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

• 539 BCE is derived 

• Ptolemy’s Canon 

• Classical Historians

• Olympiadic Dating System

• Cuneiform Tablets

• Astronomical Tablets

• Babylonian Chronology

• Cyrus’ Decree

Note that insertions introduced into the text from Insight are indicated with the use of square brackets [ ].

These insertions are provided as clarification, not as comment nor as criticism.

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

sources as well. The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus’ first year as king 

of Persia corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus’ last year is placed at Olympiad 

62, year 2 (531/530 B.C.E.). 

Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine years over Babylon, which would therefore substantiate the year 

539 as the date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. 

- A.D. 75, [Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)

Derivation of 539 BCE
(Insight)

The following reasoning is provided by Insight on the Scriptures

[Insight] Volume 1 to substantiate that Babylon fell in 539 BCE.
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Ever since 1942, when Parker and Dubberstein published their study, there has been no doubt that Babylon fell in 

539 BCE. That is not the matter at hand in this Study.

The ―Chronology‖ article in Insight is prepared to accept the 539 BCE date from secular sources, and must do so since 

it is not possible for a pre-Christian writing to provide dates in terms of present-day calendars.

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

that period. The “Chronology” article in Insight also rejects the accepted chronology of the neo-Babylonian 

period. This is significant, since the date for the Fall of Babylon is calculated from use of the sources, dates 

and chronologies that Insight rejects. The date of 539 BCE for the Fall of Babylon is not pivotal, as the article 

claims, but is derived.

Most significantly for its purposes, the Insight volume is unable to show exactly when Cyrus made his decree to release 

the captives, nor is it able to prove when the first Captives returned from Babylon.

Comments on the dating of Babylon’s Fall

539 B.C.E., supported by various historical sources as the year for the overthrow of Babylon by Cyrus the Persian.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 458)
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How can Insight accept the 539 BCE date from secular sources when it denigrates the dates, source material, and 

chronologies employed by those who provide it with that date?



Summary and Conclusions

Ptolemy’s Canon (pages 7 to 10)

Authorities relied on by Insight state that their chronology is based on the Canon produced by Claudius Ptolemy.

Insight accepts the work produced by historians who make use of Ptolemy’s Canon, but Insight disagrees with the 

Canon.

Insight is prepared to cite only half of a sentence that agrees with its predetermined conclusions. It looks for support 

for a position already held, rather than seek honest information, regardless of the outcomes.

Classical Historians (pages 11 to 14)

After saying it relies on historians who lived centuries after the neo-Babylonian era – such as Diodorus, Africanus and 

Eusebius – Insight sets out to destroy any reliance on the information these historians provided.

Olympiadic Dating System (pages 15 to 17)

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

until at least two hundred years after the neo-Babylonian Captivity. Olympiadic dating it relies on calculations to take 

it back to 776 BCE, the traditional starting date of the Olympic Games. Uncertainties exist with the system, such as 

not knowing whether the year started in January, March, or October. Insight disregards all but one astronomical tablet 

on the grounds that they were written centuries later; Olympiadic dating was also written centuries later. It therefore is 

not based on any references to it during the neo-Babylonian period.`
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539 BCE is derived (page 6)

The ―Chronology‖ article in Insight on the Scriptures [―Insight‖] recognises that the date of 539 BCE for the Fall of 

Babylon is calculated and comes solely from secular sources.



Summary and Conclusions

Cuneiform Tablets (pages 18 to 19)

Each of the tens of thousands of truly contemporary business tablets is dated according to the year of the king. This 

information enables the Babylon chronology to be constructed and confirmed.

Cyrus’ Decree (pages 33 and 34)

Insight is unable to show exactly when Cyrus‘ decree was made and it cannot prove the year when the first Babylonian 

captives arrived at the site of the destroyed temple. Further, it is not known whether Cyrus‘ first year ran from March 

538 BCE to 537 BCE or if it ran from October 538 BCE to 537 BCE. It is not known the date when Cyrus issued his 

decree during his first year. It could quite easily have been made too late in his first year for Hebrew captives to return 

during 537 BCE.

Insight makes it impossible for any Hebrews to have returned in 537 BCE since it says that a Darius intervened 

before Cyrus ruled Babylon and had reached his own First Year before Cyrus ascended the throne.
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Astronomical Tablets (pages 20 to 23)

―Since new-moon dates can be calculated astronomically for ancient Babylonia, and since the system of 

intercalation has been reconstructed on the basis of intercalary months actually mentioned in cuneiform texts, it is 

possible to construct tables which represent the Babylonian calendar with a high degree of probable accuracy.‖ 

(Finegan, page 31)

Although Insight relies on an astronomical tablet to provide an ancient event in terms of a BCE date, it expressly states 

that it doubts the reliability of such tablets.

Babylonian Chronology (pages 24 to 32)

The ―Chronology‖ article in Insight depends on secular sources, but it fails to be completely open.

For example, the Insight article refers to the BCE dates from Parker and Dubberstein for the first and last tablets for 

Cyrus II. However, it fails to reveal that the information from P&D regarding Cyrus is part of a list of first and last 

tablets for several kings, and that the list contradicts Insight’s position on the neo-Babylonian chronology.

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

Insight accepts the 539 BCE date from secular sources but it denigrates the dates, source material, and 

chronologies employed by those who provide it with that date.



539 BCE is Derived
(Insight)

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

well. The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus‘ first year as king of Persia 

corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus‘ last year is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 

(531/530 B.C.E.). 

Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine years over Babylon, which would therefore substantiate the year 

539 as the date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 

75, [Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)
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The ―Chronology‖ article in Insight on the Scriptures [―Insight‖] recognises that the date of 539 BCE for the Fall of 

Babylon is calculated from and is substantiated by sources such as Ptolemy‘s Canon and the contemporary tablets.

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



Ptolemy’s Canon
(Insight)

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

sources as well. The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus‘ first year as king of 

Persia corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus‘ last year is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 

(531/530 B.C.E.). Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine years over Babylon, which would therefore substantiate 

the year 539 as the date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 75, 

[Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)

(Insight, Vol 1, page 455)

Claudius Ptolemy was a Greek astronomer who lived in the second century C.E., or over 600 years after the close of 

the Neo-Babylonian period. His canon, or list of kings, was connected with a work on astronomy that he produced.

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

reigns.

(Insight, page 456)

Astronomical diaries contain references to the reigns of certain kings and appear to coincide with the figures 

given in Ptolemy's canon.
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Ptolemy’s Canon
(Parker and Dubberstein)

(Babylonian Chronology, 626 B.C. - A.D. 75, Parker and Dubberstein, page 10)

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

classical sources.

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

sources as well. The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus‘ first year as king of 

Persia corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus‘ last year is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 

(531/530 B.C.E.). Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine years over Babylon, which would therefore substantiate 

the year 539 as the date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 

75, [Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)

The Insight article recognises the publication by Parker and Dubberstein as authoritative. These authors, in turn, state 

that their chronology is based on the Canon produced by Claudius Ptolemy.
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This means that although Insight accepts and relies on sources who base their work on Ptolemy‘s Canon, Insight does 

not accept the dates provided from the Canon.



Ptolemy’s Canon
(Edwin R. Thiele)

The Mysterious Numbers of the Hebrew Kings,
by Edwin R. Thiele, pages 70- 72, 1983 edition
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Insight does not accept these dates from Ptolemy’s Canon, 
apart from the dates for Nabonidus.

Insight accepts the work produced by historians who make 
use of Ptolemy’s Canon, but Insight disagrees with the 
Canon.



Insight made a selective quotation from Neugebauer’s book
In his book The Exact Science in Antiquity, Otto Neugebauer notes Ptolemy‘s contrast of the reliability of Babylonian 

observations of eclipses with the lack of reliable planetary observations. The ―Chronology‖ article in Insight only 

quotes the part of the sentence from Neugebauer that addresses planetary and lunar observations. The actual 

words of the selective quotation from Insight and the actual words from Professor Neugebauer’s book are 

reproduced below.

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

(Insight, Vol 1, page 456)

Professor O. Neugebauer states that Ptolemy complained about ‗the lack of reliable planetary observations [from 

ancient Babylon]. He [Ptolemy] remarks that the old observations were made with little competence, because they were 

concerned with appearances and disappearances and with stationary points, phenomena which by their very nature 

are very difficult to observe.‘—The Exact Sciences in Antiquity, 1957, p. 98.

The Exact Sciences in Antiquity, Otto Neugebauer, page 98

(Insight, Vol 1, page 456)
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(Insight, Vol 1, page 457)

Included among ancient Greek historians are: … Diodorus ... of the first century BCE. ...

Roman historians include Sextus Julius Africanus (third century CE). ...

Aside from these, major sources of information are … Eusebius, ecclesiastical historian and bishop of Caesarea (c. 

260-342 C.E.).

All of these lived after the Assyrian and Neo-Babylonian period. … For the Assyrian and Neo-Babylonian periods, then, 

none of these writers present information based on personal knowledge, but they record, rather, the traditional views 

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

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

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

(Insight, Vol 1, page 450)

Sextus Julius Africanus (third century C.E.)  … Eusebius (fourth century C.E.).  --

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

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

well. The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus‘ first year as king of Persia 

corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus‘ last year is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 

(531/530 B.C.E.). 

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

date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 75,

[Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)

Although the Insight article bases its acceptance on these classical historians for determining 539 BCE as the date for 

the fall of Babylon, it denigrates them as reliable sources of information. The article also places doubt on some ancient 

astronomical tablets since they were not written at the time. Yet these classical sources lived centuries after these 

tablets.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 457)

(Insight, Vol 1, page 450)
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Classical Historians
(Insight)



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

well.  The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus‘ first year as king of Persia 

corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus‘ last year is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 

(531/530 B.C.E.). 

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

date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. -

A.D. 75, [Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)

Classical Historians
(Finegan)

Africanus took from Diodorus the equation of Year 1 of Cyrus with Ol. 55, 1. Eusebius elsewhere quotes 

Africanus and Diodorus in the same respect. (Finegan, page 168; see also pages 142-143)

Julius Africanus was a Christian writer (A.D. c.170-c.240) ... As a whole, [his Chronographies] has been lost, but there 

are quotations and extracts from it in Eusebius and other writers, while Eusebius himself probably based his own 

Chronicle upon it. (Finegan, page 140)

In the Church History Eusebius also refers in very complimentary terms ... to the Chronographies of Africanus, and his 

acquaintance with and high regard for that work make it probable that it provided much of the basis for his own 

Chronicle. (Finegan, page 148)

Of the (Chronological Canons) of Eusebius, the Greek text unfortunately has been lost but there are extant Armenian 

and Latin versions. ... The Armenian version is found in two late codices of the thirteenth-fourteenth centuries. ... 

The Latin version of the Chronicle was the work of Jerome ... the two earliest probably from the fifth century. ... In 

this version Jerome made additions of his own. ... We must suppose that the Latin version in fact represents the 

original arrangement of the Canon better than the more simply arranged Armenian. ... The figures in the Armenian 

version are found to diverge more widely than those in the Latin ... The translation by Jerome, may be taken, as 

far as it extends, as, the preferred source. ... In connection with the dates found in the two versions there is, in 

particular, a difference in the treatment of the important Olympiadic dates. ... The Latin version of Jerome, in 

the oldest and best manuscripts, is the best representative we have of the original Chronicle of Eusebius.

(Finegan, pages 148, 153, 154, 155, 156)
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Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan,
1964, pp. 168-170

These pages from Finegan are cited at page 454 of Insight: 

Chronology article as authoritative. Here, Finegan describes 

Eusebius’ understanding of the Seventy Years, that the 

period ended after the reigns of Cyrus and Cambyses.
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Classical Historians
(Parker and Dubberstein)

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

well. The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus‘ first year as king of Persia 

corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus‘ last year is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 

(531/530 B.C.E.). 

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

date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. 

- A.D. 75, [Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)

(Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 75, Parker and Dubberstein, p. 10)

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

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

well. The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus‘ first year as king of Persia 

corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus‘ last year is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 

(531/530 B.C.E.). 

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

date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 75, 

[Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

The Greek era, supposedly the earliest secular case of such chronological reckoning, apparently was not put into 

practice until about the fourth century B.C.E.

The Greeks figured time by means of four-year periods called Olympiads, starting from the first Olympiad, 

calculated as beginning in 776 B.C.

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

after the Fall of Babylon.

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

As shown on the previous page, the Insight article calls into question the veracity of the records made by these Greek 

historians.

Olympiadic Dating System
(Insight)

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)

(Insight, Vol 1, page 447)
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Olympiadic Dating System
(Finegan)

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

well. The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus‘ first year as king of Persia 

corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus‘ last year is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 

(531/530 B.C.E.). 

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

date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. -

A.D. 75, [Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)

In the standard Greek reckoning, Ol. 1, 1 began about Jul 1, 776 B.C. ... In the case of Africanus, ... he probably 

used the Syro-Macedonian calendar with the year beginning Oct 1. ... Eusebius seems to begin the Olympiadic year 

on Jan 1.

(Finegan, pages 164, 165)
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Handbook of Biblical Chronology, 
by Jack Finegan, 1964, page 112

This is the page from Finegan that is 

cited at page 454 of Insight: Chronology

article as authoritative.
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Olympiadic Dating System
(Finegan)



Each of the tens of thousands of truly contemporary business tablets is dated according to the year of the king. This 

information enables the Babylon chronology to be constructed and confirmed.

Since tens of thousands of dated business tablets are available to confirm the accepted chronology of a period covering 

about 100 years, it is highly unlikely that a huge number of tablets is missing that cover the additional 19 years that 

the Insight article requires.

Cuneiform Tablets
(Insight)

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

well. The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus‘ first year as king of Persia 

corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus‘ last year is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 

(531/530 B.C.E.). 

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

the date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 75, 

[Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)

Archaeologists have recovered tens of thousands of clay tablets bearing Assyro-Babylonian cuneiform inscriptions, 

... the vast majority of these are religious texts or business documents consisting of contracts, bills of sale, deeds, 

and similar matter.

Aside from the many [tens of thousands of] cuneiform business documents that were truly contemporary, the 

Babylonian historical texts and even many astronomical texts often give evidence of being of a much later period.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 448)
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Cuneiform Tablets
(Parker and Dubberstein)

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

well. The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus‘ first year as king of Persia 

corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus‘ last year is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 

(531/530 B.C.E.). 

Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine years over Babylon, which would therefore substantiate the year 

539 as the date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 

75, [Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)
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The general basis for the chronology of the period here treated is furnished by the Ptolemaic Canon, with help from 

classical sources.

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

general framework of chronology.

The numerous cuneiform economic texts often furnish an accurate check on the lengths of reigns. Since these texts

cover the larger part of the period, from 626 B.C. to the middle of the second century B.C., they are of prime 

importance. Dates from cuneiform astronomical texts are especially helpful for the chronology of the third and 

second centuries B.C.

(Parker and Dubberstein, page 10)



Astronomical Tablets
(Insight)

(Insight, Vol. 1, page 453)

The Babylonian historical texts and even many astronomical texts often give evidence of being of a much later period.

(Insight, Vol. 1, page 454)

Many of the so-called synchronizations of astronomical data with events or dates of ancient history are based on 

solar or lunar eclipses. … Only in the case of a definitely stated total solar eclipse visible in a specific area would there 

be little reason for doubt in the fixing of a particular historical date by such means.

(Insight, Vol. 1, page 456)

Actually contemporaneous astronomical texts are lacking by which to establish the full chronology of the Neo-

Babylonian and Persian periods (late seventh to late fourth centuries).

(Insight, Vol. 1, page 453)

A Babylonian clay tablet is helpful for connecting Babylonian chronology with Biblical chronology. This tablet contains 

… astronomical information for the seventh year of Cambyses II son of Cyrus II:  … [The] lunar eclipses can be 

identified with the lunar eclipses that were visible at Babylon on July 16, 523 B.C.E., and on January 10, 522 B.C.E.

Thus, this tablet establishes the seventh year of Cambyses II as beginning in the spring of 523 B.C.E. This is an 

astronomically confirmed date.

Although Insight relies on an astronomical tablet to provide an ancient event in terms of a BCE date, it expressly states 

that it doubts the reliability of such tablets.

A strong reason for Insight’s desire to cast doubts on astronomical tablets is that they are used to set the Absolute 

Dates that it rejects, such as 621 BCE for the 5th year of Nabopolassar and 568 BCE for the 37th year of his son 

Nebuchadnezzar. Since the son followed directly after his father, this provides double confirmation of the accepted 

dates for Nebuchadnezzar, with 605 BCE as his Accession Year.

Further, to arrive at 539 BCE for Babylon‘s Fall, Insight needs to travel from 523 BCE along a chronology provided to it 

by secular historians. And Insight rejects their chronology. 20



Astronomical Tablets
(Finegan and P&D)

Since new-moon dates can be calculated astronomically for ancient Babylonia, and since the system of 

intercalation has been reconstructed on the basis of intercalary months actually mentioned in cuneiform texts, it is 

possible to construct tables which represent the Babylonian calendar with a high degree of probable accuracy. 

(Parker and Dubberstein, Babylonian Chronology 626 BC - AD 75, page 25).

The achievement of the ancient Babylonian astronomers in devising the nineteen year cycle with its seven 

intercalated months was indeed remarkable.  ... The difference between 235 lunar months and 19 solar years is 

only 0.086403 day or 2 hours, 4 minutes. 25.22 seconds. This is how close the ancient Babylonian system came 

to solving the problem of the relationship between the lunar year and the solar year.

How the system worked in actual practice may be seen in the accompanying Table. This shows the first 

nineteen years of the reign of Nebuchadrezzar II (604-562 B.C.). [See the Table reproduced on the following 

page of this Study.]

(Finegan, page 31)



This [Table] shows the first nineteen years of the reign of Nebuchadrezzar II (604-562 B.C.).

The years are numbered and their equivalents in terms of B.C. are given; leap years are indicated by italicizing the 

last figure of the year when first given. The month names are abbreviated; U II and A II mean a second Ululu and a 

second Addaru respectively where these are intercalated. From the source table (Parker and Dubberstein, 

Babylonian Chronology 626 BC - AD 75, page 27 ff), which shows the first day of each month in terms of our Julian 

calendar, the number of days in each month is counted and it is this figure which is shown for each month.

(Finegan, page 31)

Astronomical Tablets
(Finegan and P&D)
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Partial eclipse of 621 BCE 

also listed by Ptolemy. 

Nabopolassar‘s 5th year.

Astronomical Tablets
(Thiele)

Eclipse of 523 

BCE listed by 

Ptolemy‘s 

Canon. Accepted 

by Insight

The Mysterious Numbers of the Hebrew Kings,
by Edwin R. Thiele, 1983 edition

Almagest is the name 

of Ptolemy’s Canon.
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(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)The date of 539 B.C.E. for the fall of Babylon can be arrived at not only by Ptolemy's canon but by other sources as 

well. The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus‘ first year as king of Persia 

corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus‘ last year is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 

(531/530 B.C.E.). 

Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine years over Babylon, which would therefore substantiate the year 

539 as the date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 

75, [Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)

After a 43-year reign, ... Nebuchadnezzar was succeeded by Awil-Marduk (Evil-merodach). ...Little is known about 

the reigns of Neriglissar, evidently the successor of Evil-merodach, and of Labashi-Marduk. More complete 

information is available for Nabonidus and his son Belshazzar.

(Insight, Vol 1, art. “Babylon”, pages 238-239)

For Awil-Marduk, tablets dated up to his second year of rule have been found. For Neriglissar, considered to be the 

successor of Awil-Marduk, contract tablets are known dated to his fourth year.

A Babylonian clay tablet is helpful for connecting Babylonian chronology with Biblical chronology. This [following] 

tablet contains the following astronomical information for the seventh year of Cambyses II: …  (translation provided) 

… This [astronomical] tablet establishes the seventh year of Cambyses II as beginning in the spring of 523 B.C.E. …

The latest tablet dated in the reign of Cyrus II is from the 5th month, 23rd day of his 9th year (Babylonian 

Chronology, 626 B.C.-A.D. 75, by R. Parker and W. Dubberstein, 1971, p. 14). ... [Cyrus‘] first year … was 538

B.C.E. and his accession year was 539 B.C.E.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 453)

Evil-merodach. The Babylonian king who succeeded Nebuchadnezzar to the throne. … Evil-merodach was 

replaced by Neriglissar.

(Insight, Vol 1, art. “Evil-Merodach”, page 773)
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(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)
The date of 539 B.C.E. for the fall of Babylon can be arrived at not only by Ptolemy's canon but by other sources as 

well. The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus‘ first year as king of Persia 

corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus‘ last year is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 

(531/530 B.C.E.). 

Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine years over Babylon, which would therefore substantiate the year 

539 as the date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. 

- A.D. 75, [Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)
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Since Finegan is addressing Biblical chronology, he does 

not provide a chronological listing that shows the 

contemporary Babylonian chronology.

In this Table Finegan shows the relationship between the 

Biblical chronology of the final Judean kings and the 

early years of Nebuchadnezzar.

Babylonian Chronology
(Finegan)



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

well. The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus and Eusebius, shows that Cyrus‘ first year as king of Persia 

corresponded to Olympiad 55, year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrus‘ last year is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 

(531/530 B.C.E.). 

Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine years over Babylon, which would therefore substantiate the year 

539 as the date of his conquest of Babylon.

Handbook of Biblical Chronology, by Jack Finegan, 1964, pp. 112, 168-170; Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 

75, [Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.

It is possible that a certain number of dates in our tables may be wrong by one day, but as they are purely for 

historical purposes, this uncertainty is unimportant. It should be noted that there is a slight additional element of 

uncertainty for biblical dates given in the Babylonian calendar, since the new moon was visible at Jerusalem thirty-

seven minutes before it was visible at Babylon and therefore upon occasion the new month could begin a day 

earlier at Jerusalem.

(Parker and Dubberstein, page 25)

The Babylonian calendar ... began in the spring. The Macedonian calendar, however, began in the fall.

(Parker and Dubberstein, page 26)

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)
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The general basis for the chronology of the period here treated is furnished by the Ptolemaic Canon, with help from 

classical sources. Cuneiform chronicles and lists of kings have also been of considerable help in checking and 

improving on the general framework of chronology. 

(Parker and Dubberstein, page 10)

Babylonian Chronology
(Parker and Dubberstein)



Babylonian Chronology
(Parker and Dubberstein)

The ―Chronology‖ article in Insight accepts the dates from 

Parker and Dubberstein (P&D) for the first and last tablets 

for Cyrus II.

However, the Insight article fails to reveal that the 

information from P&D regarding Cyrus is part of a list of 

first and last tablets for several kings.

As shown on the next two pages of this Study, the following 

list summarises information from the direct context of page 

14 of P&D that is cited by the Insight article:

Deaths of neo-Babylonian kings

from Parker and Dubberstein, pages 11 to 14

Kandalanu: Oct 30, 626 BC

Nabopolassar: Aug 15, 605 BC

Nebuchadnezzar:  Oct 8, 562 BC

Amel-Marduk: Aug 7, 560 BC

Nergal-shar-usur: Apr 16, 556 BC

Labashi-Marduk: June 17, 556 BC

Nabunaid: Oct 29, 539 BCE (Cyrus entered Babylon)

The latest tablet dated in the reign of Cyrus II is from the 

5th month, 23rd day of his 9th year (Babylonian 

Chronology, 626 B.C.-A.D. 75, by R. Parker and W. 

Dubberstein, 1971, p. 14)

Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine years over 

Babylon … (Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 75, 

[Parker and Dubberstein], p. 14.)

(Insight, Vol 1, page 453)

(Insight, Vol 1, page 454)
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V/23/9 means the

5th month, 23rd day,

9th year of Cyrus‘ reign
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Babylonian Chronology:
First and Last dates

(Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 75, by Parker and Dubberstein)

This publication by Parker and Dubberstein is cited by Insight as authoritative.
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This publication by Parker and Dubberstein is cited by Insight as authoritative, and page 14 is specifically referred to.

Babylonian Chronology:
First and Last dates

(Babylonian Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 75, by Parker and Dubberstein)



Babylonian Chronology
(Ancient Near Eastern Texts by J Pritchard;

cited in Insight)

Page 306 of Ancient Near Eastern Texts, which is cited above by Insight, shows that the Nabonidus Chronicle is 

damaged at the place where the year of the king‘s reign was written, so the Chronicle itself does not give the year of 

Babylon‘s fall, only the day.

The Nabonidus Chronicle ... (Ancient Near Eastern Texts, p. 306). By means of this inscription, the date of 

Babylon‘s fall can be fixed as Tishri 16, 539 BCE.

(Insight, Vol 1, pages 568-569)

The same book, Ancient Near Eastern Texts by James Pritchard, provides the following text of an undamaged stele 

which lists the Babylonian kings served by the High Priestess Adad-guppi, the mother of Nabonidus:

I am Adad-guppi, the mother of Nabonidus, king of Babylon. ...

From the 20th year of Ashurbanipal, king of Assyria, when I was born, until the 42nd year of Ashurbanipal, the 3rd 

year of his son Ashur-etil-ili, the 21st year of Nabopalassar, the 43rd year of Nebuchadnezzar, the 2nd year of Awel-

Merodach, the 4th year of Neriglissar, during (all) these 95 years ...

From the time of Ashurbanipal, king of Assyria, to the 9th year of Nabonidus, king of Babylon, one hundred and four 

happy years. ...

The 21 years in which Nabopolassar, the king of Babylon, Nebuchadnezzar the son of Nabopolassar, and the four years 

in which Neriglissar king of Babylon, exercised their kingship, (altogether) 68 years.  ...

(Postscript:) She died a natural death in the 9th year of Nabonidus, king of Babylon.

(Ancient Near Eastern Texts, Pritchard, pages 560-561)
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Babylonian Chronology
(Chronicles of Chaldaean Kings in the 

British Museum, page 2, by D J Wiseman)
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Babylonian Chronology
(The Mysterious Numbers of the Hebrew Kings,

by Edwin R. Thiele, pages 179-180, 1983 edition)



Cyrus’ Decree
(Insight)

Cyrus’ Decree for the Return of the Exiles.

The proclamation was made ―in the first year of Cyrus the king of Persia,‖ meaning his first year as ruler toward 

conquered Babylon.

The Bible record at Daniel 9:1 refers to “the first year of Darius”, and this may have intervened between the fall 

of Babylon and “the first year of Cyrus” over Babylon. If it did, this would mean that the writer was perhaps 

viewing Cyrus’ first year as having begun late in the year 538 BCE. However, if Darius’ rule over Babylon were to 

be viewed as that of a viceroy, so that his reign ran concurrent with that of Cyrus, Babylonian custom would place 

Cyrus‘ first regnal year as running from Nisan of 538 to Nisan of 537 B.C.E.

In view of the Bible record, Cyrus‘ decree freeing the Jews to return to Jerusalem likely was made late in the year 

538 or early in 537 BCE. This would allow time for the Jewish exiles to prepare to move out of Babylon and make the 

long trek to Judah and Jerusalem (a trip that could take about four months according to Ezr 7:9) and yet be settled ―in 

their cities‖ in Judah by ―the seventh month‖ (Tishri) of the year 537 BCE.

(Insight, Vol 1, art. “Cyrus”, page 568)

It is very probable that [Cyrus‘] decree was made by the winter of 538 B.C.E. or toward the spring of 537 B.C.E.

This [date] would permit the Jews time to make necessary preparations, effect the four-month journey to Jerusalem, 

and still arrive there by the seventh month of 537 B.C.E.

(Insight, Vol 1, page 458)

Early in 537 BCE, Persian King Cyrus II issued a decree permitting the captives to return to Jerusalem and rebuild 

the temple. Preparations were soon under way.

(Insight, Vol 1, art. “Captivity”, page 417)

Insight is unable to show exactly when Cyrus‘ decree was made and it cannot prove the year when the first Babylonian 

captives arrived at the site of the destroyed temple. Further, it is not known whether Cyrus‘ first year ran from March 

538 BCE to 537 BCE or if it ran from October 538 BCE to 537 BCE. It is not known the date when Cyrus issued his 

decree during his first year. It could quite easily have been made too late in his first year for Hebrew captives to return 

during 537 BCE. Further, Insight makes it impossible for any Hebrews to have returned in 537 BCE since it 

says that a Darius intervened before Cyrus ruled Babylon and had reached his own First Year before Cyrus 

ascended the throne.
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Cyrus’ Decree
(Finegan)

If the regnal year of Cyrus was considered to begin in the spring, in line with Mesopotamian custom, his Year 30 

could extend from Mar/Apr 531 to Mar/Apr 530. ... 

But if the regnal year was counted as beginning on the following Oct 1, then Year 30 extended from Oct 1, 531, to 

Sep 30, 530 B.C. ... 

Babylon fell on Oct 12, 539 B.C. and Cyrus entered the city two and one-half weeks later on Oct 29.

Accordingly [Cyrus‘] first year, in which he made the proclamation, was 538/537 B.C.

(Finegan, pages 169-170)
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