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One of the most debated questions mmuua -
history 1s the Exodus from Egypt.

There 1s a difference of opinion with respect h :
the time when Moses lived and led the children of Iu'ml.
out of Egypt. Three views are held: :

Some scholars regard Rameses II (1292 B.C.=1225 B.C.)
as the Pharaoh of the oppression, and his son, m v ’
(1225-1215 B.C,) as the Pharaoh of the Exodus (Late mxg A

Opposed to this dating of the Exodus are those
scholars who place the oppression dnring the x'eig:‘quD w‘
Thutmose III (1501-1447 B.C.) and the Exodus under
(1447-1423 B.C., Eerly Date), s

Professor Albright reexamined the pottery an
archeological finds in Palestine and conol ‘

)

of Canaanite Jericho took pheo nm
1300 B.Co.l Tnis aumumagﬂ

o R -




account, It is treated wlth distrust by some Bible w,
and a few Egyptologlsts because they find in it hm,
and mythical details, The historicel nlno i‘ denied m
of those parts which betray no trace of mm.oal futur.l.
In many cases these scholars do not take the Biblical texts
in their plain meaning, but base thelr views on arbitrary
interpretations. They even distort the texts By THrat S
alterastions which they call corrections and emendations, It
is in following this path that the whole Exodus narrative
1s converted into legend and denied that tmt-yoivmm;-i
granted to other records of antiquity. Bt !
This conclusion is reached nlthough in some cases
the ancient historical records cannot compare with the .‘
Biblical records in precision and soberness, Other trﬂ;_.&n
of ancient history base their views on documents tr:;u—
mitted by the peoples thﬁnaélvea. and, as a whole, m‘-

gnclent records as the essentisl foundation for hi.ahm

Q
‘;_,

reconstruction, Even in documents where onl.y -rth: unﬂém m
_; I3 ‘"?I ,4,,

at the back of mythical roprosontat&m ﬂn

kernel and the facts enveloped in :um

3 =l Jr-,;s.'i;
whenthoﬁiblsumwlwdmmﬂ ]




A Christian accepts the entire Bible as ‘ﬂn Word ‘—
God, but to accomodate the skeptic this thesis will follow
the principle for research in Hebrew origins laid down by
Noth.® He says that the ultimate historicity of a given
datum is never conclusively established or disproved by the
literary composition 1itself, but that esternal evidence con=
firms the historicity of the given data in the Hebrew texts.

To supply the external evidence demanded by this
principle 1t is necessary to resort to the field of archeoclogy.
With the new understanding of ancient life which archeology
gives we can understand many things of the Bible which were
formerly misunderstood or not understood at all, Any number
of historical events and developments have been clarified
by additional information from archeological sources, To
understand the Biblical statements more accurately, m@ -
ology has added much knowledge of peoples who were almost
used in common life found in excavations help us to m
mine more accurately the meaning of the terms used for m
objects in the Bible, Bocinl customs which m h m

of the past, and in many inatances have m
11lustrated.? :

3, W,Albrigl
Oriental <
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With the better understanding archeology gilves we are
'now able to turn to the question of how archeology affects
the truth of the Blible, The more we find that items in the
picture of the past, as presented in the Bible, even though
not directly attested, are compatible with what we lknow
from srcheology, the stronger 1s our impression of its gen=
eral authenticlty, liere legend or fiction would inevitably
betray 1ltself by anachronisms and incongruities, It will be
seen that the account of the Exodus, inecluding the story of
Joseph and Israel's sojourn in Egypt, 1s a case of general
compatibility with archeology and the historical conditlons
of Egypted®

It is the aim of this thesls first of all to deter-

mine an approximate date for the event of the Exodus, and

secondly to establish the historicity of the Biblical account,.

5, M.,Burrows, What Mean These Stones?, p 250




PART I
THE DATE

A, The Late Date

To get an accurate view of the Exodus we must also
take Into account the periods preceeding and following the
Exodus, namely Israel's sojourn in Egypt and the Hebrew
enterance into Canaan. Since there is some debate over the
length of the sojourn of Israel in Egypt, it will be nec-
esgsary to arrive at some cdnolusion on this question befoare
we can assign the sojourn to any historical period,

One difficulty lies with the interpretation of the
three following Blblical statementss

And he sald unto Abram, Enow of surety that
thy seed shall be a stranger in a land that is
not theirs, and shall serve themj; and they shall
afflict them four hundred yaars.i

Now the sojourning of the children of Israel
who dwelt in Egypt was four hundred and thirty
vyears,

Now to Abraham and his seed were the promises
made ... And this I say, that ¢ covenant, that
was confirmed before of God in st, the law,
which was four hundred and thirty years after,
cannot dj.sannnl3 that 1t should make the promlse
of none effect,

No one will find it difficult to reconcile the first two
statements, 400 is a round number, while 430 gives the

l. Genesls 15,13
2+ Exodus 12,40
3s Galatians 3,16-17
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Paul seems to be in conflict with Genesis m.nu
12,40 inasmuch as he says that from the time the -wﬂ}_au:i R
was given to the prommlgation of the law was 430 nm.l;: T
the time Abreham wes celled snd the promise given him to the
departure of Jacob for Egypt is a period of 215 years, M
way of reckoning would leave but 215 years for Israel's
sojourn in the land of Egypt.‘

It is impossible to maintain that the sojourn includ-
ed the period of the patriarchs, Genesis 15,13 and Gm'h
46,2-4 both speek of the sojourn in Egypt as taking place
in the future, Genesis 46,2-4, where the promise is repeated
to Jacob, presupposes that the Israelites as a nation m
not yet down in Egypt.® Hence, there are 430 yom‘ “W :
for as the length of the sojourn in Egypte i |

We recall that when Jacob was on his way to m
the Lord spoke to him and gave him the same ﬂm W ﬂ :
promises recorded in Genesis 46,2-4. The mmq ’gg o
record that God repeated His promise to J'ueb Ihll%ﬂ.f: o
latter lived in Egypt. But this is quite pre

makzngmemmuonmm.m&ar
o J‘i\iﬁ!’-"




sojourn in Egypt arises with the fourth m«m
in Genesis 15,16 and the four generations from Levi um
listed in Exodus 6,16 £f, If the figures for the four gon~
erations from Levli to Moses are added, allo':lng 80 r.m fD
the time of Moses, the total is 487 years, This flsm Gﬂ!- £
not be correct because 1t exceeds the length of the nojm .
by fifty-seven years., Furthermore, Levi was at least tmtg'-
seven® years o0ld when he went down into Egypt, which um
it impossible to included those years in the sujom. m-u
46,11 11ists Kohath as going dowm to Egypt with Levi, and if
he were but a year old at the time, the remaining 100 ”ﬂil
of Levi's 1ife’ were contemporaneous with !ehath*a. MJ’*.
reduces the totel to 350 years. Since ther were 100 years
of contemporanesous life in the first generation, m
hundred years of contemporaneous life for the rm

leave only 250 years.from the time Levi mt M m B
to Moses when he led the Israelites out Of nmm

250 yen'a ummmmm
temu.ngmapnldntmm i A




The Hebrews, as we do, seem commonly to have
reckoned the duration of a generation from
to forty years, but in times of the partiarchs 1t
was reckoned at a hundred years, So among the :

Romans the word "seculum" originally signified
"age" or "generation" of s and was later trans—
ferred to denote a century,.

A generation here then signifies a century, a period of
time, which in the case of Genesis 15.16 has no geneological
connotatlon, Moreover, thls interpretation of )T is in keep=
ing with the context of Genesis 15,15, Here the four genera=-
tions are equated with four-hundred years, Therefore, the
fourth generation in Genesis 15,16 cannot be identified with

the four generations from Levi to lioses,?

Yet it is true that more than four genarations could
have lived within four-hundred years., Dr, Arndt solves this
problem with the following statement,

It was not at all uncormon in the Hebrew
geneolocgical tables to Tﬂ.t names 'hieh were
considered unimportant,i© N

In view of these considerations the Biblicpl statement
in Exodus 12,40 that the children of Israel stayed in Egypt

430 years must stand, sk e

1. The Sojm
The next quostion 1s when did mi W take




conditions in Egypt around the year 1665 BQﬁ. m !wrﬁ
those of the Joseph story? The year 1665 B.C, falls -mu
the relgn of the Hyksos Kings who ruled from 1788-1580 B.C,il

Somewhere about 1800 B,C, the Hyksos, a warlike
horde of mingled Aryan, Hittite, and Semitic Asiatics swept
irrisistably down the Palestinian coastal read into the
fertile plains of the Nile Delta, After driving the native
Egyptians far up the river to Thebes, they established them-
selves for several centuries as an allien dynasty of Phu‘adu
with thelr capital at Avaris, Unfortunately these barbarous
Sshepherd Kings" destroyed most of the culture found in
Egypts and introduced very little of their own. Enough re=—
mains to make it probable that they were predominently Semi-
tiec, and sympathic, therefore, to the Hebrews.,l2

Breasted gives a more detailed picture of Egypt

during the relgns of the Pharsohs from the XYII to the XVIIth
Dynasties, who ruled simmlteneously with the Hyksos from
1788-1580 B,C, The transition from the twelth to the m
teenth dyna.sty seemingly had takon*plm without dist
the tranquil prosperity of the land, The firat. w&

one. The Pharachs who fonm ﬂm‘“ :
cessors of thq mﬂ‘ ww il n
greatest rulers, but this brough them




and prestige., Rapid dissolution 2011“. as the
lords rose against each other and strove for the throne, m
and there a fragment of masonry, a statue, or sometimes m
a scarsb bearing a royal name, furnishes oonmm testi-
mony of the reign of this or that king emong them, There was
neither power, nor wealth, nor time for the erection of ’.u- 3
manent monmuments, King still followed king '!.th unprecedénted
rapidity., For most of these kings our only source of kz‘m— 7
ledge 1s the bare name on the Turin ?a;:yru,m t'-he disordared £
fragments of which have not even preserved for us the ordor
of these ephemeral rulers except as we find them grouped

upon one fragment, Yhere preserved at all the length of reign
is usually but a year, or occaslonally two or three years,
while in two cases we find after =a king’i name but tmd
days, Without any dynastic division which can be di.-cm
we find here the remains of at least one hundred and m
names of kings, The ccaseless gtrugglea of these kings make e
up the obscure history of this dark century and a half m |
tm:ﬂlormmmmuw.wmm '
of the country must have rapidly degenerated. W@hg
possess no monuments which tell of this rdp M m ‘
absence 1is evidence of !.t.u'




the hapless nation was easy prey to foreign ;
1675 BeCe., before the end of the XIIth Dynusty, there m
into the Delta from Asia Semitic invaders now generally .
called the Hyksos. Of the reign of these remsrkable con—
querors we know no more than of their contemporaries, the
Egyptian dynasts of this age already discussed, who continued
to rule in Thebes and probably throughour Upper Egypte The
account in lanetho states that the Hyksos Kings laild the
whole country under tribute, and Hyksos monuments have been
found as far aouth‘ as Gebelen, The beginning of their rule
may have been a gradual ilmmigration without hostilitdes as
Manetho relates, It is perhaps in thils epoch that we should
place one of their kings, a certain Khenzer, who seems to
have left the affalrs of the country largely in the hands
of his vizier, Enkhu, What occasioned the nnquoctiombh
barbarities on the part of the Hyksos 1s now impossible to
dlscern, but it is evident that hﬂutﬂ.ltiel mst have bre
out, causing destruction of the ta-pha.‘?ﬁ

-

Bk ey
A hundred years 1s ample to Mmm

whole Hyksos period. Even if it was actually mjch longer

this fact would not extend the length of the pe: '

the fall of the XIIth Dynasty to the end of &

rule. It is evident thet many of '

perliod, awm in m



whom the folk-tale makes the Theban wvasssl of lﬂm ~
Apophiaea.ls
The question now is whether or not the Hyksos

perilod compares wlth the background of Egyptian 1life as
it is described in the Joseph storye. Yahudal7 does not
heslitate to stae that not one of the arguments advanced in
favor of putting the Joseph period under the Hyksos rule
can hold 1ts ground in face of the conditions knowm to us
from those times, We gshall now consider some of these argu=
ments, :

One of the strongest proofs egeinst putting the
rise of Joseph in the time of the Eyksos is the feect that
Joseph was glven the daughter of the high priest, On, as
a speclal distinction on the part of Pherach (Genesis 41.45).
This would be impossible under the Shepherd Kings, who diad
all they could to destroy the Egyptian religion and to

weaken the power of the priests, Furthermore, the bestowal
of a purely Egyptlian honorific name on Joseph ( ‘
would be inexplainable from a Semitic Hyksos m gf‘
Semitic vizler, but is very naturel from an Bgyptisn ng
to a foreigner appointed to the highest Mo@

to power was under e anu rule




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

B DV

result could only ve deatmtlw of Buptim m m

£a11 to make overy possible use of Ahe M

:g.“lrﬁ '

undermine that influence and stir w mmt. r&y ‘
T “f. By

revolts cost Rmso- three m! M Sn QP re

- L U i
g el .5 "I-

Palestine, Kow tho Phnr-oh I' at
bitiqm in sn- waqaut d’ IM
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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




|

16

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
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a vague statement of nunber.sa
In answer to these objections 1t must be emphesized that:
l. The origlnel language and older manuscripts take
precedent over a trsnslstion,
2e Because a number is a multiple of 40, that does not
brand 1t with an artificial charccter even if 1t does occur

1
1

sevaéral

off to 263 years to harmonlze with tihe Nerneptah 3Stele is
an arblitrary procedure without legitimate justificatione.
Another- conflict with the llerneptah Stele and Biblical
chronology arises in the account of the life of ¥Moses, If
Rameses II was the Pharsoh who built the cities of Pithom
and Rasmses, then MNoses must have been born during his reign,
To malte every concesaion poasible, we will grant that the
birth of loses occurred simultaneous with the first yeér of
Rameses II's reign, 1292 BsC.%? In Acts 7.25 the Bible asserts
thot Voses was forty years old when he fled to the land of
Midien, where he remained in seclusion for anothér forty
vears, Acts 7,30, *ence, loses was at least eighty years old
when he stood before the Pharaoh of the Exodus,. But who was
this Pharaoh? If we subtract eighty years from 1292 B«C,, we
arrive ot the yeer 1212 B.C., the third year of Siptan's
reign (1215-1209 B.C.). But according to the adherents of

58, Griffiths, The Ex, in L;g%p of Archsolog;. D.60
69, Dates of Phereohs taken om eas 2 tory

of Egypts p«599
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of the late date of the Exodus, this event took place during
the reign of llerneptah in the year 1225 DB.C,

If the lerneptah Stele is conclusive evidence for the
Exodus in 1225 DB.C., then the Pharaoh of the oppression could
not have been Rameses II, Since lMoses was elghty years old
at the time of the Exodus, he was born in the year 1305 E.C.
Again we find that the Pharaoh of the oppression at the
birth of Moses was not Remeses II, but Seti I (1313=1292 B.C.)s
Another glance at the Piblical record will reveal that at
the birth of lioses the store-cities of Pithom and Raamses
were at least in the process of bullding, if not already
completed, According to this way of figuring, Seti I, and
not Remeses II, was the builder of Pithom and Raamses. *hus
a check on biblical chronology strickingly militates both
agoinst Rameses II as the Pharaoh of the oppression and
Merneptah as the Pharsoh of the Exodus,

In summary that late viéw of the Exodus (1225 BeC,)
faces the following obstacles:

1. ‘he disorgaenized Hyksos government is not ade=-
guate for the setting of the Joseph storye.

2., In the scetion of the oppression it was shown
that the evidence for identifying Kameses II as the builder
of Pithom ond Raamses 1s not conclusive,.

3, If the Merneptah Stele refers to the defeat of
Israel by the Amalekites and Cansanites, the allies of Egypt,

there is a contradiction.




chronology for the life of loses and the building
temple, ’
5, If the Exodus occurred in 1225 Be«C., the exca

cible conflict, e
In view of hheac; considerations 1t is, therefore,

highly improbable that the Exodus occurred in 1225 M,,,

under lerneptah as the advocates of the late date "




B, THE MIDDLE DATE

1. The Sojourn

Albrightt's dating of the destruction of Jericho (1375-
1300 B.Ce.) suggests two historical periods for the back-
ground of the Joseph stary,.S0

If the destruction of Jericho occurred between 1375
and 1300 BeC., the Exodus took place scmewhere between 1415
and 1340 B.C. Hence, the latest the sojourn could have start-
ed is in the year 1770 B.C. But 1770 B.C. also falls within
the period of the Hyksos kings (1788-1580 B.C.)6l and meets
with the same objections just discussed,

If the Exodus mkpmmmmnun.%m
the era of Joseph must have begun around the year 1845 B.Ce
At this time Egypt was under the control of the Pharachs 113
of the Middle Kinglom, This era of Egypt's MM
present an adequate setting fdl' the mm&m
possibility of Joseph's rise to power m% =
under the early date for the Ex ;




2. The Oppression

Since Jericho was destroyed approximately forty years
after the Exodus, the latter event occurred between the
years 1415 and 1340 B.,C. loses was eighty years old at the
time of the Exodus,esand, hence, the oppression must have
taken place between 1420 and 1495 B.C,

The historical background for an Isrselite oppression
in the year 1420 B,C. finds 1t: setting during the reign of
ihutmose IV (1420-1411 B,C.). It is possible that Thutmose
IV was not at first designed to be his father's successor if
we may belleve a folk-tale in circulation centuries after
his accession, However, he was called upon to maintain the
empire in Asia, which brought his armies as far north as
lNaharin, In the spring of the yaef eight (1412 B.C.) news of
a serious revolt in Nubia compelled Thutmose I¥ to quell the
*xl;{)z'i.sf!.ngoﬁlJc

In view of Thutmose's difficulties in Asia and Nubla
he had just reason to fear the increasing numbers of the
~Israelites, But from Exodus 1l,11,14 it is evident that the
greater portion'of the oppression engaged the Israelites 1n
construction work, Thutmose IV then would have to create

enough work for nearly 600,000 men.%°® Such an inference can-

not be maintained from what we know of Thutmose's scanty

63, Acts 7, 833 Acts 7.29-30

64, Breasted, A History of E ty PP«327=328
65. Exodus 12.37




building operations. Breasted says,"It is probable that
Thutmose did not long survive the war in Nubla, He was,
therefore, unable to beautify Thebes and adorn the state
temples as hls fathers had done,."6® %hus in the first
nine years of the oppression Thutmose's scanty building
operations make it difficult to conceive of a Iebrew op=-
pression r.during his reigne

The historical background for Israelts oppression
in the year 1495 B,C, takes us back %o the time of Thutmose
IIT (1501-=144%7 B.Q.). This is the same period to which the
oppression under tne late date of the Bxodus has been as-
| gigned, and essentially the historical conditions would
not diff'er to any extent. A more detalled discussion of
Isracl's oppression during the reign of Thutmose III will
be presented in a following section,.57

5« The Exodus

It has slready been noted that the liddle Date for
the Exodus is based on Albright's dating of the destructlion
of Jericho, Since the publication of Garstang's work,
Albright has found that an upper shrinc at Jericho con-
tained a large cormemorative scarab of Amenhotep III, three
small scarabs of the same Pharaoh, and one of Rameses II to

say nothing of great masses of broken pottery and other

67« ¢fy PP.48=51




objects, VVhlle the general evidence of the pottery points
to the destruction of Jericho e¢ir, 1400 B.C. as a maximm
date, Albright suggesta considerable lower dates,. loreover,
the evidence of the liycaenean plieces and of the four local
Imitations of a liycenaean type is aquarely against the date
for the destruction of Jericho before the middle of the
fourteenth century or after the middle of the thirteenth,
Thercfore, #lbright contends that in all probability the
fall of Canaanite Jericho took place somewhere cir, 1375
and 1300 B-C.68

In answer to the position taken by Albright, we
will first of all consider the number of sherds which sup=-
port this dating, and secondly, the history of Jericho,

Ross calls attention to the fact that the number
of sherds dating from 1385=900 B,C. found in the necropolis
of Jericho was twenty=two.®® On the same site Garstang and
his assistants examined 40,000 pileces which pointed to the
destruction of the city around 1400 B.C. 10

Garstang’l also records that the destruction of
Jericho is well marked by black layers of burnt matter run-
ning down from the ruined parapet of the outer wall, In this
erea a few houses sprang up, outside and upon the dlsused

fortifications, after the destruction of the upper city,

68. Albright, Bulletin of the American Schools for

Orientsl Hesearch, No,.74, April 1939
. Ross, Hibbert Journal, 1940-1941

70, C.Marston, New bible Evidence, p.l30

71, Garstang, Foundations of Dible History, p.146
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In the second half of the Late Bronze Age these houses were
destroyed leaving a second layer of ashes, Between the two
layers of burnt matter there was found in the course of ex-
cavation a vase of liycencean style, the date of which may
be assigned with some certainty to about 1300 B.C, It per-
talns, as the evldence shows, to a partisl reogcupation of
the northern extremity of the site, outside the former limits
of the upper clty and above the debrils that marks its fall,
It follows that the upper clty had already been reduced to
ruins before that date, Ihe evidence then polnts towards
the year 1400 B.C, for the fall of Jericho,

Az stated before, Albright's dating of the fall of
Jerlcho places the Exodus eir, 1415 or 1340 B.C. In support
of “lbright's view archeologlcal evidence 1s used to show
that there was no setiled population in the region of Edom
and Toab until the twelth or thirteenth century E.C. such
as 1s supposed by the account of Israel's journey around the
L-ond of Hdom,., Hence, this circumvention of Sdom would have
been unnecessary as early as 1400 B.C. At the most, occasional
collislons with nomadic tribes wo:ld have hindered Israel's
progress through Ldom and loab, But a date in the neigh=
borhood of 1300 B.C, for the Exodus would bring the Israel=-
ites into northern loab not far from the middle of the

thirteenth century.72-

72, Yurrows, What lean These Stones?, p.75




But there is archeological cvidence to support the
early occupation of lbdom, for the Ras Shamra Tablets speak
of Bdom os an organized kingdom as early as 1400 B.C, Purther-
more, Ross says: |

Ihere 1s, moreover, thils further conaideration
vhich I can confirm by more than one vislt to these
reglonsy, that if the lMpabites and the Edomites lived
after the mamner of the present day Bedouln inhabi-
tants, imperishable traces of their occupation would
not remain,?d
lience, Israel's journey around idom could have becn neces=-
sary as early as 1400 B.C.

The archeologicel evidence from Al is also used to
support Albright's dating of the fall of Jericho, Hadame
Krause-liarquet and her assistent excavators at Al have come
to the conclusion that Al was destroyed about 2000 B,C., and
remained an uninhabitable ruin till abdut 1260 B,C. Accept=-
ing this conclusion, Pere Vincent offers this solution in
tefence of the Biblical narrative., Jericho had become the
scene of a holocaust, and the tribes and the townships of
Canaan leagued themselves together to bar the way of the
invaders., Ai was obviously the rallying point and was defend-
ed or the south side by walls that still exist and in places
rise to a height of sixteen feet, 4l means ruin par excel-

lence, but the ruiln as a fortress was stronger than any

city in the viecinity, and as a fleld of battle had obvious

73, Ross, Hibbert Journal, 1940-1941
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J,W.,Jack adds that:

If this theory of Vincent's be correct, the
narrative of Joshua becomes the actual account

of a strik@zg episode in the lsraelite conquest
of Canascn, 3

‘herefore if the archeologlcal evidence from Edom and
Al 1s carefully considered, Israerl's enterance into Cansan
1s possibie cir, 1400 B.C, and need not be delayed until
the middle of the twelth century. Since Albrlght’s dating
of the fall of Jericho 1is baéed on insufficlent evidence,
and the overwhelming testimony of archeology points to
1400 ,C, for the destruction of the city, hls position can-

not be maintained,

74, Jack quoted by Ross, iibbert Journal, 1940-1941




C. THE EARLY DATE

1. The Sojourn

Tho early date for the Exodus (1447 B.C,) takes us
back to the year 1877 B.C. in the days of the XIIth Dynasty
for the historical setting of the beginning of Israel's

sojourn in Egypte At thils time the nation was made up of
an aggregetion of amall states or petty princedoms, the
heads of wvhich owed the Phearaoh their loyalty, but they
were not his officials ar servants, The Kiddle Kingdom was
thus a feudal state not essentlally unlike that of later
It was a state which could exist only as long as

Europe,
there was a strong man in the palace at Ithtowe: and the
slightest evidence of weakness meant its rapid dissolu-
tione. For our knowledge of these barons we are dependent
upon their surviving tombs and monuments for the dead, All
such remains in the Delta have perished, so that we can
speak with certainty only of the condltions in the south,
and even here it is only in liddle Egypt of which we are

adequately 1nrormed,1

1la Breastod. A Hiﬂtog of Eﬂet. PPe 157-1568
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The domalns over which the nomarch ruled were not all
his ungualified possesslons, Hisg wealth consisted of lands
and revenues of two classes; the paternal estate, rcceived
from his encestors, and the count's estate, conveyed as a
fief by the Pharaoh anew at the nomarch's death., It was this
fact which to some extent enabled the Pharaoh to control the
feudatorlies and to secure the appointment of partisans of
his house throughout the country.

The treasury was the .organ of the central government,
which gave administrative cohesion to the otherwise loose
agpregation of nomarchies, It had its Income paying property
in all1 the nomes, ﬁhﬁ central office of the treasury was the
"ihite liouse," which through its subdepartments of tle granery,
the herds, the "double gold-house,” and other produce of the
country, collected into the central magazinee and stock=
yards the annual revenues due Lo the Pharsoh, ‘he head of

the "Wwhite House" was the chief treasuren.2

Justice was dlspensed by the administrative officials;
thus a treasurer of the god boasts that he was one "knowing
the law, dilscrect in executing it," The six "Great Houses"
of courts of justice, with the vizler at 1ts head, sat at
Ithtowe, There was besides a "House of Thirtj" evidently
possessing judicial functlons precided over by the vizier.

2, Breasted, A History of Egypt, p.165




The scanty records of the time throw little light on
the other organs of the government, For the purpose of carry-
ing on public vorlks as well as for taxation and census re-
cords, the country wes divided into two administrative
districts of the North and South, *he "Magistrates of the
Southern Tens" served ir both districts, showing that they
were not confined to the “outh alone, 4n elaborate system
of registration was in force. Every head of a family was
enrolled as soon as ne had established an independent house=
hold, consisting of all the members including the serfs and
slavea, liis oath to the\correctness of the registration list
was taken by a "Maglstrate of the Southern Tens" in the land
office, one of the bureaus of the vizier's departments where
all this registration was filed, The office of the vizler
contained the central archives of the govermnment, and all
records of thce land administration with the census and tax
registration were filed in his bureaus, ‘he vizler under the
Pharsoh wos virtually the head of the govma:mmen.i:.:5

These political conditions of the XIIth Dynasty form
an idesl setting for Joseph and the begimning of Israel's
sojourn in Egypt. Of special significance is the statement
in Genesis 41,41, "I have set thee over all the land of
Egypt." By the author's frequent use in the Joseph narrative
of the specific expression P79y , "twinland," he intends

3. Breasted, A History of Egypt, P+165-166
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to emphasize the fact that in Joseph's time both lends were
under the adminlstration of Joseph as a sign of consolidated
power and unified government, ‘hus the narrator shows com=
plete familiarity with the changed conditions in the Nile
velley from the time of Joseph and his own time, Hence, his
concern is to stress the fact of a united EZgypt, when he
tells of Joseph's installation over the whole country of the
"l &b « Immedlately af'ter Joseph's appointment as viziler,
he jc;tlrneyed throughout the whole of the"two lands" (Gen.41.46).
In this lest instance it is particulerly clear that all the
territories from the south to the north in both Lower and
Upper Lgypt were included .

This remarkable emphasis assumes special historic
importance when it is recalled that before the New Kingdom
there was only one vizier for both tervitories, Only in the
lew Kingdom do two vizlers appear, one for Upper Lgypt, and
one for Lower kgypt. The author of the Joseph narrative must
have known of these changed conditions, ard therefore want-
ed to bring out the fact that in contrast to his time, when
there were two vizlers, Joseph was the sole vizier over the

whole count®y of the "two lands," fie emphasizes this, not

only because it had been the administrative system of that

earlier time, but also because of the necessity of preparing
for the threstening catastrophe which rendered essentlel a

4, Yahuda, ‘he #ccuracy of the Bible, p.22




unified and strong administration of the entire country in
the hands of a wise and far-sceing counsellor, If there had
not been a change in the vizierszte, and the author had no
Iknowledge thereof, he would simply content himself with the
statement that Joseph was instelled vizier of Egypt.s In
general then, the story of Joseph must have talken place under
scme iharaoh of the [iiddle Kingdom,

To assign any one Pharaoh of the liddle Kingdom to
the life of Joseph would be a rather hazardeous undertaking
in view of the uncertain chronology for this period of
Egyptian history. The debatable point with regerd to the
Iiddle Kingdom is the perlod of time which 1t covered, 1t
1s Lrmpossible to believe that the events of the liiddle King-
dom can £il1l out the fiftecn hundred years necessitated by
the loncer chronology as against the four or five hundred

years at the most demanded by the shorter chronology.6

2, The Oppression

Vith the expulsion of the Hyksos by Ahmose (1580=
1557 B.C.) Egyptian history enters upon a new stage. iio
sooner had Ahmose freed the country from the Hyksos pressure
on the northern frontlers than he was obliged to turn his
atterntion to the south, where the disorganization following

bians opportunity to
the Middle Kingdom had given the Fu ——° PP v

5., Yahuda, The Accuracy of the Bible, p.23
6. Cambridge en story, volsXl, pP.315




revolt. After quelling the revolt in lubla, Ahmose hed to
defeat his inveterate rivals in Egypt south of el-Kab in a
battle on the lile, and the repression of stlll another re=
bellion by the same enemy left Almose 1ln undisputed posses-
ion of the throne.’

Ifhere seem to have been few nobles who supported
Anhmese 1in his struggle to expell the Hyksos and to strengthe
en LEgypt from within. The confiscation of their property
marked the extinction of the landed nobility, which had so
largely formed the substance of the governmental orgrnization
of the 1iddle Kirgdom.B

The course of events, which culminated in the expul-

slon of the Hyksos, left Ahmose at the head of a strong army,
end Egypt now bescame a millitery state, Having throughly

leocrned wer and having percelved the enormous wealth toc be
gained by it, the whole land was roused and stirred with a
lust for conquest which was not guenched for two centuries,
In Syria the army h8d leerned the tactis of wer and the
stratipgic disposition of forces, the earliest of which we
know anything in history. The Hyksos had brought the horse
into Lgypt and left the Egyptians in possession of a large
proportion of chariotry, while the stables of the Fharach

contained thousands of the best horsesto be had in Asia.”

The supreme position occupied by the Pharaoh meant a

7, Cambridge Ancient History, vol.II, p.40
8. LN p.

9. 1bldes PPe42-43
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very active participation in the affairs of the government.
He was accustomed every morning to meet with the vizier to
consult with him on all the current business which came under
hlis eye, Immedlately thereafter he conferred with the chief
treasurer, The Pharasoh's office, in which the officials made
their daily reports to him, was the central organ of the gov=—
ermuent where all its lines converged, Even the limited num=-
ber of state or administrative documents preserve to us the
vast array of detailed questions in practical administration
which the busy king declded, The internal administration re-
guired freguent journeys to examine new buildings and check
all sorts of official abuses, The increasing business of the
government constrained the Pharsoh to appoint two vizliers,
one residing at Thebes for the administration of the south,
while the other in charge of the north lived at Heliopolis,
Thus the land was owned by the crown, worked by the king's
serfs, and controlled by his officials.lo
As Ahmose gained lelsure from his arduous wars, the
new state slowly emerged, llone of his buildings and few of
his monuments have survived, Hls greatest work remains the
XVIIIth Dynasty itself, After a reign of at least twenty-
two years, Ahmose died iIn 1557 B.C. and the crown passed to

his son and successor, Amenhotep 1.11

10. Cambridge Ancient History, vol.II, p.44
11, Tvid., p.53
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At the accesslon of “menhotep I, Nubla had so long been
without a strong arm from the north, that Amenhotep I was ob=
liged to lnvade the country by force and quell the uprilsings,

‘here was similer trouble in the Delta, where the long
period of disorganization of the Hyksos had given the Libyans
the opportunity of pushing in and occupylng the rich Delta
lands, ('Inding the Libyan aggression too threatening to be
ignored, Amenhotep I drove back the invaders and retained his
frontiers. lle was now at liberty to turn his arms to Asia, but
unfortunately there are no records of this S yrian campalign.
After a velgn of at least ten years the architect of Amenhotep's
Theban buildings narrates the king'!'s death at Thebes.l2

If it was the lyksos who welcomed the Israelites, it 1s
very llicely that theilr expulsion caused the liebrew oppression,
hen Ahmose I expelled the liyksos, why did he not drive out
the foreign illebrews with them? Jacob's family had not entered
Egypt as usurpers or conquerors, but as a pastoral people,
and the departure of Israel would have meant a serious eco=-
nomic loas to Ahmose I. The war of Hyksos expulsion left the
land impoverished, and made the repopulation and rebullding
of the country necessary., Hence Ahmose did not want to lose
the Hebrews no more than the Southern States wanted to lose
the slaves in their program of rehabilitation after ;he
Civil War.tS

12, Cambridge “ncient Higto;E, vol.II, p.54
13e rson, Oppression an X0dusS,; PDeO=6




The Exodus narretive opens with the astatement: "low
there arose a new king over HEgypt, which knew not Joseph,”
(Ex.1.,8) In the passage Jjust quoted the Egytplan "ignore"
or "know not" has a hostile connotation,l4and this hostility
implies a change of rule, +*here is a perlod of transition in
the Igyptlian governmumnent within the scope of Biblical chrono-
logy, namely the expulsion of the Hyksos and the founding of
the XVIIIth Dynasty after the expulsion of the Hyksos, The
new king over Egypt which knew not Joseph evidently refers
to the rise of the XVIIIth Dynasty after the expulsion of
the iiyksos, during whose reign the Israelites haﬁ been made
welcone .19

As the Hyksos were the conquerors of a foreign people,
they would quite naturally seck as many allies as they could
to strenpgthen their hold on Egypt, and posslbly found such
support in t e children of Israel who too were a foreign
people. Ag of kin with the hated Iliyksos, the Hebrews,'who
remained in Yoshen after the Hyksos departure, were now sub-
jected to an iron rule. The XVIIIth Dynasty started to re-—
builld the termples and repair the ruins inflicted by the Hyksos,
In these building operations the inscriptions record the em=
playment of many Fenkhu (Phoeneclans, Aslatics), and the
Israelites may have been included in theilr nnmbers.ls

Ahmose's tours of inspection revealed a new danger

14, Naville, Archeolo and the 0ld Testament, p.90
16, Imtgrig il ¥ Toders palde -
16, Cailger, §!§:e and §§§§e, 9.64
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threatenin; the country, With the Hyksos danger on the north
and the Nublan insurrectlion in the south, Anmose had just
reason to fear the growing Isrceltie power from within, In
conference with his trusted officials:
He saild unto his people, Behold the people of

the children of Israel are more and mightier than

we: Come on, let us deal wisely with them; lest

they multiply, and it come to pass, that, when there

falleth out any war, they Join also unto our enemies

and fight against us, and so get them up out of the

land, Thorefore they did set over them taskmasters

to afflict them with their burdens, and they bullt

for Pharaoh treasure citles, Pithom and Raamses,
After Ahmose had expelled the lyksos 1t was natural for him
to fortify his weak north-castern frontier, Under the Hlyksos
rule there was no necessity for fortification, but now it
became the point of attack, Therefore, to guard against the
liykksos pressure from Asia and to suppress the Zebrew danger
from within, Ahmose most likely ordered the clties of Pithom
and Rasmses to be bullt, In spite of the fact that there are
no records of #hmose's bullding activity in the Delta, and
that the monuments of this king are few, i1t is equally true
that few records of any period of Egyptian history have been
found in the Delta,.18

After Ahmose's rule the reign of Amenhotep I passed
with no unusual attempt to suppress the increasing Israelites.
There 1s some doubt whether Amenhotep I left a son entitled

to the throne. His successor, Thutmose I, was the son of a

voman whose birth and family are of doubtful connection, and

17. Exodus l1l.9-11
18, Thorson, Oppression ard Exoduss; P.13
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her great son evidently gsined the throne by his marriage
wlth a princess of the old Theban line named Ahmose, through
whom he could assert a valid claim to the throne in 1540 or
1535 BeC. Thutmose I at once gave his attention to Nubia,
whlch he reorganized ﬁy withdrawing from it the mayor's control
of Nekhen and placing 1t under the administration of a vice=-
roy. bLvidently Amenhotep I's conquest of Asia had not been
sufficient to ensure ?hutmose's‘treasuny of the regular tribute
he now enjoyed from Hubla,

Thutmose I now gave his attention to a similar task
in Asia., ®yria and Palestine, divided by the physical con=
forrnity of the land, was split into numerous petty princedoms,
each conslsting of a city with the surrounding fields and
outlying villages, all under the control of a local dynast,
‘hese minilature kingdoms were embroiled in frequent wars
with one another as each dynast erndéavored to unseat his
neishbor and absorb his territory. Seemingly without dAiffie
culty Thutmose I reached Hahsrin, where he defeated the
Asiatics 1n a great slaughter, and set up a stone boundary
tablet along the Buphrates, How much Thutmose accomplished
in the reorgenization of Asia we do not know, but 1t seems
that he returned from Asia without anxiety and devoted him=-
self to the regeneration of Egypt. He begen the restoration
of the temples neglected since the time of the Hyksos,.l9

19, Ceambridge 4Ancient History, vol,II, pp.54=59




The close of the reign of ?hntmose I 1is involved in
deep obscurity and there is no reconstruction without its
difilculties, Thutmose I's claim to the throne may have
been wéakened by the decth of his queen, Ahmose, who was a
descendent of the old Theban princes who expelled the Hyksos,
There was a strong party who regarded the blood of this
line as alone entitled to royal honors, All her children
died except one daughter, Makere-Hatshepsut, who was the only

child of the Theban line, So strong was the party of legiti-
mecy, that it even force the king years before to proclaim
her as his successor, The current verdict of historians has
long been that Thutmose II, a feeble and diseased son of the
old Pharaoh, followed upon his father's demise, His bflef
reign 1s of such slight importance that 1ts exact place in
the transition from Thutmose I to queen Ahmose's daughter,
Hatshepsut, and Thutmose III is of little consequence .20
Hatshepsut's partisans were not able to crown thelr
favorite without a difficult struggle with a third Thutmose.
He was the son of an obscure concubine, Isis, and 1t is
probable that he married B#tshapsut to galn a valid title
to the throne, By a dramatic coup 4' etat, which was at
first completely successful in 15_01 BeCes the young Thutmose
ITI stepped into the palace of the Pharach, Before long the
quecn's partisens had become so strong that the king was
seriously hempered end thrust into the baskground,®:

vol.II; Ppe6O=61




Hatshepsut thus became the ruler, and the conventions

of the court were all warped to sult the reign of a woman,

“Yer fother's architect, Ineni, defines the position of the

two rulers as follows, After a brief reference to fhutmose
ITIT as "the ruler upon the throne of him who begat him,"
he says: "His sister, the Divine Consort, Hatshepsut, ade-
minlstered the affairs of the two lands by her designs;
Egypt was mode to labor with bowed head for her, the excel=
lent secd of the god, who came forth from him," Closest to
the cueen was Sennemut, tutor of Thutmose III as a child.

e was now entrusted with the education of the gueen's
little deughter, lefure, The aged Ineni was succeeded as
overscer of the treasury by a noble named Thutiy. The whole
machlinery of the state was in the hsnds of the partlisans of
Lhe cueen wnose careers were identified with the fortunes
of Hatshepsut., Confident of her lmperial wealth, liatshepsut's
first enterprise was the building of her magnificent Der
el=-Behrl tomple against the western cliffs of Thebes, For
tne lavish adormment of her temple Hatshepsut embarked upon
her famous expedition to Punt and brought back a fabulous
fortune, Besides her own tenple and tomb the queen employed
her growing wealth in the restoration of the old temples
which had not yet recovered from the Hyksos invasion, in
celebration of her royal jubilee she made preparations for

the erection of the obelisks in the colomnnaded hall of

Karnalz which was built by her father. Semnemut levied the

46




necessary forced labor, who erected the tallest shafts in
Egypt up to that time, being 97} feet high, welghing mear-
1y 350 tons, and richly overlaid with electrum.?

A relief in the Wadl Maghara in Sinal reveals her operw
ations among the copper mines, which continued down to the
twentleth year of her reign. Sometime between this date and
the close of the year twenty-one, when we f£ind Thnmoao III
ruling slone; the great gueen must have died.%®

The main fact which renders the personality of this
queen of engrossing interest to our subject 1s that there
are many cogent reasons for belleving that she is to be
ldentified with the daughter of the Pheraoh, who was the
means of preserving the 1ife of the infent Moses. This iden=-
tity harmonizes perfectly with the whole scheme of Biblical
chronologys

lioses was elghty years old at the time of the Exodus
(Exe7.7) and if we add eighty years to 1445 B.C. (early
date of the Exodus), the birth of Moses may be placed sbout
1525 B.C. at the very period nmhw was a princess, the
favorite daughter of mm I.24 e Lk

If our chronology is right, Thutmose I wes the euthor

of the inhuman command,"Every son thset is born ye shall cast




into the river,"(Ex.1.22) This is apparent from mm X
that “hutmose I reigned from 1544 to probably 1515 B.C.,
and }oses, as near as we can tell, was born in 1525 B,C.29
Thutmose I intensifiled the oppression to a policy of
extinctlion, not as an arbitrary act, but as one of expe~
dlency dictated by fear of an Israelite uprising. Israel
had entered Lower Egypt as a tribe, populated the whole
district, and spread throughout the whole land, In view
of the previous oppression under Almose I, Thutmosé I had
just reason.to-suspect Iaré.el's sympathy with the rebel= ‘-‘_’?
lious Nubians and Syrlans, Therefore, Thutmose I 1ssued the s
edlct which took the lives of the Hebrew male infants, ‘
Hatshepsut's rule was followed by the long and
glorious reign of Thutmose III (1501=1447 B,C.) who show=
ed no love for the departed gueen, Around her obelisks at |
Karnak, Thutmose III had a masonry sheathing built, cow= |
eringhernmmmmoraathwmeﬂ.motthnﬁt :
the base, Everywhere he had her nmme erased, In the relief
scenes of the same temple, where Sennemut, Nehsi, and
Tnutwhmmmmutomo mkm-ﬁm
were ruthlessly chiselled away, These m
stand to this day as grim witn




III left Egypt, pushed forward into Syria, and m hﬁ!
self to be both an eble and courageous warrior in his -
seventecn campalgns to subdue the rebellious tribes inv -
Asia,27

After his second campaign ‘hutmose III made plans
for the enlargement of the EKarnak temple marred by Hat-
shepsut's obelisks, Unable or unwilling to bulld around |
his father's obelisks, Thutmose lald out his imposing
colonnaded halls which today form one of the greatest q-
chitectual beauties at Thebes, The greatest hall is near-
ly one hundred and forty feet 1ong._28 -

On the walls of this megnificdnt building were re=
corded long ennals of his viectorles in Asia and extensive
lists of the plunder he had taken, A list of 119 “"""3.3;1 %z
which he captured on his first emaigna was thrno times ;
displayed upon the pylonlozg ‘

Shortly after hi-a eighth campalgn Thutmose III
mede a tour of inspection throughout Egypts closely ques= -
tioning the local suthorities wherever he mmm
purpose of awmaam corruption kmw




Srning &v over thirty different places of wnich we

y*bf- «any -more have perished, le revived tne Del ta, and
from thore to the third cataract his bulldings were ris-
Ing, strung like gems olong the river,50
A felt his strength faillng, the great king made
>0- iy s son, fAmenhotep II, When the co-regency last-
G eboul a year, the greatest of Egyptian conquerors
G end of his {fifty-fourth year upon the throne.31
Lds historical background of Egypt under Thutmose III
Presents ¢ powerful

11 Phaoraoh under whom the Israelite op-
pregssion could have occurreod,

‘noving the circumstances sccompanying Thutmose III's
to power, we can ascertaln why Koses fled te Midian,
he Bible asverts that "by falth Moses, when he was groen
upy refuscd to be called the son of Fharaon's daugihber.”
nn adopived son of Hatshepsut, Hoses had certain privi-
lepges ot the royal court. To Thutmose the title,"son of
Pheraohi'e deughter,” meant that Moses was the divine off-
spring of “mon-Ra and next in line to the covebted throne,
Petrle notes thoet "it is very uncertain if & king could
reipgn, excent as a husband of the heireas of the kingdom,
the right to vhieh descended in the female line."5< That

et

ateshepsut had loses In mind as her successor is indicated

30, Cambridpe #nclent History, vol.II, p.8l
3)s 1D10ss DPabO
324 Quoted by Thorson, Oppression and Exodus, p.47




by her refusal to merry Thutmose III, and the latter's
insane rage against Hatshepsut's monuments, ; it

Undoubtedly Moses' conduct invited Thutmose to plase
such susplicion upon Koses, The words of Stephen indicate
that Moses was conscious of the fact that he was to be the
leader of the Exodus,

And seeing one of them suffer wrong, he (Moses)
defended him, and avenged him that was oppressed,
and smote the Egyptian: For he supposed his breth-
ern would have understood how thet God by hj.!shnnl -
would deliver them; but they understood

Moses evidently stayed at the court of Hatshepsut until
the year of her death, Immedlately after Moses smote the
Egyptian, a Hébrew.‘ who recognized Moses as @ member of
the royal house rebuked him sayings

Now when Pharach heard this thi.n&, he sought to

‘“’"‘”az But Moses fled from the face of
Pharaoh,

Who made thee & prince and a judge over us?,.. "i
R
Another reason which inclines us to believe that it g
was ‘hutmose III who was the Pherach of the oppression, is
the fact that the death of Hatshepsut m Ilth th

year that Hosu fled to Iiﬂ:hn,. @l near as osn
tained, maumumwmam Mm




LI ST T

From the foregoing it 1s very probsble that the Isrselite
oppression was a feature of the XVIIIth Dynasty., With the
expulsion of the Hyksos, “hmose was the Pharach®who knew
not Joseph," and forcéd the Isbaelites to build the fore
tress citles of Pithom and Rgamses. Thutmose I issued the
edict of the killl.g of the male children, and his daughter,
Hatshepsut, was the princess who rescued Moses and adopted
him as her son. At Hatshepsut's death, Thutmose III drove
lioses from Egypt in a fit of Jjealousy and continued the
oppression of the Israelltes,

With the political history of Egypt in mind we
can determine the motives for Isreesl's oppression, Moses'!

' adoption, and flight to Midian, The figures of secular and

Biblical chronology both support this early date for the

oppression in every detail,

3¢ The Exodus
There 1s sbundent archeological evidence for the.

early date of the Exodus, In the first place there are .

the remains from the deatruction of Jericho, It was ancient

custom to build one city over the ruins of another, and

this is what Garstang found to be true in his excavation

of Jericho, Potsherds from the lower strata disclosed that

the earliest occupation of Jericho dated from 2500-~1800 B.C.

With the help of assistants Garstang examkned no fewer

than 60,000 fragments from tis strata of the buwrnt sity. 4

40,000 of these potsherds attested to the destrustiom of s




Jericho somewhere around 1400 B,C.97 : -.j""‘*""J-""'"*""“?" e
On the western hills of Jericho, Garstang found the ‘
necroplois of the ¢ity. In the richer tombs the presence
of scarabs inscribed with the cm of the reigning
Pharaohs proved to be important, These scarabs, eighty in
all, served to date the pottery in their particuler tombs
which could be compared with the broken sherds in the eity,.
As the tombs were opened, the latest interment was found
to belong to the century 1500-1400 B.C. The eighty scarabs
found bore in succession the cartouches of the XVIIIth
Dynosty Pharachs., One scarab bears the joint names of
Hatshepsut and Thutmose III (1501-1487B.C.), and another
bears two royal seals of Amenhotep III (1413=1377 B.C.)e
All series of the dated scarsbs end with the two sesls of
Amenhotep III, %hus, there 1s evidence cuite independent
of the pottery, that the city ceased to exist during the
reign of Amenhotep III.|It is very significent that no
pottery or decoration representative of Akhenaten Q
Tutonkhamen were found at all, Thus, everything points
the destruction of Jericho during the' m‘“ﬁ :
111 (nlmm n.ﬂ.h’“ i s




Among the thousands of pots oteriatiac
of the period, found above and below tlﬁ ruins,
not one plece of liycenasean ware has been. M

fact suggests the fourteenth den
yet begun at the time the walls felly
Another city destroyed by Joshua in his campaigns in
Palestine was Hazor. (Joshell,ll) In the concluding section
on the désf.ruction of Hazor by Joshmna, Garstang notes that
the destruction of the camp was complete and final, *he
objects discovered in the excavation of the area indicate
that 1it w#s occupied tili ebout 1400 B.Css when it was
ebandoned and never reinhsbited,40
The fact that Jericho and Hazor, conquered in the
course of Joshua's compaigns, seem on airohoolosieﬁ.‘m
to have suffered destruction at about t.hs same t!né, is
of 1tuself sufficiently striking to merit consideration, It
1s of first importance when the epproximate date, 1400 BiCap
is found tovtally closely with the clear indication of the e
Biblicel narrative, namely that these cities were destroyed
at about the seme tlﬂo.u v 1 '
It is clear that Jericho and Hasor were mm at

.about mamtm.mmmmb,mm




them were addressed by name to .~m3m'l predecessar,
Amenhotep III, whose reign ended not later than 1375 B.C,
In general the tablets contain the complaints of Pales-
tinean vassels to the Egyptien Pharaohs of the attacks of
a people called the SA-GAZ, or Iiabiru. Consequently the
acute phase of the attack described in these tablets may
be held to cover the years 1380 to 1365 B,C.%2

The letter of Arad-Hiba, king of Jerusalem, complsins
of the attacks of a people whom he constantly c¢alls the
"Habiru,"

The Habiru are now capturing the fortress of
the Pharaoh., Not a single governor remains among
them to my lord, the king; all have perished,
Zimrida of Lachish has been killed, May the king
send help, Lo, if no reinforgements coms this
year, all the sountries of the lord, the king,
will be utterly destroyed ... the land of the king
is lost to the Habiru. And now indeed, a city of
the territory of Jerusalem, Bet-Ninib, has been
captured ... After taking the eity of Rubuda,
they are now attempting to take Jerusalem g4ee
What have I done against my lord, the King, that
thou lovest the Habiru, and hatesat Wt
...Thanzglmhavewutedm tory of
the EKinge

The problem is to identify these Habiru, Interprete
ing the Amarna tablets Price contends thats

s From m it has been ] :
estaeblished M and the Habiru -ﬂ‘ _m.
Jorusalem letters are m ﬁsﬁ» M : by
m’m e

w—iﬁi’ﬂ» ﬂm#ﬁ*‘miﬁ"‘
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Emil Kr a311n845 now seriously questions the identifi-
cation of the Habiru or SA~GAZ of the Amerna Teblets with
the Hebrows. le derives hils argument from the Raes Shamra
Tablets which reveal that about a hundred towns belonged
to the kingdom of Ugarit; that Nigmed, the king under whom
the texts were recorded, was a vassal of the Hittite king
Shuppiluluima; and that the correct name of the Hablru was
Hapiru., Vhile the SA-GEZ of the Ras Shamra Teblets differs
s8lightly from the SA-GAZ of the Amarna Tablets, where there
are varlsctions, it seems clear that tm‘ same designastion
is meant, thus, Kreeling concludes that the reading Hapiru
instead of Habiru makes the equation with the Aperu of the
Setl Stele more certaln, and, therefore, the Hapiru and
the Aperu were a people altogether distinet from the
Hebrevws,. -

In reply to this objection the Seti Stele (1314
1:92 B.Ce) glves the names of the Palestinean tribes con-
guered by the Egyptians, among whom are the Syrians, Ca=-
naanites, Bedouins, and a people called the Aperiu or
Aperu, The word apperently is an Egyptian attempt to re-
produce the name Habiru or Hebrev.46 If the Aperu of the
Seti Stele are Hebrews, then the Hapiru of the Ras Shamra
Tablets are also Hebrews,

Garstang admits that the words Habiru and Hebrew

45, E.Kraeli.ng. Bulletin of American Schools for
Oriental Research, No, 77, ary
486, Calger, Bible and Spade, p.l08



may be philologlcally equivalent, but cm M%ﬂk
historical connection can be traced between ﬂ- mm
revolution recorded in the 4marna Tablets and m m
nal invasion of Canaan by the Israelites under Iuhn. M
Israelites launched their attack from the east by way Gt
Jericho, whence they drove a wedge across the highlands
through Gibeon and Aijelon, which took place some twenty=- |
fj:ve years before the ﬂabiru disturbance, Secondly the
“abiru attack of the Amarna Tablets. ceme from the north
and was a sequel to the conquest of Syria by the Hit#ite
king, Suppiluliuma, whose campaigns can be traced with
certainty by the parallelism of his own mhiﬁ- with
those of the Amarna Tsblets, The original invssion of
Cemaan by the Hebrew-Israelites under Joshua wes distinet
both in character and in date from thet of the Hebrew=
Habiru, 47
Vn the other hand Garstang uinu mouim g
whlch have considerable bearing on the wm of i
the Habiruot the mt&hu,nomhmth
smmcmi.ng of Joshua of th mm
Shechem m ve um




the seceszsion of Shechem to the Klbh'n. "Labaya ﬂﬂ: * :
land of the Shechem have given (all) to the M@t:.' h
Abd-Khipa by this statement did in effect recored the
peaceful occupation of Shechem by Joshua is possible, .’h.
ruler of Jerusalem, beset with his own immediate pm‘bh-.
would herdly be able or interested to discern any difference
between the Hebrew=-Israelites form the oast; and the Hebrew=
Habiru from the northe The one name, Hebiru, would cover
both without distinction,%® '

In a footnote Garstang also observes that the chief
difflculty with the “marna letters 1s tie» lack of fixed
chronoglcal points. One letter, written by Lebaya, the
chief of Shechem, bears the suggestion of a date in the
sizns 10-2, ‘he date may refer to the reign of Amenhotep
III and so indicate that a much longer range of time is
covered than hss hitherto been suggested, The date ot this
lettor would fall asbout the year 1400 B.Css and so would :
point to a contast between Habiru and Israelite about the
time of the fell of Hazor, a fertile possibility whioh G
mst await further light,%®

Host a&s&mm&tﬁ“ﬁmlﬁm
figbiru and Hebrew are mmwmmmm
Hebrew, thonmmhﬁ“m?




of the Hebrew invasion as regerds the Mm
the results, and the astual plece names mm
the references to Jerusalem, Lachish, and sm m
just the situation described in the Bible; the first two
cities besleged but not taken, the last falling into the
Hebrews hands (Joshua 24,1). In the words of the Amarna
tebletss ' G
They are now attempting to take Jerusalem...
Gezer, Askelon, and Lachish have given eﬂ; too&p
and supplies to the Habliru ... Labaya gnﬂ
land of Shechem have given all to the “abiru,
‘hus, in all probability, the Tell el-Amarna Tablets
record the Israelite conquest of Canaan, _ ;
The only Biblical witness for any date of the Exodus
1s I Kings 6,12
And 1t came to pass in the four hundred and
eightieth yeer after the children of Isra®l were
come out of Egypt, in the fourth year of M'ﬂ
reign over Israel ... that hﬂ bea-n to bum W
house of the Lord,
Garsteng does not hesitate to sccept the statement of the
Biblical euthor as e clear indicstion of tle date of the
Exodus. He regards 480 es lMMMﬂH
assumed to aim at mﬁmﬁum; '
twenty yel:l.'l on both mﬁ o ﬂarqg,n.a o
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Were it not that the nymber 480 happens -ﬁé ; 'ﬁi
sult the theory of the Exodus, it 'wie be G
pected by all as an asrtificial computation, "
elsewhere we find a curious fondness for m
that are a multiple of forty, and it 1s very
able that the author of I Kings 6,1 believed that
twelve generation.gasparmed the period and computed
it on that basis,

Rowley's argument is equally true in its obvoru. Ill'.h
el's bondage in Egypt lasted 430 years, and if the m&orﬁ
of Exodus hed been obsessed with forty and its multiples,
he would have made the number 440, The waters of the fioed
prevalled for 150 days, and dry land appeared on the 6018t
year,%% |

Professor Curtes?s as a result of careful i.nvolth
getlon, has shown that on the basis of the synchronisms -
of the Assyrlan eponyms, Solomon's temple was built either
in 973 B,C.» Or on the basis of the synchronisms of the
two kingdoms of Judah and Israel, in 965 B.Ce If we ﬂ 3
to both of these dates 480 yeers for the m of the M
we get in the one oase 1453 B.C., and lmm.. in the
others Since 965 B*C, is the more. m agepyed 4
for the torumu;g of 301“’*‘ s :
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of Egypt. When the news of *hutmose III's death (1447 B.C.)
reached Asla, all Naharin, the lMitannil, and probably the
northern coastal cltles staged a simultaneous uprising to
throw off the Egyptlan yoke,' With all his father's energy
the young Amenhotep II prepared for the crisis and marched
into Aslia in the second year of his reign, So effective was
Amenhotep'!s victory that no further uprising against his
suzerainty in Asia was ever attempted, On his arrival at
Thebes the young Pharaoh directed hils attention to Hubila,
Here Amenhotep exerted no more influence than was necessary
to keep the trade routes open and prevent the barbarlans
from raiding the country., From then on Amenhotep II was not
involved in war, After a reign of some twenty=-seven years
4dmenhotep II was Interred in the Valley of the Kings where
his body rests to this day. °°

But does the 1life of Moses  fit into this historical
background? The reader will recall that lioses fled from

Thutmose III to the land of Kidian and remained there in

seclusion for forty years.®7 "pnd it came to pass 'after
many days'! thaot the king of Egypt died." (Ex.2.23) The
phrase, "after many days,” confirms the belief that 1t was
fhutmose III from whom Moses fled, The expression just quot-
ed suggests that the king who died had reigned a long time,
and ‘hutmose III we know had a relgn of fifty-four years

56, Gambridge Ancient Histogz, v0l,II, pp.89-91
57. c o2 Pe
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(1501=1447 B.C.)es During the first years of his reign,
Thutmose III was subservient to Hatshepsut, and a period
of about forty years of indeperndent rule corresponds to
Moses' stay in HMidian, Thus, both the Bible and historical
chronology agree that it was Thutmose III who died while
Moses was in uldian.sa

Moses walted for the death of the oppressor
Thutmose III before returning to,Egypt, and then appeared
before the Pharaoh of the kxodus, Amenhotep II, When Asia
broke out in revolt, Israel too sought 1ts independence
from Egypt. The first two years of Amenhotep's presence in
Egypt allow ample time for the duration of the ten plagues,
and significently the second years of Amenhotep's reign,
1445 B,C., marks both the beginning of Amenhotep's campaign
against Asla and the Hebrew Exodus from Egypt. In a2ll prob-
ability a sectlion of Pharaoh's army was destroyed in the
Red Sea, and the remaining divisions marched north into
Canaan, while the Israclites escaped eastward into the
wilderness of Sinal,

Therefore, by accepting the Biblical dates, sup=-
ported by £he archeological finds at Jericho, almost all
the difficulties are removed for a satisfactory solution,
By adding 430 years to 1445 B.C., the approximate date of
the Exodus, we go back to the nineteenth sentury B.C. This

58, Marston, New Bible Evidence, p.l54




was the time of the grest Pharaohs of the Middle Kingdom
before the Hyksos invasion in 1780 B.C., under whom Joseph
cane to power, The Exodus then took place as stated in
I Kings 6.1, 480 years before the building of Solomon's
temple, namely in 1445 B.C, under Amenhotep II, The fall
of Jericho, the first city in Canaan taken by the Israelites,
occurred later 1in 1405 B.C, The Tell el=Amarna letters of
about 1370 B«Ce, 1in mentioning the presence of the Hebrews
in the region of Jerusalem, perfectly accord with the Bibli-
cal account describing the liebrews pushing their campaign
from Jericho towards the north and west, and confirm the
notice (Judges 1,.,8) about the invasion of the region about
Jeruselemn,

Thus, the Biblical data prove to be the best found=-
¢d end provide the simplest solution to the whole question
of the date of the Exodus.




PART? II o
HISTORICITY PR
‘ By faith a Christisn accepts the entire Bible as
the inerrant Word of God, but the skeptical mind m
the ¥1blical account as legend and refuses to accept the
incidents as true, Therefore, the second object of this
thesis is to furnish external evidence from archeoclogy to
establish the historicity of the given data in the Bibli-
cal narrative, |
’ Throughout the account of the Exodus we are M
: an environment such as ¢an only be conceived in Bm li
] shall see that all the arrangements, mnmtm offie!
titles, customs, and usages have a m ww
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ered many historic parallels to Joseph's carecer, In the

Tell el=Amarna Tablets we read that during the years of
famine, Arisu, a Canaanite raised himself to be a prince

in Egypt, compelling all the people to pay him tribute., A
very striking analogy 1s the case of Yankhamu, another
Canaanite, who became grand vizier to the Pharaoh Amenhotep
II with speciel charges over the food supplies of the Delta,2

The inscriptions also record parallel instances of
storing corn inorder to feed the hungry in time of dearth,
Thus the Amenl Ins;cription3 readss

There came years of famine, Then I ploughed

all the acres of the province and nourished the

Pharaoh's subjects, I looked after thelr food,

so that there was none hungry among them,

A similer account, the Bebi Inseription,® usually
agssipgned to the time of Joseph, states:

I collected corn as a friend of the Harvest

God, I was watchful in the time of sowing, And

now, when a famine arose lasting many years, 1

distributed corn to the city each year of famine,

The Biblicsl narrative narrative has also preserved
an authentic plcture of the Egypt of thosc days as attested
to by the monuments., The names Potiphar, Zaphsna;hspaneahr,
Asenath, etca., are of genuine Egyptlan formation. Very char-
acteristic is the importance atteched to dreams and magicians,

The Hebrew Bible is sprinkled with words and idioms which _

2, Calger, The 0,T, & Modern Discovery, p.l12
Se 1bldes Pe
4, 1bld,, p.l4




could have originated only in the Nile Valley, Examples of
such expressions will be presented in a later sectilon,
Joseph's signet ring, vesture of fine linen, gold cheailn
about his neck, and the privilege of riding in the "second
chariot" are sll portrayed as typical marks of royel fa#or.
The embalming of Jacob'!s body is likewilse in conformity with

Egyptian usage.5

B. The Oppresslon

The detalls in connection with the oppression aslso
fit into the background of Egyptian life, The Bible describes
the oppression in this way:

And the Egyptlans made the children of Israel

to serve wilth rigor: and they made thelr lives

bitter with hard bondage, in morter, and in brick,

and in all manner of service in the field: all

their servige, whereiln they made them serve, was

with rigor.

The reason why these labors were especlally oprressive
is that the Israelites were shepherds, nomads, and possessors
of cattle who lived in Goshen, a grazlng country., The Pharaoch
over Joseph even made the able Hebrews rulers over hils own
cattle (Gen,47,6)s, Instead of the easy goling life of the
cattle drivers the Lsrselites now became bricklayers and
builders, condepned to a labor unkijown to them, A shepherd,
for the most part, is his own boss, but now the taskmasters

were herd and exacting which emblttered them still more against

5. Caiger, The Oirg & Modern Discovery, p.l4
6, Exodus 1,




this new way of life. Added to their burden was their treat-

ment as prisoner slaves when they hed not even declared war

against Egypt.’

Pharaoh's reason for the oppression,"and so get them
up out of tle land," 1s of significance when it is realized E
that "going up from the land" is the usual Egyptian idiom .
for golng to Canaan, Canaan is a land of mountains and the
Egyptian went up to that country.8

When the Pharaoh issued the edlct of the killing, he
saild:

When ye do the office of the midwife to the
Hebrew women, and see them upon the stools; 1if
it be a son, then ye shall kill him: but if it
be a daughter, then shall she live, Ex,1,16
The practise of delivering infants from a birth stool
i1s an Egyptian custom depicted on the relief scenes of
Egyptian art. One relief represents the birth of Hatshepsut,
and another the birth of Amenhotep III, In both instances
the mother sits on & stool, while two goddesses are near her
acting as midwives.g
After the birth of Moses, when his mother could no
longer hide him, the Exodus narrative continues:
She took for him an ark of bulrushes, and
daubed it with slime and with pitch, and put
the child therein; and she laid i1t in the flags
by the river's brink, Exodus 2,3
The use of the word "teba" for ark is significant.
Here its real meaning 1s coffer, chest, holy shrine, or
7. Naville, A olo and the 0ld Testament, p.40
8, Yahuda, uracy o e i8s PPe

9, Naville, Ope. C¢lC., Pe.




coffin, Such a chest 1s pnorﬂ.lr used for mmﬁ :
images of the gods which were dedlcated to the templess On
certalin festivals the shrines with the deity figures were
borne in solemn procession or cerried on the Hile from one
temple town to another on a bier, which was usually given
the form of a barque, such as is conceived as a vehicle for
the Sun-god Ra and other gods,10 '

Moses' mother used such sn ark, or shrine,"teba,” as
the means for saving her child, She placed the infant in a
chest which was exactly in th_a form used for enshrining
images of gods, and laid it in a spot where Pharaoh's dsughter
was accustomed to bathe at a certain hour, Her hope was that !
the princess would, at the first glance, suppose it to be a q

chest containing the image of & god that hed fallen from a *rﬂ
boat into the river and drifted ashore, and thus she would | ;J
have 1t rescued, Hence, the mse of the word "teba" provides =

the key to the understanding of t.b. whole episode,ll

The expression, bath par'o,"the dsughter of Pharach,”
is not, as generally conceived, the desigmtion for "a"
daughter of Pharach, but 1s a literal reproduction of the
Egyptian "seset nesu," dsughter of the king, shich was the
official title of a mwmmmﬂ‘m




he would simply have said "one of Pharach's dsughters,"i®
To show how accurately the bible mirrors the life of

the times, Havard Carterl® found again end again the term
"Pharaoh's daughter" inscribed on a sarcophagus for Bltm-
sut. ‘hus, the author of the Exodus uses the very term by
which she was known at the royal court,

The designat ion of "Pharaoh's daughter™ 1s evidence of
historicel accuracy. the Bible does not, describe Hatshepsut
as "queen," for she did not begin to reign till 1514 B«C,,
and Moses was born in 1525 B.C, Had she been spoken of as

"queen," there would have been a manifest discrepancy. Instead
she 13 referred to as the "daughter of Pharaoh,"l4

Possibly Hatshepsut would have followed the aame _
cruel poldcy of her father had not her womanly instincts been
aroused at the sight of the infant's helpless condition. m
the ark of papyrus containing Ma' was opened,"the babe wept
and she had compassion on him," (xx.é,s) As the favorite
daughter of Thutmose I, this remarkable princess wilelded :
considerable authority, and it was therefore appropriste
that she should be able to defy the roysl edict,®

Marston calls attention to the fact that Josephus
mentions the neme of the princess who found Moses as
"Thermuthis," which is an esho of mmttmm
Even if little thhgm mm@. 1
accuracy. the ahﬂ.ll'm is i




The circumstances of Moses' resocue suggest the m
of this historic event. Undoubtedly Hatshepsut was bathing |
in a branch of the Nile free from crocidiles, This faot sug-
gests the vieinity of Zoan, or Tanis, Heliopolis is not near
the river and Memphis is orocidile haunted, but the flesld of
Zoan answers the necessary particulars as stated in Pselm
78,12, "mervelous things did He in the sight of their fatherss e
in the land of Egypt, in the field of Zoane® 17 | i

The objection has been raised that the kings of the ' 4
XVIIIth Dynasty resided at Thebes, and that there %5 no evie ’
dence that Hatshepsut ever came in contact with the Hebrews
in the north, But Hellopolis at this ' time was tl» center of
administrative authority for the north, and Thutmose I sould
very likely have been in this region on one of his customary
tours of inspection,i8which if not at Hellopolis becsuse of
the crocidiles, might just 24vwell have been in tie region of
Zoan, Hatshepsut being heir nppmnt to the m would
1ikely accompany her tuthnr on some ot these tours ‘ m
tion, v Bk |

That the neme "Nosheh,” the Hebrew form of Moses is of
Egyptian origin, has mmmmmmw
gested that it is the ssme Egyptian eleme ' '
theophorical names, :ua- Thut-mes or




is to be 1dentifled with '-l‘;. the born ome, “ﬁ.m‘
of boy, child, whereby the anonymity of tle foundling M
be emphasized,.l?
However, in Exodus 2,10 Scripture states,”And she called
his nsme Moses: end she sald, Beceuse I drew him out of the
water,” Now it is known from Egyptian that "the water" was
the common expression for the Nile, The second element of th

-

name,"sheh,"1s a very common Egyptisn word meaning pond, lake,
but was also applied to the Nile, especially to the broad
expanses of 1t, such as that near the Fayyum, As to the first
element,"mu," it was used as a selected metaphorical expres-
sion for "seed" in the sense of son, child, Thus,"mu~-ghsh®
simply means "the child of the Nile, "20

Through Divine intervention Moses was given all tis 3
edvantages of royal training., "And the shild grew, and she
brought him unto Pharaoh's dmgtl{er. and he became her am.‘ ; .
(Ex.2,10) As an adopted son of a princess Moses was reared
in the most resplendemt eourt of Egyptian hhmq. Here lived
Sennemmt, the reknowned architect, Hapusonb, the m-. m
who united church and state, ami m&hmm """"
supervised the expeditions to the land d‘hﬁ. Mas por
that Hatshepsut was not m!nﬂ ‘while !ii By B
Thutmose IIT. ’IISQ lll scount ﬁ%




"her aspirits inelined toward foreign m e %Mi

It was oustom in Egypt to keep the W in tis oustod
of the mother until the age of foure lfnr that m%‘;,“. <
ing consisted in Iritlng. ethics, phﬂ.uoph;; and good mans
ners, At the military school, the foyal Stable for
he was in all probebility treined for a cereer in the armye
That Moses recelved some military trailning is possible in view
of his later leadership of Isresl through hostile territery
to the borders of the prom:l.sé_d land 422 »

Tradition says that Moses was educated at H.lhp&xh.
the ancient seat of learning, where he studied aan-nm. ?

astronomy, literature, end law under professors who were also
the priests of the téztple. The Ea'ptim had an extensive
knowledge in the field of mdio:lm. !‘h. Ebber's Pm
enumerates 700 substanses as having .d&lll

the Egyptien physieim wrote books on Mmg The Pmm
practised sugerys spocm&saa in the WME ﬁ

minds of antiquity ow for learnin
The cldm of nnq.-n




In a background such as this Noses bevsme lesrned "in
all the wisdom of Egypte"(acts 7.23) v 1k w

Archeology elso furnishes m“t!ﬂ on the m of
the Isreselites during the oppression under Timtmose IIX, The
Bible passages to which the earcheological remsins refer, are’
the words of the Pharaoh of the Exodus, but there is no ressom
to believe that the same conditions did not prevail at the
time of the oppression under Thutmose III,

The condition of the Hebrews in Egypt seems to have been i
one of mingled severity and camfort. They certsinly enjoyed A
an abundance of food, especlally of the vegetabls nature, for |
the Delta, where most of Isrsel dwelt, was a vegeteble garden,
- Later on in Sinai the Isrselites complaineds:
Wonld that we hed dled by the hand of the

Lord in the land of Egypt, when we sat at the ;
ﬂeshpota.mnndm.atmdtoﬂums

We remember the fish which we did eat in

Egypt for naught; the cucumbers and the melons,

36 wao well with s in REyDROIPT DS |

On the other hend the munmmwzmuutb
cruol oppression of forced lsbor, Well paintings g hi H
at Abd el-Gurnah, deting from ‘Imtmose III, nﬁ&w%
building of the temple of Amen at Ksrnek with the slave
(apparently Semitiec) herd at m. m MM-M m
drivar with en W nning '

his zmmﬂt'ﬁ*
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officlals sre mentioned, "negesim® and W -
translated teskmaster end officers. MM} It 18

from the Egyptien pietures showing the bondmen wm m
seers at work, that we can detect the meaning and mua. of
these officlalse The first means "drivers, oppressors,” and '
this corresponds exactly to the Egyptian title "rud,w" em~
played for overseers who supervised the workmen, oppressed

and flogged them to their heert's desire., The second word,

"shoterim," does not mean officers, but is derived from

"shatar," writing, and means a scribe, who had entire control
of the bondmen, of their work, of their food, snd of all:
other particulars concerning them, In this case they had sctual
control also over the suprly of the bricks as 1t is said in
Exodus 5.6-14,28

There is documentary oﬂdoneo from en Wm

in vhich a men who had to supervise or to construct a

bullding says: "I em mot provided with anything; mm
no men for making bricks and thers nmmmmm
trict,” This offers a mmu parallel to w
the Hebrew supervisors to m %m
no straw given unto thy s
brickse"29




before the Pharach of the Exodus, mm kAl 1 ’

And efterward Moses snd Aeron went in snd tedd
Phareaoh, Thus saith the Lord God of Israsl, Let my
people go, that they may hold a feast unto me im
the wilderness, And Pharaoh saild, Who is the

that I should obey his volce to let Isrssl go

At this point the objeoction is raised that Noses and
Aaron could not have had access to the court of Pharachy
But Masporoalatatea thats

He (the king) gave audience dally to all, whether
high or low, who were, or believed they were, wronged
by some official, end who came to appeal to the Jjuse
tice of the master against the injustice of his ser-
vante :

&
WET
i

In the eyes of the king the Egyptians were but Ml whose

religious motives compelled them to execute his orders blind- o,
1ly. Even the highest and most powerful functionaries were re= i
garded by the Pharaoh as servants, The king's most trififng J’
favors his subjects engraved upon their tomb stones as their i
most brillisnt titles to glory in this 1ife, Thms, the Som- -
ventions of the eourt would not prevent a hearing of Noses® '
and Aaron's request before Pharesh,




Egyptian conditions are considered, Pharaoh's reproach 1s
quite natural., On a chalk tablet in the British Museum there
are enteries of a labor overseer, in which he recorded deily
the number of absent worlkmen, In most cases the couse glven
is 1llness, others just stayed away for several days, and more
rem ined away from work to sacrifice to the gods, in a land
vhere ritual played so prominent a part, a workman would
hove hardly been refused time off to sacrifice to the gods or
to the dead. Vhat enraged Pheraoh is that the pious preten=-
tions of his ovn people had caused him enough trouble, and
to permlt allen slaves to make use of the same pretense tried
his pationce.35

Another reason for his refusal to comply with loses'!
later request to leave the country was that Pharaoh wanted
to protect his industrial and commercial interests, If the
request were granted, the departure of Israel would throw
out of geer the whole building, manufacturing, and agricul-
turel mechinery of the Delta., That the sudden departure of
Israel could have left Egypt in a state of confusion is in-
dicated by the monuments., Numerous unfinished bulldiung pro=-
jects dating from the reign of Amenhotep II tally strongly
with the Exodus narrative; Petrie remsarks: 54

Nothing strikes us more extraordinary than
the condition of injury and confusion in which the

most important buildings of Egypt seem to have re-
mained, The most imposing works stood amidst half

33, Yahuda, The Accuracy of the Bible, pp:77-78
2 T'nc a ,.:: . L ’« p..va

76



rulned unfinished walls for a whole reign; the

other parts were walled off to hide offensive

memorials; other structures were elther income

plete or half ruined,

lioses' request to worship in the wilderness only met
wilth Increased hardships imposed by the Pharaoh, Now the
Israelites had to supply their own straw and "yet shall ye
deliver the tale of the bricks,">® Archeology explains this
strange expression,”"tale of the bricks," in a remarkeble
manner, On one of the tombs depieting the manufacture of
bricks, a man is seen crouching before rows of bricks and
measuring them, so that the dally quantity presciibed should
be supplied by the bondmen, On the oprosite corner a scribe
1s engaged registering the supply of bricks, and next to him
a man 1s sitting, stick in hand, ready to exerclse his authore
ity as tuaslkmaster, How well Moses knew what he was talking
about can be shown by the expression "mathkoneth" (Ex.5,8),
translated "the tale of the bricks," but which literslly
means "the measuring of the bricks." He does not say "mispar,”
the number, but the "measuring®™ of the bricks, and this 1is
exactly in conformity with what we see, The prectical Egypt-
ian did not count the bricks, but laid them in rows and
measured them, just to calculate the spece they would fill
in a building,.°®

In the second audience with Pharaoh, Moses and Aaron
asserted their divine autherity by changing their rods into

|




serpents. In all the miracle working of lMoses and Aaron in
Egypts 8 greet role was played by the rod, which in Hebrew

is designated by the word "matteh.," In some passages it is
callod the "rod of God," (matteh-Elohim, Exodus 4,203 17.9).
The real nature of the rod of God is best illustrated by the
Egyptlian "holy rod." There were several types of rods for
magilcal purposes, btipped with the heads of various gods, Thus
there 1s a "holy rod of Amop," a "rod of Khnum," a"rod of
Horus of BEdfu,” and the like, Sometimes by the addition of

the hieroglyphic sign of a god-determinative the rod was more
cloarly characterlized as divine, Of course lioses! rod cannot
posslbly have borne any image in the fashion of the Egyptian
rods, because this was obnoxious to Jehovah,®7

The animal into which the rod was changed has speclal
significance when it is considered in the background of
Egyptian thought, In Exodus 4,3 the Hebrew word for serpent
is 'inal.ms.sh," whereas in Exodus 7,.9-12 it is "tannin,” "Tannin”
docs not mesn serpent as it is generally rendered, "Tannin"
iz tronslated as serpent in Exodus 7,9-12 to agree with
Exodus 4.3y whereas in all the other eleven passages where it
occursy it is concelved of as a monster or a dragon of mythe
ological charecter, In reality its true meaning 1s apparent
from Ezeklel 29,3 and 32.2, where it is applied to FPharache
We know that the Pharaoh was represented by a crocadile,
symbolizing Egypt's power and might. Pharaoh was deified es

37 Yahuda, The Accuracy of the Bible, PP«106=107



the croecodile-god Sobek, snd by applying "tamin™ to Pharaoh
it can only mean crocodile, As a matter of fact the whole
pegsage ol Ezeklel, 29,3-7, 1s a very vivid description of
the crocodile., By accepting this meening for "tamnin" it bee-
comes perfectly clear that the erocodile is meant, and not
a whale or mythological monster.sa

Therefore, Aaron's rod was converted intoc a erocoédile,
and not as loses! rod into a serpent, In the first case when
God revealed himself to Moses, the miracle with the serpent
wes to show Moses ard the Hebrews that the serpent, the
holliest syrbol of gods and kings, could be produced from a
mere rod, dn the ease of “aron, Pharaoh wes to be shown that
the mighty crocodile was nothing more than & rod in the hand
off Jchoveh's envoy. The whole scene is so typically Egyptian
thet 1t could not have been conceived or understood in its
far reoching consequences but in Egypt.39

The menlféstation of divine power by Moses and Aaron

mede no Impression on Pharaoh, because his magiclans were
able to duplicate the miracle, This fact occasioned the
Ten Plagues,

The plagues have been subject to much careful research
in the 1light of modern sclence and have been found capable
of being explained as the supernstural accentuation of other-
wilse natural phenomena, following what we term natural law,
thoush at the same time trenscending it. VWhen Pharaoh pursued

8. Yahuda, Tho Accuracy of the £ible, ppr.109-110
59. 1b1d.. p.




the children of Israel, 1t sccemed as if Israel's escape were
hopcless as the hed Sea formed what appesared to be an insup-
erable barrier to further flight. By the exercise of lis om=-

nipotence God might have rescued the Israelites from Pheraoh's

grasp by transporting the whole host through the a;r. Yet God
mede Isracl march on as it had marched before, The emphasis
liecs on the fect that God does not perform freak miracles,

but releases His power through the ordinary chanels of nature,
In almost cvery instance the plagues consisted of a visitation
mich micht arise in the ordinary course of eventse Still a
miracnlous elecment 1s attached to each plagne, manifesting

lteelfl Iin the time when the plague occurred and in its

peculiar virulcncc.éo
/nother theory, the natural thecory, attempts to explain
the ten plagues as the ordinary occurrences in nature, This

theory discards the miracnlous element altogether and re jects
the possidility of any divine interventilon. y
u&&pﬁ It is a2lso possible to show that each of the plagues
L was directed against tlhe worship of a particular kgyptian
%gg ~ delby. The plagues thus form a scries of victories on the
. part of CGod over some Egyptlan deity or some part of Egyptlan
rituol, and as such must have had a tremendons effect on the
: religious 1life of Egypte.
| In tho first plague the waters of Egypt were turned

f into blood (EXe7,20). According to the nstural theory the

40, Arndt, Bible Difficulties, p.22




waters of the llile became discolored as they rose for the
annual innundation in the third weck of June, Sometimes 1t
turns green, or later red, and the water becomes unwholesome
and unsavory. The pollution is due to the multiplication of
minute organisms, both vegetable and animal, through the
bursting of the sudd above Khartoum, The red tincture is as-
eribed to the presence of myriads of mleroscopic bacteria
knovn as sphaeroplea annulina,4l

As Tascinatling as thls explanation may be, it does not
account for the plain words of Scripture, If one is willing
to admit that the plagues were the supernatural accentuation
off & natural phenomenon, a2 mlracle, why not take the Bible
at its word when 1t expressly states that the waters turned
to blood?(Exodus 7.20)

The attack of Jehovah agalinst an Egyptien delty 1s
undeniably conspicuous in the first »nlague, It was not an
ordinary river that turned to blood, but the beneficent Nile
whose waters were deified and worshipped, Numerous hymns in
praise of the god Nilus are extant engraved on stone, while
temples at Nilopolis and Heliopolis were erected in his honor,
Nilus is halled as "the giver of 1life to all men, bringer of
joy, ereator, and nourisher of the whole land," Jehovah now
made this god disgusting as the deifled waters stank and
were made putrid.42

The second plague of the frogs was the miraculous 1lnten-

41, Knight, Nile and Jordan, p.l57
42, ibid., pP.158
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81fying of a well lmovn feature in Egyptian natnral hilstory.
Every canal esixl pond besides the great river swarmed with

frogms which followed the abating waters of the innundation,

The frogs spavmed in the soft rmd and marshy places as the
hot sun hatched their eggs into an army of destruction.45
ow the frog-headed goddess lHekt becare an object of

loathing, Sitting on the lotus leaf, "the Queen of the Two
Worlds" became a hideous nightmare as the frogs penetrated
everywhere, The frog cult was one of the oldest in Egypt, and
the frop goddess was believed to have played a prominent part
in thoe creation of the world, Piled at the roadsides, the
heaps o carcasses must have been a striking blow at their
sun-rstition.44

In the third plagne the dust of the land became lice,.
No aprcement has been reached for the transletion of the lebrew
word for lice, Some have rendered F_f b as a mosquito or a
send flea. Gesenius%® offers the following explenationt

The word for lice in the Hebrew text readspJ>

which seems to be the collective form from the

singuler JJ , meaning gnet. In the LXXPJ>1s trans-

lated asskviges while the Vulgate uses "sciniphes,"

& apecles of small grats very troublesome from

their sting, and abounding in the marshy reglons

of Egypte
To £it the "lice" into the scheme of natural sequence Knighh*e
says thot the mosquitoes bred in myriads from the putrid

carcasses of the frogs. If Gesenius'! translation of “gnat"

43, Knight, Hile and Jordan, p.l158
44, 1bid., pm
45, Cesenius, Hebrew & . Lexicon of 0.T., D.481
46. Enight, Ops Glt.s De




1s accepted, 1t 1s more probable that these insects bred in
the marshy reglons left from the subsiding waters of the llle,

In order to justify thelr inabllity to reproduce the
third plague, the maglclans declared that this was the "finger
of god" (Ex.8,19). The fact that this expression came from the
mouth of the magiclans to excuse the failure of their own
efforts suggests an Egyrtian origin, As a matter of fact "the
finger of Seth" was current iIn the Egyptlan texts of magic,
The phrase had its origin in the myth where Seth, in his
fight against lorus for world dominion, injured Horus' eye,
Thus, "the finger of Seth" was from old a source of terror,
The "finger of Thoth" 1s mentioned as a constant threat to
Apophis, the monsterous serpent-dragon of the night and the
most terrible foe of the sun-god Ra, It is now clear that the
plague of the "lice" appeared to the magicians as a blow coming
from an unlinown source over which they had no power, Conse=
quently the plague could only be caused by the finger of a
god like Seth or by some other hostile deity, The expression,
"finger of God," as well as the whole idea of an atrocious
visitation caused by the "finger of God" can only be con-
ceived of in an Egyptlan environment.4v |

The fourth plague consisted of swarms of "flles" (A.V.
and R.V,). No definite meaning has been ascertalned for the
translation of 1) . Gesenius“® tninks it 1s the gad-fly, an
exceedingly trouble some insect to man and beast because
of i1ts blood sucking, In the LXX it 1s rendered as dog-fly,

47, Yahude, The Accuracy of the Bible, pp.86-88
48, Gesenius, Hebrew & EEE, Texicon of O0.Tes PeB21
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aile he eyt o i
while the Vulgate regardsllﬁ% as a mixture of noxious insects, |

The rabbins almost unenimously accept the latter meaning, |
which corresponds to the Engllsh "swarms," :

As the previous plagues struck at some phase of Egyptian
worship, 8o the fourth plague shattered one of the most
cherished superstitions of the priesthood, If the translation
of "awerms" is sccepted, it is possible that beetles were in-
cluded in the swarms of insects, If there is one thing by
which Egyptian relics can be identified, it is the scarab dr
sacred bcotle, the emblem of royalty and divinity., From the
tilme oil the XIIth Dynesty the material heart of the mumiy was
replaced by an amulet, inscribed with a beetle to guard the
deceacsed agaeinst danger until the day of resurrection, There
1s a beetle in Egypt which gnaws both man and beast, destroys
clothes, furniture and plants, How the sacred beetle itself
becare a menace as Jehovah struck another powerful blow
agalnst this superstition of the prlesthood.49

In the f£fifth plague murrain took its toll from among
the beasts of Egypt. Modern bacterial research has revealed-
hew great a factor insects are in the sprcad of disease, Even
today travellers in Egypt report the heavy loss of cattle and

the scarcity of meat due to the ravages of murrain,d0

The murrain of the cattle gave polythelsm and idolatry
a stlll greater thrust. The plague attacked not only the
ordinery domestic animals, but also those animals sacred to the

49, Knight. Nile and Jordan, p.159
50, Thorson, 522resann and Exoduss p.93



worahip of the Lgyptiens, At Hellcpolls the calf Mnevis was
adored as an incarnation of Ra, At Erment near Thebes, Mentu,
the god of the nome, was worahipped in the form of a bull
called Balkis, At the Serapeum of lemphis one can still see
the catecombs where the sarcophagi of the numerous Apis bulls
were revered as the embodiment of Ptah, The heavens and the
sky were worshipped under the semblance of the great cow=
poddess, Nut, In 1906 Naville®l discovered at Der el-Behri a
solar disc depicting a giant Hathor cow flanked by two
ostrich plumes, Naville interprets the ostrich plumes as re-
presentetive of Amenhotep II, the Pharaoh of the Exodus,
Tremendous must have been this blow aga;nst the Pharaoh as

his sacred cows fell victims to the ravages of the murrain.52

The plague of the boils was probably the direct result
of the murrain. As the cattle dled, their putrid bodies became
centers of a horrible pestilence Infecting both men and beast,
Egypt had ever been the home of some of the most loathsome
skin diseases which can afflict mankind, In many cases these
e¢vils have been the direct result of the carelessness where-
with infection has been allowed to spread from decaying
vegetable and animal matter.53

lieanwhile the boils were another assault on the
elaborate ceremony of the priestly cast. "The megicians could
not stand before loses because of the bolls, for the bolls

were upon the magiclans and all the Egyptians," Thus, by

51, Bnight, Nile and Jordan, p.160
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disabling the maglcians Jehovah brought the intricate ritual
of the temples to a sudden amd painful halt,

In the next plague a miraculous storm of thunder and hail

struck Lgypt. Severe thunderstorms are exceedingly rare in
the Nile Valley, but such as have been wltnessed are a re=-
marlkeble for their fury as for their infrequency. That the
visitation took place towards the end of January is evidenced
by the note that "the flax and the barley were smitten; for
the barley was 1n the ear, and the flax was bolled, But the
wheat and the rice were not smitten, for they were not grown
up." (Ex.9,51-32) Evidently the author wes well versed in
the details of Egyptian agrlculture, because there these grains
ripencd in the sequence noted.54
One of the most remarkable instances which confirms

the author'!s famillarilty with the Egyptian language is the
expressilon for thunder, "the voices of Elohim,"” The Hebrew
word for thunder in Exodus 9.23 is "Qoloth," wvoices, and in
9,28 "voices of God" for mighty thunders, Thls is not the
usual Hebrew‘expression for thunder, but the common Egyitian
designntion for this natural phenomenon, To the Egyptlan
Thunder was "kheru en neter," a volece of god, or "kheru en
beya," a voice of heaven, or the voilce of Amon in heaven,
exactly as it is cslled in Exodus 9,28, "the voice of Elohim,"95

The explanation of "gib'ol" for bolled in Exodus 9.31

‘was sought for in vain from among the Hebrew form roots

54 .,Knight, Nile and Jordan, D.1l6l1
55:Yanuda, Tho Accuracy of the Bible, p.90




and the roots of kindred Semitic langu:ges. If we go out into
the flelds of ripened flax, we shall observe that the flax
hes flowers shaped like little cups. As a cup in Hebrew 1is
called "gib'ol," the author coined the term with regard to
the shape of the flower looking like a "little cup," Here too
1t is difficult ot imegine that an author living in a country
far from Egypt could have created such a LHebrew word which
most besutifully conveys the shape of the flax flower.56
Another phrose noteworthy in its Egyptian context is,
"such as hath not been in Egypt since the day it was founded,"
From the earliest times the Egyptians regarded the foundation
of the Kingdom of Lower and Upper Egypt ss the greatest and
most significent event in their history, It was always con-
cclved of as the moment which marked the boundary line between
the world of the geds and the world of men descended from them,
Thus, the phrase referred to the oldest epoch of Egyptien
history within memory., Thutmose III says that Amon rejoiced
over him more than over all the other kings who have been in
the land "since it was founded," This parallel, to which many
more could be added, shows how clearly the Scripture follows
in wording and in spirit the Egyptian memner of speaking,®?
An sast wind which blew all day end all night brought on
the plague ol the locusts.58 These creatures have wrought
simile r devastations in the land of Egypt before, but the

specisl characteristic of this plague was the incredible

56, Yahuda, The Accuracy of the Bible, p.°9l1
57. 1bid0’ PPe 0 1
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numbers of the invaders, "They covered the face of the eerth
80 that the 1lond wes darkened,"®9 Denon, a Frenchman who
accompanicd HNapoleen to Egypbt, tells of a swarm of locusts
which skimmed the soll and devoured each blede of grass in
its path, Fortunately the wind changed its direction contrary
to the merch and drove the locusts back to the desert.60

The plagues of the hall and locusts also had 1ts effect
on the rellgious life of the Egyptiens, Hall wrought the ruln
of the first portion of the Egyptian harvest, and the locusts
destroyed the second portion of tie crops. The significence
of these pleagues lics in the fact that Egypt was regarded as
8. socred land by its inhabltants., Egypt was the garden of the

Bost and the granary of the world, Yet here Jehovah displayed

The plague of the threc-day darkness resembles a well
lmovn natural phenomenon of Egypt, the Khamsin, The Khamsin
wind is like a blast from an open furnace, charged with so
much fine sand and dust as to turn day into night, The air
1s £illed with an Intensely black impenetrable fog wherein
resplration is difficult, The Bible describes this plague as
"darkness which may be felt" (Ex.10,21), The Khamsin has been
known to travel over certain portions of the land enshrouding

them in utter gloom, while leaving other portions in bright

59, Exodus 10,15
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sunshino. Thus it heppened thet "there was derkness in all
the land of Igypt three days; thiey saw not one snother,
nelther rose eny from his place for three deys; but all the
children of Isrsel had light in thelr dwelling" (Ex.10,22-23),52
fhe Ehansln could have been the couse of the darkness
to the extent that it could be felt, but it ovérlooks the
miracvlous detall thatonly the children of Israel hed light
In their dwelling,

‘his time the plague of darlmess was God's direct attack
on the chiel of the Egyptian pantheon, The mighty sun-god,

Amon=Ra, whom every Pharaoh worshipped as his divine father,

™

now had hi

t

3 Light extingulshed for three days, Indeed, this
wvas o coloasal blow o the princlple dlvinity of the Theban

cult,%d

The tenth end last plague culminated in the death of
the first-born of the Egyptians, Frequently following the
hemsin the Bubonile pestilence is one of the lust plagues of
the year, and 1t is sometimes assoclated with a low Nile.64
Yet the deatihr of the first-born is void of all natural ex-
plonation, The Bubonic plague would not only take its toll
from emong the first-born, but would also attack the remain-
ing strata of population., Furthermore, death caused by =
Bubonic plague would not be restricted to the hour of mid-

night, lere we must accept the plain words of Seripture which

62, Knight, Nile and Jordan, p.l162
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attributes the death of the first-born to the action of the
Lord, "And it came to pass, that at midnight the Lord smote

ell the first-born in the land of Egypt." 65

Hasporo66 gives en Insight into the horrible grief which

must have gripped the Egyotlans on the followling morning.
Describing the Egyptlian mourning for a husband, he statess

Towards morning a sudden burst of lamentations
and cries wakens the neighbors and tells them that
all 1s over, Wife, children, relations, slavesS; <ee
the whole famlly appears to be smitten with madness,
They throw themselves upon the corpse, embrace 1it,
literally inundate it with tears, beat their chests,
mnd tear their clothes, After a few moments the women
leave the chamber of death; then with nude bosoms,
head sulllied with duat, hair dischevelled, and feet
bare they rush from the house into the still deserted
strcets, Soon the whole neighborhood re-echioes with
the wild clamor to which ewven the indifferent respond
from their houses.

The death of the first-born of man and beast again showed
the nower of Jehovah over the alleged soverignty of FPtah, Egynt
looked to Ptah zos the glver ard sustalner of l1life, and as the
godl from whom the land of Egypt hed received its name, (Ha(t)--
ka-FPtah), The wholesale destruction of the first-born was a
proclamation to all that Ptah was powerless t0 protect those
who trusted in him, _

Thus, 211 the plagues were designed to be a signal
demonstration to Amenhotep and all the Egyptians of the
suneriority of Jehovah over the divinities before whom the

people grovelled in abject fear, With the stroke of every

65. Excdus 12,29 2
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Plague God proeleimed His magesty and power, "Ageinst all
the gods of Egypt I will execute judpements: I am the Lord,"67
I? the first-born of Pharach died in the tenth plague,
(Ex. 12.29), one naturally inculres if the Egyptian records
afford any conflrmetion of this extraordinary tragedy. Egypt-
ologlsts all cell atlention to the irregularity in the royal
Ssuccesslon after Amenhotep II, If we may belleve a folk-tale
in eirculation some centuries later, Thutmose IV, the son of
Amenhotep TI, was not at first designed to be his father's’
successor, Thlle on a hunting expedition in the desrt near
Gezeh, Thutmose IV fell asleep in the shadow of a Sphinx,
The sun-~god, with vhom the Sphinx was identified, then appeared
to Thutmose in a dreem and asked him to clear away the sand
eround the Sphinx. As a reward the sun-god promised Thutmose
the Iingdom., The prince vowed to do as the god desired, and
Irmedliately upon his sccession cleared sway the sand from
arouwnd the Sphinx, The whole incident is recorded on a stele
68

in the vicinlty of Gezeh,

One of the mmmies found in the royal tomk of Amenhotep

Tt

T 1= that of an eleven yoar old boys whose hair is shaven

Prom the greater part of tl» scalpes It is possible that he

weas the first=born of Pharcoh who fell a vietim of the tenth

69
plague,

The death of Pharach's eldest son finally forced from
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the proud 1lips of Amenhotep II the words: "Rise up, get you
forth from among my people." (Exodus 12,31)

In obedience to this comiand lMoses ordered the Isrselites
to eat the Paschel lamb with their loins girded, their shoes
on their fect, and their staff in hand as if prepared to
leave at a moment's notice. Had the narrator lived in the land
of Isreel many centurles after the Exodus, he would have told
them to hasten with the meal and to put their cloaks on their
shoulders, because thls was the way the Hebrew would set out
for a journey 1In his own country, But when the Egyptlan went
out, he had a girdle around his loins, his sandals on, and a

stick in his hand.vo

The number of Israelites who left Egypt has also been

treated with distrust by some Biblical scholars,
And the children of Israel journeyed from Raamses

to Succoth, about six-hundre thousand on foot that

vere men, beslde children, Exodus 12,37
Since no mention 1s made of women, 600,000 men beside children
supposes a population of nearly two million, It is claimed
that two million people could not inhebit the Wady Tumilat,

In reply to this assertion it is thought that the Wady
Tumilet, or Goshen, occupied a much larger area than 1t does
todaye. It appears as 1f the desert constantly enrocached on
Goshen from the south and narrowed it to a mergrstrip of land
a fow miles wide,’t Furthermore, Exodus 1.7 states that the
Iaraelites filled the land, ard, hence, they would not be

70, Yalmda. The Accusrcy of the Bible, p.89
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confined to the land of Yoslen, The nature of the oppression
deseribed in Exodus 1,14 also indicates that the Israelites
wer dispersed throughout the land of Egypt.

That the greater part of the Israelites lived in Goshen
is discloscd by an inscription of Merneptah, the Pharaoh of
the XIXth Dynasty. Referring to the reglon of Goshen the
Inseription reads:

The country around was not cultivated, but
left os a pasture for cattle because of the

strangers. It has Been abandoned since the time
of the ancestors,?

As early as Amenhotep II (1l413=1377 B.C.) another in=-
scription describes the land of Goshen as being in a similar
conditlion, "hile on a hunting expedition to Sheta, Amenhotep
IT relates that the country was full of roaming cattle. This
hunting ground is now located near Tell el=Yahudigah in the
region of Goshen.75

Some Biblical scholars find it difficult to believe that
the Isrecelites could have eluded the pursuing army of Pharaoh,
They clalm that two million people, including children,would
not be able to travel fast enough to stay ahead of Pharaoh's
cavelry, But we know e.g. that in the reign of Empress
Elizabeth Petrowna (1761 A.D,) an entire Tartar tribe numbering
40,000 left Russilen territory. Included in thelr numbers were
women, children, and cattle, who had to travel through several
thousand miles of inhospitable country. Like FPharaoh, the
Hussian Emperor pursued them but railed’to overtake them.’%

72, Thorson, %EEresaion and Exodus, p.l11l6
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The elimex and most thrilling event of the Exodus nerra=-
tive 1s the crossing of the Red Sea, The fleeing host of
larasl moved out to encemp "before Pl-hshiroth between Migdol
and the sea, over ageinst Baal Zephon."'° The place where the
Israclites crossed agrees so well with the topography of Ras
Atokeh that the crossing was no doubt near that point, At the
southern end of the Egyptian land frontler on the east is a
most natural situation for a "Migdol," watch-tower, and a
suitable plain for t he encampment lies between it and the sea,
the mountain peak pointed out, though not certainly identified,
as Baal Zephon, is "over against" on the east side of the sea,
The pursning Egyptlan army thrown across the narrow space
betwecn the ranse of Atakeh and the sea would effectively cut
off any hope of retreat for the Israelites, for here "fhe
wilderness shut them in,"70

Those who seek a natural interpretation for the following

miracle contend that the flat sand=-bar of this arm of the
lied Sea was especially exposed to the influence of wind and
tide. As the tlde went out, the waters went back "before an
cast wind," leaving bare a wide strip of the sand-bar over
which the whole hoat of Israel could pass quickly. The Egypt-
ians coming up in the darkness would not be sble to tell
where the shore line began, fér at this point it is difficult
at sny time to detecrmine where the shore line is., Thus, the
pursuers followed blindly on the trail of the rugitifaa beyond

75, Exodus 14,2
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the line of safety. The wind abated and the tide of the sea
care 1in on its strength. The infiltration gave the first
warning of destruetion cs it clogged the Egyptians'! chariot
wheels so that "they drave them heavily" on the sandy beach
now turned to a guicksand by the incoming waters, Too late,
the soldlers discovercd that they were beyond the shore lime
and tried to escepe by retreat, but the waters, released from
the pressure of the wind, rushed in full tide to overwhelm
the Egyptian urmy.77
e claim that an extraordinary ebb set in to make
the crossing possible for the Israelites, and that the Egypt=-
ien army wes overwhelmed by the returning tide, violates the
words of the Biblical account, In Exodus 14.22 Seripture
statcs that "the waters were a wall unto them on their right
hand and on their left," If merely an unusual ebb had been
responsible for the crossing, there would not have been water
on both sides, hile holding to the principle that God per-
forms miracles through hatural means, we must not alter the
Seriptural account, but leave its sense unimpaired,ve

The discovery of Amenhofcp‘s mumy in the Valley of
the Kings caeme as a shock to some Biblical scholars, because
it proved that the Pharaoh of the Exodus had not been drowned
in the Red Sea,’’ Exodus 14.28 does not claim that Pharach
himself was drowned, but asserts that only "the chariots,

and the horsemen, and all the host of Pharaoh that came into
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the sen after them" were covered by the water+8Q 1¢ pnarach
did drown, 1t 1= possible that hils body was recovered and
given a royal burial, for "Isrsel saw the Egyptiens dead upon
the sea shore," (Exodus 14.30)

Calger® maintains that there is no sign on the munmy
of Amenhotep II 4o iIndlcate that his death was caused by
drowning, In view of our scanty knowledge of Egyptlian methods
of embalming, it mey bhe that in the process of embalming all
modern scientific evidence for drowning had been removed,

One must admit that in the contemporary records of
Amenhoten II there 1s no reference whatsoever to such national
disasters as the ten plagues, the destruction of the Egypt-
ilan army In the Red Sea, far less the escape of the Hebrew
colonlists, Yet this 1s only to be expected; because the
Egyptliens were the last people to record their misfortunes
on the afzomuzlcnts.eg

‘hus, ercheology confirms the touches of Egyptian life
in the Exodus nerrative as true, and the victorious song of
lioses still re-echoes across the cénturiles, "Tho is like
unto thec, O Lord, among the gods? Who is like thee, glorious

in holincss, fearful in praises, doing wonders?"8d
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