearing Cunobelin’s name are then thrust on to this
supposititious ‘‘ Tasciovanus,” the supposed father of Cunobelin, and the
supposed son of Cassivellaunus.

But the Chronicles, in their different versions, are quite clear upon the

int that Cassibellan was the uncle, and not the father, of Cunobelin (see

ist, Nos. 69 to 71). Moreover, as a fact, the very coins stamped
Tascio, Tasc, Tas, Taxi and Tascia, which are widely distributed, are all of
the Catti type, and nearly all of them contain the Corn or Ear of Barley
which is sometimes arranged in the form of the Cross as the St. Andrew’s
Cross of the Corn Spirit, whom we have found to be Tascio, with numerous
superadded small Crosses and also circles, symbolizing, as we have
seen, the Sun. This Corn also appears in many or perhaps most
of the “ Tascio ”’ coins of Cunobelin, and in several is figured the warrior
Hercules, who, we have seen, is Tascio, and the winged Sun horse or
horseman. And we have seen that Tascio was the Corn Spirit and arch-
angel of the Barat Britons, No doubt the divine name * Tascio,”” like
that of Bel, was piously taken by some kings and men of the Sun-cult
as a personal name. And, as we have seen, it was a common i
with the early Hittite Barat Aryans, as the ** discoverers *’ of the idea of
God, to call themselves, as the chosen people, the ‘“ Sons of God.”
Thus, even should it be found that the doubtful letter on the solitary
Cuncbelin coin makes the reading “ Tasc. Fil* or * Son of Tasc™
or “7ascio,” it will merely show that Cunobelin called himself

! Evans, Pl 12, 4 and p. 331. * Poste, Coins of Cunobelin, 214.
? Evans, Coins, 331. 2y ¢ Geoffrey, 4, 13’. %
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" Son of God,” or “ Son of the archangel Tascio” ; and analogous to the
Divine Cazsar title of the Roman emperors. The reason why no Briton
coins bearing obvious kings' names prior to or of the period of Cassibellan
presumably is that the Britons, like the Phcenicians in their early coins,
(e.g., of Syracuse and other earlier settlements) impressed on their earlier
coins not the name of their sovereign but of their tutelary (or Bel).

This divine sense of the title ** Tascio ”’ on these Briton coins appears
also clearly evidenced by its form as ** Tascio Ricon " (Fig. 75) and ** Tasci
Riconi " on four different kinds of coins with the Sun horseman and wheel
and Sun circles and a design which seems to be a Sheaf of Corn,* and which
admittedly have no connection with Cunobelin. The Ric element in this
name is clearly the Gothic Rig, or Rik or Reik, “a king "’ (from Rik,
‘ mighty  or “ rich ") and cognate with the latin Rex, Regis; and it thus
suggests the great Ancient Briton city-port in Sussex called by thc Romans
‘“ Regnum,” the modern Chichester, and its people, ' the Regni,” a title
applied broadly to the men of Sussex, and presuming a Briton form of
Ricon. These coins, so far as 1 am aware, have not been actually found
at Chichester ; but coins ate made to circulate and these coins are found
in Essex, Hunts and Norfolk. Now it is significant that the great Ancient
Driton arterial paved highway called * Stane Street ”’ ran directly from
Regnum or Chichester to the Wash, and connected these three counties.
This title of ** Tascio Ricon " would mean ** Tascio of the Regni (confederate
state).” It is thus obviously analogous to the numerous coins of Tarsus
bearing the legend *‘ Bal Tarz "* (with figures of the warrior Father-god)
as ‘‘ Bel of Tarsus.”

Similarly, the Briton coin stamped ** T'ascio Sego” (see Fig. 43A, p. 261)
equally unconnected with Cunobelin,* and bearing the Sun-horseman and
wheel and Crosses and circles (of the Sun) is now seen to be obviously-of
the same tutelary kind. The Segonti-aci were a tribe of Britons mentioned
by Casar, alongside the Cassi tribe, as submitting to him at his crossing of
the Thames at Kew.¢ This tribe occupied North Hants, presumably up
to the Thames, with their capital at Silchester (north of Winchester),
where, significantly, in addition to numerous early Roman coins and other
Roman inscriptions, was found a votive inscription in the foundations of
an altar to the Pheenician god '‘ Hercules of the Saegon <8 and
Hercules, as we have seen, was the warrior type of Tascio. And this
inscription discloses that he was still at the Roman period the recognized
local tutelary of that Briton tribe. This coin legend thus obviously means
“ Tascio of the Segonti (confederate state).” Similarly, again, the coins
stamped * Tascia Ver,” *“ Tasc Vir” and “ Tas V,”¢ obviously mean
“Tascio of the Verulam (or St. Alban confederate states).”

In the light of this tutelary use of this prefixed title of *“ Tascio "’ it now
becomes evident that the legends on several coins of Cunobelin, reading
Tasci-iovantis,! Tasci-iovani1,® Tasci-ovan,® etc., are possibly contrac-
tions for ** Tascio of the Tri-Novantes (or Londoners’ confederate state) ”
and Cunobelin’s capital was at “ Tri-Novantum,” or London, though
minting also at Verulam. This now discloses the divine tutelary meaning
of the title ““ Tasciiovanti * and * Tasciovani,” the hitherto supposititious
so-called * Tasciovanus, son of Cassivellaunus.”

All this strikingly attests the widespread prevalence in Ancient Britain

1 See Evans, op. cit., Pl. 8, Nos. 6-9.

* Hill, Greek Coins of Cilicia, Pl. 28, etc.; and Ramsay, Cities of St. Paul, 128, etc.

 The coin is in the Hunterian Museum of Glasgow University, see for Fig. Evans, op. cit.,
Pl. 8, 11, Several other Briton coins with the legend *‘ Sego "’ are known.

4 Cmsar, De B, Gall., 5, 21.

sCamden, Britannia, Gough's second ed., 1, 204. The inacription reads “ Dzo Her[culi]
Saegon[-tiacorum),” etc. See Gough for full text and translation.

¢ Evans, 0p, cit., Pl. 7,Nos. 1, 7aud 11,

7 Ibid., Pl 12, 3. * Ibid., Pl 10, Nos, 12and 13. % [bid., Pl 10, No. 10,
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