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poasibly been the time of the Kjksos, because thﬂ m
extended thelr rule over the whole of Egypt and were prac-
tically confined to the DPelta, being in constant conflich
with the legitimate, more or less, independent native chief=
tans, Ths suggestion that the powerful Apophis and his suc=
cessor Khyan extended their rule over the whole of Egypt

and even beyond 1ts bordsrs 1s derived from indirect indica=
tions without documentery proofs. There 1s no substantial
reason whatsoever for believing that at this time the
southern part of Egypt, with its cénter at Thebes, was not
under the control of indigencus Egyptlian kings as before

and after him,20 -

Finally the Joseph story demands an Egyptian gov=
erment highly organized and centered in the ofﬁnt of ﬁhl
vizier, liowhere is there an indication of the offlce of N
vizier during the relgn of the Hyksos kings, ea- even n
semblance of an organized aﬂni.nistntion. fho aﬂw
Breasted notes is "acertaln Ehenzer who o Quﬁ%
the affairs of the country largely in th- m ﬂ!ﬁ

J. 1_.;'

vizier, Enkim," The account !a Gmsil m d
- S G'ﬂ';‘;-ﬂ:'

who actually did entrust the m of the

35 g1 “ﬂ

i Sl

of at least Mm



lionoa, the foreign character of the mw
sphere ot influence over only a part of Eapt: and their
disorganized administration militate against mmmni ol 11
any Hyksos king as the Phareaoh under whom Joseph came to

power,
2. The Oppression

The advocates of the late date proceed to 1déntify
Rameses II with the Pharaoh of the oppression, It mmst be
conceded that the history of Egypt during the reign of
Rameses II (1292-1225 B.C.) presents an era well suited
for the Pharaoh of the oppression,

The late years of Setli I were disturbed by a con= |
flict between his eldest son and the latter's younger
brother, Mameses, over the succession, Rameses was plot=
ting to supplant his eldest brother, and during m
father's last days, laid his plans so otfoatiw).r MM
was ready for a successful coup at the old king's %*m
Rameses resorted to the old court «m-s so ﬂuﬂ %m ;
usl conquest of the throme might be fargottems™> :

He hestened at once to Thebes, the seat of ;
made himself strong there, and gained the sup:
priests of Amon, He m M%

?»¢{§ .“.‘; 3




country in Hubla, Rameses turned his ambition toward
recovéry of the great Asiatic empire.°® s R T
When Remeses II ascended the throne, the mumm
had unquelified possession of Byrin- for probably more M
twenty years, After a preparatory campaign to mm the
coast of Pelestine as a base of operation, Rameses launched
his attack agalnst the Hittite stronghold at Kadesh, The
ensulng battle proved Rameses a leader of undsunted courage
rather than a militery genius, If Rameses could claim any
success to offset the disaster he suffered at Kadesh, it was
his salvation from utter destruction, and the fact that he
eventuelly held the field added little practical advantage,
It 1is caommonly stated that Rameses captured Kadesh, but
there 1s no such claim in eny of his rooorda. o
Rameses onjoyed the unual triumph on hh rotm “ %

Egypt without even laying siege to Kadesh, Yet the M
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result could only ve deatmtlw of Buptim m m

£a11 to make overy possible use of Ahe M
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and Ketwe in the Orentes velley. It 18 very v .
he succeeded in holding these northern ew mﬁtg
After probebly some fifteen years of campalgning, a
treaty of peace and alliance between Rameses II and Ehetasar,
the Hittite king, brought the wars in Aah to a final anmd
sudden end, Once consumated, the peace was kept, and although
it involved the sacrifice of Rameses' ambitions fop congquest
in Asla, the treaty must have been satisfactory to both
parties, Thirteen years later the Hittite king visited Egypt
to celebrate the marriage of his eldest daughter utho wife
of Kameses, From the day of the peace compact with Ehetasar,
Hameses was never called upon to engage in war la!-naz‘ =4

As the conclusion of the war in Asia gave him greater
liesure, Rameses devoted himself to wvast mtd miﬁ-

ings., At Thebes he spent enormous resources on ‘the com :
of his farther's mortuary tmeple, on his own m&% |

tuary, known to all visitors at ‘hebes as the Ramessuem, emd
on the enlargement of the Luxor m, mﬁ.‘ ﬁ

a1l buildings of the encient end modern world, the
colonnaded hall of the Karnak t-pu, sterted by
father, was now completed by m n,“ o

Lo oy desll
FPew of th- a'nt Mplnctm :
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Rameses II, in the perpetuating of which the king stopped
at no desecration or destruction of the ancient monuments
of the countrye.
Mamberless were the monuments of his
ancestors on which he placed his own name, or
8tlll worse, from whilch he remorselessaly ap-

propriated bullding materiasl, as Aif the ancient
momiments of the nation were public cuarries,28

Pat in spite of these facts, his own legitimate build-
ing was on a scale quite surpassing in size and extent any-
thing that his ancestors had ever accomplished.

Rameses II left over a hundred sons and at least half
as meny daughters from his enormous harem., He thus left a
femlly so numerous that they became a Ramessid class of
nobles whom we stlll find over four hundred years later, He
was also a great magician, whose memory lived in the folk-
tales of Egypt a thousand years later, Rameses lived in a
magnificence even surpassing that of Amenhotep III, As the
yeears passed the sons of his youth were taken from him until
twelve were gone, and the thirteenth was the eldest and heir
to the throne, During the late years oflhia relgn Rameses
lost his vitality for aggressive rule, The Libyans and the
mer ltime peoples allied themselves together and entered the
western Delta with impunity. Senile deca& rendered him deaf
to alarms and eomplainﬁs which would have Brought instant
retribution upon the invaders in the days of hls wvigorous
youth, finally, having ruled for sixty-seven years this
great Pharaoh died in 1225 B.C.29 SR

28, Cambridge Ancient History, vol.II, p.l52
29. e PPe =




From the history of Egypt during the relgn of Rameses II,
as presented above, it would appear that the oppression of
the Israelites could have taken place at the time of this
Pharaoh, The story of the oppression related in Zxodus re-
flects such political conditions in Lgypt at the time. The
question remains: does the evidence furnished by archeology
also uphold this view, In support of the active oppression
under hameses II the discovery of the cities of Pithom and
Raomses supply the strongest evidence,

Ihe site of Pithom was identified in 1883 by Professor
laville, It is situsted on the south side of the sweect-water
canal which runs from Calro to Suez through the VWedi Tumilat,
Haville found a number of inscriptions which show not only
that the site represents an anclent city whose religious
name was "Pi Tum," while its civil name was Thuku (Succoth),
but also that the founder of the city was Rameses II,
laville says:

I did not find anything more ancient than
his monuments, It is possible that before his
time there may have been a shrine consecrated to
the worshilp of Tum, but it is he who bullt the
enclosures and the store-houses, He is the only
king whose name appears on the naos and on the

monuments of Ismallish, Nowhere 1s 1t stated that
he restorcd the construction of former kings,

Rameses fought the Hittites, and although hls conguests
were ephemeral, the late view polnts out that Pharach's fear
of danger was not imagined, but he very likely was afraid

30, Quoted by Griffiths, The Exodus in Light of
Archeologys Ped4




- that Israel would join the Hittltes and revolt. Thus he ore
dered the cities of Pithom and Raeamses to be built as for-
tresses to guard ageinst invasion from the north, for Goshen
marked the end of the caravan routes and the entry into Egypt .31
The identification of the elty rests on the heiro=-
glyphie inscriptions referring to Pi-Tum., The so called
store-chambers were really fortress implacements, and among
the quantities of pottery there was "no type of vessel which
could be deseribed as Hebrew,"92 ‘hough there were traces
of Remeses II, the city had clearly been founded centuries
earlier, As to Pi-Tum, 1t could be used of any temple where
Tun was worshipped,®® Hence, the Pi-Tum discovered need not
necessarily be ldentifled with the city bullt by the Israelites,
The other c¢ity, Raamses, was located by Sir Flinders
Petrie at Tell el=-Retabeh. Here also inscriptions were
found referring to Tum and Rameses II, Petrie writes:
The eity of Raamses is identified by remains
of a town and temple buillt by Rameses II, A large
scene from the temple front, representing Rameses
slaying a Syrian, is now at Philadelphia, There is
no other city of this date along the wvalley, except
Pithom, #n official here was over the forelgners
of Thuku, or Succoth, the general name of this land,
winich was occupled with Dedawy 'booths' or succoth;. 34
he probably was the superintendent of the Israelites.
In describing the cities Price says that they were strongly

built, and separated by brick partitions from eight to ten

31, Naville, Archeolo and the 0ld Testament, pP.63

32, Duncan quoted by éaIger. Bible and §2§Eb. P«6S

33, Calger, ope Clt., P«65

34, Qudted by Grifiiths, Ex., in Light of Archeoclogys P45
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feet thick, The bricks, half sun-baked, were made some with
and scme wlthout straw, The store-houses occupy in Pithom
almost the whole area of the city, the walls of which are

about 680 fect square and 22 feet thick.55

Because soctlons of the builldings at Raamses were
consbructed of bricks without straw, some scholars have used
this fact to prove that the Israclites were the builders of
the city. With reference to Pithom and Raamses the ﬁible
gives no Information of the nature of their building opera=
tiona and makes no mentions of straw for bricks at all,
Furthermore, the Pharsoh of the Exodus did not command the
children of Israel to make bricks without straw, but told
them to furnish their own straw, and, hence, the bricks of
Raamses prove nothing.36

Rameses ' great building enterprises were not achleve
ed without vast expenses of resources, especially those of
labor, ""hile he was unable to draw upon Asia for captive
labor, yel his extensive bullding rmst have been accomplished
largely by such means,.! The plight of the Israelltes as
recorded in Exodus 1 fits perfectly into the conditions of
Egypt umnd er Rameses II, and therefore Griffiths concludes
that Pithom and Raamses were built by the Israelites. Soth
cities have been identified, both were store-cities, both were

bullt under Remeses II, and both were in the district of Succoth°®

35 I.M.Price, The Momaments of the 0ld Testament, p.l86

564 T,Thorson, regsion USs Pe

47. Breasted, A EEEtor of & T, D.446

38, J.S,Griffiths, The Lxodus Eﬁ the Light of
Archeologys De45




Advocates of the late date lay much stross on the
fact that their view harmonizes with Exodus 1,11, namely,
that "the children of Israel bullt trcasure cities in
Lgypt, Plthom and Raamses." They point out that the Raamses
after whom the clty is names is doubtless Rameses II, But
from Genesis 47,11 we learn that Raamses was the name of a
province in Zgypts, the name by which Goshen came to be
known alrecady in the days of Joseph at least 200 years be-
fore the time of Ramescs 1II, After a careful study of the
relevant !NSS,.s; iIncluding the éyrian, some scholars have
come to the conclusion that the true reading of this verse
is not"Pithom and Rasmses," but Pithom of Raamses (the
province). These scholars may be right or wrong, but their
possibility of beilng right shows how narrow the basis 1is
on which the opposite view rests.39

Yet how could the store=city be ceslled Raamses when
there wes no king by the name of Kasmses before the 13th
century? It is a fact that seventy kings reigned four
hundred years bLefore Remeses II between 1900 and 1600 El.C.»
nmany of whom are not known by neme, *hose we know have real
Lgyptian names es Amenerhet, 3snusret, Apophls etc. Is
there no the possibility of a Rameses among the unknown?*o
Furthermore, before Rameses I the name does occur as a

brother of Haremhib under the XVIIth Dynasty. Again, the

39, Ross, Hibbert Journal, 1940-1941, pp.306-307
40, Yshuda, Ihe Accuracy of the Bible, p43




name Remose occurs on a tomb dating from the ﬁ“ )
ITI, It 1s also startli.ng to find the nsme Rames as ww
a prince in the XVIIth Dynasty.%l vy ol
A.H.Gerdiner in the Journal of Egyptien Archeology
asserts that,"We may feel certain that Tell el-Retabeh is not
Racmses,"? This stctement of Gardiner is supported by Petrie
himself, Nelthor Pithom nor Rasmses noeded to be built by
Rameses' II, for both of them had been in existence long be=-
fore the XIXth Dynasty. Petrie dug into the foundation de=
posits of Raamses and discovered & small arched brick tomb
of an infent burlied at full length with its head to the east,
At Cezeh in Pelestine Macallster found infants buried in a ;
similor way after they had been sacrificed at the foundiag
_of a ecity,castle, or house, The revolting Canaanite prastise :
was current long before the time of Rameses II. Fu thermore
Petric came across stone vases of the Old m Iﬂ*w
weights and measures dating from the IXth to the m W
Dynasties at a depth of twelve to fifteen M%W ‘
of the XVIII end XIXth Dynasty buildings.®? e
These dlscoveries prove the antiquity of the o

builders, but were Wﬁ"i four
with sge, ITReey wWhe




It is remarikabls that at Saft el-Henna, or Goshen, the
cemetary discovered by Petrie ylelded 1,500 graves, which on
examination deted from the time of the XVIIIth Dynasty and
continued dovn to Homan times, Durlng the XVIIth Dynasty
the burlels were perticularly numerous with many of the dead
interred in slipper shaped coffins, The fact that the deaths
toolr place in Goshen under the XVIIth Dynasty, when the op-
presasion of the early date was in progress, glves point to
the pathetic ery of the Hebrews at the Red Sea, "Because
there were no graves In Egypt, hast thou talkten nus away to
die in the wilderness?" (Ex.l4.11)%4

Viith the exception of the favorable historical con-
ditlons under Rameses II, the only evidence for the oppression
of Israel by this Pharaoh are the store-clties of Pithom
and Raumses, When the archeological evidence is considered,
the identity of these cities remains an open question, and
it is cléer that both of the citles were founded much earllier
than Rameses II, Neither the Bible nor Archeology furnish
any reason to substantiate the belief .that Rameses II was

the Pharaoh of the Oupression,

3. The Exodus

Having identified Rameses II as the Pharaoh of the
oppression, those who favor tle late date of the Exodus
(1225 B.C.) proceed to ldentify Mernmeptah (12:5-1215 B.C.)
with the Pharaoh of the Exodus.

44, Knight, Nile and Jordan, p.l138




One of the chief arguments for the late date of the

Exodus 1s the discovery of the lerneptah Stele in 1896 by

Sir Plinders Petrie, Yhe inscription is a hymm of victory,

celebrating the triwph of lerneptsh over the Libyans, It

wes cut on The back of a magnificént black granite stele
ver ton feet hirh 49 m 58

over ten fect high, The conecluding strophe readss

-

The kings are overthrown, saylng:"salaaml®™
liot one holds up his head among the nine bows,
Vasted 1s Tehenu,

Kneta is pacified,

Pluidered is the Cgnasn with every evil,
Carried off i1s Askelon,

Seized upon 1s Ceszer,

Yenoam 1s made as a thing not existing,

Israel 1s desolated, his seed 1s not;
FPalestine has become a widow for Egypte.

All the lands are united, they are pacifiled;
svery one that is turbulent 1s bound by King
Merneptah, who gives life like Ra every day.46

This inscription contains the only mention of Israel in
a document of this age outside the Bible, For that reason 1t
is of great importance, It should be noted that “"Israel® is
menticned along with peoples and places in FPalestine and
Phoencclia, +he Egyptien used a certain "determinative" in
commectlon with nawmes of settled peoples, and that sign 1s
here used with Tehenu, Kheta, Askelon, Gezer, and Yenoam, but
not with "Israel."7 Thus the "Israol™ here referred to wes
not in EZgypt, and had not settled in Palestine as the adherents
of the late date elaim,

45, Griffiths, The Exodus in the Lig?; of Archeology, Pe49
46, G.Barton, Arcﬁzqiqu end_Lthe €y Pa
47, 1bid., P.376




The phrase, "his seed is not," has becn glven several
meanings as tho slaying of the male Israelite children by
the Lgyptiaens, the destruction of crops, the oppression of
Phareoh who knew not Joseph, and the Egyptlan version of the
Izodus current at the cowrt of Herneptah,
Dreasted in his "Ancient Hecords"™ points out thats
"This phrase is found five times elsewhere in the inseriptions
referring to a number of other peoples as follows:
1. 'Those who reached my border are desoleted,
thelr seed 1is not,'
2. '"The Libyans and the Seped are wasted, their
seced is not.!?
e Yrhe fire has penetrated us, our seed is not,t
44 'Thelr cities are made ashes, wested, desolated}
thelr seed 1is not,?
5. 'Gorcd is the chief of Amor ... his sced is not,?
The words "his, their, our seed 1s not," are therefore a
conve: tlonal phrase epplicable to any defeated and plundered
people, 48
hreasted also explains the line,"Palestins has become
a widow for Egypt." Quoting a parallel passage where Rameses
II 1s celled a "husband™ or protector "of Egypt," he addss
Hence a lend may be wldowed, without a
husband, without a protector, and Palestine
had no protector agalnst Egypte.

The Iinscription then records the defeat of an "Israel™ in

or ncar Ealestine.so

The adherents of the late date of the Exodus (1225 B.C.)

48, Breasted quoted by Griffiths, The Exodus in
the Lig%t of Archeologz. P50
90 2 L p"

50, ibld., pe.51




refer the Isrcelite incident of the Merneptah Stele to the
defect of tne lLebrows at the hands of the imalekites and
Canaanltes in thelir Lirst attempt to enter Canasn under
Hoses o1 rofessor llaville saysi
There 1s no indication whatsoever theat this
state of t;h.mc,s is due to the victories of the
Zing e.e It is not said that he personally did
anything in the destructlon of Askelon or
Innuamnma. >~
lor does the lInscription prove that the vietory over lsrael
was won LYy an Lgyptlan home armye. Ye have no means of judg-
ng whether some or all these victories were ;lue partly ©o
Lgyptian gerrisons, or to troops sent specially from Egypts
or to native vassals or allles of the king. ‘his severe re-
verse was inflicted upon & nomadic Israel in or near Pales-
tine by rulers who were under the suzerainty of the Egyptian
king. +hwc defeat sufficed to protect Cansan from further
attack Ly Israel until thirty-elght yecars liter, thus ful=-
filling the ecssential conditlions of the Israel stele, and
placing the bhxodus during the relign of Lierneptah.ss
This interpretation of the Merneptah Stele presents
several vexing difiriculties, If the Amalekites and Canaanites
were Egyptian allies who defeated "Israel" in their first
ettempt to invede Canaan, there is a striking contradiction

with the lMerneptah Stele. As Egyptian allies fighting In

51, Numbers 14,40-45; Deuteronomy 1,41-46
52, Naville quoted by Grifiiths, Bxe in Light of Arch., P.52
53. ibido) pp.51-52




in the interest of “erneptah, why should the Amalekites and
Canaanites own territory, "Askelon be carried off, CGezer
seizod, and Falestine become s widow for Egypt?" 94

If the Exodus took place in 12285 B.C,, there is also an
lnexplainable disagreement with the testimony of archeclogy
from Jericho. Garstang's excavations at Jericho testify to
the destructlion of that city around 1400 BeCe9® Serlipture
agserits vhat it was the Isrselites who razed Jericho after
their wanderings in the wildcrneas.55 If then Yerneptah
(l220=1210 1.0.) was the Pharach of the Exodus, Jericho was
: - agh
destroyed vefore the ;sraeliteshngypt.

Mis interprectation of the lerneptsh 3tele furthermore
conflicts with the Biblicel chronology in I Eings G.l. In
this passapge the period from the Exodus to the bullding of
the temple in the fourth year of Solcmon's reign ls described
28 480 years, The accepted dates for the dbullding of the
temple range from 984=969 B.C. If 480 years are added to
984 or 969 D.C.s the Exodus would fall in the middle of the
£ifte nth century, and not in the middle of the thi#rteenthyd7?

Higher criticism regards the verse in I Kings 6.1 as
a gloss,. “he ressons given are the divergence of the Septua-
gint whieh reads 440 years; the artlificial character of the
number 480, a multiple of 403 and that 40 1s commonly used

in the 0ld Testament not as an arithmetlc expression, but as

54, Griffriths, The Ex. 1n.%%5%t Of Arche, P93
5b, Garstang, Fo ions 5] 3COrys Pel46
56, Joshma 1,1-2; Joshua 6

97, Griffiths, op. cilt., P«60




