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    At the confluence of the Tigris and Euphrates, where flood-silt becomes city-brick and myth hardens into inscription, George Rawlinson’s portrait of ancient Chaldaea follows the struggle to wrest coherent history from scattered texts, broken monuments, and the earliest experiments in organized power, tracing how landscape, belief, and nascent statecraft converge to inaugurate a record-keeping civilization whose material remains both illuminate and resist our desire to know, inviting readers to consider not only what can be said with confidence about those first urban communities, but also how evidence, method, and imagination necessarily interact when the past survives in fragments.

History of the Ancient Chaldaea is a work of narrative scholarship by the nineteenth-century historian George Rawlinson, devoted to the culture and early political formations of southern Mesopotamia in antiquity. The material first appeared in the 1860s within his multi-volume survey of the ancient Eastern world, where Chaldaea stands alongside neighboring powers in a broad comparative frame. Read on its own, it introduces readers to the terrain, chronology as understood in his day, and the contours of a civilization emerging from the marshes and alluvium between the great rivers, setting a foundation for later discussions of Assyria and Babylonia.

In tone and design, the book offers a thorough, measured account intended for educated general readers as well as students of antiquity. Rawlinson writes in a sober, explanatory voice, arranging topics so that geography and resources lead naturally into social organization, belief, and the rise of urban life. The pace is steady rather than sensational, favoring careful synthesis over conjectural drama, and the mood is one of patient curiosity about origins. Readers can expect clear signposts, extensive comparisons with surrounding regions, and an effort to weave disparate data into a narrative that makes sense of the earliest Mesopotamian horizons.

Methodologically, Rawlinson works at the junction of textual criticism and material observation as it existed in his century. He correlates classical testimonies with the then-recently deciphered cuneiform inscriptions and with descriptions of ruins, artifacts, and landscape features reported by travelers and scholars. Throughout, he signals where evidence is firm and where it is inferential, aiming to distinguish secure conclusions from plausible reconstruction. The result is a synthesis that mirrors the state of knowledge in the mid to late nineteenth century, acknowledging gaps while assembling a coherent picture from chronicles, king lists, religious hymns, and the archaeological traces available to him.

Several themes animate the study: the shaping force of environment on early state formation; the intertwining of ritual, kingship, and law; and the emergence of literacy as an engine of administration and memory. Rawlinson emphasizes how cities change the scale of human cooperation and conflict, and how inherited traditions adapt as communities consolidate power. For contemporary readers, these themes prompt questions that remain vital: what counts as evidence for beginnings, how we balance indigenous accounts with later observers, and why origin stories—religious, political, or scholarly—retain such persuasive appeal when we seek meaning in distant, foundational pasts.

Because it is a product of its time, the book also offers a window onto the early phases of Near Eastern studies. Some terms, groupings, and interpretations reflect nineteenth-century conventions that have since been refined or revised by subsequent research. Noting this context does not diminish its value; rather, it helps today’s reader situate Rawlinson’s arguments within the history of scholarship and appreciate the ambition of assembling a coherent account from limited sources. Approached with that awareness, the work remains instructive for understanding how evidence first coalesced into a framework that made ancient southern Mesopotamia legible to modern audiences.

Taken together, History of the Ancient Chaldaea invites a reflective kind of reading: attentive to detail, receptive to careful synthesis, and mindful of the provisional nature of historical knowledge. It rewards patience with a layered portrait of a formative civilization and with insights into how histories are built from fragmentary records. For readers interested in the ancient Near East, historiography, or the evolution of scholarly methods, it offers both a substantive introduction and a case study in reasoning from scarce data. Engaging, lucid, and purposeful, it opens a path into the earliest chapters of recorded human experience.
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    George Rawlinson’s History of the Ancient Chaldaea presents a synthesized account of the earliest civilization in southern Mesopotamia, drawing on cuneiform inscriptions, classical writers, and biblical notices. The work outlines the physical setting, peoples, political development, and culture of Chaldaea, aiming to assemble a coherent narrative from fragmentary sources. Rawlinson begins by defining the scope and sources of Chaldaean history, noting the recent decipherment of inscriptions and the role of archaeological discoveries in clarifying chronology. He explains his method of combining native records with later testimonies, and sets Chaldaea within the broader sequence of Eastern monarchies, emphasizing its precedence in the formation of Mesopotamian civilization.

The book first treats the land itself: a low, alluvial plain between the lower Tigris and Euphrates, gradually extended by river deposits into the Persian Gulf. Rawlinson describes its canals, marshes, and irrigated fields, its hot climate, and the seasonal behavior of the rivers. He highlights natural resources—abundant clay, reeds, and bitumen—contrasted with the scarcity of stone and timber, which shaped local building practices and industries. The mutable shoreline, navigable waterways, and fertile soil are presented as decisive factors in settlement patterns, agriculture, and trade. Geography, he argues through evidence, conditioned both the material culture and the political cohesion of early Chaldaean communities.

Turning to origins and ethnology, Rawlinson distinguishes early non-Semitic inhabitants, often termed Sumerian in modern usage, from later Semitic groups who adopted and adapted the local script and institutions. He traces the evolution of writing from pictorial signs to cuneiform characters impressed on clay tablets. Foundational cities—Eridu, Ur, and Erech (Uruk)—are placed at the center of early development. Classical traditions preserved by Berossus, including antediluvian king lists, are examined alongside inscriptions to identify legendary and historical strata. The synthesis presents a layered population and culture, in which linguistic and religious convergences contributed to the complex identity of Chaldaea.

The political narrative begins with independent city-kingdoms vying for supremacy. Rawlinson outlines successive ascents of centers like Ur, Larsa, and Erech, noting periods of territorial expansion and contraction. He uses inscriptions to reconstruct reigns and campaigns, while acknowledging chronological uncertainties. External pressures from Elam and interactions with northern Mesopotamian powers recur as structuring events. Consolidations under powerful rulers alternate with fragmentation into local dynasties. The account follows these oscillations through to phases when southern Mesopotamia is subordinated to broader empires, establishing a framework in which Chaldaea provides the institutional and cultural base later developed by Babylonian and Assyrian states.

In presenting government and society, Rawlinson describes a centralized monarchy supported by an administrative apparatus of governors, tax collectors, and scribes. Land tenure and irrigation management are shown as key concerns of the state and temples. The legal environment is sketched from contracts and tablets that record loans, sales, marriage settlements, and labor arrangements. Military organization, including fortified cities, chariots, and siege practices, is treated as an extension of urban competition and regional defense. The picture that emerges is of an ordered society balancing royal authority, temple influence, and commercial interests, with written record-keeping enabling complex economic and legal transactions.

Religion occupies a central section. Rawlinson outlines a pantheon headed by Anu, Bel, and Ea, with prominent deities such as Sin (the moon), Shamash (the sun), and Ishtar governing key spheres of life. He describes temple complexes and staged towers (ziggurats), notably at Ur and Erech, as religious and economic hubs. Ritual, sacrifice, and festivals are discussed alongside divination and omen-reading. Cosmogonic and mythological texts, including narratives of creation and flood, are summarized to show their role in shaping worldview. The priesthood’s dual role as custodians of learning and ritual specialists illustrates the close integration of worship, scholarship, and governance.

The survey of learning and literature emphasizes the breadth of cuneiform archives. Rawlinson presents lexical lists, hymns, incantations, legal tablets, and scholarly compilations as evidence of an advanced scribal culture. He highlights observational astronomy and the development of calendrical reckoning, alongside the reputation of Chaldaean astrologers in later antiquity. Mathematical procedures, omen series, and instructional texts reveal standardized education for scribes. The existence of temple libraries and copying traditions is used to explain the preservation and transmission of knowledge across centuries, linking early Chaldaean scholarship to the intellectual heritage of later Mesopotamian states.

Art, industry, and daily life are treated through material remains and textual references. Brick architecture, glazed decoration, and bitumen mortar exemplify adaptations to available resources. Cylinder seals, engraved with intricate scenes and inscriptions, represent both administrative tools and artistic expression. Metalwork, textiles, and pottery are surveyed to illustrate craft specialization. Rawlinson describes commerce along canals and rivers, maritime contacts in the Gulf, and exchanges with neighboring regions. Measures, weights, and standardized procedures reflect an economy oriented toward accounting and storage. Domestic arrangements, clothing, and funerary customs are summarized to round out a picture of Chaldaean material culture.

The concluding chapters integrate political and cultural findings into a broader historical assessment. Rawlinson situates Chaldaea as the formative stage of Mesopotamian civilization, whose institutions, religious concepts, and technical innovations were adopted and elaborated by later empires. He traces the region’s absorption into larger polities while noting the persistence of traditions and the recurrent use of the name “Chaldaean” in subsequent periods. The work closes by emphasizing Chaldaea’s foundational role in Near Eastern history and its contribution to later classical and biblical worlds, drawing together the book’s geographic, historical, and cultural strands into a coherent, chronological synthesis.
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    George Rawlinson’s History of the Ancient Chaldaea is set in southern Mesopotamia, the alluvial plain between the lower Tigris and Euphrates, extending from Nippur and Babylon to the marshlands near the Persian Gulf. The narrative spans the rise of urban civilization from the fourth millennium BCE through the first millennium BCE, when the so‑called Chaldeans became politically prominent. It treats a landscape created by irrigation canals, levees, and seasonal floods, in which cities such as Eridu, Uruk, Ur, Lagash, and later Babylon flourished. The book’s temporal canvas follows political cycles of city‑states, empires, and restorations, and situates Chaldaea within a web of trade to Elam, Syria, and the Gulf, and of conflict with highland and desert frontiers.

The earliest phase centers on Sumerian city‑states in the Ubaid and Uruk periods (c. 5000–3000 BCE) and the Early Dynastic era (c. 2900–2350 BCE). Urbanization at Uruk produced monumental temples in the Eanna precinct and the invention of cuneiform around 3200 BCE for accounting and cult. Rulers such as Eannatum of Lagash (c. 2454–2425 BCE) recorded warfare and irrigation management, exemplified by the Stele of the Vultures. Rawlinson connects these facts by using brick inscriptions, cylinder seals, and later testimonies to reconstruct a temple‑palace economy, stressing how early Mesopotamian institutions—canal labor, corvée, and priestly administration—set patterns that undergirded later “Chaldean” society.

The Akkadian Empire forged by Sargon of Akkad (c. 2334–2279 BCE) unified Sumer and Akkad, campaigned to Elam and the Levant, and instituted Semitic Akkadian as a lingua franca alongside Sumerian. Naram‑Sin (c. 2254–2218 BCE) proclaimed himself “King of the Four Quarters,” leaving victory stelae and administrative texts. After the collapse amid Gutian incursions (c. 2154 BCE), southern polities reorganized. Rawlinson presents this as the first durable imperial model shaping Chaldaea’s later hegemonies. He links the episode to king lists and royal inscriptions, arguing that Akkad’s centralization, road systems, and provincial governance prefigured the bureaucratic mechanisms visible again in later Babylonian phases.

The Old Babylonian period saw the rise of the First Dynasty of Babylon (c. 1894–1595 BCE), culminating in Hammurabi (1792–1750 BCE), who subdued rivals like Rim‑Sin of Larsa (1763 BCE) and extended control over Mari and Eshnunna. The legal and administrative consolidation is epitomized by the Code of Hammurabi (c. 1754 BCE) and works on canal maintenance, taxation in silver and grain, and the primacy of Marduk’s cult at Esagila. Rawlinson integrates Babylon’s ascendancy into his Chaldaean framework, often correlating Hammurabi with the “Amraphel” of Genesis in Victorian discourse, to show how southern Mesopotamian monarchies fused pragmatic governance, law, and theology in shaping social hierarchy and economic life.

From the ninth to the seventh centuries BCE, Babylonia oscillated between autonomy and Assyrian domination, while Aramaean and Chaldean tribal groups entrenched themselves in the marshlands (the Sealand). The Chaldean leader Marduk‑apla‑iddina II (Merodach‑Baladan) seized Babylon in 722 BCE, was expelled by Sargon II in 710 BCE, and briefly reemerged in 703 BCE. Sennacherib sacked Babylon in 689 BCE; Esarhaddon later rebuilt it (681–669 BCE). These cycles of revolt, deportation, and reconstruction reshaped southern society. Rawlinson uses Assyrian annals and Babylonian chronicles to frame the “Chaldeans” both as learned priest‑astronomers in classical memory and as potent political actors battling imperial suzerainty.

The Neo‑Babylonian or Chaldean dynasty (626–539 BCE) receives prominent treatment because it defines “Chaldaea” in Greco‑Roman and biblical sources. Nabopolassar rebelled in 626 BCE, allied with Cyaxares of Media, and destroyed Nineveh in 612 BCE; his son Nebuchadnezzar II defeated Egypt at Carchemish in 605 BCE. Nebuchadnezzar’s reign (605–562 BCE) combined military strategy and massive building: the Processional Way, the Ishtar Gate, and the Etemenanki ziggurat reframed Babylon’s ritual topography. He besieged Jerusalem in 597 and 587/586 BCE, initiating Judean deportations attested in Babylonian Chronicles and ration tablets. Nabonidus (556–539 BCE) emphasized Sin’s cult and sojourned at Tayma, provoking priestly opposition. Cyrus the Great entered Babylon on 12 October 539 BCE, as the Cyrus Cylinder claims divine legitimation through Marduk. Rawlinson anchors his narrative in these dated events, weaving Berossus, classical notices, and newly read cuneiform to explain imperial ideology, urban spectacle, and population policy.

The work was decisively shaped by nineteenth‑century decipherment and excavation. Sir Henry Rawlinson began copying the trilingual Behistun Inscription in 1835, publishing Old Persian readings by 1846–1851 and unlocking the Akkadian syllabary; this made Babylonian royal inscriptions intelligible. Austen Henry Layard’s digs at Nimrud (Kalhu) and Nineveh (Kuyunjik) from 1845 unearthed reliefs and cuneiform libraries; Hormuzd Rassam expanded the finds. In 1872 George Smith read the Flood Tablet from the Epic of Gilgamesh, revealing Babylonian literature’s scope. Housing these archives, the British Museum fostered rapid philological advances. George Rawlinson drew on his brother’s results, Assyrian royal annals, Babylonian chronicles, and classical authorities (Herodotus, Berossus) to produce a synthesis that replaced biblical conjecture with dated, primary‑source history.

The book functions as a social and political critique by exposing how riverine abundance enabled coercive institutions—palace and temple—to monopolize labor, land, and knowledge. By detailing corvée canal work, tax‑in‑kind, and debt servitude under rulers from Hammurabi to Nebuchadnezzar II, Rawlinson highlights class stratification between scribal‑priestly elites and dependent cultivators. His treatment of conquest, deportations, and urban spectacle reveals the costs of imperial legitimacy built on war, ritual, and propaganda. The oscillation between Assyrian domination and Chaldean resurgence underscores the fragility of despotism and the instrumentalization of religion. Presenting law codes, chronicles, and building programs together, the book invites scrutiny of how administrative rationality can entrench inequality while projecting order.
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“Behold the land of the Chaldaea[1]ns.[1q]”—ISAIAH xxiii. 13.



The broad belt of desert which traverses the eastern hemisphere, in a general direction from west to east (or, speaking more exactly, of W. S. W. to N. E. E.), reaching from the Atlantic on the one hand nearly to the Yellow Sea on the other, is interrupted about its centre by a strip of rich vegetation, which at once breaks the continuity of the arid region, and serves also to mark the point where the desert changes its character from that of a plain at a low level to that of an elevated plateau or table-land. West of the favored district, the Arabian and African wastes are seas of sand, seldom raised much above, often sinking below, the level of the ocean; while east of the same, in Persia, Kerman, Seistan, Chinese Tartary, and Mongolia, the desert consists of a series of plateaus, having from 3000 to nearly 10,000 feet of elevation. The green and fertile region, which is thus interposed between the “highland” and the “lowland” deserts, participates, curiously enough, in both characters. Where the belt of sand is intersected by the valley of the Nile, no marked change of elevation occurs; and the continuous low desert is merely interrupted by a few miles of green and cultivable surface, the whole of which is just as smooth and as flat as the waste on either side of it. But it is otherwise at the more eastern interruption. There the verdant and productive country divides itself into two tracts, running parallel to each other, of which the western presents features not unlike those that characterize the Nile valley, but on a far larger scale; while the eastern is a lofty mountain region, consisting for the most part of five or six parallel ranges, and mounting in many places far above the level of perpetual snow.

It is with the western or plain tract that we are here concerned.[3q] Between the outer limits of the Syro-Arabian desert and the foot of the great mountain range of Kurdistan and Luristan intervenes a territory long famous in the world’s history, and the chief site of three out of the five empires of whose history, geography, and antiquities it is proposed to treat in the present volumes. Known to the Jews as Aram-Naharaim[3], or “Syria of the two rivers;” to the Greeks and Romans as Mesopotamia, or “the between-river country;” to the Arabs as Al-Jezireh, or “the island,” this district has always taken its name from the streams, which constitute its most striking feature, and to which, in fact, it owes its existence. If it were not for the two great rivers—the Tigris and Euphrates[2]—with their tributaries, the more northern part of the Mesopotamian lowland would in no respect differ from the Syro-Arabian desert on which it adjoins, and which in latitude, elevation, and general geological character it exactly resembles. Towards the south, the importance of the rivers is still greater; for of Lower Mesopotamia it may be said, with more truth than of Egypt, that it is “an acquired land,” the actual “gift” of the two streams which wash it on either side; being, as it is, entirely a recent formation—a deposit which the streams have made in the shallow waters of a gulf into which they have flowed for many ages.

The division, which has here forced itself upon our notice, between the Upper and the Lower Mesopotamian country, is one very necessary to engage our attention in connection with the ancient Chaldaea. There is no reason to think that the terns Chaldaea had at anytime the extensive signification of Mesopotamia, much less that it applied to the entire flat country between the desert and the mountains. Chaldaea was not the whole, but a part of, the great Mesopotamian plain[2q]; which was ample enough to contain within it three or four considerable monarchies. According to the combined testimony of geographers and historians, Chaldaea lay towards the south, for it bordered upon the Persian Gulf; and towards the west, for it adjoined Arabia. If we are called upon to fix more accurately its boundaries, which, like those of most countries without strong natural frontiers, suffered many fluctuations, we are perhaps entitled to say that the Persian Gulf on the south, the Tigris on the east, the Arabian desert on the west, and the limit between Upper and Lower Mesopotamia on the north, formed the natural bounds, which were never greatly exceeded and never much infringed upon. These boundaries are for the most part tolerably clear, though the northern only is invariable. Natural causes, hereafter to be mentioned more particularly, are perpetually varying the course of the Tigris, the shore of the Persian Gulf, and the line of demarcation between the sands of Arabia and the verdure of the Euphrates valley. But nature has set a permanent mark, half way down the Mesopotamian lowland, by a difference of geological structure, which is very conspicuous. Near Hit on the Euphrates, and a little below Samarah on the Tigris, the traveller who descends the streams, bids adieu to a somewhat waving and slightly elevated plain of secondary formation, and enters on the dead flat and low level of the mere alluvium[4]. The line thus formed is marked and invariable; it constitutes the only natural division between the upper and lower portions of the valley; and both probability and history point to it as the actual boundary between Chaldaea and her northern neighbor.

The extent of ancient Chaldaea is, even after we have fixed its boundaries, a question of some difficulty. From the edge of the alluvium a little below Hit, to the present coast of the Persian Gulf at the mouth of the Shat-el-Arab, is a distance of above 430 miles; while from the western shore of the Bahr-i-Nedjif to the Tigris at Serut is a direct distance of 185 miles. The present area of the alluvium west of the Tigris and the Shat-el-Arab maybe estimated at about 30,000 square miles. But the extent of ancient Chaldaea can scarcely have been so great. It is certain that the alluvium at the head of the Persian Gulf now grows with extraordinary rapidity, and not improbable that the growth may in ancient times have been even more rapid than it is at present. Accurate observations have shown that the present rate of increase amounts to as much as a mile each seventy years, while it is the opinion of those best qualified to judge that the average progress during the historic period has been as much as a mile in every thirty years! Traces of post-tertiary deposits have been found as far up the country as Tel Ede and Hammam, 10 or more than 200 miles from the embouchure of the Shat-el-Arab; and there is ample reason for believing that at the time when the first Chaldaean monarchy was established, the Persian Gulf reached inland, 120 or 130 miles further than at present. We must deduct therefore from the estimate of extent grounded upon the existing state of things, a tract of land 130 miles long and some 60 or 70 broad, which has been gained from the sea in the course of about forty centuries. This deduction will reduce Chaldaea to a kingdom of somewhat narrow limits; for it will contain no more than about 23,000 square miles. This, it is true, exceeds the area of all ancient Greece, including Thessaly, Acarnania, and the islands; it nearly equals that of the Low Countries, to which Chaldaea presents some analogy; it is almost exactly that of the modern kingdom of Denmark; but it is less than Scotland, or Ireland, or Portugal, or Bavaria; it is more than doubled by England, more than quadrupled by Prussia, and more than octupled by Spain, France, and European Turkey. Certainly, therefore, it was not in consequence of its size that Chaldaea became so important a country in the early ages, but rather in consequence of certain advantages of the soil, climate, and position, which will be considered in the next chapter.

It has been already noticed that in the ancient Chaldaea, the chief—almost the sole-geographical features, were the rivers. Nothing is more remarkable even now than the featureless character of the region, although in the course of ages it has received from man some interruptions of the original uniformity. On all sides a dead level extends itself, broken only by single solitary mounds, the remains of ancient temples or cities, by long lines of slightly elevated embankment marking the course of canals, ancient or recent, and towards the south—by a few sand-hills. The only further variety is that of color; for while the banks of the streams, the marsh-grounds, and the country for a short distance on each side of the canals in actual operation, present to the eye a pleasing, and in some cases a luxuriant verdure; the rest, except in early spring, is parched and arid, having little to distinguish it from the most desolate districts of Arabia. Anciently, except for this difference, the tract must have possessed all the wearisome uniformity of the steppe region; the level horizon must have shown itself on all sides unbroken by a single irregularity; all places must have appeared alike, and the traveller can scarcely have perceived his progress, or have known whither or how to direct his steps. The rivers alone, with their broad sweeps and bold reaches, their periodical changes of swell and fall, their strength, motion, and life-giving power, can have been objects of thought and interest to the first inhabitants; and it is still to these that the modern must turn who wishes to represent, to himself or others, the general aspect and chief geographical divisions of the country.

The Tigris and Euphrates rise from opposite sides of the same mountain-chain. This is the ancient range of Niphates (a prolongation of Taurus), the loftiest of the many parallel ridges which intervene between the Euxine and the Mesopotamian plain, and the only one which transcends in many places the limits of perpetual snow. Hence its ancient appellation, and hence its power to sustain unfailingly the two magnificent streams which flow from it. The line of the Niphates is from east to west, with a very slight deflection to the south of west; and the streams thrown off from its opposite flanks, run at first in valleys parallel to the chain itself, but in opposite directions, the Euphrates flowing westward from its source near Ararat to Malatiyeh, while the Tigris from Diarbekr “goes eastward to Assyria.” The rivers thus appear as if never about to meet; but at Malatiyeh, the course of the Euphrates is changed. Sweeping suddenly to the south-east, this stream passes within a few miles of the source of the Tigris below Lake Goljik, and forces a way through the mountains towards the south, pursuing a tortuous course, but still seeming as if it intended ultimately to mingle its waters with those of the Mediterranean. It is not till about Balis, in lat. 36 deg., that this intention appears to be finally relinquished, and the convergence of the two streams begins. The Euphrates at first flows nearly due east, but soon takes a course which is, with few and unimportant deflections, about south-east, as far as Suk-es-Sheioukh, after which it runs a little north of east to Kurnah. The Tigris from Til to Mosul pursues also a south-easterly course, and draws but a very little nearer to the Euphrates. From Mosul, however, to Samarah, its course is only a point east of south; and though, after that, for some miles it flows off to the east, yet resuming, a little below the thirty-fourth parallel, its southerly direction, it is brought about Baghdad within twenty miles of the sister stream. From this point there is again a divergence. The course of the Euphrates, which from Hit to the mounds of Mohammed (long. 44 deg.) had been E.S.E., becomes much more southerly, while that of the Tigris—which, as we have seen, was for awhile due south—becomes once more only slightly south of east, till near Serut, where the distance between the rivers has increased from twenty to a hundred miles. After passing respectively Serut and El Khitr, the two streams converge rapidly. The flow of the Euphrates is at first E. S. E., and then a little north of east to Kurnah, while that of the Tigris is S.S.E. to the same point. The lines of the streams in this last portion of their course, together with that which may be drawn across from stream to stream, form nearly an equilateral triangle, the distance being respectively 104, 110, and 115 miles. So rapid is the final convergence of the two great rivers.

The Tigris and Euphrates are both streams of the first order. The estimated length of the former, including main windings, is 1146 miles; that of the latter is 1780 miles. Like most rivers that have their sources in high mountain regions, they are strong from the first, and, receiving in their early course a vast number of important tributaries, become broad and deep streams before they issue upon the plains. The Euphrates is navigable from Sumeisat (the ancient Samosata), 1200 miles above its embouchure; and even 180 miles higher up, is a river “of imposing appearance,” 120 yards wide and very deep. The Tigris is often 250 yards wide at Diarbekr, which is not a hundred miles from its source, and is navigable in
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