
^  ( W Z K M . vi. 264, W ien, 1892).] Spiegel proposed ‘ K am ele
peiriigend ’ (Sitzb. kgl. buyer. Akad. phil. cl. p. 10, Jan. 5 ,1 867 ). In  
1871, the Spanish scholar Ayuso accepted the m ore or less fam iliar 
identification o f part o f  tlie name w ith  ‘ star,’ as shown b y  his 
‘ estrella de oro ’ (E l Estudio de la Filologia, p. 180, M adrid, 1.871); 
and he repeats the same view  in  his L os Pueblos iranios y  Zoroastro, 
p. 7, M adrid, 1874.

R eturning to France, it may next be noted that J . Darmesteter 
( Ormazd et Ahrirnm , p. 194, n., Paris, 1877) first proposed * zarat- 
vat-tra, comparative degree o f  an adj. sign ify ing ‘ rouge, couleur 
d ’or ’ ; bu t he later suggests ‘ aux chameaux jaunes ’ zamOu-uStra 
L e  Z A . iii. Introd. p. 76, n., Paris, 1893 ; but on this see Barthol- 
omae, I F .  vi. Anz. p. 47. A sco li once offered * zarat-vdslra ‘ der 
bebauung des feldes zugewogen, zugethan ’ Beitrdge %. vgl. Spr. v.
211, 1868. M ore recently Casartelli hinted at ‘ ploughing w ith  
cam els ’ (of. Skt. Junior ‘ p lou gh ’), Academy, vol. 31, p. 257, A pril 9,
1887. Other suggestions have been made such as Paulus Cassel, 
explaining as H ebraic ‘ Sternensolin ’ (Zoroaster, sein Nam e und seine 
Zeit, Berlin , 1886, cited from  Grundriss d. im n. Pliilol. ii. 40, n.). 
Brunnhofer, Vom Pontus bis zum Indus, p. 147, Leipzig, 1890.
K ern ’s ‘ G oldglan z’  ( Zara-thuStra)  and Brodbeek’s ‘ G old-stern ’  (evi
dently after A nquetil’ s etym ology, of. Brodbeck, Zoroaster, p. 30,
Leipzig, 1893) are noted by R indtorff, D ie Religion des ZarathuStra, 
p. 13 (W eim ar, 1897). E . W ilhelm  has also incidentally  dealt with 
the subject o f Zoroaster’s name in  connection w ith  the form  
Zadpavirrys, which is found in Ctesias, in L e M usion, x. 569-571,
Louvain, 1891.
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APPENDIX II
O N  T H E  H A T E  O F Z O R O A S T E R 1

Presented to the American Oriental Society April 18th, 1895.
[Reprinted from the Journal of the American Oriental Society, Vbl. x v u ., 

pp. 1-22, 1890. A  few slight additions which have been made are indicated by 
enclosing them in square brackets. Some trivial changes made for the sake of 
uniformity, and several unimportant corrections require no notice.]

G r e a t  m en are the ch ildren  o f  their age. H eirs to  the heritage 
o f  the past, th ey  are charged w ith  the stewardship o f the posses
sions to be handed dow n to  the future. Summ ing up w ithin 
them selves the influences o f  the tim es that call them forth , stamped 
w ith  the impress o f  their day, their sp irit in  turn shows its reflex 
upon the age that gives them  birth. W e  read them in  their a g e ; we 
read their age in  them. So it  is o f  the prophets and sages, religious 
teachers and interpreters, w h ich  have been since the w orld  began.
T h e teaching o f a prophet is the voice o f  the age in  w hich  he l iv e s ; 
h is preaching is the echo o f  the heart o f the people o f  h is day. T h e  
era o f  a prophet is therefore not w ithout its historic sign ificance; it  
is an event that marks an epoch  in the life  o f  mankind. The age o f  
m ost o f  the great religious teachers o f  antiquity is com paratively 
w ell know n; but wide diversity  prevails w ith  regard to  the date at 
which Iran ’s ancient prophet Zoroaster lived  and ta u gh t; yet his 
appearance m ust have had its national significance in  the land 
betw een the In d u s and the T ig r is ; and the great religious movem ent 
w hich  he set on  foot must have w rought changes and helped to shape 
the course o f  events in the early  history o f  Iran. T h e  treatm ent o f  
th is question form s the subject o f  the present paper.8

i This paper forms a companion-piece to the present writer’ s discussion 
o f ‘ Zoroaster’ s Native P lace ’ in JAOS. xv. 221-232.

[Since the appearance o f the monograph on the ‘ Date o f Zoroaster,’ 
which is here reprinted, the general subject o f Zoroastrian chronology has 
been ably treated by E. W . West (iSBE. xlvii. Introd. p. xxvii. seq.).
Dr. West’ s researches confirm the results here obtained ; and he is in a 
position to define the date o f Zoroaster still more precisely, at least on the 
basis of tradition, as b .c . 660-583. His entire discussion should be read.
A n  extract from his chronological table is given in Appendix I II .]

• e < w \
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T he A vesta itse lf g ives us n o  d irect in form ation  in  answer to  the 
in qu iry  aB to  the date o f  Zoroaster. I t  presents, indeed, a p icture 
o f  the life  and tim es; w e read accounts o f  K in g  Yiahtftspa, the 
Constantine o f  the F a ith ; but the fragm ents th at rem ain o f  the 
sacred texts  present no absolutely clear allusions to  contem porary 
events th at m ight decisive ly  fix  the ra. T h e ex istin g  d iversity  o f  
opinion  w ith  reference to  Zoroaster’s date is la rgely  due to  th is fa ct 
and to  certain  incongruities in  other ancient statem ents on  the 
subject. T h e allusions o f  an tiqu ity  to  th is su bject m ay conveni
ently be d iv ided  into three g r o u p s :3—

*  [ T h e  r e s u l t s  o f e a r l i e r  i n v e s t i g a t o r s  o f t h e  s u b j e c t ,  B r i s s o n ,  S t a n l e y ,
H y d e ,  B u d d e u s ,  P r i d e a u x ,  a n d  o t h e r s ,  a s  m e n t i o n e d  b y  A n q u e t i l  d u  P e r r o n ,  
a r e  p r a c t i c a l l y  i n c l u d e d  i n  h i s  e x a m i n a t i o n  o f  t h e  p r o b l e m  o f  Z o r o a s t e r ’ s  
d a t e .  A n q u e t i i ’ s  t r e a t i s e ,  t o g e t h e r  w i t h  B o u c h e r ’ s  p r e v i o u s  i n q u i r i e s  i n t o  
t h e  s u b j e c t ,  a r e  a c c e s s i b l e  i n  K l e u k e r ,  Anhataj zum ZA.  i .  T h l .  1 ,  p p .  3 2 5 - .
3 7 4 ,  a n d  T h l .  2 ,  p p .  5 5 - 8 1 .  T h e y  a r e  o f  i n t e r e s t  t o  t h e  s p e c i a l i s t .  C f .  a l s o  
S p i e g e l ,  A vosta  Ueb'ersetst,  i .  4 3 ,  n .  T h e  l a t e r  b i b l i o g r a p h y  o f  t h e  s u b j e c t  
i s  g i v e n  b e l o w  i n  t h e  c o u r s e  o f  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n . ]

I. F irst, those references that assign to  Z oroaster [=orig. p. 2] 
th e  extravagant date b .c . 6000.

II . Second, sueli allusions as conn ect h is nam e w ith  the m ore or 
less legendary M inus and the uncertain Sem iramis.

I l l  T h ird , the traditional date, p lacin g  the era o f  Zoroaster’s 
teach ing  at som e time during the sixth  century b .c.

A ll the m aterial w ill first be presented under th e  headings A. I .,
A . I I . ,  an d  A . I I I . ; then  a  detailed  discussion  o f  the data, pages 
16--19 =  pp. 170-174, under the heading  B ; and, finally , a  sum 
m ary o f  results, under th e  heading C, pages 1 9 -2 2  =  pp. 174-177 .

S Y N O P S I S  O F  D I V I S I O N  A .

A  I .  C l a s s i c a l  passages placing Z o r o a s t e r  a t  8 0 0 0  b .c.
a .  P l i n y  t h e  E l d e r .
b. P l u t a r c h .
c .  S e h o l i o n  t o  P l a t o .
d. D i o g e n e s  L a e r t i u s .
e .  L a c t a n t i u s .
f.  S u i d a s .
g. G e o r g i u s  S y u c e i l u s .
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X ^ b? . n-rtX/ A .  II. Passages associating Zoroaster’s name with Semiramis and Mnus.

a. CteSias.
b. Cephalion (Moses of Khorens, Georgius Synoellus).
c. Theon.
d. Justin.
e. Amobius.
f. Eusebius.
g. Orosius.
h. Suidas.
i. Snorra Edda.
j. Bar 'Ali.

A . III. The native tradition as to Zoroaster’s date.

a. Ar(a Yiraf.
b. Bundahishn.
C. AlbirQnl.
d. Masudi.
e. Tabari.
f. The DabistSn.
g. Firdausi.
h. The Mujmal al-Tawailkh and the Ulama-I Islam,
j. The Chinese-Parsi era.
j. Reports connecting Zoroaster and Jeremiah.
k. Pahlavi Perso-Arabic allusions to Nebuchadnezzar.
l. Anrmianus Maroellinus and Eutychius.
m. Nicolaus Damascenus, Porphyry, etc.

A . D a t a  for  th e  A ge of Z oroaster .

A . I. A llu sions p lacing Zoroaster at 6 0 0 0  B.C.

T h e allusions o f  tlie first group com prehend those classical 
references that assign to Zoroaster the fabulous age o f r .o. 6000 or 
thereabouts.1 These references are confined ch iefly  to the classics, 

and tlieir chief claim  to  any consideration is that they 
[= orig. p. 3] purport to  be based upon information handed down from  

Eudoxus, Aristotle, and Hermippus. Such extraordi
nary figures, however, are presum ably due to the Greeks’ having 
misunderstood the statements o f  tlie Persians, w ho place Zoroaster’s 
m illennium  amid a great w orld-period o f 12 ,0 0 0  years, w hich  th ey  
d iv ided  into cycles o f  3000 years ,2 and in accordance with w hich  
b e lie f  Zoroaster’s fravashi had in  fact existed several thousands o f 
years. The classical material on  the subject is here presented.

• e 0 [ ^ x
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\ v ^ /  u L j..--‘J y  1 So the general classical statements of * 6000 yearn before the Trojan
war,’ or the like, although some variant readings 500 (for 5000) are found.
The number 5000 (6000) is, however, the correct one.

2 According to the chronology of the Bundahishn 34. 7, Zoroaster appeared 
at the end of the ninth millennium : compare, West, Bundahiah trcmal.
SEE. v. 149-151 notes ; Spiegel, Eranische AlterthumsJcunde, i. 500-508 ; 
Windischmann, Zoroastrische Studien, 147-165; also Plutarch Is. et Os. 47,
@ebiropiros Sf <pv<n sarb robs pAyovs avA pipos rpitrxlhta try rbv pev xpariiv, 
rbv 5e Kpareio’Sat rcov Qswv, &\\a 51 rpitrxiAia paxorOai Kal vo\opHv leal draAi'tciv 
ra rob irepov rbv trtpov reAos 5’ AirokotiretrOai rbv "AiStjv.

(a) P lin y  the E lder (a .d . 23 -79 ), N . II. 30. 2. 1 [W n . 279, 288],
cites the authority o f E udoxus o f  Cnidus ( b . o . 368), o f  Aristotle 
( b . c . 350), and o f  H erm ippus (c. b .o . 250), for  placing Zoroaster 
6000 years before the death o f  P lato or 5000 years before the Trojan 
w a r : Eudoxus, qui inter sapientiae sectas clarissimam utilissimamque
earn (artem magicam) intellegi voluit, Zoroastrem kune sex  milibus 
annorum ante Platonis mortem fu isse prodid it;  sic et Aristoteles. Her
mippus qui de tota ea arte diligentissime scripsit et viciens centum, milia 
versuum a Zoroastre condita indicibus quoque voluminum eius positis 
explanavit, praeccptorem, a quo institutum diceret, credidit Agonacen, 
ipsum vero quinque milibus annorum ante Troianum bellum fuisse.
F or that reason apparently (JSF. H. 30. 2. 11) he speaks o f  M oses as 
liv ing multis milibus annorum post Zoroastrem. But P lin y  also ex
presses uncertainty as to w hether there was one or tw o Zoroasters, 
and he mentions a later Proeonnesian Z oroa ster : N. H . 30. 2. 1 sine 
dubio illic (ars Magica) orta in Perside a Zoroastre, ut inter auctores 
convewit. Sed  unus hie fu erit, anpostea et alius, non satis constat; 
and after speaking of Osthanes, the M agian w ho accom panied X erxes 
to  Greece, he a d d s : (N . II. 30. 2. 8.) diligentiores paulo ante hunc 
( Osthanem)  ponunt Zoroastrem alium Proconnesium, P lin y ’s P ro
eonnesian Zoroaster must have flourished about the seventh or sixth 
century. [See Appendix V. § 5, below.]

(b) P lutarch  (a .d. 1st century), adopts likew ise the same general 
statement that places the prophet Zoroaster about 5000 years before 
the Trojan w a r : Is. et Os. 46 (ed. Parthey, p. 81), ZwpoW-rpts (sic) 6

payos, or 7rei'TaKt<rxiAtois irciri rwv TpwLK(ov yeyovevai rrpccrfIvTtpov ierropovenv.
[See A ppendix  Y . § 6, below .]

(c) The Scholion to the P laton ic Alcibiades  I. 122 (ed. Baiter,
O relli et W inckelm ann, p. 918), makes a statement, in  substance 
tantamount to  the last one, as fo llo w s : Zwpodo-rp^s dpxa‘°TtPos
iiaKia’̂ iXCoi’s eretriv cfvai Aeytrat IIAdrcuvos. [S ee  A ppendix  Y . § 1 .]
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x %— y y [„  orig. p. 4] (d) Diogenes Laertius (a .b . 2d, 3d century), de Vit.
Philos. Procem. 2 (recens. Cobet, Paris, 1850, p. 1 ), 

sim ilarly quotes H erm odorus ( b .o. 250 ?), the fo llow er o f  P lato, 
as authority for  placing Zoroaster’s date at 5000 years before the 
fa ll o f  T roy, or, as he adds on  the authority o f  X anthus o f  L y d ia  
( b .o. 500-450), Zoroaster lived  6000 years (som e M SS. 600) before 
X erxes. T h e text run s: a?to Si ru>v Mayan*, dll' Zuspoda-rpr/v rov
TUpirr/v, bSuipo; piv b HXaruiViKbs iv TM rrepi padr/panov tk  rqv
Tpoias aXmnv crij yeyovcvai, ia.vTaKur\iXut• HavOns St a A v Ko h  fk  rr/v 
BUpiov Siafiainv arro tou  Zupoacrrpov i£aKi<T)(!Xt,a «ai per avrbv
ytyovtvac n-oAAous riven Mayovs Kara SiaSo)(>jv, ’ OcrraVas sal ’ A<rrpapiJ/v)(<)vs 
Kal Ik )fipvas koll IIa£aras, p^Xfii rrjs rtuv Jlqocrw vtt ‘AXeidvSpov Kara- 
Xvcreus. [See A ppendix  Y . § 15.]

(e) Lactantius, Inst. 7. 15, must have entertained some sim ilar
opin ion  regarding Zoroaster; for  he speaks o f  Hystaspes (fam ous as 
Zoroaster’ s patron) as being an ancient k ing o f M edia long  before 
the founding o f  B orn e: Hystaspes qttoque, qui fu it M edorum rex
antiquissimus . . .  sublatum iri ex orbe imperium nom.enque Roma- 
num multo ante praefatus est, quarn ilia Troiana gens conderetur 
(c f. M igue, Patrolog. tom. 6  and W indischmann, Zor. Stud. p. 259,
293).

( f )  Suidas (10th century a .d .) , s. v . Zu>poaarrpps, speaks o f  two* 
Zoroasters, o f  whom one lived  500 (read 5000) years before the 
T rojan  war, w hile the other was an astronomer o f the tim e o f  N inus 
—  c’ytVf-ro SI npb rtuv TptMKtbv irtcriv <f>.

(g) Georgius Syncellus, Chronographia, i. p. 147, ed. D indorf, 
alludes to  a Zoroaster as one o f  the M edian nrlers over Babylon.
Cf. W indischm ann, Zor. Stud. p. 302, and Haug, A  Lecture on Zoro
aster, p. 23, Bom bay, 1865. On Syncellus’ citation o f  Cephalion, 
see next page.

A. II. Allusions associating Zoroaster’ s Name with Semiramis 
and Ninus.

Second to be considered is a series o f  statements w hich  connect 
the name o f Zoroaster with that o f  the more or less uncertain Ninus 
and Semiramis.1 These references also are confined alm ost exclu
sively to  the classics, and the difficulty w ith  them is that, in addi
tion to their general character, which bears a legendary coloring, 
they are based apparently upon a misinterpretation o f  the name
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’Ofuapr//? or its variants in  a fragm ent o f  Ctesias (d iscussed below ), 
w hich  has been understood as an allusion  to  Zoroaster.

1 The date of Semiramis, however, is regarded by Lehmann ( Berliner 
Philolog. Wochenblatt, Nr. 8, col. 239-240, 17 Febr. 1894, comparing Hdt.
1. 184) to be about jj.c. 800.

(a ) T h e authority o f  Ctesias ( b .c . 400) is quoted by  D iodorus 
Siculus (a .i>. 1st century) 2. 6, fo r  the statement that N inus with 
a large arm y invaded B actria and b y  the aid o f  Sem iram is gained 
a v ictory  over K in g  Oxyartes. See Fragments o f  the P ersika o f  
K tesias, ed. G ilm ore, p. 29. In stead  o f the nam e 'Ofvdprr/s, the 
m anuscript variants show  'Byadpr^?, Xaopngs, Zao'prr/s. T he last 
som ewhat recalls the later Persian form  o f  the name Z oroa ster ; and 
Cephalion, Justin , Eusebius, and A m ob iu s, draw ing
on Ctesias, make Zoroaster a Bactrian or the opponent [=  orig. p. 5] 
o f  N inus (see b e lo w ); but 'Oivaprys m ay very w ell be 
an independent name, identical as far as form  goes w ith  A v. 
uxhjat-vrdta, Y t. 1 3 .128 , and it is  doubtless the better G reek reading.
T he other statements a,re here g iven  as they sim ilarly  com e in to 
consideration  w ith  respect to Zoroaster’s native place. T hey a r e : —

(b) Fragm ents o f Cephalion (a .d . 120), preserved in  the A rm e
nian version  o f Eusebius, Chron. 1. 43, ed. A u o h e r : a passage 
describes the defeat o f  Zoroaster the M agian, k in g  o f  the Bactrians, 
by  Sem iram is: “  Incipio scribere de quibus et alii commemorarunt 
atque im prim is Hellanicus Lesbius Ctesiasque Cnidius, delude H erodo
tus Halicarnassus.1 Prim um  A sia e  imperarunt A ssyrii, ex quibus 
erat N inus Belt (Jilius), cuius regni aetate res quarn plurim ae celeber- 
rimaeque virtutes gestae fu eru vt.”  Postea his adiciens profert etiam, 
g en era tion s  Semiramidis atque (n arm t)  de Zoroastri M agi Bactriano- 
rum regis certamine ac debellatione a S em iram ide: nee non tempus 
H int L I I  annos fuisse, atque de obitu eius. Post quern quum regnas- 
set Sem iram is, muro Bdbylonem circumdedit ad eandem form am , qua 
a plerisque dictum e s t : Ctesia nim irum  et Zenone H erodotoque nee 
non aliis ipsorum posteris. Deinde etiam apparatum belli Sem iram i
dis adversus Indos eiusdemque cladem et fu gam  narrat, etc. T h is 
statem ent is recorded by  G eorgius Syncellus (c. a .d . 800), Chron., ed.
B ind . i. p. 315 : “ ’’Apyop.ai ypaefaeiv, <5v aAAot re epvrjpovevaav, (cut ra 
Trpwra EAAaVtKov rf o A«r/?ios sal Kryacys b KvtStos, oreira 7:Ipd$oros o 
AXiKapvacrevi. to iraXcubv rtjs ’Atrias if3a<ri\(v<rav ’Acrcrvpiol, r&v Si 6 
Br;Aou NtVos.”  elr errdyei yevemv Ht/ttpa/tcus sat Ziopoacrrpov pdyov (MSS.
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fiarov) hex ylT rr)? NtVoi) /3ornXe'.as. p.eO’ ov BafivXwva, tfryjcrlv, r] Sepup<x/us 
crel~)(iG~e} rpoTrov ois ttoXXois XeXeKrai, Krryna, Zrjvoivt (M iillcr, Aetiaurt), 
’HpoSJrM «at rot! peri aurous ‘ crrparcojl' r« airr/s Kara raiv ’IvSaji' Kal (p-rav 
k. r. A. C f. also W indisclunann, J£or. $ i«d . p. 303, Spiegel, E ran .
A lter. 1. 67 6 -6 77 ; M uller, Prop. 7f*s<. Gr, iii. 627. Furtherm ore, on  
the reputed work o f  the Arm enian  M oses o f  K horene, i. 16, see G il
m ore, Etesian P ersika, p. 30, n.; Spiegel, Eran. Alter, i. 682; W in d isch - 
rnann, Zor. Stud. pp. 3 0 4 -3 0 5 ; Mttlier, Frag. H ist. Or. iii. 627, v.
3 2 8 ; Langlois, H istorians de l’Arm 4nie, ii. 45-176, Paris, 1867-1869.
[T h e  Arm enian Thom as ArzrounI associates Zoroaster’s name w ith  
Sem iram is. See A p p en d ix  V I .]

1 This mention o f  Herodotus might possibly be adduced as an argument 
that Herodotus was at least acquainted with the name of Zoroaster.

(c ) A gain , T h eon  (a .d . 130 ? ), Progym nasmata  9, mp\ avysplo-t w , 
ed. Spengel, Ehet. Qrcec. ii. p. 115, speaks o f “ Zoroaster the 
B aotrian ”  in connection  w ith Sem iram is: O i yap el Topupis Kpeirrm
ierrl Kvpov y nal vai p.a Aia tS.epxpap.LS ZwpndtrTpau to o  BuKTptov, r'lSr) ervyx'O- 
pyreov KO.I to OyXv row appevcK dySpeidrepov eTvai. Cf. W indisclunann,
Zor. Stud. p. 290, Spiegel Eran. AUerthumsk. i. 677. [See A ppen 

d ix  V . § 8 .]
|> orig. p. 6] (d) Justin  (a .i). 120), in his epitom e o f Trogus P om -

peius’ Hist. Philippic. 1. 1, distinctly  makes Zoroaster 
the opponent o f  N inas, and says that he was k in g  o f Bactria and 
a M a g ic ia n : postrem um  helium, Uli fa it  cum Zoroastre, rege Bactrian- 
orurn, qui prim us dicitur artes magicas invenisne et mundi principia  
siderumque motus diligentissime spectasse. [See A ppendix  V . § 10.]

(e) A rnobius ( a .d . 297), A dversus Oentes, 1. 5, in like m anner 
m entions a battle between the A ssyrians and the Bactrians under 
the leadership respectively o f N inus and Z oroa ster : inter A ssyrios  
et Baxtrianos, N in o  quondam ZoroaMreque ductoribus. See G ilm ore, 
Ktesias, p. 36. [See A ppendix  V . § 16.]

(f )  Eusebius (a .d . 300), Chron. 4. 35, ed. Aucher, has a like allu- 
s io u : Zoroastres M agus rex Bactrianorum  clarus habetur adversum  
quern Ninus d im icavit; and again (W indischm ann, p. 290), Praepara- 
tio E vany. 10. 9, 10, ed. B ind. I. p. 560, Ntvos, K a ff or Zwpoda-rprjs b 
Mdyos KuKrplW ef3a<riXev<Tt. [S ee  A ppendix  A . § 18.]

(g) Paulus Orosius (5th century a .d ,), the Spanish presbyter, o f  
w hose chronicle w e have also K in g  A lfred ’ s A nglo-Saxon  version, 
states that N inus conquered and slew  Zoroaster o f  Bactria, the

SI (ei
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Magician. See Orosius, Old-English Text and Latin Original, ed. by 
Henry Sweet (Early Eng. Text Soc. vol. 79), p. 30-31: Novissime 
Zoroastrem Bactrianorwm regem, eundemque magicae artis repertorem, 
pugna oppressum interfecit. Or, in Anglo-Saxon, and he Mnus Soro- 
astrem Bactriana cyning, se cuthe direst manna dnjcrcefias, lie hine 
o/erwann and ofsloh.

(h) Suidas in his Lexicon (s. v. Zoroaster) assumes the existence 
of two Zoroasters (cf. p. 4 =  p. 154), the second an astrologer: ’Aorpo- 
vopio? iirl NtVou fiaanheuxs 'i\<T<jv[HAt>v. [Appendix V. § 45.]

(i) In the Snorra Edda Preface, Zoroaster is identified with Baal 
or Bel, cf. Jackson in BAGS., March, 1894, vol. xvi. p. cxxvi. [See 
Appendix VI.]

(j) In some Syriac writers and elsewhere an identification of 
Zoroaster with Balaam is recorded, for example in the Lexicon of 
Bar ‘All (c. a .d , 832), s. v. Balaam, ‘ Balaam is Zardosht, the di
viner of the Magians.’ See Gottheil, References to Zoroaster in 
Syriac and Arabic Lit. pp. 27, 30 a., 32 (Drisler Classical Studies,
N. Y., 1894). Sometimes he is only compared with Balaam. [An 
association of his name with Ham, Seth, and Abraham, is also found.]

A. I I I .  The Native Tradition as to Zoroaster’s Date.

Third, the direct Persian tradition comes finally into considerar 
tion. This tradition is found in the chronological chapter of the 
Bandahishn, 34. 1-9, is supported by the Arta Vlraf, 1. 2-5 [and 
Zat-sparam, 23. 12], and is corroborated by abundant Arabic allu
sions (Alblrunl, MasudI, et ad.). It unanimously places the opening 
of Zoroaster’s ministry at 258 years before the era of Alexander, or 
272 years before the close of the world-conqueror’s dominion. 
According to thesejigures, the date of Zoroaster would fall between 
the latter half of the seventh century b .c . and the middle of the 
sixth century; his appearance in fact would be placed 
in the period just preceding the rise of the Achae- [= orig. p. 7] 
menian dynasty. This merits attention also in detail.

(a) The Arta Vlraf 1. 1-5 in round numbers places Zoroaster 
three hundred years before Alexander’s invasion. Compare Haug 
and West, Arda Viraf p. 141. ‘ The pious Zaratusht made the reli
gion which he had received, current in the world, and till the end of 
300 years the religion was in purity and men were without doubts.
But afterwards the accursed Evil Spirit, the wicked one, in order to 
make men doubtful of this religion, instigated the accursed Alexan-
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der, the Ram an, w ho w as-dw elling in  E gypt, so that he cam e to  the 
country o f  Iran  w ith  severe cru elty  and war and devastation ; he 
also slew the ruler o f  Iran, and destroyed the m etropolis and em pire.'
[T h e  Zat-sparam  23. 12 likew ise alludes to the fa ct that the religion  
rem ained undisturbed ‘ until the 300th y e a r '] .

(b )  T h e Bundahishn chapter (ch. 34) ‘ on the reckoning o f  the 
years’ (to  w h ich  one M S. adds —  ‘ o f  the Arabs ’ ) m ore exactly  com 
putes the various m illennium s that made up the 12 ,0 0 0  years o f the 
great w orld -cycle  recognized b y  the w orshippers o f  M azda. In this 
period  the era o f  Zoroaster fa lls  at the close o f  the first 9000 years.
H e  is p laced  in reality at the beginning o f  the h istoric period, i f  the 
lon g  reigns attributed to  K ai-V ishtasp and to  Vohum an son o f 
Spend-dat (A v . Spento-data, hi. I*. IsfendiAr), may w ith  reasonably 
fa ir  ju stice  be explained  as that o f  a ruling house. T here seems at 
least no distinct ground against such assumption. [W est also 
explains th e  fabulous length  o f 120 years fo r  V ishtasp ’s reign, or b . c . 

660-540 , as representing a short dynasty —  S B E . x lv ii. Introd.
§ 70]. T h e Bundahishn passage, 34. 7-8, in W est’s translation  {S B E . 
v. 15 0-1 51) reads, (7) ‘ K ai-V ishtasp, till the com ing o f  the religion, 
th irty  years, altogether a hundred and tw enty years. (8)  Vohu- 
raan, son o f  Spend-dat, a hundred and tw elve y e a r s ; Humat, w ho 
was daughter o f  Vohum an, th irty  years; Darai, son o f Olhar-azad, 
that is, of the daughter o f  Vohum an, tw elve years; Darai, son o f  
D arai, fourteen years ; A lexander the Ram an, fourteen years.’

Vishtasp, after coming of relig ion ...............................   90
VohQman S p e n d - d a t ..............................   1-12
H f im ft l ........................................................................   30
D&r&I-I Cihar-azat . . . ...........................................................12
Dariti-i D a r a i . .............................................................................. I t
Alexander Reman ...........................................................................14

272

T h e result therefore gives 272 years from  ‘ the com ing o f  the 
relig ion  ’ until the close o f  the dom inion o f  A lexander the Great, or 
258 years before  the beginning o f  his power. A  repeated tradition 
exists that Zoroaster was forty-tw o years o ld  when he first converted 
K in g  V isbtaspa, w ho becam e h is patron. I f  we interpret ‘ the 
com ing o f  the re lig io n ’ to  mean its acceptance by  Vishtaspa, we 
m ust add 42 years to  the number 258 before A lexander in order to  
obtain  the traditional date o f Zoroaster’s birth. T h is  w ou ld  answer
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t o  the ‘ three hundred years before  A lexa n d er ’ o f  the Arts. Y lrfif.
I f ,  however, we take the phrase ‘ c o m in g o f  the re lig ion ’
to  mean the date o f  Zoroaster’s entry upon h is m inistry [=  orig. p. 8]
(as does W est, SBE. v. 219), we must then  ad d  30 
years, w h ich  was Zoroaster’s age when he beheld  his first v ision  o f 
Ormazd. [T h e  latter v iew  is the correct one as show n by  W est. I t  
is w orth rem arking that as Zoroaster’s revelation  and the ‘ com ing 
o f  the relig ion  ’  are p laced in  the thirtieth year o f Y ishtasp ’s reign  
as w ell as o f  the P rophet’s life , both  men accordingly  w ould  be 
represented as b om  in the same year i f  we adopt an Oriental custom  
in  dating a k in g ’s accession to  the throne from  the day o f  h is  “b irth .]

A  calculation  based upon the figures o f  this tradition w ou ld  place 
Z oroaster ’s birth  42 years +  258 years ( =  300 years) before  b .c. 330, 
the date o f  the fa ll o f  the Iranian kingdom  through A lexander’ s 
con q u est; in  other w ords it w ou ld  assign Zoroaster’s birth  to  about 
b .c. 630. [B u t as W est has shown {S B E . x lv ii. §§ 5 3 -5 4 ), there is 
an evident om ission  o f  35 years in  the reck on in g ; he accounts for 
th is error and com bines the item s, 272 years o f  Bd. 34. 7 -8  w ith  this 
date o f  A lexander’s death, b .c . 323, and w ith  the 30th  year o f  
Zoroaster’ s life  in  w hich  the R evelation  cam e, and he finds b . c . 660 
as the traditional date o f  the birth  o f  Zoroaster and o f Vishtasp’ s 
accession. See below , A pp en d ix  I I I . ]  A ccord in g  to  the same tradi
tion  the duration o f  the various reigns o f  the K ayanian  dynasty 
w ould  be about as fo llow s [W e st ’s corrected  chronology  now-
in cluded ] : —

Reigned Fictitious ["West’ s correction,
King. years. date b.o. including 80 years.]

VishtSap . ....................................   120 018-498 680-640
Vohuman (Ardashir Dirazdast) . 112 498-380 640-428
Hama ...............................................  30 386-356 428-303
D a r a i ................................. .............  12 856—344 303—361
Darai -i D a r a i .............................. 14 344-330 351-337
[Accession of Alexander to his i n v a s i o n .....................  337-331]

T h e results would be som ewhat altered i f  the com putation be made 
according to  lunar years or i f  a different poin t o f  departure be taken.
T he excessive, lengths o f  the reigns o f  V ishtasp and Vohum an seem 
suspicious and suggest round num bers unless w e are to  interpret 
them  as com prising successive ru le rs ; for  exam ple, in h istoric times, 
beside H ystaspes, the father o f  D arius, w e have the names o f two 
oth er H ystaspes, later connected w ith the ru ling  house o f  Bactrim 1
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historic reigns of the Achaemenians may be compared (cfr 
Stokvis, Manuel d’Sistoire, p. 107).

C yras. ............................................................................b .c. 558-529
C a m b y s e s ......................................................................  529-521
Darius I. . . ...........................................................  521-486
X e r x e s ...........................................................................  485-405
Artaxerxes L on gim aivus........................... 406-425
Darius N othos. . ................................. ..... 425-405
Artaxerxes M n e r n o n ................ ................................ 405-302
Artaxerxes O c h u s .....................................................  302-340
[ A r s e s ] ...........................................................................  340-337
Darius Codomannus 337-330

Comparison may be made, as with West,2 identifying the long reign 
of Vohtiman who is called Ardashlr (Artaxerxes or Ardashlr 
Dirftzdast ‘ the long-handed’) with Artaxerxes Longiraanus and his 
successors. Historical grounds throughout seem to favor this. For 
Hilmal, West suggests Parysatis as a possibility. The last two 
Darius answer to Ochus and Codornannua, and the reign of Kal- 
Yishtasp ‘ seems intended to cover the period from Cyrus to Xerxes’ 
(West).3 There seems every reason to identify Yohitman Ardashlr 
Dir&zdasfc. with Artaxerxes Longimanus, according to the Bahnian 
Yasht (Byt. 2. 17), as this ICayanian king ‘ makes the religion 
current in the whole world.’ * One might be possibly tempted to 
regard the Vishtasp reign as representing the Bactrian rule until 
Artaxerxes, and assume that Zoroastrianism then became the faith 

of Persia.’ This might account for the silence as to 
[=■ orig. p. 9] the early Achaemenians and shed some light on the 

problem concerning the Achaemenians as Zoroastrians; 
but there seems to be no historic foundation for such assumption. 
Suffice here to have presented the tradition in regard to the reigns 
of the Kayanian kings as bearing on Zoroaster’s date and the tradi
tional 258 years before Alexander as the era of ‘ the coming of the 
religion.’

1 See genealogical tables o f the Achaemenidae in Stokvis, Manuel d'His- 
toire, de Genealogies etde Chronologic, p. 108 (Le'tde, 1888) ; Pauly, 1leal- 
JSncyclopeedie, article 1 Achaemenidae ’ ; Justi, Geschichte des alien Persians, 
p. 15 ; Iranisches Nam,enbuch, p. 398-309 ; and Smith, Classical Dictionary, 
article ‘ Hystaspes.’

2 West, Bundahish translated, SHE. v. 150 n ., 198 n.
8 D e Harlez, Avesta traduit, Introduction p. cc-xxviii, thinks that the early 

Aohaemenians were intentionally sacrificed. Spiegel, ZD MG. xlv. 203,



identifies the first Darn! with Darius I., and believes that he was misplaced 
in the kingly list. This I  doubt.

* W est, Byt. transl., SEE. v. 199. [See also above, pp. 81-82. Consult 
J. H. Moulton in The Thinker, ii. 498-501.]

6 D ubeux, La Perse, p. 57, sharply separates the Oriental account o f the 
Persian kings from  the historical account.

(c) The sura of 258 years is given also by so careful an inves
tigator as Alblrum (a .d . 973-1048). His statements are based on 
the authority of ‘ the scholars of the Persians, the Herbadhs and 
Maubadhs of the Zoroastrians.’ 1 In his Chronology o f Ancient Nations, 
p. 17, 1.17 (transl. Sachan), is found a statement of the Persian view 
in regard to Zoroaster’s date: ‘ from his (i.e. Zoroaster’s) appearance 
till the beginning of the JEra Alexandra,2 they count 258 years.’
Several times he gives the received tradition that Zoroaster appeared 
in the 30th year of the reign of Vishtasp. In another place, Chron. 
p. 196 (transl. Saehau), he gives further information in regard to 
Zoroaster’s time: ‘ On the 1st Ramadan a .h . 319 came forward Ibn 
’Abl-Zakarriyg. . . . If, now, this be the time (i.e. a .h . 319 =  a .d .
931) which Jfimasp and Zaradusht meant, they are Tight as far as 
chronology is concerned. For this happened at the end of the J2ra 
Alexandra 1242, i.e. 1500 years after Zaradusht.’ From this state
ment we may compute back to the year b.o. 569 as a date when a 
prophecy is supposed to have been made by Zoroaster and Jarnasp.
Alblriml is not exhausted yet. In Chron. 121 (transl. Sachan), he 
says, ‘ we find the interval between Zoroaster and Yazdajird ben 
Shapur to be nearly 970 years.’ This gives the date about b.c. 571 
if we count Yazdajird’s reign as a .d . 399-420. Furthermore the 
carefully constructed tables which Alblrum gives from various sources 
are interesting and instructive, owing to their exact agreement with 
the reigns of the Kayanian kings as recorded in the Bilndahishn.
Thus, Chron. p. 112, 107-114 (transl. Saehau): —

Kai Vishtasp till the appearance o f Zoroaster.............................. 30
The same after that e v e n t................................................ ..... . 90
Kai Ardashtr Bahrnan ( V o h u m a n ) .......................................... 112
Khnmani ( H u m a i ) .........................................................  30
D a r a ....................................................................................12
Dark ben Darfi.....................................................  14

On p. 115 he contrasts these dates with those given by 1= orig. p. 10]
early occidental authorities. Finally, Chron. p. 32
(transl. Saehau), the name of Thales is brought into connection with

M
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^x^T^^aoroaster, cf. p. 169, n. 3 below. So much for the information fur
nished by AlblrQnl.

1 Albirflnl,Chronology o f  Ancient Nations, transl. and ed. 'by Sacliau, p. 109,
2 According to Alblrftnt, p. 32 (transl. Sacliau) the iE ra Alexandri would 

date from  the time when Alexander left Greece at the age of twenty-six 
years, preparing to fight with Darius.

(d) Of some what earlier date but identical in purport is the state
ment found in Mashdfs Meadows of Gold, written in a . d . 943-944 (Ma- 
siidi died a .x>. 967). Like the Bundahishn and like Albliilnl, MasudI 
reports that ‘ the Magians count a period of two hundred and fifty- 
eight (268) years between their prophet Zoroaster and Alexander.’ 1 
He reiterates this assertion in Jndicatio et Admonitio2 by saying 
‘ between Zoroaster and Alexander there are about three hundred 
years,’ Nearly the same, but not exactly identical figures, are found 
as in the Bftndahishn, regarding the length of the reigns of the various 
Kayanian kings; Zoroaster is stated, as elsewhere, to have appeared 
in the thirtieth (30) year of Vishtasp’s reign and lie dies at the age 
of seventy-seven (77) after having taught for thirty-five (35) years.s 
The statement that Zoroaster lived to the age of 77 years is also 
found elsewhere.* What MasudI has to say on the subject of Nebu
chadnezzar’s being a lieutenant of Lohrasp (Aurvat-aspa) and regard
ing Cyrus as contemporary with ilalunan will be mentioned below, 
as a similar statement occurs in the Dinkart (Bk. 6). [West, SBE. 
xlvii. 120.]

1 MasudI (MaijoudI), Les Prairies d'Or, Texts et traduction par Barbier 
de Meynard, iv. 107 ‘ Les Mages comptent entre leur prophfcte Zoroastre, 
fils d ’ Espiman, et Alexandre, une pdriode de deux cent cinquante-liuit ans.
Entre Alexandre, qu’ ils font rdgner six ans, et 1’ avCnement d’ArdCohir, cinq 
cent dix-sept ans ; enfln entre Ardechir et Plidgire cinq cent solxante-quatTe 
ans . . . du rfegne d ’ Alexandre h la naissance du Messie, trois cent soixante- 
neuf a n s ; de la naissance du Messie & celle du ProphCte cinq cent vingt 
et un ans.’  Observe especially that MasudI in Indicatio et Admonitio,
(p. 327-328) accounts for the intentional shortening of the period between 
Alexander and Ardashir, W hat lie has to say on this subject is worth 
looking up in. connection with SBE. v. 151 n.

2 Masfldl, Le Litre de Vindication et de VAdmonition (in  Prairies d'Or, 
ix. p. 327), 1 Zoroastre fils de Poroschasp fils d ’Asinman, dans l ’ Avesta, qui 
est le livre qui lui a did ffivdld, annonee que, dans trois cents ans, 1’ empire 
des Perses Cprouvera une grande revolution, sans que la religion soil ddtruite ; 
rnais qu’ au bout de mille ans, i’ empire et la religion pdriront en inline 
temps. Or entre Zoroastre et Alexandre il y  a environ trois cents an s; car
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Zoroastre a para du temps do Calbistesp, fits de Caliohmsp, com m a nous 
l ’ avons dit ci-devant.’ See Masfldi, Kitab al-Tanbih, p. 90 seq., ed. de 
Goeje, Leyden, 1894. Compare also Gottheil, References to Zoroaster, p. 85 
(in  Drifller Classical Studies, New York, 1894)| [and Le Litre de VAvertisse- 
ment, traduction par B. C. de V aux (SoeidW A siatique), p. 140, Paris, 18901.

3 Masfldi, Prairies W Or, ii. p. 123, ed. Barbier de M'eynard. « Youstaaf 
(Gtustasp) regna aprte son pCre (Lohrasp) et rdsida it Balkh. II etait sur le 
trOne depuis trente ana, lorsque Zeradeeht, ills d ’ Espiman
se prfisenta devant lui . . , (p. 127). Youstasf rdgna cent [=  orig. p. 1 1 ] 
vingt ans avant d ’adopter la religion des Mages, puis il 
mourut. La predication de Zeradeeht dura treute-cinq ans, et il niourut 

de soixante et dix-sept ans.’ The detailed reigns (Masfldi, op. cit. ii.
126-129) are V.ishtSsp 120 years, Bahman 112, Hflm&I 30 (o r  m ore), IMra 
12, Ilarfl. son o f Lflrfl 30, Alexander 6  (cf. vol. iv. p . 107 'A lexand re, qu ’ ils 
font rdgner six ans ’ ) .  The latter would answer pretty nearly to  the com
m only received years o f  A lexander in  Persia, n .c. 330-823. Observe that 
the years o f the last three reigns vary somewhat from the Bundahishn. 
Deducting from  VishtSsp’ s reign the 30 years till Zoroaster appeared and 
counting simply to the com ing of A lexander, the resulting 274 years would 
place Zoroaster’ s appearance at b . c . 604 or, if 42 years old at the time, his 
birth at b . c . 646. [See now  W est’ s correction which gives b . c . 660.] But 
notice that instead of 274 years as here, Masfldi elsewhere says ( Prairies 
d'Or, iv. 106, quoted above) there were 258 years between Zoroaster and 
Alexander.

4 E.g. D inkarj Bk. 1 .6 .1  (com m unication from  W est) and in the Kivflyats.

(e) The period at which the Arabic chronicler Tabari (died a .d .
923)1 places Zoroaster in his record of Persian reigns, is practically 
identical with the preceding in its results, although lie occasionally 
differs in the length of the individual reigns, e.g. Bahman 80 years 
(although he mentions that others say 112 years), Humal about 20 
years, Bara 23 years. He tells also of a tradition that makes of 
Zoroaster one of the disciples of Jeremiah. The latter, according 
to the generally accepted view, began to prophesy about b .c . 626.
These points will be spoken of again below.

1 See Zotenberg, Chronique de Tabari, traduite sur la version persane 
d'Abou-Ali Mo'hammed Bel'ami, tome, i. 491-508, Paris, 1867.

(f) The Dabistan (translated by Shea and Troyer, i, 306-309) nar
rates that the holy cypress which Zoroaster had planted at Kishmar 
in Khorassdn [I formerly wrongly read Kashmir] and which was 
cut down by the order of Mutawakkal, tenth khalif of the Abbas- 
sides (reigned a .d . 846-860), had stood ‘ fourteen hundred and fifty 
years (1450) from the time of its being planted, to the year 232 of
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V ^ ,  . « ^ y  tlie j je jip a i,  (AiD. 846 ).' I f  these years be reckoned as solar years, 
accord ing  to  the custom  o f  the ancient Persians, and counted fro m  
the beg in n in g  o f  M utaw akkal's  reign , the date o f  the planting o f  
the cypress w ould  be b.c. 6 0 4 ; bu t i f  reckoned accord ing  to  the 
lunar' ca len dar o f  th e  M oham m edans (i.e. equivalent to  1408 solar 
years), th e  epoch  w ou ld  be b . c . 562.1 T h e  form er date ( b . c . 604) 
recalls th e  reckon ing o f  M asiid i alluded to  above, on p. 10 [  =  p. 16 2 ]. 
T he event o f  the p lantin g  m ust have been an occasion  o f specia l 
m om en t; from  a re feren ce  to  the sam e in  F irdausi (translation b y  
M ohl, iv . 291-293 , P aris, 1877), the conversion  o f  Y ish ta sp a  is per
haps a llu ded  to. I f  th e  conversion  o f  V ishtaspa re a lly  be alluded  
to, 42 years m ust he added to  g ive th e  approxim ate date o f  Z o ro 
aster’s b irth . Perhaps, how ever, som e other event in  the prophet’ s 
life  is eom m enlorated .2 In  any  case th e  results lead us to  the latter 
part o f  th e  seventh century  b . c . and th e  first part o f  th e  sixth  century. 
[S ee  n ow  above, p. 80.]

1 See the calculation [o f  Anquetil da  Perron, in Kleaker, Anh. zum ZA .
x. Till. 1. pp. 046-347, and] of Shea and Troyer, Dabistdn,

[=  orig. p. 12] translated, i- 308, n., Paris, 1843and M irkhond’ s History o f  
the Early Kings o f Persia, transl. Shea, p. 281-282, London, 

1832. According to li. Both, ‘ Zoroastrische Glaubenslehre ’ in Geschichte 
unserer abendlandischen Philosophie, i. 350, the era o f the cypress is b .c . 
680. This is adopted by  Floigl, Cyrus und Hero dot, p. 16, 18 (Leipzig, 
1881'). [On Kishmar consult also Vullers, Fragmente, p. 113].

2 In  case the 1450 years be reckoned back from the date of Mutawakkal’ s 
death ( a . d . 830) instead of from the beginning of his power, the numbers 
would be respectively b.c. 590 (if solar), or b.c. 548 (if lunar).

(g) T h e  figures o f  th e  chapter-headings in  the Shah JSFdmah o f  F ir 
dausi (a .d . 940-1020) likew ise p lace the opening o f  Vishtftspa’ s 
reign  at about three h undred  years b e fo re  A lexan der ’s death .1

1 Firdusii Schahnctme, ed. Vnllers-Landauer, iii. p. 1495 seq. See also 
Shea and Troyer’ s Dabistan, Introd. i. p. lxxxvi and p. 380. Consult the 
chapteT-headings of the reigns in M old's translation of Firdausi, vole, iv .-v . 
Observe that BSimian is assigned only 99 years instead o f the usual 112 ; 
the duration of VishtSspa’ s reign is given in Mohl, vol. iv. 587, ‘ cent vingt 
ans ’ in harmony with the usual tradition.

(h ) T h e  Persian h istorica l w ork, M ujm al a l-T aw arikh  ( a .h . 520 
=  a .d. 1126),1 fo llow in g  the authority o f  the C hronicle o f  the K in g s  
o f  Persia , brought from  Farsi stan b y  Bahrain, son  o f  Merdansh&h,
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Mobed of Sliapur, enumerates 258 years before Alexander.® Tbe 
Ulama-I Islam counts three hundred.3

1 See Extraits du Modjmel gl-Tewarikh, relatifs a Vhistoire de la Perse, 
traduits du persan, par Jules Mohl (Journal Asiatique, tom e xi. pp. 130,
258, 320, Paris, 1841).

2 Cf. op. cit. p. 230. The author acknowledges indebtedness also to 
Hamzah o f Isfahan, Tabari, and Firdausi, His chronology may be deduced 
from  pp. 330-339 o f the work c ite d ; it runs, Lohrasp 120 years, Gushtasp 
120 years, Bahman 112, Humal 30, DSrab 12 [or 14], Dara son of lla iftb  14 
[o r  16}, Alexander 14 [or 28]. Observe the alternative figures in the case 
o f  the last three numbers.

A ccord in g to Roth, Geschichte unserer abendlandisohen Philosophic, i.
361, the author o f  the Mujmal al-TawSrikh places Zoroaster 1700 years 
before his own time ; on  this ground B oth  places the death of Zoroaster at
B.c. 622, and is follow ed by Floigl, Cyrus und Ilerodot, p . 18. Cf. K leuker’s 
Zend-Avesta, A nh. Bd. i. Theil 1, p . 347.

8 See Vullcrs, Fragmente uber Zoroaster, p. 58.

(i) Interesting is the fact noticed, by Anquefcil du Perron,1 that a 
certain religions sect that immigrated into China a . d . 600 is evi
dently of Zoroastrian origin and that these believers have an era 
which dates approximately from b .c . 559; this date Anquetil 
regards as referring to the time when Zoroaster left his home and 
entered upon his mission — a sort of Iranian Hejirah.

1 See Anquetil du  Perron quoted b y  Kleuker, Anhang zum Zend-Avesta,
B d. i. Thl. 1, pp. 349 -351 ; cited also b y  Shea, Mirkhond's History, p. 282, 
and by  R oth  in Geschichte abeiulldnd. Philosophic, i. 353 and note 580, and 
follow ed b y  Floigl, Cyrus und Herodot, p. 18.

(j) Similar in effect as far as concerns the period at which they 
place the prophet, although of doubtful value or other
wise to be explained, are those Syriac and Arabic orig. p. 13] 
reports which connect the name of Zoroaster with Jer-
emiah and which make him the latter’s pupil or even identify him 
with Baruch the scribe of Jeremiah.1 Presumably this association 
is due to confusing the Arabic form of the name Jeremiah Armiah 
with Zoroaster’s supposed native place Urmiah (TIrumiyah).2

1 (a )  The Syro-A rabic Lexicon  o f  B ar Bahlul (abou t a . d . 063) s.v.
Kas5m a (divinator) ; ‘ Ilivinator, like Zardosht, w ho people say is Baruch 
the S cr ib e ; and because the gift o f  prophecy was n ot accorded to  him he 
w ent astray, journeyed to  [other] nations and learned tw elve tongues.’  C f.
Payne-Sm ith, Thesaurus Syriacus, co i. 3704.
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( 0 )  A lso  Bishop TshOdad of Hadatlia (about A.n, 852), commentary oa 
Matth. ii. 1, * Some say that he (Zoroaster) is the same as Baruch the pupil, 
o f Eramya (Jerem iah), and that because the gift o f prophecy was denied 
hihi as [had been] his wish, and because of that bitter exile and the sack 
o f  Jerusalem and the Tem ple, he became offended (or  angry) and. went 
away among other nations, learned twelve languages, and hi them wroth 
that vom it o f  Satan, i.e. the book which is sailed Abhaata.’ Cf. Gottheil, 
Beferences to Zoroaster, p, 20.

(•y) Identically, Solomon of Hilat (b om  about a .:i>. 1222), Book oj the 
Bee, 1 this Zaradosht is Baruch the scribe,’ p. 81 seq., ed. Budge (Anecdota, 
OxonieUsia), also 1 .  Kuhn, tfine zoroastrisc.he Propheseiung in christlichem 
Gewande (Festgruss an K . von Both, Stuttgart, 1893, p. 219). Consult 
especially Gottheil, Beferences to Zoroaster (Brisler Classical Studies, New 
York, 1894).

(S) Tabari (died a . r>. 923) likewise notices the association o f Zoroaster 
with Jeremiah. A ccording to him 1 Zoroaster was of Palestinian origin, a  
servant to  one of the disciples of Jeremiah the prophet, with whom he was 
a favorite. But he proved treacherous and false to him. JWherefore God 
cursed him , and he becam e leprous. H e wandered to Adarbarjan, and 
preached there the Maglan religion. Prom  there he went to Blshtiisp 
(Vishtaspa), who was in  Balkh. Now when he (Zoroaster) had com e 
before him , and preached his doctrine to him, it caused him  to marvel, and 
he com pelled his people to  accept it, and put many people to death on its 
account. Then they follow ed it (the religion). BishtSsp reigned one hun
dred and twelve (112) years.’ Gottheil, Beferences to Zoroaster, p. 37.
See also Ohronique de Tabari traduite par H. Zotenberg, i  p. 499. [In  
the story o f  the leprosy can there be some reminiscence o f Elisha’s servant 
Gehaai, who was cursed with leprosy for falsehood after the cleansing o f 
Naaman ? Sea II. Kings, v. 1-27 and compare sara'ath, p . 30 above, and 
Hyde, p. 314.]

(« )  T h e  same general statements of Tabari are repeated by Ibn al-Athir 
(13th century) in his Kitab al-Kilmil f i  al-taarikh. See Gottheil, Befer
ences to Zoroaster, p. 39.

(C) Once the Syrian Gregorius Bar 'Ebhr&ya Abulfaraj (c. a . t>. 1250) 
calls Zoroaster a disciple o f Elijah (m istake for Jerem iah?), see Gottheil, 
Beferences to Zoroaster, p. 82.

(ti)  Similarly the Arab historian Abn Mohammed Mustapha calls Zoroaster 
a disciple of Ezir (E zra ), see Hyde, Hist. Beliff- veterani Persarum, p. 318.

2 So suggested by de Sacy, Notices et Extraits des Manusarits de la Bibl. 
du Boi, ii. 319, see Gottheil, Beferences to Zoroaster (Drisler Classical 
Studies, p. 30 n .). [A nquetil du Perron’s view was, that this is owing to  
an unwillingness to attribute to the Persians a prophet o f their own, with
out Semitic influence ; see his paragraph in Kleuker, Anh. mm ZA. i. Till.
1, p. 341. This Is no doubt also true. See likewise p. 30 above.]

(k ) P o in tin g  to  a s im ilar  era are th e  P ah lavi (I )In k art B k. 5. and 
M kh .) an d  P erso-A rab ic allusions to  N ebuchadnezzar as lieu tenant
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^ ^ l ^ ^ V i s l i t a s p ’ s predecessor, Lohrasp, and o f  V ish tasp  h im se lf as w ell 
as o f  his successor Bahm an (Vohtiinan). [S ee  also above, p. 91, n. 2 .]
In  the same connection  C yru s’s name is  jo in ed  w ith  V ish tasp  and 
Bahm an.1

1 (a ) According to Tabari (10th century a .d .)  and MasudI, [=  orig. p. 14] 
Nebuchadnezzar was lieutenant successively under Lolirasp,
Vishtasp, anil Bahman ; the tradition regarding Lohrasp’ s taking o f Jerusa
lem is found in the Pahlavi Dinkarj; Bk. 5 and MaiuOg-I lvhirat 27. 66-67, 
transl. W est, SHE. xxiv. 65. Tabari (or rather the Persian version o f the 
latter b y  Bel'ami) gives tw o different versions of the story (see Chronique 
lie Tabari, traduite sur la version persane de Bel'ami par 11. Zotenberg, 
vol. i. pp. 491-507, Paris, 1867), and (Tabari op. cit. p. 503) the return o f 
the Jews to  Jerusalem is placed in the 70th year of Bahman. Signs of con
fusion are, evident. So also in Mirkhond (15th century a .d.) who in his 
history repeats Tabari’s statement With reference to Nebuchadnezzar and 
Lohrasp, and makes Cyrus a son of Lohrasp although he is placed in the 
reign of Bahman. He regards Bahman (VobUman) as a contemporary of 
Hippocrates ( b .c. 460-357) and Zenocrates ( b,c. 396-314) which would har
monize properly with the traditional dates above given (pp. 8 -9  =  pp. 159- 
160) for Bahman’ s reign. See Shea, Mirkhond's History, pp, 264,291, 343).

( 6 ) MasudI is worth consulting on the same point, especially in respect 
to certain presumed relations between the Persians and the Jews. See 
Barbie* de Meynard, Magoudi Leu Prairies d' Or, ii. 119-128,

(5) A t  th is po in t m ay "be m entioned tw o  other allusions that place 
Zoroaster’s a c tiv ity  in the sixth  century  before  th e  C hristian era, 
although  th e  .former o f  these rests upon the iden tifica tion  o f  the 
p rophet’s pa tron  V ish taspa  w ith  H ystaspes the father o f  D arius.
T h e first o f  these allusions, that g iven  b y  Am m ianus M arcellin us 
(5th  century  a .d .),1 d irectly  calls V ish taspa  (H ystaspes) the fa th er 
o f  Darius, a lth ou gh  A gath ias (6th  century  a .d .)* expresses uncertain ty  
on  this poin t. T h e secon d  allusion  is  fou n d  in E u tych iu s, the 
A lexa n d rin e  Patriarch , w h o  m akes Zoroaster a contem porary  o f  
Cam byses an d  the M agian Sm erdis,3 a  v iew  w h ich  is shared b y  th e  
Syrian  G regorius B ar T ibhraya  A b u lfa ra j (c. a .d . 1250)*  [a n d  b y  th e  
A ra b  ch ron o log is t al-M akin *].

1 Am mian. Marcell. 23.6. 32, Magiam opinionum imignium auctor amplis- 
simus Plato, Machagistiam esse verbo mystico docet, divinorum incorruptissi- 
mum cultum, cuius scientiae saeculis priscis multa ex Chaldaeonm arcanis 
Bactrianus addidit Zoroastres, delude Hystaspes rex prudentissmus, Darii 
pater. The general opinion is that 1 saeculis priscis ’ is allowable in consid
eration o f  the thousand years that separated Zoroaster and Ammianus,
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. and assuming that Am m ianns understood Zoroaster and Hystaspes to  be
contem poraries, cf. K lenker,AttAan? m m  Zend-AveMa, Bd. i. Till. 1, p . 334.

2 Agathias 2. 24, '/ .w poiarpav r o d  ’ O p p a a S eu s  . . . o iiro s  Si i  Z w pod S or, $ r o i  

Z apdS ijs—  Sirri; y a p  <hr’ a i r t ?  f) In ta v v p la —  dirijrixa f l ip  ^HU-aire ttji» a p x V , K al r o b s  
vi/toos f 9 e r o ,  ovk jfi/ to r i  autpibs S ia yvw va i. Xlipirai Se a b r b v  of vuv M  'T a r d m e w ,  
o& ru H  t i a irA S s <paai y e y o v e v a i ,  &s A fa r  a p p iy v o e ia d c u , ical ovk A v a l /*aOeiv, 

ird rep ov  A a p t io v  ira rb p  A r e  kal AAAm  o b ra s  i v n p x e v  'Taratrirtis. [See A ppendix 
V . § 35.]

8 Etitychii Patriarchae A lexandrin i Annates. I llm tr. Selden, interpr. E. 
Pooock. O xon. 1658, pp. 262-263, Mortuo Gyro D ario Babelis rege, post 
ipsurn impera vit jUins ipsius Kambysus an,nos novem :  post qwem Samardius 
Magus annum unum. Hie, Magus cognominatus est quod ipsius tempore 
florae,rit Persa quidavi Zaradasht qui Magorum religionem
condidit aedibus igni deciicatus. Post ipsurn regnavit P ar a primus, annos 
viginti. Post ilium Artachshast Longimanus cog nominal,us annos viginti 
quattuor. On this authority Ploigl, following R oth , wishes to assign the 
year of Zoroaster ’ 8 death to n .c. 522, cf. Gyrus mid Herodot, p. 18, and 
Roth, Geschichte uns. abendland. Philosophic i. 358.

i Bar 'Ebhraya, Arabic Chronicon, p. 83, ed. Salhani, Beirut, 1890 (cited 
b y  Gottheil, Deferences to Zoroaster, p. 32). ‘ In  those days (o f  Cam byses)
cam e Zaradosht ch ief o f  the M agian sect, by  birth  of Adarbaijan, or, as 
some say, o f A th or (A ssyria). It is reported that be was one o f E lijah ’s ( !)  
disciples, and he inform ed the Persians of the sign o f  the birth o f  C hrist.’

[t See H yde Hist. Belig. vet. Pc.rs. pp. 528-529.]

(m) Finally two other allusions are here added for the sake of 
completeness, as they have been interpreted as pointing to the fact 
that Zoroaster lived about the sixth century b .c . There seems to be 
nothing in them, however, to compel us to believe that Zoroaster is 
regarded as living only a short time- before the events to which they 
allude. The first is a passage in Nicolaus Damaseenus (1st century 
b.c.), who represents that when Cyrus was about to burn the unfort
unate Croesus, his attention was called to ZwpoaWpov Adyta, which 
forbade that fire should be defiled.1 The second item of information 
is found in such references as represent Pythagoras as following 
Zoroaster’s doctrines.2 Lastly, the association of Zoroaster’ s name 
with that of Thales, by Alblrunl, has been noted above.*

1 Nicolaus Damaseenus Pragm , 65, Muller Fragm. Hist. Gr. iii. 409 Sdfiara
Saipbvia i v h r i v r e ,  leal o'l T t Trjs S i/95aAj;s ypjjoyu! r<f re Z v p o if fr p o v  h i y i a  e la r lu .

K poiaov flkv obv ifiilwv %ri uaAKoy l) 7ra.\ai ad>(uv. . .  Tbv y e  A l r  Z w .> oc.tr rpev 
Tttpcai Air’  I kA vov Sietwav, ftfjr «  veKpobs Kttletv, p fjr ’ SAAcds ptalvesv -rrvfl, Kal

T,i\ai rovro KaBeartis rb I'buiuov t6t* Qataxrdfitevoi. (Eatin version ) Persas
. . . religio ac metus divdm incessit: Sibyllae quoque vatieinia ac Zoroa- 
stris oracula in  mentem veniebant. Itaque clamitabant, multo, quant antea,
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contenthis, ut Croesus servaretur. . . .  A t Persae exinde sanxerunt juxta 

—  praecepta Zoroastris, ne cadavera cremate neque ignem contamimre post- 
hac liceret, quod quurn apud eos ex veteri institute obtinuisset, turn magis 
confirmaverunt. Cf, do Harless, Avesta traduit, Introd, pp. xliv, Ixvii.

a The principal references are to be found in Windischmann, Zoroastrische 
Studien, pp. 260-264, 274, from  -whose work they are taken. Several of these 
allusions mention Zoroaster’s name directly ; in  others we m ay infer it, since 
Pythagoras is made a student o f the Magi, whom  classical antiquity regards 
as the exponents of Zoroaster’s teaching. Such allusions a r e : (a ) Cicero, 
de Fin. 5. 29, ipse Pythagoras et Aegyptum lustravit et Persarum Magos 
adiit; (|8)  Valerius M axim us 8. 7 extern. 2, inde ad Penas profectus Mago- 
rum exactissimae prudenliae seformandum tradidit; (7 )  Pliny, N. I t  30. 2 .1 , 
Pythagoras, Empedocles, Democritus, Plato ad hanc (magicen) discendara 
naviyavere; ( 8) Porphyrius, Vita Fythay. 41, iirdi «a! toC 0eoS, &s traps -r&y 
Mdyav firvv6i»fTO, t>y 'SlpofidCv11 itaXowHK eKetroi; and Vita Pythag. 12, %y Tf 
BapvXuvi rols r’ dXXots XaXSaioLS avmytvtro sal Tphs ZdSparov [Zdparoy,
Nauck] (Zoroaster ?) iiptutro; (e) Plutarch, de amimae proer. in Timaeo 
2. 2, Z apd ras  A n oB vyip ov  S iS d ou a X os ; ( f )  Clemens Alexandrinus, Stromata,
1, p.357 (ed. Potter) Zw podffrjrgv  Si r i v  M a y o r  r b v  n ep tryv  A TluBayApas 1 (4 X u en v  
(M S. i$4,\a*er)t cf. Cyrillua, ’adv. Jul. 3, p. 87, where Pythagoras is called 
•tr&vdpurros of Zoroaster; (ij) ■ Suidas s.v. Pythagoras, n v S a y i p u  ■
our os tjrcouac —  Z dpijros tov p d y o v  (is it Zoroaster i) ; (0) Apuleius 4 lorid, 
p. 19 (ed. A ltib .)  sunt qui Pythagorgw' aiunt eo temporis inter captivos 
Cambysae regis Aegyptum cum adveheretur, doctores habuisse Persarum 
magos ac praecipue Zoroystrem oianis divini arcani antistttem; (t) in 
Lucian 's Dialogue Menippus, § 6 , p. 403, the Babylonian Magi are the pupils 
and successors of Zoroaster /ioT . . . D io (e  is Ba B vX a ra  M irra  S a iB yra i Tiros  
rw y  M a y a y  rw y  Zaipodtrrpo j u.oOt}t IAv kcc) 5l a t i^ w y .  Also some otheiEJ.

[* See p. 161 above. The particular passage is one in which A lbiruni dis
cusses the various possibilities as to the date of Thales. H e adds that ‘ if 
he (i.e. Thales) lived at the time of Eat Kubadh, he stands near to Zoro
aster, w ho belonged to the sect of the Ilarranians’ ( Chron. p. 32, 1. 15, 
transl. Sacliau).]

B. D iscussion  of th e  D a t a .

The material above collected, presents most of the [ = orig. p. 16] 
external evidence that we have in regard to the age at 
which Zoroaster lived. We are now prepared for a more compre
hensive view of the subject, for a discussion of the data in hand, 
for a presentation of certain internal evidences that need to be 
brought out, and for arguments and possible deductions. Several 
points immediately suggest themselves for comment.

First, in discussing the classical allusions above presented, one is 
justified from the connection in assuming that such allusions as are
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x ^ ^ m a d e  to the name of Zoroaster as a religious teacher or sage, all 
refer to the one great prophet of ancient Iran. ITo account, I think, 
need therefore be taken of such views as assume the existence of two 
or of several Zoroasters, belonging to different periods in the world’s 
history, Such a view was held by Saidas (s.v. Zoroastrea) and was 
evidently earlier shared by Pliny;1 it met with acceptance also 
among some of the old-fashioned writers in more recent times;® but 
there is no real evidence in its favor, and it is due to an attempt; to 
adjust the discrepancy existing in classical statements with regard 
to Zoroaster’s date. History knows of but one Zoroaster.

1 Pliny 1V. II. 30. 2, 1. sine dubio illie orta (ars Magica) in Perside a 
Zoroastre, ut inter cmctores convenit. Sed unus hie fuerit, an posted et alius, 
non satis constat. He adds a little later (30, 2, 8) diligentiores paulo ante 
hunc (i.e. Osthanem) Zoroastrem alium Proconnesium.

wjs.g. Bleaker (quoting the AbbC Poacher), Anhang sum Zend-Avesta,
Bd. i. Till. 2, p. 68-81.

Second, among the three dates which may be deduced from the 
material above collected and which are summarized onp. 2 [ =  p. 152], 
we are justified upon reasonable grounds, I think, in rejecting the 
excessively early date of b .c. 6000 or thereabouts. The explanation 
above offered to account for the extravagant figures seems satis
factory enough.

Third, such dates as might be arrived at from the sporadic allusions 
that associate the name of Zoroaster with Semiramis and Ninus, 
with Nimrod and Abraham, or with Baal, Bel, Balaam, as above dis
cussed, have little if any real foundation. In each instance there 
seem to me to be reasonable grounds for discarding them.

There remains finally a comparatively large body of material that 
would point to the fact that Zoroaster flourished between the latter 
part of the seventh century and the middle of the sixth century 
before the Christian era. The material when sifted reduces itself: 
first, to the direct tradition found in two Pahlavi books, Bundahishn 
and Arta Vlraf, which places Zoroaster’s era three hundred years, 
or more exactly 258 years, before Alexander’s day; second, to the 

Arabic allusions which give the same date in their 
[= orig. p. 17] chronological computations and which in part lay 

claim to being founded upon the chronology of the 
Persians themselves;1 third, to similar allusions elsewhere which 
place Zoroaster at about this period.

• GOlfeX
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Compare A l b M n i ,  C h ron o log y  o f  A n cien t N a tion s , p. 100, 112 (transl.
'  S a c h a u ) ; a n d  t h e  M od jm el a l-T ew «r ik h , p. 1 4 2 ,  320, 3 8 0  ( t r a d u i t  M o h l ,

J o u r n a l  A s i a t i q u e ,  x i .  1 8 4 1 ) ,  s t a t i n g  t h a t  t h a  a c c o u n t  t a  b a a e d  o n  t h e  
C h r o n i c l e  o f  M o b e d  B a h r a i n .

Certain objections may be raised to a view based upon this mate
rial last given.

First among these objections is a claim often urged, that the tra
ditional date rests upon an erroneous identification of Yishtaspa 
with Hystaspes the father of Darius. I cannot see, from the allu
sions Or elsewhere, that the Persians made any such identification; 
the impression gained from the material presented is rather in fact 
to the contrary; one may recall, for example, how widely different 
the ancestry of Vishtaspa is from the generally received descent of 
Hystaspes the father of Darius (a point which Floigl and Both 
seem to hare overlooked). It was only the classical writer Ammi- 
anus Marcel Units who, in antiquity, made any such identification.
The point has already been sufficiently dealt with above, p. 14 
[ =  p. 167, and West now also treats it in like manner— SBE. xlvii.

In trod. § 70].
A  second objection may be brought on the plea that the tradi

tional date (7th to middle of 6th century b.c.) would not allow of 
the lapse of sufficient time to account for the difference in language 
between the G-Sthas and the Old Persian inscriptions and for certain 
apparent developments in the faith. Furthermore, that a longer 
period of time must be allowed to account for the difference 
between the fixed title Auram-azda, 'Clpofxde&Tj's, current in western 
Persia in Achaemenian times, and the divided form of the divine 
name Ahum Mazda (or Almra alone and Mazda alone) as found in 
the Avesta, especially in the Zoroastrian Gathaa. This point has 
been noticed in the interesting and instructive paper of Professor 
Tide, Over de Oudheid van het Avesta, p. 16,1 who comes to the 
result that Zoroastrianism must have existed as early as the first 
half of the 7th century b .c.3 I f  we accept, as I  believe we should, 
the theses that Vishtaspa ruled in eastern Iran, and that, although 
Zoroaster was a native of Adarbaijan, the chief scene of his religious 
activity was eastern Iran,8 and that the faith spread from Bactria 
westwards/ I cannot see that these arguments militate against the 
traditional date under discussion. Dialectic differences between the 
Bactrian region and Persia Proper would sufficiently account for 
arguments based on language alone. This, added to national and
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Individual differences, might well account for the fixed form of the 
name Auram azdci among the Aehaemenians as contrasted with the 
Avestan form. Who can say how rapidly the creed spread from 
the east, to the west and what changes consequently in a short time 
may have resulted ? New converts in their zeal are often more rad

ical in progressive changes than first reformers. Per- 
[=orig. p. 18] sis, with its original difference in dialect, may in 

short time have developed the single title A uram azd a  
from A lm ra  M azd a  as watchword of church and state. See also 
note, p. 20, top [ =  p, 174].

1 Reprinted from  the MededeeUngen der Koninklijke Akademie van Weten- 
schappen, Afdeeling Letterkunde, 3de Reeks, Deel x.i. 364-385.

2 Tielo’ s little w ork  argues adm irably for the antiquity of the Aveata as 
opposed to  Darmesteter’s views fo r  the lateness o f  the Gathas. I wish I 
could bo convinced by Professor Tiela (p. 19) that the names o f the Median 
kings, Phraortes (fravail), K yaxares ( uvaxiatara), Beiokes (*dahyuka) as 
w ell as Eparna, Sitiparna of the early Esarhaddon inscription (explained as 
containing hvannah, • glory ’ ) ,  are due to concepts originated b y  Zoroaster 
and are not m erely marks of beliefs which Zoroastrianism inherited directly 
from  existing Magisin. The nam e of Darius’ s contem porary Khsathrita 
(Bh. 2. 15; 4. 19, B h . e. 6 ) is n ot so important for  the argument. I  con
fess I  should like to place Zoroaster as early as the beginning o f  the 7th 
century. T he earlier, the better. [On Phraortes viewed as a Zoroastrian, 
compare m ore recently, .Tusti, in Preuss. Jahrbilcher, Bd. 88, p . 258;
Grundriss d. iran. Philol. ii. p. 411.]

a On eastern Iran, cf. Geiger, Ostiranische Kultur (Erlangen, 1882) and 
English translation of same, Darab D. P. Sanjana, Eastern Iranians 
(London, 1885-1886).

4 See Jackson, Zoroaster's Native Place, JA OS. xv. 230 seq. So in spite 
o f  Spiegel, ZDM G. xlv. 198 seq.

A final objection may be raised as to the real historic worth and 
chronological value of the Persian tradition which places Zoroaster 
three centuries before Alexander. This it must frankly be said is
the real point of the question. Is there a possibility of Arabic
influence at work upon the statements of the Bftndahishn and Arta 
Ylraf [and Zat-sparam] ? Is the whole chronology of the Bunda- 
hishn and that of the Persians artificial ? 1 And did the Zoroas- 
trians intentionally tamper with history and bring Zoroaster down 
as late as possible in order that the millennial period might not be 
regarded as having elapsed without the appearance of a Saoshyant, 
or Messiah?
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i Spiegel, Eranische AUerthunxs'kunde, i. 506, with Wmdischmann, regards 

the data of the Bandahishn as ‘ unzuverlassig,’ hut it must be remembered 
that his figures, * 178’ years for the period between Zoroaster and Alexan
der. now require correction to 258, which alters the condition of affairs.
See West, ShE. v. 150-151, and Spiegel, ZDM&. xlv. 203. Compare 
especially de Harlez, Avesta traduU, Introd. p. ccxxviii.

T h ese questions require serious consideration in detail. T h e 
introduction to the chronological chapter o f  the Bundahishn (Ed. 34) 
does indeed  read, according to one M S., ‘ on the reckoning o f the 
years o f  the A rab s ’ (see Bfindahishn translated by  W est, S B E . v.
149), bu t the word T azlukan  ‘ o f the A ra b s ’  is not found in the other 
m anuscripts. M oreover, the scientific investigator A lbiruni, and 
also the M ujinal al-Taw&rlkh, w hose data agree exactly  w ith  the 
Bundahishn, affirm that the dates given  for the K ayan ian  kings are 
obtained from  the records o f  the Persians themselves.
There seem s no reason, therefore, to  doubt that the [=  orig. p. 19] 
Bundahishn really represents the Persian chronology.
But w hat the value o f  that chronology  may be, is another matter. 
P erson ally  I  think it  has real value so far-as g iv in g  the approxi
mate period  o f three centuries before  A lexander as Zoroaster’s era.
E very student of the classics know s the part that chronology plays 
with reference to the M a g i; every reader o f the A vesta  is fam iliar 
with ‘ th e  time o f lon g  duration ; ’ every one w ho has looked in to  
the scholarly  work o f  A lbiruni w ill have more respect for P ersian  
chronology. Errors indeed there m ay b e ; attention has been called  
above to  the lack o f  agreement between the years assigned by  tradi
tion to  the reigns o f  the Zoroastriau K ayanian m onarchs and the 
generally accepted dates o f  the reigns o f  Cyrus, D arius, and X erxes ; 
to the dynasty o f these three kings there corresponds only the long  
rule o f  Vishtaspa (120 years) and a part o f  that o f  Bahm an A rdash ir 
D irazdast, some o f w hose reign answers to that o f  A rtaxerxes L ongi- 
marius. As above said, it  is d ifficult to iden tify  the K ayanians 
o f the tradition w ith  the early Achaem enians o f  G reek h istory , bu t 
this need not nullify  the real value o f  the traditional ‘  three centu
ries be fore  Alexander.’ W hat M asudi (c. a .d . 943) in  his Indicatio 
et Adm onitio  can add on  this subject is fu ll o f  interest. L ittle  atten
tion seem s thus far to  have been drawn to th is im portant passage 
and to th e  explanation w hich it contains .2 M asudi is fu lly  aware o f  
the difference that exists between the Persian and the generally  
accepted chronology and he shows how  it  was brought about b y
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■ w ^ A .rdasM r’g p u rposely  sh orten in g  the period, betw een A lexa n d er  and 
h im se lf b y  causing  about h a lf  the num ber o f  years to  b e  dropped 
fr o m  the ch ron olog ica l lists, b u t the 300 years o f  Zoroaster before 
A lexa n d er  w ere a llow ed  to  rem ain  untouched, fo r  the o ld  prophecy  
regarding the tim e o f  A le x a n d e r ’s appearance had been  fu lfilled .
T h e  passage in  B arbier de M eyn ard  is w ell w orth  con su ltin g .3

i See note above, p. 8 [ =  p. 160].
a Cf. Barbier de Meynard in Le Livre de Vindication et de VAdmonition 

(M afoudI, Prairies d' Or, ix. 327-328). [See also the translation b y  Vaax, 
Maqoudi, Le Livre de VAvertissement., p. 136; Paris, 1899.]

3 See preceding note. I  have since found the passage given b y  Spiegel in 
Bran. Altertfoumslcunde, iii. 193 ; compare also Spiegel, ZDMG-. xlv. 202.

C .  R e s u l t s .

T o  draw  conclusions, — alth ough  open to  certain  ob jection s, still, 
in  the absence o f  any m ore reliab le  data o r  until the d iscovery  o f  
som e new  source o f  in form ation  to  overthrow  or to  substantiate the 
v iew , there seem s but one decision  to m ake in  the case before  us. 
F rom  the actual evidence presented and from  the m aterial accessi
b le, one is fa ir ly  entitled, at least, upon the present m erits o f  the 
case, to  accept th e  period  betw een  the latter h a lf  o f  the seventh  cen
tu ry  and the m id d le  o f  the s ix th  century me. [perhaps st ill better, 
betw een  the m id d le  o f  the seventh  century and the first h a lf  o f  the 
s ix th  century m e .], or ju s t  be fore  the rise o f  the Achaernenian 
pow er, as the approxim ate da te  o f  Z oroaster ’s life .1

[=  orig. p. 20] 1 Since the above was written Dr,. E , W. W est writes me
(under date Decem ber 19, 1895) the interesting piece of 

information that his investigations into the history of the Iranian calendar 
have led him to  the date is.c. 605 as the year in which a reform in the Per
sian calendar must have been instituted. He suggests that Darius, upon 
the conclusion of his wars and during the organizing of his kingdom and 
putting in force new acts o f legislation, may with the aid and counsel of his 
priestly advisers have introduced the Zoroastrian names o f  the months 
which have supplanted the old  Persian names which were given in the 
inscriptions. I f  this be so, the point may have a special bearing towards 
showing that the Achaeinenians were Zoroastrians. From Albiruni, Chro
nology, pp. 17, 12 ; 55, 29 ; 205, 2 ; and 220, 19 (transl. Sachau), we know 
that Zoroaster himself must have occupied himself with the calendar. Ben- 
fey u. Stern, Ueber die Monatsnamen einiger alter Volker, p. 116, regarded 
the Medo-Persian year as having been introduced into Cappadocia probably

I, j||$ fej |f§

(l ^ ^  J |J4 ' APPENDIX II ( A T



early as b . c .  760. [D r. W est’s p a p e r  o n  the Parsi calendar h a s  just 
appeared in The Academy fo r  A pril 23. 1806,] [L ater postscript (1898),
W est gives Iris results in SBE. xlvii. Introd. § 79 seq. J

S im ila r  results h a v e  been reach ed  b y  oth ers, o r  op in ion  to  the 
sam e e ffe ct  have b een  e x p re sse d ; f o r  exam ple, H a u g , 1 J u s t i (p r iv a te  
letter ) ,2 G-eMner (p erson a l com m u n ica tion ) ,3 C asartelli,4 and several 
n am es fam ilia r to  th o se  acqu a in ted  w ith  th e  f ie ld .8 S om e e ffo rt  
m igh t b e  m ade p erh a p s i f  th e  prem ises w ill a llow  it, an d  som e 
a ttem p ts  have been  m ade, to  d e fin e  th e  p er iod  m o re  e x a ctly  b y  a 
p re cise  in terpretation  o f  the various tim e-alluaions w ith  re feren ce  to  
ca rd in a l events in  Z oroaster ’ s l i f e — th e  beg in n in g  o f  h is m in is try  at 
th e  age  o f  30, the con v ers ion  o f  Y ish taspa  in  th e  p ro p h e t ’ s 4 2 d  year, 
th e  d ea th  o f  Z oroa ster  at the age o f  77 years .6 [S e e  A p p e n d ix  I L L ]

1 Cf. Haug, Essays on the Parsis (W est ’s Introduction, p. :xlv.) ; although 
H aug had previously adopted various earlier eras for Zoroaster, e . g .  b .c . 2800 
(Lecture on Zoroaster, Bom bay, 1866), not later than b .c . 1000 (Essays, 
p. 299, where the subject is discussed; cf. also Essays, pp. 15, 136, 264).

2 Personal letter from  Professor Just.i, dated June 14, 1892.
s Geldner form erly placed the date o f Zoroaster as prior to b .c. 1000 (see 

article ‘ Zoroaster,’ Encyclopedia Britannica, 9th edition).
* Philosophy o f the Mazdayasnian Religion under the Sassanids, transl,

P iroz Jamaspji, p. it, ‘ about 600.’
s The best collections of material on the subject are to be found in cle 

IXarlez, Avestatraduit, 2d ed. Introduction, pp. x x -x x v , ccxiv. [See also de 
Harlez, The Age Of the Avesta, in  JAOS., New Scries, xvii. 84#, London ,
1886, who finds no reason to  place the Avesta earlier than 600 or 700 b . c . ,  

o r  In broader terms fixes ‘ the epoch of Zoroastrianism and the A vesta 
betw een  700 and 100 b .c.’ ;], Spiegel, EA. i. 673-676, and W indischtnanh, 
Zoroastrisch'i Studien, pp. 147, 162, 305 ; the latter suggested (Zor. Stud. 
p. 164) about i> o. 1000 as Zoroaster’s date. The present writer (Avesta 
Grammar, p. x i )  once held the opinion that Zoroaster lived ‘ m ore than a 
thousand years before the Christian era.’ The date assigned by  the Parsi 
Orientalist K. R . Kam a is about b .c. 1300.

6 E.g. Anquotil du Perron, Zend-Avesta, i. Pt. 2, p . 6, 60-62, assigns b . c . 
589-512 as the age of Zoroaster; com pare also Klettker, Anhang m m  Zend- 
Avesta , Bd, i. Thl. 1, pp. 327-374 ; Thl. 2, pp. 51-81 (P oach er). [A nqu etil’s 
monograph should be consulted.] Ploigl (Cyrus and Ihrodot, p. 18 ), fo l
low ing Keith, gives b . c . 599-522 as Zoroaster’ s era and identifies Yishtaspa 
with Hystaspes the father of Darius. Neither Ploigl. nor B oth  seem to take 
any account of the difference between the genealogy o f  Yishtaspa’ s ances
tors as given in  the Old Persian inscriptions and the lineage given in the 
Avesta, Pahlavi, and later Persian works. Ploigl does not, m oreover, suffi
c ien tly  take into consideration (p. 17) that 42 years (or  at least 30) m ust be
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• \ ^ ; / /  added m  every instance to the 258 years before Alexander, as that was 
Zoroaster’ s age when VishtSspa accepted the Faith, This would in any 
event place the date of Zoroaster’s birth before s .o . 600.

[ =  orig. p. 21] T h e above results, i f  th ey  be accepted  in  the lig h t  
a t  least o f  our present in form ation  on  the subject, 

seem to  he not -without im portance fo r  the h istory  o f  early re lig ious 
th ou gh t ana o f  the d evelopm en t o f  eth ica l and m oral teaching. I f  
on e ca re fu lly  w orks through  the m aterial, it  m ust be ackn ow ledged  
th at the m ost consistent and the m ost authoritative o f  all the actual 
statem ents upon  the su b ject p la ce  th e  appearance o f  the p rophet at 
a  p eriod  betw een  the c los in g  century  o f  M edian  rule and the risin g  
w ave o f  P ersian  pow er, th a t is, betw een  the latter h a lf o f  th e  
seventh  century  and the m id d le  o f  the sixth  century  b .c , ; [b e tter  
betw een  the m idd le  o f  the seventh  cen tu ry  and the form er h a lf o f  
th e  sixth  cen tu ry  b .o.]. I t  is  th e  sow in g  o f  the fa llow  land  that is  
to  brin g  fo r th  the r ich  fru its  o f  th e  harvest. T h e  teach ing o f  
Z oroaster m u st have taken deep  root in  th e  soil o f  Ira n  at the tim e 
w hen  th e  J e w s  w ere carried  u p  in to  ca p tiv ity  at B aby lon  (5 8 6 -5 3 6 ), 
w here th e y  becam e acqu ainted  w ith  ‘ th e  law  o f  the M edes an d  
P ersians w h ich  altereth  n o t ’ ; the tim e w as n ot fa r  rem ote w hen 
the sage C on fu ciu s sh ou ld  expou n d  to  China the n ation a l tenets 
o f  its  people , and the gentle B u ddh a on  G anges’ bank sh ou ld  preach  
to  lon g in g  souls th e  doctrin e o f  redem ption  through  renunciation .
H o w  in terestin g  the picture, h ow  fu ll o f  instru ction  the contrast 1 
A n d  in  th is  connection , th e  o ld  question  o f  a possib le  pre-historie 
In do-Iran ian  re lig ious s c h ism 1 com es perhaps once again  in to con 
sideration .2 Certain th eo log ica l and re lig ion s phenom ena n oticeab le  
in  Brahm anism  are possib ly  n ot so early , a fter  all, as has generally- 
been  believed . I t  m ay perchance be that Zoroastrianism  in  Iran  
was but the religious, social, and eth ica l culm ination  o f  the w ave 
th at had been gathering in strength  as it  m oved along, and that w as 
destined in  In d ia  to  spend its breaking fo rce  in a d ifferent w ay 
from  its overw helm in g  course in  the plateau land n orthw est o f  
the m ountains o f  H in du  K u sh .

1 The view strongly upheld by  Haug.
* Deductions that might perhaps be made in the light o f  Hopkins, 

Religions o f India, pp. 177, 18(5, 212, n. 3. Consult especially the suggestive 
hints o f Geldner, article ‘ Zoroaster,’ Encyclopedia Sritannica, where the 
much-mooted question of asura-ahura, daem-deva, ‘ god-dem on,’ is discussed.
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T he kingdom  o f  Bactria was the scene o f  Zoroaster’ s zealous 
m inistry, as I presume. [T h e  question raised on this po in t is 
noticed in  the present volum e.] Born, as I  believe, in  Atropatene, 
to  the w est o f  M edia, this prophet w ithout honor in his ow n coun
try  m et w ith a congenial soil fo r  the seeds o f  h is teaching in  eastern 
Iran. H is ringing vo ice  o f  reform  and o f  a nobler fa ith  fou n d  an 
answ ering echo in the heart o f  the Bactrian king, Visht&spa, w hose 
strong arm gave necessary support to  the crusade that spread the 
new fa ith  w est and east throughout the land o f  Iran. A llusions 
to  th is crusade are not uncom m on in Zoroastrian literature. Its 
advance must have been rapid. A  fierce religious war w h ich  in a 
way was fatal to Bactria seems to  have ensued w ith  Turan. This 
was that same savage race in h istory  at w hose door the death of 
victorious Cyrus is laid. A lth ou gh  tradition tells the 
sad story  that the fire o f  the sacred altar was quenched t=  orig- P- 22] 
in  the b lood  o f the priests when Turan storm ed Balkh, 
this m om entary defeat was but the gathering force  o f  v ic to ry ; 
trium ph was at hand. The spiritual spark o f regeneration lingered 
am ong the embers and was destined soon to burst into the flame 
o f  Persian pow er that swept over decaying M edia and form ed  the 
beacon-torch that ligh ted  up the land o f  Iran  in  early h istory . B ut 
the h istory  o f  the new ly  established creed and certain problem s in 
regard to the early Achaem enians as Zoroastrians belong elsewhere 
fo r  discussion.

[A  d cl en d  urn 1. In an article on 1 The Date of the A  vesta,’ The Times of 
India, March 11, 1898, now draws attention to the fact that Darab Dastur 
Peshotan Sanjana has again called up the proposed identification of Avestan 
Naidhy&h Gaotema (in Yt. 13. 16) with the rishi Gautama whose son is Nodhas 
in the Veda. See this pamphlet Observations on Darmesteter’s Theory, pp.
25-81, Leipzig, 1898. On his point and on the other suggested identifications 
of the Avestan Gaotema with Gotama the Buddha, or with the Brahman 
Cangranghacah (see pp. 85-88 above), we may refer to what has been said by 
Windisehmann, Mithra, p. 29, and to the references and discussion given by 
Justi, Handbuch der Zendtprache, p. 99 (Leipzig, 1864), where good material 
will he found. Justi’ s statement in his Iran. Namenbuch, p. 110 (Marburg,
1895) reads: 1 Gaotema, vielleicht Name eines Gegners der Zarathustrischen 
Beligion Yt. 13.16 ; das Wort koimte auch appellativ seln; Sanskrit gbtama.’

In the passage I do not think that the words na vyaxano necessarily refer to 
Zoroaster at all, hut that they allude to some later follower of the Faith who 
may have vanquished in debate some opponent of the Zoroastrian creed. Notice 
also Justi’s ‘ eines Gegners der Zarathustrischen Religion.’ I cannot therefore 
see that we shall lose anything if we accept the view which was first suggested
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by Haug, and interpret this allusion to Gaotama as a thrust at Buddhism, and 
regard naiSyah as a derogatory attribute, or connected with the Vedic root 
nadh.

Color is given to such an interpretation because, farther on in the same Yasht 
(Y t. 13. 07), mention is made of the pious Safina, a great religious teacher and 
successor o f Zoroaster, who flourished between one hundred and. two hundred 
years after the prophet himself, or b .c . 631-431, if we accept the traditional 
Zoroastrian chronology, and who might therefore have been a  contemporary 
with Buddha. Upon the date o f  SaSna. see also Jivanji Jarnshedji Modi, The 
Antiquity o f the Avesta, Bom bay, June, 1896. Safina belonged to the ancient 
territory of Saka-stana (SeisO n) and thus to the region o f W hite In d ia ; of. 
p. 45, n. 4, 72, n. 3, 87, n. 1, and Appendix IV .

Now if in the particular case of Safina (and the lines are metrical and therefore 
probably original) the Yasht actually makes mention of a Zoroastrian apostle 
who lives a century or more after the great teacher, I  do not think we are neces
sarily forced to place Gaotama back into the Vedic period. In other words, in 
the case o f Gaotema as of Safina., the Yasht may be alluding to one who is horn 
after Zarathushtra, and may be hurling anathemas against an opposing and 
heretical religion (and that religion Buddhism) which began to flourish about 
the same time as the Yasht m ay have been written. Of the various identifica
tions I  should prefer that o f Gotatna the Buddha, rather than to call in the 
Vedas and Gautama whose son is NOdhas.]

[ A d d e n d u m  2. My pupil, Mr. Schuyler, draws my attention to a refer
ence in a work that was published in the middle of the last century, which is o f 
interest because it deals with the Huns and places the date o f Zoroaster about 
the year ‘ 683 avant Jesus-Christ. ’ The reference is Deguignes, Hietoire gen
erate des Huns, i. Ft. 2, p. 376, Paris, 1756.]
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APPENDIX III

j) j>  W E S T ’ S T A B L E S  O F  Z O R O A S T R I A N  C H R O N O L O G Y

AS BASED UPON THE MILI.ENNTAE SYSTEM OF THE
bundahishn

(Prom  Sacred Books o f  the East, xlvii. In trod. § 55.) 1

A i’t e b  investigating the trad ition a l Zoroastrian ch ron ology  o f  the 
Buiidahishn , and the statem ents o f  the other Pahlavi texts , 'w hich 
h ave  been  recorded in  the p reced in g  A pp en d ix , D r. E .W .  'W est has 
co m p ile d  a  series o f  ch ronologica l tables, syn ch ron izing  the Z oro- 
astrian  and E uropean  system s. T h e  statem ent o f  Bd. 34. 7, 8 , 
p la ces the death o f  A lexan der 272 years after th e  com in g  o f  th e  re li
g ion , i.e. a fter the th irtieth  y ear  o f  Z oroaster ’ s life  and o f  Vish 
taspa’ s reign. C om bin ing these dates, and a llow in g  for an apparent 
om ission  o f  th irty -live  years (w h ich  is exp la in ed ), the item s 323  +
272 +  35 give as a result n.c. 6 6 0 -5 8 3  as the date o f  Zoroaster, and 
b .c . 660 -5 40  fo r  Y ishtSspa’ s re ign ,2 which in  O riental m anner is  
apparently  con ceived  o f  as- dating from  the k in g ’s birth. W e s t ’s 
ta b les are now  presented {S B E .  x lv ii. In trod . p p . x x v i i i -x x x )  . — - 

< i f  -we adopt the abbreviations A .R . for  “  anno religionis ’ and B .R . 
fo r  “  before the religion ,”  w e are prepared to  com p ile  th e  fo llo w in g  
sy n o p s is  o f  Zoroastrian  C h ron ology  accord ing  to  the m illennial sys
te m  o f  the B ta d a h ish n , extended to  the en d  o f  tim e, bu t dea lin g  
o n ly  w ith  traditional matters, com bined  w ith  th e  European dates o f  
th e  sam e events, dedu ced  from  the synchron ism  o f  A .R . 300 w ith  
b .c . 331, as stated above in  § 54 • ’ —

b .k . 9000, n.c. 9030. Beginning of the first millennium of T im e ; and for
mation of the Fravaahis, or prim ary ideas of the good creations, which 
remain insensible and motionless for 3000 years (B d. I, 8 ; X X X IV , 1).

i  Through the courtesy of Dr. E . W . for  which kindness I wish to express 
W est and of Professor F. Max Mtiller, m y appreciative thanks. A . V. W. J. 
editor of the Sacred Books, I  have a See SBE. xlvii. Introd. § 70. 
been allowed to reproduce these pages ;
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b.k. 6000, B.c. 0630. Beginning of the fourth millennium, when the spiritual 
hotly of ZaratOaht is framed together, and remains 3000 years with the 
archangels (Dk. VII, ii, 15, 16), while the primeval man and ox exist undis
turbed in the world, because the evil spirit is confounded and powerless 
(Bd. I, 20, 22 ; III, t, 8, 6 ;  X X X IV , 1),

B.R. 3000, b.c. 3030. Beginning of the seventh millennium, when the evil 
spirit rushes into the creation on new-year’ s day, destroys the primeval ox, 
and distresses GSyOmarl, the primeval inan (Bd. I, 20 ; III, 10-20, 24-27 ;
X X X IV , 2). Z. appears to remain with the archangels for 2969 years 
longer.

b .r . 2970, b .c . 3000. GayOmart, passes away (Bd. I ll , 21-23 ; X X X IV , 2). 
b .r . 2930, b .c . 3560. MasyS and Masyaol had grown up (Bd. X V , 2 ; X X X IV ,

3).
B.R. 2787, b .c . 3417. Accession of Hoshang (Bd. X X X IV , 3). 
xi.E. 2747, b .o. 3377. Accession of TakhmSrap (ibid. 4). 
b .r . 2717, b . c . 3347. Accession of Yim (ibid.).
b . r . 2000, b .c . 2630. Beginning of the eighth millennium. Accession of DahSk 

(ibid. 4, 5).
b .r . 1000, b .o . 1630. Beginning of the ninth millennium. Accession of Frgtun 

(ibid. 5, 6).
b .r . 500, b . c . 1130. Accession of Mtntlshclhar (ibid. 6).
b . r . 428, b . c . 1058. Spendarmat comes to Manusheih.tr at the time of FrSsly&v’ s 

irrigation works (Zs. X II , 3-6). [ West’ s brief remarks on correction of the
MSS. here omitted.]

b . r . 380, b .c . 1010. Accession of AuzObS (Bd. X XXIV , 6 ) .  

b .r . 375, b . c . 1005. Accession of Kal»Kob&{ (ibid. 6, 7). 
b .r . 360, b . c . 990. Accession of Kal-Us (ibid. 7).
b . r . 300, b . c . 930. Zaratfisht first mentioned by the ox that Srito killed (Zs.

X II, 7-20).
b .r . 210, b .c . 840. Accession of Kai-Khiisr5I (Bd. X X X IV , 7). 
b . r . 150, b . o . 780. Accession of KaI-I.ohrS.sp (ibid.).
b .k . 45, b .c . 676. The Glory descends from heaven at the birth of Dfiktak (Zs.

X III, 1).
b .r . 30, b . c. 660. Accessi  on  o f  K a l - V  i s h t S s p  (Bd. X X X IV , 7). Vohft- 

manS and Ashavahishto descend into the world with a stem of HOm (Dk.
V II, ii, 24). Z a r a t f t s b t  i s  b o r n  (ibid, v, 1). 

b .r . 23, b . o . 663. Z. is seven years old when two Karaps visit his father, and 
DflrasrObO dies (Dk. VII, iii, 32, 34, 45).

B ,* , 1 5 , b . c . 646. Z. is fifteen years old when he and his four brothers asic for 
their shares of the family property (Zs. X X , 1). 

b . r . 10, b . c . 640. Z. leaves homo at the age of twenty (ibid. 7). 
a . r . 1, b . c . 630. Beginning of the tenth millennium. Z. goes forth to his con

ference with the sacred beings on the 46th day of the 31st year of Vishtasp’ s 
reign (Dk. VII, iii, 51-62; V III, 51 ; Zs. X X I, 1-4). 

x . r . 3, b . o . 628. Z. returns from his first conference in two years, and preaches 
to Aurvaita-dang and the Karaps without success (Dk. V II, iv, 2-20). 

a .b . 11, b .o. 620. After his seventh conference, in the tenth year he goes to
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Yishtasp; MetySmah is also converted (ibid. 1, 05 ; Zs. X X I, 3 ;  X X III,
1, 2, 8).

a . b . 13, B.C. 018. Twelve years after Z. went to conference, Yishtasp accepts 
the religion, though hindered for two years by the Karaps (Ok. VII, y,
1 ; Zs, X X III, 6, 7).

a . it. 20, B.c. 611. A  Kavig, son of Kundah, is converted (Zs. X X III, 8). 
a. it. 30, u.c. 601. Defeat of Arjasp and his KhyOns (ibid).
A.B. 40, B.c. 591. VohunSm is born (ibid.). About this time the Avesta is 

written by JfimSsp from the teaching of Z. (Dk. IV, 21; V, iii, 4 ; VII, v. 11).
[Compare also Dk. III. vii, 1, 8 BE. xxxvii. 406.] 

a .b . 48, b .c . 683. Z. p a s s e s  a w a y ,  o r  is k i l l e d ,  aged seventy-seven years 
and forty days, on the 41st day o f the year (Dk. V . iii, 2 ;  VII. v, 1 ; Zs.
X X III, 9).

a . r . 58, b . c . 573. Arrival o f the religion is known in all regions (D k. V II, vi,
12). [Compare also Dk. IV, 21-22, &WE. xxxvii. 412-413.] 

a .b . 63, b . c . 568. FrashSshtSr passes away (Zs. X X III, 10). 
a .b . 64. b .c . 567. JSmUsp passes away (ibid.) 
a .b . 63, b .c . 558. Hang&hrfish, son o f Jamasp, passes away (ibid.). 
a .b . 80, b .c . 551. Asmok-khanvatS passes away, and Akht the wizard is killed 

(ibid.).
a . b . 91, b .c . 540. Accession of Vohuman, son of Spend-dat (Bd. X X X IV , 7, 8).
a .b . 100, b.c. 631. Seno is horn (Dk. VII, vii, 6).
a .b . 200, b.c. 431, SSnS passes away (ibid.; Zs. X X III , 11),
a .b . 203. b.c. 428. Accession of Humal (Bd. X X X IV , 8).

[Some additional dates are given by Dr. West, which include the 
invasion of Alexander (a .b . 300 =  b.c. 331) and his death (a .b . 308 
=  b.c. 323), and carry the chronology down to the final millennium 
o f  the world ( a .b . 3028, a .d . 2398).]
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INTRODUCTION1

W ith regard to the native place of the founders of three of the 
great Oriental religions —  Buddhism, Confucianism, Mohammedan
ism—  the authorities are in agreement for the most part, and the 
recent discoveries with reference to Buddha’s birthplace have ren
dered assurance doubly sure at least in his case. With respect to 
Zoroaster’s native land, however, and with regard to the exact early 
home of Zoroastrianism, the case is different. In classic times

1 [The question with regard to Zoro- time ia reproduced here, but it has 
aster’s native place has been exam- been largely augmented and rewritten, 
med by the present writer in ■TAOS. and the subject is now treated entirely
xv. 221-232. Some of the material anew, especially with regard to the
which was briefly presented at that scene of Zoroaster’s ministry.)
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N>iM ^ s e v e n  cities claimed a share in the honor of being the birthplace of 
the poet Homer; hardly less can be said of the prophet Zoroaster, 
if we take into account the various opinions which have been held, 
on the subject of his origin. The question, is one of interest, tor 
with this problem there is also closely connected the question as to 
where we shall place the cradle of the religion of Mazda.

The natural uncertainty as to whether a religious teacher's birth
place or early home is necessarily identical with the scene of his 
religions activity complicates the problem considerably. Mani
festly it is fallacious to assume that the scene of Zoroaster s min
istry must likewise of necessity have been his place of origin. This 
fact must be kept in mind when we examine the arguments that 
have been brought forward by some to prove that the east of Iran, 
or Bactria, must assuredly have beeu the original home of Zoroaster 
as well as the scene of the reform work, of the so-called ' Bactnan 
Sa<?e ’ The same fact, on the other hand, must be kept equally in 
view when the claim is made that Zoroaster came from western 
Iran, whether from Atropatene or from Media Proper, or from Persia.
In the present memoir an endeavor will be made to keep the two 
sides of the question apart, and to discuss, (1) first, the question o 
Zoroaster’s native place; (2) second, the scene of his ministry.

With regard to the disposition of the subject, authorities are 
agreed that we must look either to the east of Iran or to the west of 
Iran for a solution of the problem. The question of north or of 
south is excluded by the nature of the subject. Since this is the 
case, we may examine the general points of view, and resolve these
into three classes;—  _ , 1 .

1. F i r s t ,  the view that the home of Zoroaster is to be placed m 
the east of Iran, in the Baetrian region, and that the scene of his 
religious reform belongs especially to that territory.

2. Second, the view that the home of Zoroaster is to be placed 
in western Iran, either in Media Proper (Media Bhagiana) or m 
Adarbaijan (Atropatene), and that the scene of his ministry was
confined to that region. '

3. Third ,  a compromiseview, which maintains that Zoroaster
arose in western Iran, in Adarbaijan (Atropatene), or in Media 
Proper (Media Ehagiana), but that he taught and preached in Bac
tria as well. , ,

In this threefold summary it will be noticed m the first place
that Persis, or Persia in the restricted sense, is left out of considora-

• e< w \

(* (  . S  J|g4 APPENDIX IV  V V j



At! '"^ iioa  — a justifiable omission because there is no especial ground for 
believing that Zoroaster originated in Persia itself. In the second 
place, it may be stated that there seem to be just reasons for coming 
to a definite conclusion that Zoroaster actually arose in the west of 
Iran. In the third place, it may be added that a definite conclusion 
as to the scene of Zoroaster's ministry  need not for the moment 
be drawn, but that this problem must be discussed as a sequel, to 
the question of his place of origin.

With these points to be kept in mind by way of introduction, and 
with this word of caution, we may proceed to examine the testi
mony of antiquity on the subject, which is the source from which 
we draw our information; after that we may go on to present argu
ments, or to draw deductions, which are based upon the material 
that is gathered. A division of the sources may be made into two 
classes : (a) Classical sources, Greek or Latin; (b) Oriental author
ities, either Iranian or non-Iranian. The testimony of these wit
nesses will he taken first with reference to the light they may 
throw upon the native country of the Prophet.1

i P a r t i a l  B i b l i o g r a p h y .  P er more, the general question of Zoroas- 
general references, see Jackson, Where ter’ s native place lias often been 
was Zoroaster’s Native Place? JAOS. discussed; it is sufficient to mention 
xv. pp. 221-2.32. Consult also Appen- Hyde, M storia Religionis veterum 
dix V. below. The principal classical Persarum, p. 310 seq., Oxon. 1700; 
passages have likewise already been Barnabd Brisson, De regio Persarum 
given by Windischmann, Zoroastrische PHncipatu, p . 385 seq., editio Argent. 
Studien, p. 260 seq. (tr. by Dara.b 1710 (orig. eel. Paris, 1500) ; Anquetil
D. P. Sanjana, Zarathushtra in the du Perron, Zend-Avesta, tome i. Pt. 2,
Cfdthds and in the Greek and Roman p. 5 seq,, Paris, 1771; Spiegel, Eran- 
Olassics, p. 65b, Leipzig, 1897). This ische AUerthumskunde, i. 676-684 (tr 
material is now to be supplemented by Ilarab D. P. Sanjana, Geiger's 
considerably by  references which have Pastern Iranians, ii. 179-189, London, 
since become accessible in Palilavi lit- 1886); C. de Harlez, Avesta traduit, 
erature, and by abundant allusions Introd. pp. 23-25, 2d ed. Paris, 1881 ; 
found in Arabic and Syriac writers. Darmestcter, Zend-Avesta, tr. Introd.
Per the latter, see Gottheil, Refer- pp. 47-49, SHE. iv. 1st ed. Oxford, 
ences to Zoroaster in Syriac and Arabic 1880.
Literature, Drisler Classical Studies Special notice is not taken here of 
(Columbia University Press), New works relating to the home o f  the 
York, 1894; for example, pp, 32, 33 Avesta itself as a sacred book, although 
(bis), 34, 37, 39, 40 (bis), 42 n ., 44,48 this question is more or less directly 
(bis). These latter ‘ References to connected with the present subject. 
Zoroaster ’ will be constantly referred If references he desired, one may 
to in the present article. Further- find the more important bibliographi-
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I. ZOROASTER’ S N ATIVE PLACE

A. Classical References to Zoroaster’s Nationality

T he classical references w hich  allude to  the country o f  Zoroaster 
seem very  contradictory i f  they be view ed alone, and th ey  are doubt
less responsible for m uch o f  the uncertainty w hich  has prevailed on 
the subject. I t  m ust also be rem em bered that a m an is sometimes 
know n to  fam e through h is adopted country rather than through 
the land  o f  h is nativity. A lthough  often  conflicting, these classical 
references are o f  service in  argum ent; it is  w ell, therefore , briefly  
to  present them, first g iv ing  those statem ents w hich  connect Zoro
aster’ s nam e w ith  the w est o f  Iran, w ith  M edia or P e r s ia ; second, 
g iv ing  those citations w h ich  im p ly  th at Zoroaster belonged  to Bae- 
tria  or  eastern Iran. M ost o f  the allusions date fr o m  the earlier 
centuries o f  the Christian era, or som ewhat later, although claim s 
may be m ade in  one or tw o instances that the statem ents rest 
d irectly  upon older authority.

1, Bactria —Classical References placing Zoroaster in Eastern Iran

Several allusions in the classical w riters o f  G reece and R om e  
poin t to  the fa ct Chat Zoroaster was thought o f  as a  Bactrian, or, a t 
least, as exercising his a ctiv ity  in  the east o f  Iran. T h e w riters 
seem to  have som ewhat o f  a hazy notion  that Zoroaster was not a 
M agian on ly , but that he was a k in g  and m ilitary leader, the oppo
nent o f  M im s  and Sem iram is. There appears to be  a rem iniscence 
o f  an early  struggle betw een a presum able eastern Iranian m on
archy and the A ssyrian  pow er o f  the west. M ost o f  the classical 
allusions to  Bactria seem  to  indicate a com m on sou rce ; th is  
source m ay reasonably be traced back to  a m isunderstood allusion

cal material on the subject of the 237 seq., Berlin, 1882; Geiger’s views 
Avestan cradle noted by Ge'ger, Vater- are criticized also by  de Harlez, Das 
land und Zeitalter des Awesta und Alter und Heimath des Avesta, Bez- 
seiner Kultur, Abhandlungen. der kgl. zenberger’ s Beitrage, xii. 109 seq., 
bayr. Akad. d. Wiss. philos.-philol. 1887 ; and by Spiegel, Ueber das 
Cl. 1884, pp. 315-386. Geiger’ s list Vaterland und Zeitalter des Awesta, 
may be supplemented by de Harlez, Zweiter Artikel, in ZDMCt. xii. 280 
Der Avestische Calender und die Hei- seq., 1887. Consult Darmesteter, Le 
math der Avesta-lleligion, Berliner Zend-Avesta, iii. Introd. pp. 89-90, 
Orientalische Congress, Abhdgn. ii. Paris, 1893.
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>^22^in Ctesias.1 In his legendary accounts, Ctesias refers to wars car
ried on between ]S'i uus and Semiramis and 'Ofr&pnp (variants, ’Eya- 
opry/s, Xapprr/?, Zad/anjs) ; the allusion in Oxyartes (Av; Uxlyapnitd) 
is not to Zoroaster, although Cephalion, Justin, and Arnobius, who 
draw on Ctesias, make Zoroaster a Bactrian and the opponent of 
Ninus. The matter has been commented upon above (Appendix II.
154 seq.). The statements of these particular writers, however, are 
added for the sake of completeness, and they are supplemented by 
other classical citations. See also Appendix I I .

(a) Fragments o f Cephalion (a .d . 120) which arc preserved in 
the Armenian version of Eusebius, Ohron. 1. 43, ed. Aucher, 
describe the rebellion of the Magian Zoroaster, King of the Bac- 
trians, against Semiramis: de Zoroastri Magi Badrianorum regia 
certamine ac debellatione a Semiramide. Compare also, in this con
nection, Georgius Syncelius, Appendix V. § 41 below (cf. ed. Dind. 1. 
p. 315), and the reputed work of Moses of Khorene, 1.6, Ge mage 
Zoroastre, roi des Bactriens, c’est Adire des Medea ’ ; or, on the other 
hand, Moses of Khorene, 1. 17, ‘ Zoroastre (Zeratasd), mage et chef 
religieux des Mbdes (Mar)’ — see Langlois, Collections des Historien.i 
de UArmhiie, ii. 59 and 69, also Appendix V I . § 1 below; here Zoro
aster is a contemporary of Semiramis, and he seizes the government 
o f  Assyria and Nineveh; Semiramis flees before him, and she is 
killed in Armenia (langlois, ii. 69). See also Gilmore, Rtesias’ Per- 
sika, p. 30 n.; Spiegel, Eran. Alterthumskm.de, i. 682; Windischmann,
Zor. Stud. pp. 302,303; Muller, Frcigm. Hist. Gr. iii. 627, v. 328. Tor 
the statement of Thomas ArzrounI, see p. 217 below and Appendix VI.

( b )  Theon (a . d . 130) Progymnasmata, 9 ,  ire.pl (rvyuplarem, ed. 
Spengel, Rhet. Grcec. ii. 115, speaks of ‘ Zoroaster the Bactrian’ — 
Z w p oa cT T p ov  t o v  B a K T p h m  —  in connection with Semiramis. See Ap
pendix V. § 8 below, and cf. Windischmann, Zor. Stud. p. 290; Spie
gel, Eran. Alterthumskunde, i. 677.

(c) Justin (c. a .d . 120), in his epitome of Pompeius Tragus’
Hist. Philippic. 1. 1. 9-10, makes Zoroaster a king of Baetria, a 
Magian, and the opponent of Niruis — helium, cum, Zoroastre rege Bac- 
trianorum. See Appendix V. § 10 below.

( d )  Arnobius (a .d . 297), Adversus Ctutes, 1 .  5, also mentions a 
battle between the Assyrians and the Bactrians, under the leader
ship respectively of Ninus and Zoroaster: inter Assyrios et Bactrianos, 
Nino quondam Zoroastreque dudoribus. See Appendix V . § 16.

1 See also Justi in Orundr. d. iran. Philol. ii. 402.
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(e) E u seb iu s (a .d . 30 0 ), Ohron. 4. 35 , ed. A u cher, h as a lik e  alln- 
s io n t o  Z oroaster, B aetria , and N iu u s : Zoroastres M agu s rex  B actri- 
m oru rn  clarus habetur adverm m  quern NinuS dm icam t, ;  and a g a in ! 
(W in d isoh m aim , p . 290 ), P m p a ra tio  E van g. 10. 9. 10, ed. B in d , p ,
560, N tw ?, Kaff OV Zwpoatrrpjys 6 M ayas BaicrpiW e/SWtAcucre. See 
A p p e n d ix  V . § 18 below .

■(f) E p ip h a n iu s  o f  C on stan tia  (a .d , 2 9 8 -4 0 3 ) A d v. Hmreses, L ib .
I . torn. i. 6  (tom . i. co l. 185 seq., ed . M ign e) associa tes Z oroaster 's  
nam e "with N im rod , an d  states th at Z oroaster caine to  the east and 
fo u n d e d  B a e tr ia : Ziopodtrrprjs, os irpoa-to ^dip^cras eiu Ta aearoXisa p ipy  
otKicrrljs yCyvertu Bfarpwv. See A p p e n d ix  Y . § 21 b e low . T h e  sam e 
statem ent is  later repeated  by  P ro co p iu s  o f  Gaza, see A p p e n d ix  V.

§ 3 3  below . _ ,
(g ) A m m ianu s M arcellinuS , 2 3 .  6 . 32, in  d iscu ssin g  m agic rites, 

conn ects Z oroaster ’ s nam e w ith  B aetria , but identities H ysta sp es 
(Y isht& spa) w ith  the fa th e r  o f  D a r iu s : cuius sden tiae saeculis p riscis  
fnulta ex  Chaldaeorum  arcanis B a c t r i a n u s  adclidit Zoroastres, 
deinde .Hystaspes Tex prudentissim iis, D a re i pater. See A p p e n d ix  Y .

§ 22 below'.
(h) P a u l us O rosiu s (5 th  cen tu ry  a .d .) states th at N in u s con

quered and slew  Z oroa ster  o f  B aetria , th e  M agician . B o r  the c ita 
tion  an d  fo r  the A n g lo -S a x o n  v ers ion  see p. 157 an d  A p p e n d ix  Y .

§ 27 b e lo w .
(1)  A u gu stin e  (a .d . 3 5 4 -4 3 0 ), <le Civ. D ei, 2 1 . 1 4  (tom . t in  col. 728 , 

ed. M ig n e ) fo llo w s  th e  sam e id ea  in  m akin g  Z oroa ster  a B a ctrian  
w hose nam e is associa ted  w ith  N in u s : a N ino quippe rege A ssy r i-  
orum , cum  esset ipse ( Zoroastres)  B actnanorum , hello superatus est.
See A p p e n d ix  V . § 2 8  below .

( j )  Isidores ( a .d . 570-636), E tym ol. 8 . 9 (tom. iii. col. 310, ed.
M ig n e ) : M agorum  prim u s Zoroastes r ex  B actnanorum , quern, N in u s  
rex  A ssyrioru m  p roelio  in terfecit; a n d  he alludes to  a statem ent o f  
A r is to tle  regarding  Z oroaster ’ s w ritin gs . See A p p e n d ix  V . § 38 
below . A g a in  Is idoru s , Ohron. (tom . v. col. 1024, ed . M ig n e ) : hac 
aetate m agica ars in  P e r  side a  Z oroaste B a c t r i a n  o r u m  rege  
reperta. A  N ino rege oedditur.

(k ) H u g o  d e  S an cto  Y icto re  (d ie d  a .d . 1140), A d n ot. E lucid . in  
P entateuchon  —  in  Gen. (tom . i. co l. 49, ed. M ig n e ) :  rex  B actria e  
N in o  -vicinus at vocatus Zoroastes, in ven tor el auctor m alejiciae m ath- 
em aticae artis.
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2. Media or Persia — Classical Helerences placing Zoroaster in
Western Iran

T h ere  are nine or ten  c lass ica l allusions, on  the oth er han d , w h ich  
con n ect Z oroaster ’s nam e w ith  M edia , or rather w ith  P ersia , the 
la tter  term  o fte n  bein g  used dou btless in  a  broader sense.

(a) P lin y  th e  E lder ( a . d . 2 3 -7 9 ) , N. II. 30. 2. 1, f o r  exam ple, 
g ives h is op in ion  that th e  art o f  the M ag i arose in  P e rs ia  w ith  Z o ro 
aster, bu t h e  is  in  d ou bt as to  w hether th ere w ere tw o  Z oroasters or 
on ly  one, an d  he alludes to  a  P rocon n esian  Z oroaster, T h u s , in  h is 
first statem ent, h e  w rites, N. II- 30. 2 . 1 , sine dubio ittic (ars Magioa) 
orta in Perside a Zoroastre, ut inter auctores convenit. Sed unus hie 
fuerit, an postea alius, non satis constat. A g a in , in  h is  secon d  state
m ent, w h en  speaking o f  th e  M agian  O sthanes, w h o  accom pa n ied  
X e rx e s  to  G reece, he says, N. II. 30. 2, 8 , dUigentiores paulo ante 
ham (Osthanem) ponunt Zoroastrem  alt am Proconnesium.  
See A p p e n d ix  V . § 5.

P erh aps in  th is  same conn ection  m ay b e  m en tioned  th e  curious 
rem ark o f  th e  S ch oliast to  th e  P la ton ic  A lcib iad es  (see A p p e n d ix  
V. § 1 b e lo w ), to  the e ffect that, accord in g  to  som e, Z oroa ster  w as a 
‘ H e llen ia n ,’ or that he had com e from  th e  m ain lan d  b e y o n d  th e  se a : 
Zcopodorp^s . . - ov ol /lev "E/\Ar;va, ol <Se i w  Ik rys VTrep rr/v jicydkr/v 
ddXacrcrav r/trtipov ai/opy/ievcor [jrouSitJ cjSacri, k. t . \. See A p p e n d ix  V .
§ 1, and c f . W in d isch m a n n , Zor. Stud. p . 27 5  n.

(b) C lem ens A lexa n d ria n s (a .i>. ,200) speak s o f  Z oroaster either 
as a M e d e  or  as a P e r s i a n ,  w ith  an  a llu sion  in c id e n ta lly  to  
P a m p h y lia : Strom, i. (tom . i. col. 773, ed. M ig n e ), Za>poa<rrp»;v rav 
/idyov ror Tlepcryv; and Strom, i. (tom . i. co l. 8 68 , ed. M ig n e ), Zwpo- 
do-rpr/s 6 M'/?Sos. Cf. again  Strom, v. on  ria/rr/iuXos. S ee  A p p e n d ix  
V. § 13 below .

(c) O rigen es (a .d 1 8 5 -2 5 4 ), Contra Celsum i. (tom . i. co l. 689, ed. 
M ig n e ), speaks o f  Z oroaster as a P ersia n  —  rov lUpa-yv Tuopodarpyv. 
See A p p e n d ix  V . § 14.

(d )  D iogen es  L aertius (flor . c. a .d , 2 1 0 ), de Vit. Philos. Prom in.
2, w rites o f  ‘ Zoroaster the P ersia n ,’ —  Zwpodcrrpr/v rov llepcn/v, 
and ap paren tly  bases v ariou s statem ents w h ich  he m ak es about 
h im  on  th e  au th ority  o f  H erm od oru s ( b .c. 2 5 0 ? )  and X a n th u s  o f  
L y d ia  ( b .c. 5 0 0 -4 5 0 ). T h e  te x t  sh ou ld  be  co n su lte d ; see  A p p e n 
d ix  Y . § 15 below .

(e) P o rp h y r iu s  ( a . i >. 2 3 3 -3 0 4 ), de Antro Nymph. 6. 7, refers, at



least, to  Zoroaster's retirem ent into a cave 1 in the m ountains o f  P er
sia ’ : Zwpa&rrpou avro<f>vi.<s a-m/Xaiov iv rots wXr/trCw opart rfyi Ilepcrt'Sos.
T he con text shows that the region o f  Persia in a general sense is 
intended. See A p p en d ix  V . § 17, and cf, W indischm ann, M ithra,
Abb., f. K u n de  d. M orgenl. I. 62, L eipzig , 1857.

(f) Lactantius (about a .d . 300), Inst. 7. 15, refers to  H ystaspes 
(Zoroaster's patron) as an ancient k in g  o f Media, lon g  antedating 
the fou n d in g  o f B orn e: Hystaspes quoque, qui fu it  M e d o r u m  rex  
cmtiquissimus (cf. M igne, Patrolog. L o t. tom. 6, and W indischm ann,
Zor. Stud. p. 259, 293).

(g) G regory  o f  T ours (a .d . 538-593), Hist. Francor. 1. 5 (col. 164 
seq., ed. M ign e), iden tify in g  Zoroaster w ith  Chus (Cham  or H am ), 
places h im  among the Persians, to  w h om  he is said to  have im m i
grated : hie ad Persas transiit; hunc P ersae vocitavere Zoroastrem.
See A p p e n d ix  V. § 3 7 .

(h) C hronicon P aschale or Chron, Alexaridrinum  ( a .d . 7th cen
tury, bu t w ith  spurious additions a .d . 1042), col. 148 seq., ed M igne, 
has o ZoipoWrpos o arrTpov6/io<; Hiptrmv o jrepi/ftfyros. A g a in  the allu
sion is v e ry  general in  sense. See Appendix: V. § 39.

( i )  I t  m ay be noted, m erely in passing  that G eorgius Syncellus 
(about a ..d . 800), Chron. i. p. 147, a lludes to a  Zoroaster who was 
one o f the M edian rulers over B aby lon  more than a thousand years 
before th e  Christian era. .¥ 0  em phasis need be la id  upon the pas
sage, n or any  stress upon  iden tify in g  the name necessarily  with the 
P rop h et; the chief interest o f  the allusion  consists in  its showing 
that th e  nam e Zoroaster was found in  M edia. See Ju sti, Gnm driss 
der Iran. Phil. ii. 4 0 2 ; W indischm ann, Zor. Stud. p. 3 0 2 ; Haag, A  
Lecture on  Zoroaster, p. 23, Bom bay, 1865. Consult A ppendix  V .
§ 41 below .

(j) Suidas (about a .d . 970), s.v. Zaywdarpiys, assumes a second 
fam ous representative o f  the name, a  Perso-Median sage (Tlepcro- 
prjSris, <roc6os). This is evidently  the Prophet. See A p p en d ix  V. § 45.

(It) M ich ael G lycas (flourished about a .d. 1150), A n n . P ars  ii, col.
253, ed. M igne, repeats the statements current about Ninus, Semi- 
ramis, and Zoroaster, w hom  he speaks o f  under the general term  o f  
Persian, —  Zcopdcurrpos 6 'rrepifiariTO'; I l e p a w  atXTpovop.os, —  and he adds 
several allusions to the m agic art in M edia  and P ersia : rgv mrrpovopiav 
Aiyovrat irpotTov tbprjKtvcu Ba/JuAdnot Sta Zwpodorpou, Btvrtpov 8e tSefavro 
ot AiyuTTtoi; Tqv 8c payday tvpov Mi)8oi, eTra lUptrai. See A pp en d ix
y. § 47.

i f  l i t )  (CT
\ v ^ v S ^ t7 l 9 0  a p p e n d i x  i v  i j l j



Estimate of the Classical Allusions. — Tlie classical allusions on 
the subject of Zoroaster’s nationality are rather contradictory and 
conflicting. They refer to Bactria on the one hand and to Media 
and Persia on. the other. The allusions to Persia are doubtless to 
be taken in a broad and general sense. It will be noticed, moreover, 
that the direct place of birth is not necessarily implied in these 
national appellatives. In point of time, few of the classical passages 
are much older than the more direct Oriental allusions; some of 
them are even later. They are of value chiefly for bringing out 
both sides of the question of eastern Iran and western Iran, and they 
are of importance when, checked by tradition or when used for 
throwing additional light on tradition.

B. Oriental References to Zoroaster’s Place of Origin 
—  The Tradition

Laying the classical authorities aside, we may now have recourse 
to the more direct Oriental tradition. For the most part the 
Oriental material is either directly Iranian or it is Arabic matter 
drawn from Iranian sources. This gives it a special value. The 
statements on the subject may therefore be taken up in detail; the 
allusions found in the Pahlavi or patristic writings of Zoroastrianism 
will first be presented; these will then bo elucidated further by 
references in Arabic and Syriac authors; and, finally, they will be 
judged in the light of the Avesta itself. I f  the Oriental citations be 
examined critically, they will be found generally to be quite con
sistent in their agreement on the place of Zoroaster’s origin.

'Western Iran— Atropatene. Media — the Scene of Zoroaster’s Appear
ance according to Oriental Sources

There is a general uniformity among Oriental writings which 
touch on the subject in locating the scene of Zoroaster’s appearance 
in western Iran, either in Adarbaijan (Atropatene) or in Media 
Proper (Media Rhagiana). The city of Until (mod. Urumiah, 
Oroomiah), Shlz, or the district round about Lake Oroomiah (Av. 
Oaficasta or CaSeista), and Rai (Av. Ragha) arc the rivals for the 
honor of being his home. The sea of CaSeista is the Galilee of 
Zoroastrianism; Shlz and Ragha, the Hazareth and the Bethlehem 
of Iran, UrmI and Shlz represent Atropatene; Rai (Ragha) stands 
for Media Proper.
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•■ vK&̂S' t
T he riva lry  between the tw o  regions m entioned, and the associa

tion  o f Z oroaster ’s name, first w ith M edia Atropatene (Adarbaijftn), 
and then w ith  the M edian Eai' (M edia  Bhagiana), h a p p ily  finds an 
explanation  in  a rem ark m ade by  Shahrast&ni (a .jd. 1086-1153).1 
T h is A ra b  w riter gives us the key to  the problem  w hen  he says o f  
Zoroaster th at ‘ his father w as o f  the region  of A d a rb a ija n ; h is 
m other, w hose name was D ughdii, cam e from  the city  o f  E a i . ’ 1 2

This statem ent o f  Shahrastan'I is apparently vouched  fo r  by the 
D lnkart (7 . 2. 7 -1 3 ), from  w hich  source w e learn th at Zoroaster’s 
m other before  her m arriage w ith  Pourushaspa (P orushaspo) resided 
in  a different d istrict from  the latter. A s  a g irl slie becom es filled 
w ith  a d iv in e  splendor and g lo r y ; the phenom enon causes her to be 
suspected o f  w itchcraft, and her fa th er is  induced, b y  idolatrous 
priests to send her from  h is home. She goes to Patiragtaraspo,
‘ father o f  a fa m ily  in the coun try  o f  the Sp'itamas, in  the district o f  
A lak  (or A ra k ) , ’ 3 4 where she marries Pourushaspa the son. T h is  
d istrict is probab ly  connected w ith  the ‘ A  rag p rov in ce ’ (Zsp . 20. 4), 
w hich  latter is undoubtedly  a part o f  A darbaijan .'1 Furtherm ore, 
by w ay o f  localization , w e note  that the v illage o f P atiragtaraspo is 
stated to  have been situated in  a  valley  (D k . 7. 2. 1 1 -1 3 ) ;  and the 
house o f  th e  sou Pourushaspa, Zoroaster’s father, is elsew here spoken 
o f  as o ccu p y in g  the bank o f  the river D arej, which m a y  have been 
the home o f  the P rophet’s parents after th ey  married .3

Lastly, b y  w ay o f  in troduction , it m ust be noticed th at there is an 
o ld  proverb in  Pahlavi literature w hich  characterizes anyth ing  that 
is preposterous as som ething that could  h ard ly  happen ‘ even  if  E ak 
(or E agh ) and N otar should  com e to g e th e r ’ (Dk. 7. 2. 5 1 ; 7. 3 . 1 9 ;
Zsp. 1 6 . 1 1 -1 3 , and cf. D k. 7. 3. 39). In  Zsp. 16. 12-13, these proper 
names, E a gh  and N otar, are explained as ‘ tw o provinces w hich  are 
in  Atur-pStakan (A darbaijan), such as are at sixty  leagues (para-

1 See my article in JAOS. xv. 228. xlvii. 151, m ; and, slightly differently,
2 See JAOS. xv. 228, and cf. Hyde, Darmesteter, Le ZA. iii. Introd. p.

Hist. Religionist vet. Pers. p. 298; Gott- 89, n. 2. W est writes m e, Nov. 1, 1897, 
heil, References to Zoroaster, p. 48 Eagh =  Eak =  Arak =  Alak =  Av.
(bis) ; Darmesteter, SBE.iv. (2d ed .), Ragha.
p. 281, Le ZA. iii. 35, n. and Introd. p. 5 Bd. 20. 32 ; 24. 15 ; Zsp. 22. 12 ;
89, n. 2. See also p. 17 above and p. 199. Yd. 19. 4 ; 19.11. Shahrastani speaks

3 Quotation from  Dk. 7. 2 .9  ( W est’s o f a mountain (Ism)uwiz-xar (read-
translation, 8 BE. xlvii. 20). m g ? ), in Adarbaijan, associated with

4 On ‘ A rag,’ consult West, SEE. Zoroaster's birth.
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sang, i.e. 210 to 240 m iles) from  C is t ; 1 Zaratflsht arose from  B ilgh , 
and Vishtasp from  N o  tar. A n d  o f  these tw o  provinces, R agh  w as 
accord ing  to  the nam e o f  E ricb, son  o f  DfirSsrobo, son o f  M 'anilsh- 
cihar, from  w hom  arose the race o f  Zaratftsht; and N o ta r  w as 
accord ing  to  the nam e o f  N otai’ , son  o f  M anushcihar, from  w hom  
arose the race o f  V ish tasp .’ 2

So m u ch  b y  w ay  o f  in troduction . W e  m ay n ow  proceed  to  d is
cuss A darbaijan  (A tropaten e) and M edia (M ed ia  R h agiaoa ) respec
tive ly .

I .  A d a rb a ija n  (A tro p a te n e )

T h e connection  o f  Zoroaster w ith  L ake Caecista , U rum iah, Shiz, 
and th e  territory  round about, m a y  be  further illustrated  b y  qu ota
tions in  Zoroastrian literature.

a. A llusions in Z oroastrian LiTBRArtiRK

T h e allusions to  A darbaijan  w ill first be presented, and th en  an 
attem pt w ill be m ade to  localize, i f  possible, th e  region k n ow n  .in 
the A v esta  as A iryan a  V aejah  (P h i. Airan-Vej), and the r iver ca lled  
D arej or D araja.

(a) T h e Bundahishn places th e  hom e o f Zoroaster in  A ira n  V e j, 
b y  the river D araja. B d. 20. 32, D a ra ja  ru tp a v a n  A ira n  V ej, munaS 
m an-i PoruSaspo abitar-i ZaratuSt pavan  bar yehevunt, ‘ the D ara ja  
river is in  A iran  Vej,. on w hose bank (bar)  w as the abode o f  
P 6 rush asp, the fa th er o f  Zaratxisht.’ 3

(b) T h e  Bundahishn, in  another passage, also states th at Z oro 
aster w as born near the D araja R iv e r . Bd. 24. 15, D ara ja  n i t  rut- 
baran rat, mamanaS man-i abitar-4 ZaratuSt pavan  ba lx ; 4 ZaratuSt 
tam m an zat, ‘ the D ara ja  R iver is  th e  ch ie f o f  exa lted  rivers, fo r  the 
abode o f  Zaratfisht’ s father was u pon  its b a n k s ; an d  Zaratusbt w as 
born  there.’

■_ 1 I f_ we assume that Cist (A v. CaS- SB E . xlvii. 146-147). In the Avesta,
eista) is Lake Urumiah, then ‘ 60 para- VislitSspa is o f the family of Naotair-
sangs ’ (210-240 miles) would place yans, and so also is Hutaosa his wife.
Ragh and Notar considerably outside Cf. Yt. 5.98 ; 15. 85 and SBE. xlvii. 80,
of the boundaries of the present Adar- n. 1 and p. 70 above. 
baijSn. So noticed by W est (personal 3 See also W est, SBE. v. 82, and p. 
letter, dated Nov. 1,1897). This would 204 below.
lavor the common identification o f 4 To be em ended ; see the remarks 
Ragh, the home of Zoroaster’s mother, on the reading o f the word by W est, 
with the ruins of Ral. SBE . v. 89, n. 6.

3 Zsp. 16. 11-12 (W est’ s translation, 
o
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(c) Zftt-aparam, 22. .12, makes one of Zoroaster’s conferences with, 
the archangels to have taken place ‘ on the precipitous bank of the 
Davcja’ (p a v a n  Darejin zbdr). See West, SEE. xlvii. 162 n. There 
can be little doubt that this assertion, like the unequivocal, state
ments of the Biindahishn, rests upon good old tradition; the three 
allusions accord perfectly with hints which are found in the Avesta 
i#§elf

(d) In the Avesta, Vd. 19. 4; 19. 11, we likewise learn that Zoro
aster’s temptations by Ahriman, as well as his visions of Ormazd 
and the archangels, took, place, in part at least, upon the banks of 
the river Darej, where stood the house of his father Pourushaspa:
Vd. 19. 4, Drvjya paiti zbarahi nmanahe Pourmhaspahe, ‘ by the 
Darej, upon its’high bank, at the home Qoc. gen.) of Pourushaspa.’ 
Compare Phi. pavan Darejin zbar in the preceding paragraph. A 
little farther on in the same chapter we read: Vd. 19. 11, psrasat 
ZaraOuitro Ahuram Mazdgm . . . Drsjyct paiti zbarahe, Ahuraii Maz- 
ddi varAave, Vohu-Maite tiwh&no, Alai VahiMai, TUatirSi Vairydi, 
Spantay&i ArmatSe, ‘ Zoroaster communed with Ahura Mazda on the 
high bank of the Darej, sitting (?) before the good Ahura Mazda, \
and before Good Thought, before Asha Vahishta, Khshathra Vairya, ’
and Spenta Arrnaiti.’ 1

With regard to localizations, there is good ground for believing 
that Alrftn VSj (Av. Airyana Vaejah) is to be identified in part at 
least with AdarbaijSn, and that the ancient Darej of the Avesta 
(Phi. D&raja) is identical with the modern Daryai. The Daryai 
K M  flows from Mt. Savalto. (Sebllan), in AdarbaijSn, northward 
into the Aras (Araxes).2 If the identification be correct and the

1 The reference to the elevation or rahi, ‘ at a bend ’ (o f the river), or as 
the precipitous b a n t  of the river, A v. adj. 1 meandering ’ ; cf. Skt. V  hvar, 
zbarah, Phi. A a r, bar (cf. Skt. hv Aras), * to be crooked, to wind ’ ; or  even the
seems to be in accordance with the idea ‘ in  a  cave ’ might be  gotten ety- 
tradition that Zoroaster retired to a mologically from the w ord ; and the 
mountain for m editation ; see V d . 22. cave played a part in Zoroastrian and 
19, gairlm avi spantb-frasntt, nanism  Mithraic mysteries. On the latter point 
avi spsnta-frasnd, ‘  to the mountain o f compare Windischinann, Mithra, pp. 
the two who held holy converse ; to 62-64, in Abh. K. Mora. i. N o. 1, 1867. 
the wood where the two (Ormazd and 1 See also Darmesteter, Zend-Avesta 
Zoroaster) had holy com m unings.’ tr. SBE. Iv. In trod. p. 49 (1st ed .).
See similar ideas above, p. 34. I f  it For the river Aras (A ra x es), see 
were not for the Fahlavi passages, one de Harlez, Avesta traduit, p. viii. m ap; 
might be inclined to render A v. sba- also the map of Persia b y  Philip

(f( 1 )1) VCT
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^ — ̂ ancient Darej, Dftraja, was in Atropatene, it is wholly in keeping 

with what follows; for in this connection may be noticed a later 
non-Iranian tradition which associates Zoroaster’s name with Shiz 
(ci. At. CaScista) and with Mt. Savalan. Consult the Map.

This tradition which supports the assumed identification Darej,
Daraja, Daryai, is found in the Arabic writer Kazwml (about a .d .
1263).1 The passage in which KazwinI speaks of Shiz in Adar- 
haijfin is as follows: ‘ Zaradusht, the prophet of the Magians, takes 
his origin from here (is. Adarbaijan). It is said that he came from 
Shiz. He went to the mountain Sabalan, separated from men. He 
brought a. book the name of which was Basta. It was written in 
Persian, which could not be understood except with the assistance of 
a commentator. He appeared, claiming the gift of prophecy, at the 
time of Gushtasp; the son of LohrSsp, the son of Kai-Kbusrau, king 
of Persia.’ 3 Mount Sabalan (Savalan) may be the Avestan ‘ Mount 
of the Holy Communicants/ with a sacred tree perhaps (Vd. 22. 19, 
gairim spantd-frasnd, vanhm spsnto-framd), for Kazwlnl elsewhere 
says of Sabalan: ‘ It i3 related that the Prophet (is. Mohammed) 
said: Sabalan. is a mountain between Armenia and Adarbaijan.
On it is one of the graves of the prophets. He said further: On 
the top of the mountain is a large spring, the water of which is 
frozen on account of the severe cold; and around the mountain are 
hot springs to which sick people come. At the foot of the mountain 
is a large tree, and under this there is a plant to which no animal 
will draw near. If it comes near it, the animal flees away; if it eat of 
it, it dies.’ 3 The religious character of the place, the mountain, the 
tree, the springs, would answer well for the identification suggested 
for the modern Daryai Rud in Adarbaijan,

This much having been prefaced with reference to Adarbaijan 
and with regard to the river near which the Prophet probably 
passed some of his early years, or in the neighborhood of which he

& Son (L on d on ), Rand & McNally where Rawlinson’ s identification o f  
(New Y ork ), and especially b y  Keith Shiz with Takht-i Suleiman is 
Johnson (Edinburgh and L ondon ) at 'noticed.
the end o f this volume. 9 Gottheil, References to Zoroaster,

1 Kazwlnl, ii. p. 267, ed. W iisten- p. 40. 
feld, Gottingen, 1848 (Gottheil, Refer- a Gottheil, References to Zoroaster, 
ences to Zoroaster, p. 40) ; consult pp. 41-42. According to Gottheil, the 
also Darmesteter, Zend-Avesta, tr. tree appears also in connection with 
SHE. iv. Introd. p. 49 (1st ed .), Zoroaster in Syriac legends.



may hare been born (Bel 24. 15), if not at Urumiah, we are next 
prepared to take up the question of Alran Vej.

Direct Iranian tradition explicitly connects the opening of Zoro
aster’s prophetic career with. Airyana Vaejah of the Avesta, or Alran 
Vej in Pahlavi. This land is sometimes regarded as mythical; but, 
like a number of other scholars, I do not agree with that view. I 
am inclined strongly to favor the opinion of those who think we 
have good reason for believing that Airyana Vaejah is to be localized 
in the west of Iran, as the Pahlavi locates it, and that this also 
points to the notion that Zoroaster originally came from that 
direction eastward. The Bnndahishn expressly connects Airitn Vej 
with Atropatene : Bd. 2 9 .  12, Alran Vej pawn Icust-i Aturpajalcim.
The present opinion of scholars tends to uphold this localization.1 
The river Darej, near which stood the house of Zoroaster’s father, 
was in Alran VSj, as already stated, and an identification was accord
ingly suggested. In the Avesta, moreover, Zoroaster is familiarly 
spoken of as ‘ renowned in Airyana Vaejah’ (Ys. 9. 14, sruto airyene 
vaejahe). The Prophet is also there represented as offering sacrifice 
in Airyana Vaejah by the river D&ityS (see below): Yt. 5. 104; 9.
25; 17. 45, airyene vaej aid vaAkuyd dattyayd. The Bundah.islm 
likewise alludes to the fact that Zoroaster first offered worship in 
Airiln Vej and received MStyomah (Av. Maihybi-mdwho) as his first 
disciple. The passage reads, Bd. 32. 3, ‘ Zaratusht, when he brought 
the religion, first celebrated worship in Alrhn Vej and Mefcyomah 
received the religion from him.’ 2 In the Dlnkarfc also, as well as in 
the Avesta, the river DSiti and its affluents in the land, of Alr&n Vej 
form the scene of Zoroaster’s first revelation and of certainly one of 
his interviews with the archangels, the majority of which took place 
in Atropatene ( Dk. 7. 3. 51-54; 4. 29; 8. 60; 9. 23; Zsp. 21.5; 21.
13; 2 2 .  2; 2 2 .  9),3 In the later Persian Zartusht Hamah, Zoroaster 
passes the Daltl before he proceeds on his mission to King Visit tasp.4

1 Darmesteter, Le ZA. ii. 5 -6  ; Geld- Phil, it  389. Spiegel notices the ques-
ner, Grundr. d. iran. Phil. ii. 88 ; simi- tion  o f  A iryanem  Va8j0 in ZDMG. 
larly Justi, Spiegel, and de Hariez x li. 289.
make Media the home o f  the Avesta. 2 Cf. West, SBIJ. v. 141, and Justi,
The strongest opponent o f  this view, D er Bundahesh, p. 79.
and warmest supporter o f  Bactria, is 8 Cf. p. 40 seq., above.
Geiger, Ostiraniseke Kultur, Erlangen, 4 See Eastwick’s translation in W il- 
1882 ; Site. cl. Egl. bayr. Akad,, Mai, s o d ,  Parsi Religion , p. 491.
1884, and recently Grundr. d, iran.
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T h e  h a llow ed  Daitya1 —  a sort o f  Iranian J ord a n  — was perhaps
a  border stream  betw een  tw o territorial d iv is io n s ; we reca ll that 
V ish tSspa  sacrifices ‘ on  th e  other side o f  i t '  ( c f . pasne, Y t. 17. 49 ) 
as d iscussed  elsew here, p. 211. T h e  proposed iden tifica tion  o f  the 
D a itya  and its affluents, w ith  th e  m od em  K izel CJzen, Sp5d or ba fgd  
E n d  and its tributaries in  A darbaijS n  has already  been m entioned  
as sa tis fy in g  m ost o f  the cond ition s o f  the problem .

0. A llusions in  M oham m edan  W r it e r s

H a v in g  exam ined th e  direct Iranian, sonrces in  the lig h t o t pos
sib le  allusions to  A tropatene, w e m ay  now turn  to  other m ateria l On 
th e  subject. M oham m edan w riters are alm ost unanim ous in  p la cin g  
the first part o f  Zoroaster’ s p roph etic  career in  A darbaijau  (A zar- 
ba ija p ) or in  stating that he cam e origina lly  fro m  that reg ion .8 T h e  
trad ition s  cluster about U ram iah  (U rin l) and Shiz. T h e A ra b ic  
nam e Shiz is th e  counterpart o f  an Iranian C lz (from  C aecista), or 
l a k e  U ram iah .4 T h e  A rab geographer Y a k u t ( a .b . 1250) describes 
‘ S h i z ,  a d istrict o f  A zarbaijan  . . . w hich  is be lieved  to  be  the 
cou n try  o f  Zaradusht, the p roph et o f  the fire-w orshippers. T he 
c h ie f  p la ce  o f  th is  d istrict is U rm ia h  V  and under U rm ia h  he 
w r it e s : ‘  I t  is be lieved  that th is  is the city  o f  Zaradusht an d  that
it  w as fou nded  b y  th e  fire-w orsliippers .’ 6

T h ere  are a  dozen  other su ch  statem ents w h ich  w ill be  g iven  
below , bu t before  presenting th em  it  w ill be w ell m erely  to  n ote  that 
tw o  or  three A ra b ic  authors allude to  Zoroaster as be in g  o f  Ijiles- 
tin ian  origin, and th ey  state that he cam e fro m  that land to  A dar- 
b a ijf in ; and they proceed  to  id e n t ify  him  w ith  B aruch, the scribe  o f  
Jerem iah . T h is  con fu sion  is presum ably  due t o  their h a v in g  con 

fo u n d e d  th e  A ra b ic  fo rm  o f  th e  nam e Jerem iah , A rm iah  (luyo^l)

i L it. the ‘ river o f the Law,’  on Gottheil, References to Zoroaster in 
which it was first promulgated. Syriac, and Arabic Literature, Drisler

a See pp. 41,211. The same sugges- Classical Studies, New York, 1894 
tion has been made tentatively b y  (Columbia University P ress).
W est, SBE. v. 79 n. ; but Justi, Odr. 4 See Darmesteter, Le ZA. iii. p.
4. iran, Phil. ii. -102, proposes either xxi, n. 2, and cf. Justi, Handbuch, s.v. 
the K ur or the Aras. Similarly D ar- Caecasta.
mesteter, Le ZA. ii. 6, n . 5 See Barbier de Meyuard, Diet, de

8 The quotations in the following la Perse, extrait de Yaqout, 1 aris, 
paragraphs are made from  the m ono- 1861, p. obi .
.graph of my friend and colleague, 8 Ibid. p. 26, 85.
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w K f - /\ S.,«*y  with Zoroaster’s supposed native place Urumiah, Urmiah
Having noticed this point we may present the Arabic and Syriac 
allusions to Zoroaster’s native place, which are almost unanimous in 
mentioning Adarbaijan (Azerbaijan).

(a) Ibn KhurdSdhbah (about a.d. 816),1 2 Kitab alrMasalik wa’U 
Mamalik, p. 119 (ed. De Goeje, Leyden, 1889) writes of ‘ Urmiah, 
the city of Zaradusht, and Salamas and Shlz, in which last city 
there is the temple of Aclharjushnas, which is held in high esteem 
by the Magians.’ 3

(b) Ahmad ibn Yahya al-Bahldlmri (about a .d . 861) in his Kitab 
Futuh al-buldan (De Goeje, Liber Expugnationis Hegnorum, p. 331.
1, Leyden, 1866), in mentioning the conquest of Adarbaija n, adds the 
following note: ‘ Urmiah is an ancient city (of Adarbaijan); the 
Magians think that Zaradusht, their master, came f rom there.’ 4 *

(c) Ibn al-Faklh al Hamadhanl (about a .d . 910), in his geo
graphical account (ed. De Goeje, Leyden, 1885, p. 286) mentions as

, cities of Adarbaijan: ‘ Janzab, Jabrawan, and Urmiah, the city of 
Zaradusht, and Shlz, in which there is the fire-temple, Adhar
jushnas, which is held in high esteem by the Magians.’ s

( d )  Tabari ( d .  a . d . 923), in his history, gives considerable atten
tion to Zoroaster; out of a number of allusions one passage may be 
selected. It will be noticed, as explained above, pp. 38,166, that 
Tabari mentions a belief that Zoroaster was a native of Palestine 
who came to Adarbaijan. In his Annules, Part I. p. 648 (Brill, 
Leyden, 1881), the passage runs: ‘ During the reign of Bishtasp 
(Vishtasp) Zaradusht appeared, whom the Magians believe to be 
their prophet. According to some learned men among the people of 
the book (i.e. the Jews), he was of Palest inian origin, a servant 
to one of the. disciples of Jeremiah the prophet, with whom he was 
a favorite; but he proved treacherous and false to him. Wherefore

1 Cl. pp. SO, 166 above and Gottheil, in the Christian patriarch Eutychiua
Deferences to Zoroaster, p. 30, n. 2. o f  Alexandria (a .d . 876-939) when he

2 His father is stated to have been mentions Zoroaster. This author wrote 
a .Magian, Gottheil, Deferences to Zoro- in Arabic ; the passage is given above 
aster, p. 14. in a Latin version in Appendix II. p,

3 Gottheil, Deferences to Zoroaster, 168, and it may be found rendered into
P- 44. Latin in Migne, Patrolog. dr., tom. 111.

* Gottheil, Deferences to Zoroaster, 6 Gottheil, Deferences to Zoroaster,
p. 33. It is not necessary at this point p. 44. 
to repeat a,Iso the allusion to 1 Persia ’
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cursed him, and he became leprous.1 He wandered, to Adar- 

uarjan, and preached there the Magian religion. From there he went 
to BishtSsp, who was in Balkh. Now when he (Zoroaster) had 
come before him and preached his doctrine to him, it caused him to 
marvel, and he compelled his people to accept it, and put many of 
his people to death on its account. They then followed it (the 
religion). Bishtasp reigned one hundred and twelve years.*8

(e) Masfid! (writing a .d . 943-944, died 951) states in his Meadows 
of Gold: 1 Gusht&sp reigned after his father (Lobrasp) and resided 
at Balkh. He had been on the throne thirty years when Zardusht, 
son of Espiman, presented himself before him . . . he (Zardusht) 
was originally from Adarbaijan and he is ordinarily called Zardusht, 
son of Espiman.’ 3

(f) Hamzah al-Isfahanl (a.d. eleventh century) in his Annals, p. 22,
26 (Gottwaldt, ffamzae Ispahanensis Annalium, Libri x, Lipsiae,
1848) states: 'While King Lohrftsp was still living, the sovereignty 
was handed over to his son Gushtasp; and in the thirtieth year of 
Gushtasp’s reign, when he himself was fifty years old, Z a r d u s h t  
of A d a r b a i j a n  came to him and expounded the religion to him.
He not only embraced the religion himself, but he also'sent messen
gers to the Greeks in behalf of this faith and invited them to 
adopt it. They, on the contrary, produced a hook which had been 
given them by Ferldiiti, in which it was agreed that they should he 
allowed to keep whatsoever religion they had themselves chosen.’ 4

(g) Shahrastanl (born a . d . 1086) has the famous statement already 
noticed, pp, 17, 192: ‘ They (the Zaradushtlva) are the followers of 
Zaradusht ibn Burshasb (Purshasp), who appeared in the time of 
King Kushtasf (Gushtasp) ibn LohrSspt his father was from Adar
baijan, and his mother, -whose name was Dughdu, was from Ral,’ * 
According to Shahrastani the Prophet’s birth takes place in 
Adarbaijan.

(h) Ibn al-Athlr (a .i>. 13th century) incorporates the greater part 
of Tabari’s history into his Kitab al-Kamil f t  al-ta'ankh, with slight

1 Cf. p. 30 and Appendix II. p. 166. * A fter Gottwaldt’ s Latin transla-
8 Gottheil, References to Zoroaster, tion. See also Gottheil, References to 

pp. 36-37. Zoroaster, p. 83.
8 From Masudi (MaQoudi), Prairies 6 From  the German, translation b y  

d\Or, Texts et traduction par Barbier Haarbriieker, i. p. 275 seq. ; see Got- 
de Meynard, ii. p. 128. See Gottheil, theil, References to Zoroaster, p. 48.
References to Zoroaster, p. 34.
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additions from other sources, and with a more concise arrangement. 
His account of Zoroaster closely follows Tabari’s lines, including 
the statement regarding Zoroaster’s relation, to Jeremiah,1 and. his 
wandering to Adarbaijan: ‘ It is said, he adds, that he was a for 
eigner,1 2 * and that he had composed a book with which he went 
around in the land. Ho one knew its meaning. He pretended that 
it was a heavenly tongue in which he was addressed. He called it 
Ashta.8 He went from Adarbaijan to Faris (Persia). But no one 
understood what was in it, nor did they receive him. Then he went 
to India and offered it to the princes there. Then he went to China 
and to the Turks, but not one of them would receive him. They 
drove him out from their country. He travelled to Fergliftnah, but 
its prince wished to kill him. From there he Fed and came to 
BishtSsp (Vishtiisp), son of Lohr&sp, who commanded that he be 
imprisoned. He suffered imprisonment for some time.’ 4 And Ibn 
al-Athlr farther on relates : 4 Then Bishtasp caused Zaradusht, who 
was in Balkh, to be brought to him. When he stood before the 
king he explained his religion to him. The king wondered at it, 
followed it, and. compelled his people to do the same. He killed 
a large number of them until they accepted (the new religion). The 
Magians believe that he took his r ise in A darba i jan  and that 
he came down to the king through the roof of the chamber. In his 
hand was a cube of fire with which he played without its hurting 
him; nor did it burn any one who took it from his hands. He 
caused the king to follow him and to hold to his religion, and to 
build temples in his land for the fires. From this they lighted the 
fire in the fire-temples.’ 5 *

(i) Yakut (about a . d . 1250) has already been cited, but the allu
sions from Glottheil’s collection (p. 42) are added here for complete
ness. The Kitab Mu’jam al-bulddn (vol. iii. p. 354, ed. Wustenfeld) 
remarks of Shlz: ‘ It is said that Zaradusht, the prophet of the 
Magians, comes from this place. Its chief city is Urmiah. . . .  In 
it is a fire-temple which is held in great esteem. From it are lighted 
the fires of the Magians from the east unto the west.’ Also, vol. i.

1 See comment on pp. 197-108. is implied in the D'inkarJ. ; the impris-
2 Min al-'ajam ; probably a Persian onment is also familiar from  the sto-

(Gottheil). ries in the Dinkart and Zartusht
8 Mistake for Abasta, Avesta. Namah, p. 62 above.
* The notion o f  Zoroaster’s wan- 5 Gottheil, References to Zoroaster,

derings is not inconsistent with what pp. 39-40.

( i f  W  ) j ' 200 APPENDIX IV  V C T



> ^ ^  219, Yakflt has: ‘ U'rmiah . . , people believe it to be the city of 
Zaradusht, the prophet of the Magians.’ 1 

0) Kazwlni (about a .d. 1263), Cosmography, ii. p. 267 (ed Wus- 
tenfeld, Gottingen, 1848), speaking of Shiz in Adarbaijan, recounts;
‘ Zaradusht, the prophet of the Magians, takes his origin from here.
It is said that he came from Shiz. He went to the mountain Saba- 
l&n, separated from men. He brought a book the name of which 
was Basta. It was written in Persian which could not be under
stood except with the assistance of a commentator. He appeared, 
claiming the gift of prophecy, at the time of Kushtasp, the "son of 
.Lohrasp, the son of Kai Khmr&u, king of the Persians. He wished 
to get to Bishtasp, out he did not succeed. Bishtasp was sitting in 
the hall of state, when the roof of the hall parted in two, and Zara- 
•dusht came down from it,' And, after describing some of the details 
of Vishtfisp’s conversion, Kazwirn concludes: ‘ Zar&dusht commanded 
that tire-temples should be built in all the kingdom of Bishtasp. He 
made the fire a Kibla, not a god. This sect continued to exist until 
the prophet of God (Mohammed) was sent. They say that even 
to-day a remnant of it is to be found in the land of Sajist&n.’ a

(k) The Syriac writer, Gregorius Bar ‘Ebhrayii (about a . d . 1250) 
in his Arabic Chronicon, p. 83 (ed. Salhani, Beirut, 1890), following 
his Arab masters, says: ‘ In those days (qf Cyrus and Cambyses) 
Zaradosht, chief of the Magian sect, by  b i r t h  of Adarbaijan, or, 
as some say, of Ath5r (Assyria). It is reported that he was one of 
Elijah's disciples, and he informed the Persians of the sign of the 
birth of Christ, and that they should bring him gifts.'3

(l) Abulfeda (a.d. 1273-1331), Annals, vol. HI p. 58, as cited by
Hyde, states that Zoroaster arose in Cfrmn or (x-yoj) Urmiah.

See Hyde, Hist. ReUg. vet. P en . p. 311 (1st ed.). Hyde discusses 
other Arabic references, pp. 312-317. See below, Appendix VI. § 2.

Estimate of the Mohammedan Allusions.— According to t ie  Arabic 
statements one would be justified in assuming that Zoroaster arose 
in Adarbaijan; there seems also to be a preponderance of state
ments to the effect that Balkh was the scene of the Prophet's con
version of Vishtasp.

1 Gottheil, References to Zoroaster, s G ottheil, References to Zoroaster,
P. 42. p . 82.

2 Gottheil, References to Zoroaster, 
pp. 40-41.
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2. Hagha. Hat (Media Bhagiana)

All the above traditional Oriental allusions have been unanimous 
in placing Zoroaster’s origin in Adarbaijan, or Media Atropatene, 
whether in UTumiah, Shlz, or on the river Darej. Iher*e are yet 
two other passages, drawn from the Avesta, which connect Zoroas
ter’s name with Ragha.

Ragha is generally identified with the city of Rai (Gk. 'Pdym.) of 
Media, whose ancient ruins are still pointed out near modern Tehe
ran. This was a famous city in antiquity, the ‘ Sages of Media’ in 
the 0. T. Apocrypha.1 The Pahlavi texts seem to regard it as part 
of Atur-patakan.i 2 Perhaps the boundaries of Adarbaijan were 
wider extended then than now, although Darmesteter suggests that 
possibly there may have been a Ragha in Adarbaij&u independent 
of Ear.3 This seems hardly necessary from what follows. We 
must also remember that Eaga in the Ancient Persian inscriptions 
is a district or province, dahyu. The subject of Ragha requires 
further discussion, but it may be stated at the outset that these 
allusions, in any event, lend additional weight to the view of Zo
roaster’s belonging originally to western Iran.

But before taking up the detailed question of Av. Ragha, Phi 
Jiagh, Mod. Pers. Rai, it will be well to cite an extract from the 
Dabistan, a work that is late in its present form (about a.d. 1650), 
but a book which contains old. traditions. The passage runs: ‘ It is 
generally reported that Zardusht was of Adarbaijan or Tabriz; but 
those who are not Beh-dinians, or “ true believers,” assert, and the 
writer of this work has also heard from the Mobed Torra of Busa- 
wari, in Gujarat, that the birthplace and distinguished ancestors of 
the prophet belong to the city of Rai’ 4 With this information we 
may turn to the Avesta itself.

(a) The first of the two Avesta texts which evidently associate 
Zoroaster’s name in some way with Ragha is Yd. 1. 15, and the Pah
lavi version of the passage is interesting. The Avesta passage 
reads: Vd. 1. 15, dwidasam asawhpmm mOranpmca vahiStam fraQ-

i On 4 Ehagse,’  see m y  article in  4 Dabistan, tr. Shea and Troyer, i.
H arper’s Diet, o f Classical Antiqui- p. 263, Paris, 1843, the translator 
ties, pp. 1369-1370, New York, 1897. adds a note that Eal is the m ost north-

 ̂ E.g. Zsp. 16. 12, W e s t ,  SEE. era tow n o f the province Jebal, or 
xlvii. 147, et al. Irak A jem , the country o f  the ancient

» Le ZA. ii. 13, n „ 33. Parthians.
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mrssarn mam yi> ahum  mazdii roypm  Orizantum ,1 as the twelfth most 
excellent of localities and places, I who am Ahura Mazda created 
RaghS of the three races. ’ The Pahlavi commentary renders, r a k lS  
toxmalc atur-patoJcdno, < Eak of three races, of Atur-patakan,’ 1 and 
he adds the gloss, aetun m an rei yemaJeluneto, ‘ some say it is BaL* 
hioti.ee the footnote,2

(b) The second of the Avestan passages which connects the name 
of Zoroaster with Eagha is in Ys. 19. 18. Mention is there made of 
five regular rulers, ‘ the lord of the house, the village, the province, 
and the country, and Zarathushtra as the fifth.’ This order, as the 
text continues, holds good for all countries ‘ except the Zarathush- 
fcrian Raji (or Maghi;  is it .Raf ?).’ ‘ The Zarathnshtrian Eagha,
{Raya, ZaraOuMriS) has four lords, the lord of the .house, the village, 
the province, and Zarathushtra as the fourth.’ The text is 
appended.

is. 19. 18, A  ay a ratuvo  ? nmo.nyd visyo zantumo daKywmo zaro- 
OuStro pm Sd. drA pm  dafiywnpm yd  anyd r a j  b i t  z a r a O u S t r o i t .  
mOru-ratuS r a y  a z a r a O u s t r i i .  Jcaya a it iM  ratavb ? nmanyasca  
visyasca zantwmasca z a r a d u t t r b  t u i r y o .  This construction evi
dently signifies that the Dahyuma,, or governor, is everywhere the 
supreme head, hut there is acknowledged one who stands above him 
as representative of the church, as well as state, the chief pontiff 
Zoroaster (Zarathushtra), or •' the supreme Zoroaster ’ (Zarathushtro- 
tema), as he is elsewhere termed (e.g. Ys. 28.1; Yt. 10. 115, etc.).
In the papal see of Eagha, however, the temporal power (Dahyuma) 
and the spiritual lordship (Zarathushtra) are united in the one 
person.® For some reason Eagha is plainly the seat of the religious 
government. The Pahlavi version (ad loo.) speaks of it in connec
tion with Zoroaster as being ‘ his own district’ (mata-i nafsmart) j 3 4 
the Sanskrit of hiOryosang glosses the allusion by asserting that

3 Of. Darab D. P. Sarrjana, P ahlavi  s See also Darmesteter, L i Z A  i 
Version o f  the A vesta  Vendidad, p. 8 , p. 170.

Bom bay, 1895. * Notice tlie use o f  ‘ district,’ and
a Allusion has been made above elsewhere Hugh a is a region as well as 

(p. 202) t̂o the question o f a Eagha in a town of Media. On Greek allusions 
Adarbaijan as possibly contrasted with to 'Vdyat, see also Hang, Ahum- X’(li
the 'PAyai o f the Greek, or possibly to  rya-Formel, pp. 133-131 (= 4 5 -1 0 ), 
a  B aya  ZaraBuUriJ different from E ar; Miinchen, 1872, and the article which 
cf. also the Anc. Pets, llagd as a dis- is referred to  on the preceding page 
trict or province, dahyu; but that is (p. 2 0 2 , n. 1 ). 
uncertain.
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' ■ '  Zoroaster was the fourth lord in this village, because it is his own 
. tasmin grcinne yctt sviyciwi (hs&t ctsix.it gurus cMturtho hJiilt. Eagha 
is plainly a centre of ecclesiastical power, as remarked above. This 
fact is further attested by Yakut (i. p. 244), who says there was a 
celebrated fortress ‘ in the district of Dunb&wand, in the province of 
Eai ’ (notice the latter expression), which was the stronghold of the 
chief priest of the Magians.* If KaghS enjoyed such religious prom
inence there must have been ground for it, and we recall what was 
said above, in the Dabistan and Shahrastilni’s statement, which con
nects Zoroaster’s mother’s family with Jtal.

(c) As a sequel to this, comes an interesting comment in the 
Selections of Zat-sparam; this has already been noticed (p. 192), but 
it is worthy of being taken up again at this point, for it is a sort of 
Iranian adage like Macbeth’s Birnam wood and Biiusiuane. In Zsp.
16. 11-12 an old proverbial affirmation is used to assert that some
thing is impossible, and that it would not happen ‘ not though 
both the provinces of ESgh and Notar should arrive here together’ ; 
and the explanatory comment on these proper names is added, ‘ two 
provinces which are in Atur-patakau, such as are sixty leagues 
(par as an g, i.e. 210 to 240 miles) from Cist.3 Zaraulsht arose 
from E&gh, and Vishtasp from Notar.’ The rest of the passage 
and the Dlnkart occurrences of the proverb have been given above 
(pp. 192-193), and should be consulted.

Eagli (Av. Eagha) like Arabic Shlz is evidently a territorial 
designation as well as a town title, and certainly the Prophet s 
family on the maternal side came from there, if we are to place any 
reliance on tradition. Now, if the Prophet was born in a city of 
Adarbaijan, whether in Urumiah, in the region of Shlz (Av. Oaeeista, 
proh. Urumiah), or on the Darej River— and even Ragh itself appears 
frequently in Pahlavi to have been regarded as a part of this land 
it is by no means unlikely that a man with a mission like Zoroaster 
would have been drawn to so important a place as Eagha was in 
antiquity, especially if it was the home of his mother. All which 
would account for the association of the names together. An attempt 
has been made by the present writer, in JAOS. xv. p. 228-232, more 
fully to amplify this connection of Eagha with Zoroaster’s teaching

i Cf. Spiegel, Neriosengh's Skt. He- Diet, de la Perse, p. S3 ; .Darmesteter, 
hersetz. des Va(na, Leipzig, 1861, p. 99. SHE. iv. p. xlvlii. (1st ed .) .

“ Sea Got theil, Deferences to Zoro- 8 It is important to consult the foot-
aster, p . 46, n . ; Barbier de Meynard, note on p. 193.



and preaching, especially by an attempted explanation of the word 
rajiS in Ys. 53. 9.‘ But the passage and the commentary alike are 
difficult, and enough has been said already to show Zoroaster’s con
nection with this region.

Conclusion as to Zoroaster’s Native Place. — Zoroaster arose in 
western Iran. Apparently he was born somewhere in Adarbaijan.
The places specially mentioned are Urumiah, Shiz (Av. Caeoista, 
prob. anc. Urumiah) and the river Darej, His mother’s family was 
connected with Bagha, which accounts for associating his name with 
that place; but it is not clear that this was the Median Bal (’Pdyat 
of the Greeks) although it was in the west. The latter seems to 
have been a district as well as town, and is sometimes regarded as 
a part of ancient Atar-p&takta. Zoroaster’s youth was also cer
tainly passed in western Iran.

II . SCENE OF ZOROASTER’ S M IN IST R Y  

General Remarks

The question regarding Zoroaster’s native place may be looked 
upon as having been answered by placing it in western Iran, at 
least on the basis of present evidence and opinion. The question 
as to the scene or scenes of his religious a ctiv ity , however, is 
a more unsettled problem. The uncertainty is doubtless due to the 
conditions of the case; missionary work by a reformer is not con
fined to a single field. Taking a general view, however, as stated 
on p. 186, scholars are divided between Media, in the broader sense, 
and Bactria, with a preponderance perhaps in favor of the former.
The present writer has elsewhere maintained the ground that both 
sides of this question are possibly correct, in part, and that the con
flicting views may be combined and reconciled on the theory that 
the reformer’s native place was not necessarily the scene of his 
really successful prophetic mission.2 In other words, the opinion 
was held that Zoroaster may have been a prophet without honor in 
his own country; that he arose, indeed, in western Iran, probably 
somewhere in Atropatene; that he presumably went at one time to

i First suggested by Geldner, KZ. * Jackson, Where mas Zoroaster's 
xxviii. 202-203, and further discussed Native Place } JA OS. vol. xv. pp. 
by the present writer in the article 221-232, New Haven, 1891. 
alluded to in the next note.
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