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whom the f'olk-ta1e makes the ~eban Yasaa1 o.t one~._ 

Apoph1se s. is 

The question now 1a whether or not the Jqlaloa 

period compares w1 th the background or Egyptian lUe u 

it is described in the Joseph story. Yahnda1'1 cloee �~� 

hesit ate to stae that not one o.t the arguments advanced 1n 

f'avor 0£ putting the Joseph period under the Hykaos rul.e 

can hold its ground in f'ace of' tr..e cond.1t1ona kno11111 to ua 

f'rom thooe t1J:les. -r:e ohall. now consider same o.t theae argu­

rr.ents. 

One 0£ the strongest proof's agalnat putting the 

r i se of Joseph in the time of' t he H7kaos 1a the .tact "11.at 

Joseph was given the daughter o.t the high priest. On. aa 

a special. d1st1nct1on on tbe part o.t Pharaoh (Oeneala il.46). 

This would be i mpossible under the Shepherd K1nga• •ho 4K 

a1l t hey couid to destroy the E~t1an rel1g1on and to 

weaken the power or the pr1eata. Purtb.ermore• 1.blt bencnraJ. 
I 

of' a purel.y Eg-.rpt1an honor1t'1o name on Joaeph (Gea.Q.,&6) 

wou1d be 1nexpl.a1nable 1."rom a Sem1t1o B7b0e raJ._.._ a 

semi tio vJ.z ier • but s.a ftJ7 natual .troa an Bgptd.aa Id.Ilg 

to a .torei~r appointed to the h1gheat pod d tM e11a 

How 1a it poaa1b1e to ma1ntaln U.. Joa111t.•• ~•:· 

to power waa under • BJ'keoa .~ wi.ia -. wa..J.• 

Joaeph emphaal-on ewr, -•J.cla .._ 



the rul.er over the whole o.t Egpt t 1low t,hla •• •" 1lall9 . . 
possibly been the time of the lt\dUIOB• beow ~ -•• 

exte:aled their rule over the who1e o.t BSJPt and. .... s-• 
t1ca1ly confined to the Delta, being 1D.oonatant oontl.!4 

~1th t he legitimate, more or less, independent nat1w obl.r­

tans. The suggestion .that the power.tu1 Apoph1a and. b1a auo­

cessor Khyan extended their rule over the llhole o.t Egn,t 

and e ven beyond its borders 1s derived .trom indJ.reot 1nd1o .. 

· tions ,,ithout docurnentsry proof's. ~re 1s no substantial 

r eason vrhatsoever :for believing that at th1s time tbs 

oouthern port. o:r Egypt, ·r11th ita c4nter at Thebes• waa no1: 

1t'lder the control of indigenous E~tian kinga a.a ~QN 

and at:ter him. 20 

Finally the Joseph story damanda an Egn,tian go..­

ernr.:ien t hlg.h1y organized and centered 1n the o.tf'1oe o".t t.l:la 

viz ier. Uowhere ts there an 1ndicatlon o.t the o".t.ttoe o".t U. 

viz 1or dur 1ng the reign of' the Hyksoa ld.nga• or eYeD a 

semblance of' an organized ad>dnSatratton. The on17 «aep,S.. 

Breasted notes 1a •aoertaln Khenser who•••• to law~ 

the affairs o.t the country largel.7 1n the banda ~ Ida 

v1z1er. Enklm.e• ~ aooount 1n Oenea1a apeua ~ • itbar .. 

who actually d1.d entrust the aft'aln ~ 1am goaD'llllu•.,.-• 
the handa ~ hla Tla1u. 

or at leaa, t .. .-,._ .. ,,.n 7ean.fll 

aD7 o".t tbe Jlpaoe kin .. 



Henoe, the torelgn Oharaoter o:t tm IIJDO•• ._liP 

sphere ot 1nt1uenoe owr 0D17 a p~ ot BgJpt;• an& -.s. 
disorganized adm1u1strat1on m111tate agalnat 14ent;117tag 

any Hykaos king as the Pharaoh umer whom Joaeph •- tso 

power. 

2. The Opprea• 1on 

The advocates of the 1ate date prooeed to idAln~ 

Rameses II with the Pharaoh ot the oppreaalon. It imat 'be 

conceded that the history ot Egypt during the retgn ~ 

Rameses ll (1292-1226 B.C.) presents an era well au1te4 

for the Phar~oh ot the oppression. 

The 1ate years ot Setl I were dlaturbecl 'b7 a oca­

tlict between his e14est aon and the 1atter•a ·7ovna-r 

brother, hamesea. over the auooeaalon.. Rameaea waa p1~ 

ting to supplant his e1dest brother. an4 during their 

father's last dqs. 1a14 hts pl.ana ao e:tteot1..el.7 Ulat bl 

was ready tor a auooeaatu1 ooup at ti. o14 Jdna'• c1ie&ua. 
Rameses resorted to the 014 ooun dedoea ao lhd *bl .... 

ua1 conquest ot the throne mSght be :targo"-.88 

Be baatened at ow to~ •• ._ ...... ot 

made b1mlle1t strong tb.ere• a4 p11114 U. RP~ 

prieata ~ Aacm. Be dn9Mld. 111---U WS.tlll.,... IIIJl!Mii 



oountry 1n Bub1.a• Bmau tlD'Md bl• lllllbltl- 11 • a .. 
reoovm-y or the great Aa1at1o emp1re.2a 

Whan Raneaea II aaoende4 the tm-one. 1;ba m..•tl ... 1111& 

had wiqua11f'1ed poaaeaa1on ~ ~1a ror pZ10laab17 __.. Ulla 

twenty years. uter a preparatory oampalp to aeoar. ~ 

coast of' Pal.eat1ne as a baae ~ operation. B-••• 1..,.,,.. 

hi.a attack against the Hittite at.rongbol.4 ait "lldub. ftlt 

ensuing battl.e proved Rameaea a leader ~ undauna4 ooaap 

rather than a m1l.1tary genius. U Rameaea ooal.4 olata an-, 

success to of'f'set the d1aaater he auf'f'ere4 at J{adeab• lt .... 

his ae1 vat1on f'rom utter dea'tru.ot1on• and the raot t!lat be 

eventual.lT hel.d the f'1eld added little praot1oa1 ad.Yant.age. 

It is oammonly stated that Rameaea oaptured Ka4eah• bid 

there is no auoh claim 1n any or h1a reoOl'da.u 

Rameaea enjoyed the usual triumph on hla Ntllil'D t;e 

· Egypt without even layS.ng a1ege to J{ad.eeh. Yet; U:le t.Dad1;.-i. 

resu1 t could only be deatruot1n or BGJ)tS.an 1Dtl.aW •XC 

the dynasta or Syria and Pal.eatlne. •• wural4 1lbe B1•d1Nia 

f'a11 to make eYe17 poaalb1e use~ tbe 4..a,~ ~ N 

~ermine that 1n1'1ueme and atS.. up 1'9"1-. ~ 8"~ 

revolts ooat R-••• t... mare ,.... SIi tb8 ••••••» 
Pa1eats.ne. Rolf the l'baraoh .... at 1111•11' 1IO -•• Ida 

b1t1~na 1n the oonqwtt ~ £es.. aal bl.a it.ete 



and Ketwe 1n the ONntea Tal.197. Xt 1• .,_,. ........._ C 1tt• 

he succeeded. 1n holding thNe northern ooma---.•· 

Arter probablJ' soma nrt.een yeara o.t oaapa1~Sna. a 

treaty of peace am a1llanoe between Rameaea IX aD&l m:.tsaa•• 
t he Hittite ldng. brought tm wars 1n Aala to a ttlnal. 11111 

sudden end. Onoe conaumated. the peaoe ,,.. •P•• and a1.t;bangb 

it involved the saor1.t1ce or Rame·aea• -b1t1ona .fOJt oonqaed 

in Asia. the treaty must haw been aat1a.taotOrJ" ~ botll 

part1ea. Thirteen years later the Hittite king v1a11;ed Bsn,, 

to celebrate the marriage o.t h1a e1deat daugl:lter u · uae wS.te. 

of Rames es• From the day o.t the peaoe oompao• w11.h Dletua. 

h&I:1eses was never oa:lled. upon to ·engage 1n •• -1n.2& 

Aa the oono1ua1on o.t 1-he war 1.n Aa1a gaTe h1a o--• 
lieaure, Ramesea devoted h1mae1.t to ..aet JIIOIIDlllllln~a1 bu114-

1ngs. At Thebes be spent enormous reaourcea cm the oGIIP1~D 

of his .tarther 1 a . mortuary tmep1•• 

tuary, 

on the en1argement or the Luzar temple. &mipmlllg la dae· · 

a11 bu1ldJ.nga o.t the ano1ent am IIOl'larn wozai.t. U.. •93.••111. 
oolonnad~ hall o.t tbe Karnak '-P1•~ •~ '-r Ula 1'•Mll .. 

.father• wu now ooa.p1et.ed • R-•- n.ft_ 
P- 0~ the PN' 1;eap1N ~ agpl _.. 

ber. bal.l.- 001omaeSe. 



Ra.~oses II. 1n the perpetuating of miich the king stopped 

at no clesocratlon or destruction of the 9.-'P'lCien t monuments 

of' t he country. 

!Tumberless \7ere the monuments of his 
ancestors on \'lhich he placed .p.1s own name. or 
still worse. from ,1h.1ch he remorselessly ap­
propriated building material. as if the ancient 
n onuraents of' t he nation were public quarriea.28 

But in spite of t hese facts. his own 1eGit1I:la.te build- · 

ing '\"laS on a scaJ.e qu ite surpassing in size and extent any­

thine t hat m.s ancestors had ever accomplished. 

Rori.1.esos II le.ft over a hundred oons and at least hal.t 

o.s many dau ght ers f'rom his enorr.ious harem. Re thus °left a 

£ 9.l:lily s o numerous t hat they became a Ra.messid class o.t 

no blo s ,,horn \'/8 st ill find over .four hundred years later. He 

rrn.s ulso a groat magician. \7hose 1tlemory 11 ved in the folk­

tales of ~gypt a thousand years later. Rameses lived 1n a 

magnificence even surpassing that of Amenhotep III. As the 

years pnssed the sons of his youth were taken· from him until 

tv1elve ,10re gone. and t b e thirteenth was the eldest am heir 

to t h e throne. During the late years of' his reign Rameses 

lost his vitality .tor aggressive rule. The Libyans and the 

mar ~tlme peoples a.111ed themselves together and entered the 

r1estcrn Delta \'11th impwtlty. Senile decay rendered him dear 

to alarms and complaints which wou1d have lP'ought 1natant 

retribution upon the invaders 1n the days of his vigorous 

youth. Final1y. having ru1ed for sixty-seven years this 

greut Pharaoh died 1n 1226 B.o.29 

28. Cambridge Ancient Hiatorx• w1.11. p.].62 
29~ !bid. pp.162-163 

l& 



From the history of Egypt during tha reign of Ramases II. 

as presented above. it nould appear t r.nt the oppression or 
the Israolitea could have taken place at the time of this 

Pharaoh. The story of' the oppression rolated 1n ExodU.3 re­

f'locts such polit1cnl conditions 1n hgypt at the time. The 

question remains: does the evidence furnished by o.rcheology 

also uph old this view. In support of the active oppression 

under i ameses II tho discovery of tho cities of Pithom and 

Ra.cr.ises supply t h e strongest evidence. 

The site of P ithom uaa identif'ied 1n 1883 by Professor 

llavillo. It is situated on t h e south a i de of the sweet-water 

can al r1hich runs f'rom Cairo to Suez through tho \7adi Tumllat. 

Na.ville f'ound a number o.f inscriptions \1h1ch show not on1y 

t hat t he s i te represents an a ncient city \·,hose rel151ous 

nrune '\"/8.S "Pi Tum," \·1h1le ita civil name was Thuku (Succoth), 

but also that the :founder of' the city wao Remeses II. 

navill e says: 

·I did not find anyth~ more ancient than 
his ~onu_~ents. It is possible that before his 
time there may have been a shrine consecrated to 
the uorsh1p of' TUll'l• but it is he who bu~lt the 
enclosures ll.lld the store-houses. He is the on1y 
king uhose name appears on the naos and on the 
monuments or Isma111ah. Nowhere 1s it stated ~at 
he restored tho construction of former kings. 

Rameses fought the Hittites. and a1though his conquests 

were ephemeral. the late vieYr points out that Pharaoh's fear 

of danger was not imagined• but he very likely was &rra1d 

30. Quoted by Gr1.tri tha • The Exodua 1n Light or 
Archeology• p.44 

lf. 



that Israel uould join tho Hittites and 1-evolt. Thus he or­

d cI'ed tho c:i. tios of Pithom and Rawnae r. to be built ao .for­

t r errnes to guard (lf;o.inot invasion from the north, !'or Goshen 

marl-~ed t he e nd of the c o.ra.van routes and t h o en try into Egypt ~31 

The itlen t i ficat ion of t he city rests on the heiro-

gl yphic i n scI'1p t:1.onD refer ring to 1'1-Tun. 'l'he so cal.le d 

storo-chrunbers -r1ere really fortres s 1mplacer.ients, and among 

tho qu antities of pot tery there was "no type of vesse1 nhich 

c ou l d bo doscribetl an Hebre\1. "32 '.Chough- there \7erc traces 

or n~.meses II , t he city had clearly been rounded eenturios 

e arl ier . As to Pi-Tmn, it could be used or any temple where 

Tm ,t uas ,·,or s hip p ed . 33 Hence, the Pi-Tum discovered need not 

n ccons urll y be 1de ntii'1ed with t h e city built by the Israelites. 

The other city , Raarases, was· located by ~1r Flinders 

Pot1·1o at 'l'ell el-Retabeh. Here also inscriptions were 

f'our..d r e £erring to Tum and llameses II. Petrie writes: 

The city of Raamses is 1dent11'1ed by rema1ns 
01' a toY1n und temple built by Rameses II. A large 
scene f'ram tlle temple f'ront. representing Rameses 
slo.ying a ~yi~ian. ls no\1 at PMladelphia. Thore 1s 
no other city of this date a1ong the val1ey. except 
p 1thom. An o.fi'1c:lal here was over t he foreigners 
0£ ~huku• or Succoth. the genera1 name or this 1and. 
Vlnich ua.s occupied ulth I3edawy 'booths' or succoth; 
he probably was the superinGendent o~ the Iarael1tea.34 

~ 

In describing the c1t1ea Price says that they were strongl.y 

built, and separated. b y brick partitions f'rom eight to ten 

31. Naville, .Archeo1oay and the 01d Testament. p.&:S 
32. Duncan quoted by alger . e and Spade. p.65 
33. Calger. op. oit •• p.65 
34e Qu&ted by GrU'f itha• Ex. 1n L!Sht o~ Aroheo1op;. P•"6 



feet thic~ . The bricks , half sun-baked• were ma.de some with 

a.nd s ome l.'ilthout strav1. The store-houses occupy in P1thom 

alr1os t t h e \Jholc s.re a of' the cl ty, t h e ,1a.lls of w~ich are 

about 650 foo t SQuare and 22 feet t hiok.35 

Because sections of t ne buildings at Raamses were 

cons tructed 0£ bricks \7lth ou t stra,;1, some scholars have used 

t h is fact to prove t hat the Israc11tos ;rere t h e builders of 

t h o city. · With rc~erence to P1thom a~d Raamses the ~ible 

Bives no information of the nature of their building opera­

tlon3 and mnkes no mentions of straw for bricks at a11. 

Furthermore , t h e Pharaoh of the Exodus did not command the 

ch l dron of Israel to make bricks ,·,ithout strawJI but t.old 

t hcu to furnish their own straw, and, hence. the bricks of 

Ran.roses prove nothing.36 

Rruneses' great bu1ld1nG enter9rlses were not ach1.ev-

ed nithout vast exponses or resources. especially those of 

labor. '/bile he was unable to dran upon Asia for captive 

labor, yet his extensive building must have been accomplished 

largely by such means.3? ib.e plight of the Israelites as 

recorded in Exodus l fits perfectly into the conditions of 

Egypt urder Ramosos II. and therefore Griffiths concludes 

that Pithom and Raamses were built by the Israelites. Both 

18 

cities have been 1dent1f'1ed• both were store-cities. both were 

built under Remeses II. arxl both were 1n the district or Suocoth.38 

35. I.M.Price~ ~ Monuments of the Old ~estament. p.188 
36. T.Thorson. oHresafon and &octus. p.82 
3?. Breasted. A storz ot E6JPt• p.446 
38. J. s.or1f'f1tha • The Exodus 1n the L1gbt or 

Aroheologv. p.45 



Advocates of the lnte date lay muc~ ntross on the 

:fact t h at t heir vlet1 haro onizes \11th Exodus 1.11, narne1y, 

t h at ~'the children of' Israel b uilt trc o.suro c i ties 1n 

1!:gypt , Plth o::1 u:1d Raa..":lses." They point out that the Raat:lSes 

afte r nhor.1 the cl ty is nrunos 1s doubtless Rameses II. But 

from Ge nosic 47 .11 v;e leurn that RaaD.Ses was the name ot a 

prov:l .... ,cc i n ~ g1rpt, t:-.:.e noL1e by ·wl.1.ich Goshen cai-:ie to be 

k no m a lr~ady in t _e duy s o.f Joseph at least 200 years be­

f oro t he t lrne of Ra.meses II. After a oare£ul study 0£ the 

r c l ov2~n t !.fSS., including t h o ~yrian, some scholars have 

c o;;ie to t h e conclu ~ion t h at tbe true reading or t..1-i1s verse 

is not "Pithom and Raemses," but Pitho::n ot Raamsos ( tr..e 

p rovlncc). Thos e DCholuro may be right or wrong, but their 

p ossib l lity of be ing right shows ho~ norrou the basis 1s 

on '1.'lhlch the opposite view res ts. 39 

Yet hovr could the store..:city be called Raamses when 

there wos no kin g by the name of Ra~.mses be.fore the 13th 

century? It is a. .fact that sevei,_ty k!Ilgs reigned tour 

hu.ndrc..;d )-ears 'Le.fore Hmnesas II between 1900 and 1600 B.C., 
,,1 

o any 01· ·whom aro not kno,·m. by nm.,e. •hose we kno\7 have real. 

Egyptian 11ru1 es as Amener.lhet~ Senusret. Apophia etc. :ta 

there no the possibility ot a Rameses among the nnJr:nownT40 

Furthernore. before Remeses I the name does occur as a 

brother of Raremh1b under the XVIIth Dynasty. Again. the 

39. Ross, Hibbert Journa1. 1940-1941• pp.&>6-~ 
40. Yahuda. :L11e lccuro.oy o.f the Bible. p43 

1., 



name Ramoae occurs on a tomb dating~ the ts.a. or ........ Mir 
III. It is al.so start11ng to f'lnd the nmne R- M tlle1a f4 

a prince 1n the XVIIth Dynasty• U 

A.H.Gardiner 1n the Jo't1rna1 of' Egn,tian .Al'oheo1og 

a s serts that, "We r.1ay ree1 certain that Tell e1-Betrabell 1li IIDl5 

Raru::l!los."42 This statement ot Oard1ner 1a aup~ bJ' Petrie 

h1msc1f. l1e1thor Pith~ nor Raamaes needed to be built -

Romeses II, for both or them had been 1n exiatenoe J.ong be­

l?ore the XIXth Dynasty. Petrie dug into the f'omdat!on de­

posits o~ Raamaea and disoovered a small arched br1ok tClllb 

or an in.font buried at f'ull. length with 1ta head. to tbe -~. 

A t Gezeh 1n Palestine Kaoalister f'oum 1n1'anta buried 1D a 

similar wo.y ar·ter they had been saor1t'1oed at the ~unHR 

. ot a c1ty,caatle. or bouae• !he revolting Canaanite p~ 

wus current long bef'ore the time at R-•• n. ~ 
Petr1o come across atone Tue.a of' the 01d :Stngdae and al8e 

weights and meaaurea elating rrom the 1X1iib. to Ula X1I1dl 

Dynasties at a depth or twelw to f'~ t•• be.1.ow U. ~ 

of' the XVI~ and Xlltil l>Jnaat7 bnlldlnp.6:5 

1beae d1aoowr1e• prow t.hl 1111,s.atQ ~ Uae ~- -

make it man1f'eat thB the Ia1'Ml.S. ... __.. aot; 1*19 -,.g,: al 

builder•• but ware bQ1J41ng en a rea.ztrll• 

with age. 



I t l s rcnarlcci.bl0 t h o.t at Snft cl-!Ioi::nn. or Goshen. the 

c cmcte.ry u.inc ovcrecJ. 1rJ Pet 1•te y lelc.1.P-d 1.500 craves. nhlch on 

exru,t1no.tion dc.t ecl from the t1rne of the XVIIIth !)rnasty and 

continued dorm t o 1 or.ian t ir~cs. Du ... '"ing the XVIIth Dynasty 

the buriru.~ \, · PO part1culru?ly nt11,01"0 1s ,-:1th rJ.uny of the dead 

i nter r e in s l i pper shaped cof.f t ns. The f'act that t h e doatha 

t ook p l ace in Goshon under the :·v r i th. Dynasty., r1hen the op­

prec rd.on o:r t h e e arly elat e was in progrcso., give::, point to 

t h e pathetic c ry of' t h o fie r eus at t he Red Seo.. "Because 

there r;cre :.10 graves 1n Et;ypt., ha.s t thou taken us away to 

die in t ho ,11lderness? 11 (Ex.14.11)44 

r/ith the excep tion of the favorable h1stor1ca1 con­

clit:l.ons under Ra:ciosos II, t h o on1y evid!3nce f'or the oppression 

o f Israe l b J t llls Pharaoh are the store-cities of PithOJ:n 

a nd Ra.,1.1ns0s . \'Then the archcolog ical evidence ls considered, 

t h e identity of these cities remains an open question, and 

it is cl6ar t hat both of the cities were founded muoh ear11er 

t h an nan eses II;. Neither the Bible nor Archeo1ogy- t'urnish 

any reason to substantiate the belief' .that Rmneses n: was 

the 'Pharo.oh of the 0-.9-1)reasion. 

3. The Exodus 

Hav1nc 1dent1r1ed Rameses II as the Pharaoh or the 

oppression, those who f'avor tl'"e late date of tbl Exodus 

(1225 B.C.) p1.'oceed to 1dentU'y Merneptah (12:.;5-1215 B.C.) 

with the Pharaoh of the Exodus. 

44. Knight, Nile and Jordan, p.138 



One of' t l1e ch.ici' arc;un:.ont ~ for the l ute dutc of t he 

Bxodu.~ ia t ho c1.:i.s c o•1cry of t b.c 1·er r e r 'tah Stole 1n 1896 by 

Sir l.1 llnrl0rs Petrie. The i n.scrir.,t1on lo o. hyr;!l!I of' victor;,. 

c ele br:.1t:tne tho -crlu: ph of' t~ernoptnh ovor t h e Libynns. It 

Hc.s c t'!.t on the bec k or c. nw .g .• '11.1-.ficont b l rwl: cro.nite otelo 

o ver ton .feet; hie,h. 4 5 ThP- co :1.clucl:l.r .. {; ~tro~he r eadn: 

Tie l:i1 gc aro o·.rertlU"'O\:n, ~o.y lng: "sc.l.s.onl" 
Hot one hol ds u p h is heau OIJon · t he 1111..e bo\7s. 
i.os t cu is Tohcnu. 
Kheca is p ~c1£ied, 
Plun c red 1~ tho Cc.nau.n \Jii;ll eve~J evil, 
Carr ied 01':r is Askelon., 
3eized u p on is Gezer, 
Yenorun is lilndo e.s a th1}1f; not ox is ting. 
I srael is desolated, h ls seed is not; 
Pa l estine has b e come a wid0\7 for Egypt. 
,Ul the lancls ru·o united • t h e y are pac11'1ed; 
~vory one that is turbulent is bo~'1d by King 
I.erneptah, nho gives life liko Ra every day.46 

~his iruJcr1pt1on contains t b e only mention of Israe11n 

a uocmnc n t of this a ge outside the Bible. For tho.treason it 

is or grcc.t L-.1por tance. It should be noted that "Israe1" 1s 

n e n ticned n.lonc \'11th peoples and places in Pal.estine and 

Phoenecia. 'lbe Egrf)tio.n uaed a certain "determinative" 1n 

connectio n \Jith naIDes of settled peoples, and that sign ls 

h ere used with Tebenu, ' Jl.eta, Aske1on, Gezer, am Yenoam, but 

not v;ith "Israel. n47 Thus the ":tarael n here ref'err ed to waa 
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not in Egypt, and had not aottled 1n Pal.est1ne as the adherents 

of t he l a te date claim. 

45. GrUf'ithB. The Exodus 1n the L1ftt or Aroheo1op. Pe.ft9 
46. G.Darton, Archeo.ioE-,7 and the B1 a. p.3'76 
47. ibid., p.376 



'I'ho priru:.:E:) ., ''hi::; seed is n ot." hc.s bee r.. s lven several 

1r..ca..~incs a :: t ·.:.o s l a y :i..n (3; 01' tt.c r:!alc Isr ncl1t e chlldrcn by 

t h e F.r;:J t :1&.ns ., t h e doptrv.ct1on o'f: crops, t h e oppresoion of 

PlllU"ao ,;ho 1m c-in n o t Joc 0ph., a.ie. the Egyptian version of tho 

J .;tocJ.'.:s c 1.u"'re:!..1 t :1t the c o ;;rt o f : :erncptnh. 

I:rou :::;t0<1 i n his " Ju ciont :<eco1"'().s rr points ou t t hat : 

"Thi s p hl"::ts c is .fotmd five tines elcetrhore in the inscriptions 

r c ::'er r·7 'l'lS to ~1 n _ber o.f o ther pco _:,los a s f'ollm7c,: 

1. ' 'rhose . h o reac b.ed my b order e.re desolc.tcc.1., 
t~eir s eed 1s r.ot.' 

2 . 1Thc Llbyann a..ri_t!. the Sepec1 ru."'c uo.oted, t h eir 
s eed le not.' 

3 . ''l"he .fil"t:) has penetrated us , our seed. 1s not .. ' 
~ . '

1.Phei1"' c ities are made ashes, , ;anted., desolated; 
t ~eir seed !s not.' 

5 . ' Gore d 1s the ch.le~ or Aznor ••• his seed is not.• 

The uorc.1s "h is., t !1e1r., our seed is not.," are therefore a 

c o nve, t _onal p l1r a.se e.ppliccible to a.n y dofcuted acd plundered. 

p!3op lo . n48 

Drea~tcd aldo 01c-p lalns the lin e, "Pa1est1n'3 hno becoT!le 

a nidoy1 f or E~ypt." '.,uot1ne; a pnrallol pus so.go nhero Ra.meses 

II in c e.lJ.cd a. "husbn:'1.d" o r ·i?r:>t l:.!ctor "of' Egypt.," hG addsl 

He nco a. lan d r2.a7 be uido::cd., ':7 i thout a 
h u sbo.!a1d. ., rdthout a protector., and Palestine 
h ..1<.l no protector a.go.ins t Eg--JPt• 49 

'lhe !!.nocrip tlon then r·ocurdn ·.;be <let'oot of ~ "Iaruol" in 

or n eu:r Palost ine.50 
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The adh.oronts of tlle l.a to date of' t h e Exodus (l.225 B.C.) 

the 
48 •. Breasted quoted by 

L182t of Archeol°§"• p.60 
u. lbia • ., p.o 

50 • .1b1d •• p.61 

Gr1.rf1ths. The Exodus 1n 



ref'er U1e I s1·uelito i ncident o! t h o l.'..erneptah Htolo to the 

Canaa..s-iitc:; i n their f'lrst c.tter.ip·t to enter Canaan u.ndo1• 

~lose e. 51 .1: rof'ensor ~~uville so.ys : 

There is n o indi cati on i,hatsoever t;iat this 
oto.te of t hings is d ue t o t he victories of the 
1 inG ••• It is not saitl that he person ally dld 
a nything ln tho destrn c tion o:f Aslrelon or 
Innuru:mm. 52 

; or d ocs t h e .lnscription prove tho.t t he victory over I srael 

wus ;:on y a n i:gyptian h oii1e army. ',~1e :b.nvc no Ee~"'1.s of judg­

i ng -:-1he thcr· ~o:w:e 01:• ul.1 t h ese v i ctories were due po.rtly to 

:C.t;:;.Y Jt l tm r;arrisons 1 01, to ·troops sent specially £rom :,gypt~ 

or t o Hat:tve vas~als or n.llios of' the kuig. 'l'his severe re­

verse wao i n.f lictcd upon ~ nomndic Israel 1n or near Pa1es­

ti:ne by r ulers who t'J0re ur.der tho suzerainty o:f the Egyptian 

lcin5 . ·J.·hc <.lefoat sui'ficed to protect Cano.an f'rom further 

atGack b y Israel until thirty-eigl.1t years l , ter. thus ful.­

f'illins tho cnsential conditions of the Israel stele• and 

p l a cint; t h e :i:.xod.us d '!.U-'in.fl t h e reign of L~erneptah. 53 

Thia interpretat i on of' the Merneptah Stele pr•esents 

several veY.i:i1g d1£1·1cul.ties. Ii' the Ama1ek1tes and. Canaanites 

"Oere Egyptian allies uho def'eated 11 :tsrnel." 1n tlleir :tirst 

at tempt to lnvade Canaan. there is a striking oontrad1ot1on 

,·11th the i.7erneptah Stele. As Egypt1an al.lies ~1ght1ng 1n 
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51.Numbers l.4.4<>-45J Deuteronomy 1.41-46 
52. Navill.e quoted by Gr1f'j.':i.th8, Ex. in L164t ~ Arch •• p.52 
53. 1b1d •• pp.61-52 



in t ho intcr·oct of -e:c•nc~Jtoh., \'L.-.J ::;honlcl the A:-.. ~~el1::ltos cmd 

Car1a:;u i teu orjj.1 t.Gr1·i t ory, n A!..:kolo:1 b~ cru."i·iocl of'.r , Gczor 

sei~od ., ::u~d · a l e;stine boc •xae e. \71do\/ for Eeypt? " 54 

If t he Lxod s took pla ce ir: 122S B. C., t her e :J.3 also an 

1.11ex..9l a i .nabla clic~g:.}con.ent ·.:Ji t h t h e tco t:!.:lony o f' c.rcheology 

.from Jerich o . Gors t; ung' c c;i:cavatioi"'.C ~t J"3richo t:::>3tlfy to 

t ne L10,3 i.;ruct l on o.f t l'.Llt c i t y urouncJ. l ..:00 .: .c. 55 ..:c11 :1.pture 

a sse :r·t ~ ch a t it as t b.c Isr acl1tos uho razed Jericho af'tor 

(lGr.:.5-1215 i, . C.) tm t b.e . hs.raoh o.i' t ho Exodus., .Jerlaho was 
,.tr 

destr-oJ.ad b.:.f'ore the Israe lites/E&;ypt •• 

r l:i.is interpret a tion of the ~erneptah Stele fur thorr~oro 

confl i ctz ·-.,it h t ho Biblical chronoloey in I Kines 6.1. In 

t h:i.s po.ss aee t h o peri0d .from t h e Ezodu.s to the building or 
t l' e tenpl e ln t h e .fourth J eo.r of So1cmon's r e ign lo described 

a s ~80 y e ru.•s. The accepted dates for t he ~u1ld1ng or the 

templ e ran~o from 9 84-D60 n.c. Ii' 480 yearo are a d d ed to 

984 or 969 D. c., the Exodus woul.d f'a.1.1 in t }10 n1dd1e or the 

f ift o ~nth cer(tury, and not 1n t he middle or t h o th:trtocr..th.6'7 

F.Iighor critici sm l"ega.rds the vE.rse in I Kings 6.1 aa 

n glosD . ~'he rE,asons given a.re the divergence of the Septua­

gint 1',"Thic h reod.u 440 years; the artific1a1 character of the 

numbor· 480, ·a multiple of 40J and that 40 1s conm,.onl.y used 

in t he Old Tester,1ent not as an ar1tbmetS.c expressS.on. bu.t aa 

Gr1f'£1ths• !fhe Ex. i.n L?61Jt o~ 
Gars~Bn6• Foiiiitat1ons o !bie 
Joshua 1.1-2J Joshua 6 
Or1f'f1tha. op. c1t •• p.60 

Arch •• p.6:5 
Hlotorz. p.146 


