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The tongregution grew ropidly in membership end fiven-
clal stweigtl, Lub ue Cuvther divect mention is mede of ~eyf-
ferth, For Uhot walier, thore 1s no direct meaticn made of
eny cluer liividual iun the ccongregation besides ihe verious
pactors wio scrved vhcre in succecding years,

seyriria wast lhave been a devoted nembazr of the cdugre-
geblon Lo liie end of his life, s obituury, which zpreared
L the Julievamexr Junuury 1, 1886, was written by his pactor
ane stoted toot Seyffarth seldow was nissing from Lis usual
se.t Lu chuvch, wui thot whenever he did hive to Liss services
for goud vewsons, ko excused himself to the pustor alter the
ucxt scivice, He reteized an setive intersst in the expansion
of the elmycl, He wes buried frow Ghe church sud Lis bedy
was Leid bo rest in the cesctery of the church he had fornerly

eliciccn, Iriudvy Congregubion,




CHAPTER IIT
HIS WRITINGS

Seyffarth was o prolific writer in many fields, He even
left arawings showing the possibility of constructing an wir-
ship amdl clso couposed a Rhine song."l But most of his writ-
ings were o one general thewe and were written in one style,
He was fiuent, citen very lucid and interesting, and frequently
bitter wnd surcastic, HJ..s studies in the sciences together
with hiz theclogical studles gave him a pecullar combinution ;
of knowledge which might have been put to good use by & _clmrch
coufessing wnd defending the oft attacked truths ol inspira-—
tiom, redeuption, wnd sin, Seyfferth lived in the age of
Rotionalisn oud wished to defend his Christian foith agoinst
the atbocks which were undernining and defeating 1t in the
heurts of umany people, To this defense he devoted all hils
energies, efforts and talents, all of vhich were unusuclly
great, As one writer in Lehre und Vehre s&ys, he studied
the driest and wost boring subjects which only a few scholars
could master, and Wle did it solely for the glory of God
and iu defense of the Word of God and for the salvation of

his brethren,n
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He vrote mony purely technicsl works on the deciphersent

cf cerboln /nterlptlion: ond on the use of watrononicil configur-

&
=
o
g

cuirubitilons, ub elways he zeturned to his old theme
~-thet the dlicoveries of scleage in the niuetaenth centuxy
contira wothor than confube the teachings of Christ ansd the
Bible, Nelutively sreddidig; he very rarely used the exagetiecal
or dojmetle cppveuches o a problem. Roither he favered atating
o mutiituie of seicntific facts and discoveries and synthezes
together Ll quotatlonz from anelent wrltings in an eflort to
prove that wihed the Seyipture says is r.x_-.t:!.umllaf true and 2ot
just & matter of fodth, One can re: d.il; vaeognize the rrcblen
here, licoy thiogs of theology are only matters of faith, and
M0 oac oxpechs then to be anything else, To prove them ration-
sliy is dongercas wod often leads to move ridicule instea

less, Bt Ceytlawvth thought ke cowld meet the ratlonslists on
thelr ow. grouwnd aud defect them, Ia his owm mind he < 1id so,
However, there werc those who dissgreed with him, Their opin-
ions will pa discussed in & latsr sectlaong

W . . i e Ve
One of Ids sodn conbrivutions to the defense oL Christis

However, In mony ways he concra-

- L g
dleted himself o to ths value of this new syster, Onee ne

AGY was i new chronologya

thoe of sseondavy lupertines, and .nether
s N --‘4 o+

stubed 1% is a na

L prorhar A0d 1o oune exn
is o watier of primgy Lapovtanee, and no
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be a Christion if he does not belleve in the new Shronolosy.
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The basic pricciyles of Seyffarth!s new chronology were
the following, JAccording to Seyffarth it is definitely estab-
lished throug: the Old Testament Prophets that Christ 1s to
coite iu the six-ihousuzndth year after Crection, This 1s both
Biblical i traditicual, dccording to the Bible there were
six days of Crestion, and euch day is with the Lord as a thou~-
send yeurs, (Ps. 90:4). The ancients have the legend that the
world shull last for six ages of a thousund yesrs each and at
that tine o greut event would take place, In Seyffarth!s rea-
sonuing Daniel tock this as his basis for the prediction of the
birth of Chri:.:‘l'..b

Another cucient tradition is that the total age ol the
worid is to be 12,000 years, Habbakulk 832, used this to tell
the Ispeclites wien the Messiah would come in the words "Recelve
thy work in the widst of the years." By using this phrasing
Habbeloule -;iu-;::'s 1ot coufirm the legend of the twelve thousand
yecrs, but he culy uckes clewr to the pGO}ﬂg when Christ shall
coue by using beruinclogy fasiliar to them,
that Christ!s birth

of’ the world

Seyifarth wes so coupletely convinced
mist definitely happen in the six-thousendth year

that he waintained thet if the chronology of the Hasoretic

text i1s taken as true, mony wealk Cirigtisns could be led Lko
serious doubt o te whether the Christ wus veelly the Hessiah

5
Ibid, 3 De al,

6
Abid,, pp. 94 55'.
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prouised by the Prophets, for the Misoretlic text hzs only four
thoasand ye.rs between Admn and Christ,

Theveiowe he wrobe tgulnst Grabaw in the iatroduction to
Dic lilire 2 i SEVerely censuring nim for wmeinteining

that the luszoretic text is completely free from error und fop

rejecting the Septuagint becuuse it iz full of errors, Seylfarth
udmitted thet the guection is purely acadenic when strong Christ-
dlons ave invelved, but that the situstion is dangerous for wesk
Chrictians, Jews and ucbelievers, How, he wondered, con Grabau
reject the Scptucgint when it contalins the true chronolesy
walch truthifully shows Christ as coudng after six thousand years?
Seyff.rth spoke strongly for the validity of the chironol-

ogy of tuc ;r,;(;-tu;'.._.;iz'-.‘l:.a Tt conbains errors, he adulited, but
.111 chrencicgy it Lo correct, Furthermore, ne argued, Chrlst
used it wnd daring the three hundred years between iis trens—
laticn in 80 B, C. uud the coming of Christ no one critlc—
ized 1ts chwonology although there were many scholurs coupe-
tent encugh to do so,g However, it contalied allom‘mc.e for
the lapse of two thousend yours more of time between Adcm end
Christ than does the liusoretic text,

. Seyffurth cxpleined that herc the discrepaucy pe e

the Sepbusgint and the lusoretic texb is nob by accident bub

—— .

)
MQ, Ds 20,
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30
by design, The Jews did not want to accept Christ as the les-
siah spokeun of in the OLld Testament, and i1f they could shorten
the tiue betueen ad.m and Christ in the 0ld Testament account,
they flgured the people would be cunvinced that Christ was not
the Hessiah becaute he had come two thousand years before the
prophecics sald he should, Opportunity for this felsificzation
occ'm-re-;a i aftexr tihe destruction of Jeru:;alen.m Almost

every syl gog with u Jeuish Bible in 1t wis deitroyed und nore

than two million Jews were killed, That was the tlue to start
over, It iz Seyifurth's contention that a Jew by the name of
11

Allbah vurposcly chonged the liebrew text in some fifteen places

and shortencd the 01d Testament time span by two thousund years,

Now that the Jews had fulsified the Masoretic text, all that
renained wo. te throw doubt on the Septuagint, and this would
cause srave doubts of the deity and Messianle character of
Christ,

A typleal ciunge in the Masoretic text, he clted, i1s the
oue inm I Kin,s 631, uhere a slight change in one letter could
change the reading from eight hundred eighty years to four
hndred forty year ,.R Several such ninor errors put tosether
could gusily add up to a lurge enough discrepancy fo:-. the

Purposes of the Jeus,

10
Abid., p. 57,

Lbid., p. 22,

dbld., p. 50,
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But Seyffcrth fouad a way to prove the validity of the
six thousand yeur chronclogy of the Sertuagint snd tiums show
Christ as the Mes:iah, Expeditions and excavations in the
linds of the anclents twmed up weny mamseripts with notas-
ticus of astronounicul ouservations ,wi.e. the positions of the
planets o c:;:-xf;.:-;;al Lotious L the skies at the. time of cevtain
great qre'urt.:s.l'dl Although the anci:nts could not figure them
aecurately, wodern astronony with better instrwsents and nore
exact Lnowledge could figure the loecation of constellaticns
at any tive for thousunds of years pest qr futre, and thus T
date even the crection of the world with definite accuracy, :

Seyffarth exyilained this as follows: The ancients spesk
of four cges of the world (Yeltalter)--the first begimning
on the day of Crection, They observed that on the spring
equincx the sun would cover & certain ster, but that approxi-
mately one humdred years leter on the seme equinox the star

would be onc degree to the east of the sun, Thus, in three ,

13 i

- 1 ing the places
"The zneients were in the habit of o'bBG‘I'V hen
of the planets on tie cardinal days, o ““lﬂg“;;‘é.,ry“ gom'j.{ﬂrgse =
Seuple snuels,t vrof. Gust. Seplfef®le oortee Sb. Louls

tlous on Cyprizn Antiguitics," B
Leadepy of seience, IV, No, 9
14 3 g
G, Seyffarth, Die juhre Zelireclmuus, Pe
7 e chvonologically fixed by

e P o i i ‘9. .ar : i
matimma;?clf;lcéiiﬁfgpﬁﬁﬁl Sond the clessic authorsdwgrﬁ,xggyngggy
all :lns’o;nces, eye-witnesses;" frou a lggtleiztg?:gel gc-l’:les; :
Decenber 20, 1876 , by Gustov Seyifarth Acad of Science,in
Tresponding Secretary of the Ste Louls Hﬁ‘oﬁ’g Moticns, accord-
. "Corrections of the Present Theory of the of the St. Louis :
ing to the Classic Eelipses,"
Acadeyy of sclenge, Mey 20, 1877
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. 52
thousand years the stors would wove thirty degrees through the
heavens, that 15, oanc whole sign of the zodize, Modern instru~
uwents show that in weility the sun moves one degree to the east
in sevenuty-two yeurs, or .lightly less, Thus, in orvder for the
sun to uove thirty-degrees, 2146 yeurs.(a iittle less than 72.
x 30) would be necessary, According to the ancients Urcrms ’
ruled the Jivst age, then Suturn, Juplter, and Hars rules the .
fourth, in widch age we wre living, Figuring the position of
the heavens today, it can be seen that this ege begen in 568 A.D,
and then i uring back thvee full periods before that we arrive
at the year 587L B, C, [(-5 x 21«16)-565_{ the year of the begin-
ning of the first age of the world.ls This is almost slx
thousand yeows before Christ and, thus, in all lilkelihood, the
dey of Creation, Therefore, he argued, it follows that if
there were, inu reulity, alwost six thousand years between
Adow and the mun, Chvist, Cirlst stands a good chance of being

the kHessiuh syoken of in the Prophets, |

An o0ld Rebbindic ccumentory on Numbers 24317, says tnere |
was a plonet.ry conjunction of Ssturn and Jupiter three years |
before the birth of lioses,  According to Kepler, these con-

Junctions con repest themselves every elght hundred years.
hat such a conjunc=

Computed mathematically, it cen be shown
| r that should be

tion oceurred in 1951 B, C, Three years afte

“e. shve Zaitrechuung, Pe 48
G. Seyffarth, Die liahre

17
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1948 B, C. and the birthdate of Moses, &Since Hoses was eighty
years old &% the tiue of the Exodus, 1868 would be the date of
the Exodus luostecd of a date in the fifteenth century B, C.
This 1la turn, would prove that I Kings 6:l, should vead elght
Indred eighkty years since the Exodus, not four lundred forty,
Again, in turng, this would aliow %ime for all the judges to
rule the veriods nentioned in the book of Judges, a.nils wet not
heve any of then ruling concurrently or overlajppling,

He wrote nony other exuwuples and prools that six thou=
sand ysoors Jdid elupse between Adem end Chyist) thws, both
Christ amd the 3epbtusgint-are what 'they clainm to be,

Aftor all this complicuted proof’, Seyffarth stuted cn the
last page,

The guestion of whether Chilst cuame into the wo:.-ld__
4000 or 6000 years, after Adeau is oi no grevt luport-—
anece, and ever 1f the 0id and Hew Tostaments rd:L}d

not contain refercuces to & single itei;n of clu-gnql—
o5y, they would stili remain the true Word of God
to the end of the world,,.Froz that however, lygu
cuanot decide to replace the Hebrew text with the
Sepbus,iut and take Luther!s Bible away, Both texts
cgree word Tor word, except for rinor details, bo

cortoin the untaluted word of God as far as 1t per-
tuins to cur sclvation,

On the.e gensral principles of astroncmical chronology

Seyffurth built up a vho

aluost to the day and hour the date of any OCCUrrence in
the seventeenth

lec system whereby he could figure out

world history. .He mailutained that Petavius,

18 :
Lelre uud jeiwe, T, ps 14
19

@, Seyffarth, Ops Slkes Pe 69
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century historian who established wany basic dates by the use
of the Pteicunic systenm, was wrong often by one to three years,
Petavius! errors cauie because Ftolemy was not un eyewitness
of the ccliiscs which he recorded, but the eclipses of the
ancients :‘3156- more r—.ccv.u-:zf.e Pecanse trey ere based on 2yewitness -
accounts, fherefore, Seyfferth: concluded his owa astronom—

icul tables were move accurate because he based thenm on the.

ancicnt recerds, decording to Seyffarth, the accepted histor- 1
icil chironodlogy is il}correct and should be revised, c¢.Z. Rome
was not founded in 753 B, C. but in 752 B, C,

Seyffurthts chief point of contenticn with the world
throughout wost of his life, frem 1821 until he died 1in 1885,

wee bhat he, not Chanpellicn, had discovez:ed the key to the
hiero,lyyhics; but the werld accepted Chazpolllion as the dis- .
coverer, The Gispute centered avownd some very fundamental

concepts. of philolegy and not just crouad the agtual nechznics
of trenslution, Chaspellion wes a child of his times and be=

licved the evolution of Lengusge Trau sinple pletures o the

elphibet i o uove fiuld sylisbic constructicn of words and

21 s a be
sentences, On the other hind, Seyffarth, as & Belloving

Christian, contended thut syllubic writing existed before the

Flood, and Noah, a3 the only survivor fron those antediluvian

BOme G, Seyffarth, ;nco;-rectitéﬁ gi'é:i:gcpﬂgigﬁ:egilﬁ"ﬂ
of the Moonis Motioms, according to 5 oy 20, 1877,
'l'r'ms;-.ctiozssaﬁ the St, Loui§ Acadery of Science, Hay =0,

&1 : hic Tablet of Pou-
Prof, Gust, Seyffartl, :ﬁgegiﬁgéﬁﬂ%tea a,1
» p. b= a

Peluu [sic] Gramwatically Tren
5 of the St. Louls Acadcuy




35
days, peryetucted the ancient and original alpghibet, He claimed
it is folly to Think that mman beings could exist for 2,424
yga:;'s before the Flood without being able %o express themselves
in some fornm ol written .alplmbet.zz Thus, Seyf:i'arth held that
the hierogliyphs are cnother form in the develorment of alpha-
betlc and syllible welting which had already existed before
the Egyptians,  Proceeding from these two different assumptions,
the two men developed differing systems because of thelr dif-

ferent methods of approach, i
Since Scylifarth ploced so much emphasls on Hebrew as the
originzl longuosge of man, something rust be said sbout his

preof for this coutenticn, As is typical of uany of his argu-

s At

ments he sterted with statements of very anclent writers who
knev of pre-existing aiphsbets, For instance, Pliny spezks of
the eternzl use of letters (aehermus liteparun usus) and the

Vedas end ivesta speak of sucred books which exlsted before

o

the Flood, . Cudumus, who is supposed to have invented the
alphabet, he identified as Noah, ,

Hoah's aclphabet was & representation of the signs of the
z°dia°-24 Myths of the Greeks and Chinese tell of the survivor
of the Flood as killing the dragon of the heavens and deliver-

P ayus &
Gustav Seyffarth, dm ' L%e. of Sustayus Sevifarih,
(New York, &, steiger & Co., 1 6), Pe 90
28
Abid.
4
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ing letters to the human raée.

Pligy writes that the Egyptien alphebet consisted of
cwenty-Iive letters, This aiphubet is supposed to date back
to the yesur 666 —{ter the Deluge, Therefore, Jsyffarth main-
tained, the Noachlon zlphibet mist have consisted of twenty-
iive leticrs clso, Then in a table, Seyffarth showed the
siuilority between several letters of the hievoglyphics wnd
letters of Lhe Phoeanlcizn (Hebrew) alptmbet.‘?? inother of his
strong wrgusents wes the great siuilarity in aiphebets both
as te number of lebters, oxder and promumeiztion, The nunber
of lehters was seh ot twenty-five by fovming two letiers for
exch ol the tirelve signs of the zodize and one additionsl
letter, Whe seven Hebrew vowels were vepreseatations of the
seven knoun 3.lg.1zot;..£6 The order of the consomznts wis de—
ternined by o sentence supposedly coumposed by lioah ufter he
left the ark. This sentence cousisted of twelve vords of o
Couscuunts each, ecch word representing one sign of Ghe zediac.
The crder of the cousonsngs in this senteggle was accepied as
the ocrder of the lebters in the alphabet,  (See sppendix B

s = " 10 Youl ok 5
Lfor coupy of this sentence), These 1ettera. and the Hebx

the basis of &il langusges since

ieft Chulidea to

words derived from them &re

that tiwe, In 666 after the Flood when Neucs
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settlc an E.:L-’!)t_.. he ook -l-'his 1:‘1‘5’1{5@:‘-‘ Witil. m;;]. Thil_‘; exbis

: =P
the Hebrew busis for the ancieut Coptic lanpurge, of which
necriy one-third censists of pure sund culplete Hobrew :-.-::-:-?d:s.aa
This theory wlse explains the basis fop seyitorthls key
to the trunslation of hieroglyphics.
Th_"e ars the prineiples for teanzlating hieroglyrhics
cecowdin; to Seyffarths

1. The language expressed in Foyptisn fexts is the
secred diclect, l.e,, the ancicnt Coptic, differing
fron the nodern Cephle as the ancient Gresk differs
frou the wodern, and being more nearly related to
the rrimitive lunguage, tne Hebrew, then the modern
Coptic, This principle excludes that of the Jesuit,
ddrcher, secowding to which the hiercglyvhic lingunge
wes idecl; it further excludes that of Chanpoliion,
coecwding, to vhich ome-hell of every inscri,tion

si nilies idesl conceytious, the other half umodern
Coptic wordsy likewise, that of Young, according to
whom wll the 1ﬂ.ercglypfﬂ.c'i‘imes 3 excent those of
the proper nenes, ere also synbolic,

e The leading principle 1s that each hievo lywphic
figure cxpresses the conscrants contained in its nome,

3, In muny other hicroglyphic groups each fijuve ex-
presses the fiwst sound of its sylicbic pover, con-
sequently that with which the name of the hiercglyph
beging, es is the case in the Hebrew,

4, Phe syilobie hiercglyyhs, in owdex to distinguish
them fron the clphobetic ones, are coLiionLly deter-
wined by the figure of o mount, like the dugesh lorte

of the Hebrew, or by subseduent figures e_:::pg:ess_ing
civhobebieally vhat the preceding one syliabieally

88¥S,

- H of Exyptian images, as the case is in
?llAlﬁggzﬁes iﬁggf different namesj thevefore, they
expressed botl’m syllables differing in 1etter_.-s rom
their originel nanes, particulariy cu later vonuments,

28
m- 3 Fe 53,




