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"a1t1ee of' the ·!:)lu1n, '' Sodom and Gomorl'ah, which are said 

to have been destroyed durln.i5 h1H 11fet1 ne. Glue·ck' a 

ex.plorution.s 1n Edom and Moab show t hat l t waA thic~ly 

settlea a.t this ti ,:1e, but. ohortly thereafter e. gap of sev­

eral 
0

c r-m tu1'"ies 1r1 their ocoupat1on b~gan. ' 2 'l'he circum­

stances r.eflected in the atory of Abraham theref or e flt 

vary well. i nto t he a.rchaaolog1cal evidence. Thus ·we seg 

t hat one has a ver y l ogical r eason for datln.; ur.aham Bt 

about 2000 B. C. Aocord1ng t o any curr .. nt vl e:;w or chronology, 

2000-1500 a.c., and 2000 B.G. 10. otill a usefltl dat.e t.o 

rcm~mb~r f or Abraham when dt"te.11ng in round 11umosra. 

Suml!llng u,9 t h e abov e data, W<? fin i th1:1t by talt1ng the 

elate 966/7 B.c. _(the bu1ldlng of. r~olomon' s templ e) plus 

Lt.SO ( !.xcdus 6:1) plus 430 ( Isra•ll' a por1od 1n Esyl,t - Exo• 

due:; 12;40) pl us 215 ( :>~tr.1.arohal period - G·enee1e 12:4, 

20:5, 25:26, 47:9), we tteach a.n approxlmata dat0 f or Abra.• 

ha.m's dei,2.rturo from Haran, about 2090 s.a.'3 

Thue- ,-:e seo t.i1af. t he chro~1ol?5ical dat a. 1n th"' Bible 

favor t.h-a el\rly date, 141,-7 a. c. , for the dat e of the Fl:odas 

rattier t han th':! l:ata date, 1290-1300 a.c. 
Wh.at wao ha~i"en1ng ln F.gypt ln the fift.eenth century'? 

32Nelson Glueck,· '1J::Xploro.t1ono 1n :!.a.stern l>nlestine 
and the Negeb, 11 8 1 A. ~'3.0. R1111 55 ( Sept.ember, 1934), 15-16. 

33Jack, .ml• J!ll•, p. 208. 
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Doac the s tory of the Exoius r1t lnto the h1storl cal back­

ground of Egypt durlns thto t1me? TheA~ queetlons wlll be 

cone1der,:d 1n th~ riext chapt er. 



OHAPT ~ III 

CONTRor .. ()lFR Pt'.r .. ·• :.lTINE. 

Api:.::rt. fro:!l Abraham' a en~oroed vis! t t.o F.sypt in the 

days o r t he raminP. r e f orred to in GcnfJsi ,~ 12: 10, the•r e is 

no 1Ubl1ca l rr,cord of Hebrew-Egy~t.lo.n relations until the 

pcrio:i of Jacob and JosR1:,h. r-1ow ,-1e have l earned 1:n t.he pre• 

v l ous chapt er that Jacob' s entry int." Egypt and the begin­

ning of the Icrael1ta sojourn ln the same country ocnarred 

in 1677 B.C. Thia wo11ld date the entry during the Hykeos 

p . r1od, acoor:11.ng to the longer schE'me or Egyptla."l chro• 

nol ogy , or about a huodred years before it, accor-.!ing to 
l the shorter ocheme, for the beginning or .the pdl1 tlca.l 

i:J llWer or tbe Hyksos . in xgypt was preceQded by nearly two 

centuries of gradual 1ni'1ltrs.tlo11 from a.pout 1900 B.o.2 

Kyle:, and many other modern his t orians agree, on the 

whole, that. the-~ condU,ions ,::,f t he Hyksos p,ar1od afford a 

nu.t.ura.l setting for Joseph' e r1ac to t}ower a~"ld f or the 

l ,,i .• . J. Jack, lb.!~ Qt~ J.i:X,,d:1s ( E<U:nburgh, Ehg• 
land: T. & T._ Olark, 1925), p. 171. 

~11ller Burrow,~ Mean These Stonesy_ (New Haven, 
Conn.: American Schools of Oriental Reae&rch, c.1941), 
P1o 69. 

3Melv1n Grove Kyle, MoF.es !:!lll .1dl£ Monumentos Li5ht 
~ Arche.eglou.y .911 gentateucha.1 J1m6s (oberl1n, Ohios 
Bib11otheca sacra Oom9any, o.1920, PP• 120-22. 
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SP.ttlement or Israel in Ke1;,t. Furt.hermore , archaeological 

evi dence 1s f orthcoming to show relat1ons between the 

Hebrews and t htJ Hyka FH two ~·E u·t.lnctly Hebraw names 1 

Ya' qobhar and Hur are fom1d on Hykcos scarabs. 4 

The f'act that the Hebret,o wer e i n Sgypt during the 

t i me o r ·t.h E:' Hylrnos period sabs tant.lateo t h o etat.emant that. 

t he I s r a~litAo r eceived a fri endly r occptlon in Egypt 

beoau e at t hr:. i :t,1me the co•lntry was un,le1" r,~l e r e who 

th mselve~ wer e or nom1t1c d·escent. Ir, the same way, one 

ce.n aoncl ad,c t ha t after the expuls·lon or the Hyksos the 

.gy:)tiaos would have u.eed r epr e so1ve mea~ures e.galnnt t he 

h,th~rto ruvored He'brflwa. 

t-iany ocholsra have felt that the Exodus mu.at ha.vo been 

C{)rmec't,'?d 1n come way wl th t h1s expuls1~n or the Hyltsoe 

from ::r.51!, t which too•· place under Ahmost· I ( c. 1580-1557 

a. c.)5 between the years 1580 a. c. and 1550 B.o.6 n. a. 
H:111 a;1•l GarcUr1er a r E: a mong those who have he ld such e. 

Vi6w. 7 

Henoe the Exodus of the Israelite s 1a ragarded not 

only as C1ynchronr.,ue with the expula1on or the Hyksos 1n 

lans 
~ 

4 Burrows, .sm,. ,2ll. , p. 71. 
5Janteo Henry :Sroe.eted, A History .Qt lb.! Ancien~ F.Sfpt.­
(?~ew York: Charlea Scribner'~ Spna, c.1905}., pp; 26• 
The dates followed here are tho~e of Breaeted. 
6 

Burrows, SU?• .,gll., •P• 71. 
7 Jack, .2!!• .9.ll. , pp. 169-73. 
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1.i'gypt, b1.,t. also a s a ;;,art of t.hat movement.. However, t o 

!,>lace t.he date oft.he Exodus as e.arly a s 15SO .a.c. W'Juld 

involve one 1.:'l gre·at d1ff1cult1es. 

To . l1J.ce the ExoduA at t.hLa date woul d do violence 
not only to the .i.mplicu.ti-,ne of ,,,,..xodua 1:7-14 r egard-
1n. intensified persecut.1on or the Hebrews, but also 
wo~l d run roughRhod over I Klng~ 6:1 to lengthen the 
period fro~ S~lo~on to the Exodus ~o 612 11aro instead 
of 480 demanded by the blbllcal atatsmant. 

?( =lr.:mver, th~ u.1•chaeolog1cs.l evidence all fa.vor e a later 

date II a o we:, shall pr es~n1,ly oe·: ln the next. ohe:pt ar. 

However, a m~r e formidable argument 1n sv.pport of t he 

l at~ d ate t bcory cl3lme t hat ~al estine was so effectively 

co trolled a ~ an ~S,Ypt1an pr ovince t hat lt was , ractlcally 

l ·n. OS !'l. iblc1 !."or the Israelites to h ave t ~l:en poes ees1on or 

t he l a . d br:lf'>re the r e Len ,,r R.ameo. es II ( c. 1:;01-12;4 D. c. ) • 
Thin mea.nA that 1f w·· allow f or th~ f '.)rty year::: s ojourn or 

the I era olit, a ln t he wilderness, t he r-.x,,das wou l d ba d&.ted 

around t.he· ye ar 1250 .... c. Thus u. F. /ilbr15ht. oays:9 

From about 1550 to a oout 1225 a. a. ?al est.1ne roma:111ed 
an 'Ji'gypt1an pr ov1nce un1ntorruptedly except tor brief 
r ebe-11.ions, auoh as one at the end of tlhc r eign or 
~uee.n Hatshepaut and ~thers in t he time or Set.hoe I 
and R!.l.meosec II. 

L~t. us examine the hlatory Qf _gypt and Palestine dur-

8J. McKee Aclamn, Anc1e:nt Records A!L ll1£ .Bibles ~ ,.&u::: 
!U:/. .D.£ ~raha~2101r1a13,1 'liyia5nge .1D t,beir smu;:10.,. .DD .llle 
Int,oi r\t,,· .!lf ...1Jls HJ !'-lt-?cl oai Na,rra.t,\vee !l! ~ ~lble (Nash­
vllle , 'r;nn.: Broatlman Frees, c.1946) 1 p. 215. 

9w1111am Foxwell A1br1·ht, !£m! lh! Stone A30 To 
c:~r1stian1tts MonnthAtem .awl th~ Hietgrical ~rooess\2nd 
revl~ed odlt.lon; Baltim,,re: The John Hopkins •·rcas, 1946), 
p. 155. 
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1ng the e1 -.'h t.eenth and nineteenth Dynast1eo a 11 ttle 

The invasion of Pal eetlne was bcgtL~ under Ahmose I 

(o. 1580-1557 s.c.), the founder of the XVIII Dynasty. He 

was su.ooeeded by hls son Amenhotep I a.n • then by hls daugh­

ter' r. hus'bami, Thutmose I, who campai gned s cceas tully 1n 

Nubia amt a A far a s t.:1e .•.u.9hratss. The only 11v1ng child 

of Thutmosc I and his queen was a dau.g.~ter, t he r sma.rko.ble 

Hatsher,,sut. Lee;ally, Hat.aheps:.&t was the only heir to thP. 

t hr o1e , ye t oho could not actually re13n as k1~1g bu.t could 

only covey the crown to her husband by marrl&ge. Thut.mose I 

a l s o had a son who ~-1a.s born by one of hle secondary wives. 

I n. order t o ~ecure the t h rone for 111c son, he was married 

to his half~s1a~er, Hatshapaut, and rclg~ed a s Thutmose II. 

The o:""J ly s on of Tllut:ooaa II wa.e bom to hin1 by a harem girl 

an::l was at1ll a boy when his father died. As 'rl'lutmose III 

he ralcd nominally wlt.h Hatnh~~sut (c. 1501-1480 s.c.), 
but aot•.1e.lly th1e powerful woman took f'ull control or the 

g over ,1men t. 

After ,ueen Hatsh~~sut died, Thutmose III (o. 1501-

1447 a.c.) r eigned a~ rharaoh alone. He is generally ohar­

acter1zad a~ ono or t hG gr e11.to~t monarchs of anc1E,at Egypt. 

Upon em~rging aR sole ruler, this ~•haraoh burst fo~th in 

f ur1o~s activity. He ex~reseed his r esentment at hev1n5 

beon kept so long i n a minor position by hacking out the 

f'i r,,ure o.11u name of Hat.ehopaut t:h.erCJver theDe a;,pAo.r e•\ 
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on monuments throughout i;g:;pt. Then he led his arm1en lnto 

battle in ?alest1ne and Syria. In seventeon cam9a1gns 

~utmoae III cn1:.a.'bllshed the absolute power or E'gypt as 

rar ae t he Elaphrates a.nd built the first real Fgyptian 

Empire. 11he whole country of Palaetlne on bot h s1de9 of 

t.he Jo1•de.11 was rnad.e an Egyptian provlnce by th1e Pharaoh. 

• This vast empire r emalned intact, more or leso, throug."1 

t he r e i gns or Thut mos~ Ill's 1m~ed1ate succee ~rs , Amen­

hot ep !I (c. 1447-1420 B. ~.) and Thutmose IV (c. 1420-1411 

J3. c.). Thus w~ oee that frorn a.bout 1550 .a. c. to a.bout. 11i11 

n. c., ! 1ale F-t ine -waa under the control of >::gy.pt.1an Pharachs.10 

~a t h t:1e p1•1nc1pla ra.cts regarditl...; tho r e 15ns of the 

l' ha.r o.ohs of t.h e early eighteenth Py:ias ty br,rf'ore us , W9 cau 

proc~ .tl to br ing t .4e exodua into t.he picture and draw sev­

eral 1nferenoea. 

li'lrs t.., t a.}:ine; ones again the yea r 1447 .o. c. a s the 

do.t e of t tlri :rxodus , we r1n 1 that it ralle withln thc-: l a ·st 

yea r t>r t..wo oi' t ho reign or Thutmone III (c. 1501 ... 14'•7 a.a.), 
ll 

· wh 9 wo..cld the.a be come t hi, Pha r e.oh of t ,e 0? :'ressicm. 

Thi · p lct.=.1re nr '!'hutmose II 1, as the op-;>reasor nf' the 

I s raelites , would be quite credi ble s i nce we kaow t hat he 

1°For a complete d1so~ss1on or tho succees1on of' rul­
ers e.t thie t1me sec Geors e St eindortf', and Keith C. SeolG, 
~ E$tYpt 'Ruled !t!! ~, (Ch1aagos Un1verg1ty of' Chicago 
Presa, o.1942). 

11J. P. Fret>, Archaeolosy an.a B1§1t? Hiet.orY ( m1eaton, 
111.s Van Kampen Pr ess , c.1950},p. 6 . 
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was a great. bu.lldcr amt employe<i C'!cmU,ic laborers on his 

oonstruot1on projecta. 12 Ahmose I (c. 1580-1557 a.c.), 
who expelled the ilylts oa, might have been the "new king over 

Esynt, ·who kne-'t: not Jnscph" ment1onnd in Exodus 1:-9, l3 and 

\,uce,n Hatshapsut ml5ht. have been the " ~'haraoh' s daughter" 

of' Exc~ 1.1s 2:5-10. 1.li And if we aocapt, Thutmoso III as the 

Pharaoh or the Oppr es s ion then hls auccesoor, Amenhotep II 

(a. 1447-1420 a.c.) was the ~haraoh of the Exodue. 15 Thus 

we see ·that the early date 1447 n.c. fits very well into 

t h-J h l s t cr1cal ) ict.ure. 

llet ur l n· , no~;, t o the question o'f r gyptian c ot1trol 

~ve r .P1tl aatlna, , ·e find tha t Amenhotep III (c. 1411-1375 

e.c.) war: the lmmediate aucces3or of Thut.moRe rt. It was 

d~r i . g hle re1_n t hat the empire attained 1ta greatest 

s ;.: l ondor. 16 Howf.r.rer, 1t w.ao about the twelfth year of th.is 

r e i gn (o. 1400 B. C.) that oert.ain movement.a began here and 

tlls r •~ which l ed t.o th0 gradual weakening of C:gypt' a hold 

17 upon her outalde poo~e~olons. 

12 s. L. Oatger, Tho Old Testame11t And Modern .ul ... coverv 
~Lo!'ldon: s. P. o. 1.r. • 1938 ), p. 17. 

13 
Ibid.• p. 14. 

14Jaok F1nesan, Lii:tht ~ !!:!.£ Ancient ~: In! Archae­
olo~1oa.l .f3aolt~round ,2,! lh,! Hebrew .. Chr1s't,1an Rel131on (Prince .. 
t.;>n, N. J.; ?rinoeton University Press , c.1946), p. 106. 

15 . Ca15or, Jm• .sll•, p. 20. 
16F1negan, .22• clt., P• 93. 
17 · Jack,.$?• s,!!., pp. 34-8. 
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our1..g th.t-1 reign ot hie immed1at.e successor, .>\men­

hot®p I V ( o. 1375··1356 n .. ~.), also known ae i\kna.t.on, t he 

orinla i n !?e.l es t1ne became a.o t e . 16 Oonf'1rma.t.1on or all 

this has boer. 1mmens~ly s tr~n8t honed by t he discovery of 

tho l arge collect1on or Tell el-Ama.rna. Letters (over :550 

in a.11) 19 w1i.::h w~rc f'oi.lnd in 1887 l the arcbi-rr .s of 

4.kn~t.on f a r oroign ot'rice. 20 

'.fhe :;, l e t t ern, aoverlng a :,e1'lod f rom about 1400-1366 

.B. c. "21 h O\·: that ~_ypt.1an control o•;e r .1. a l o,.,tlne had b co1 

s wea?:::e cd s.nrl, r el exed from a.bout 1J100 B. "" • onwa?'ds , t llat 

any ·n·AU d.inoipl1n.e.d , or5a.nlZfld £orc8 co,1ld t alm po~e1eosion 

r>f t ho la.ri . The -w:rltrare complain b1tta?'ly of :gy?t'o 

e t t.he!r 

ap~ea l s fo~ he l p agai,gt the 1nv~d~ra. 

•.r f: t rc:ubl G c:mmo · f'rom s :~vere.l quarter ,. 22 Flrst, 1n 

t he nort~1 , th 'ittites, u,1d~r the 1 ad rsh1_ of Sh.uop1lul1u, 

wc•r c pourh1g s o th and attackln3 yr1a. Second , furt.her 

s ou. t.h, t he t roubl e ·was c:iused by ,\mor1 tcjs who had the 

no!a1s c~llcd ZAGAZ. These people, 

18Ib!d•, p . 39. 
10 J Sir Fredario Kenyon, The Dibl e .am! Archaeolo:51 (New 

York: Harper & 61 .. others , n.d.}, p. 71. 

20aa1eer, _sm. ill•, p. 21. 
21Ja .. lr, .2.2,. ill• , P• 42. 
22lbid h7 ~7 -· • pp. "t -:> • 



along with t he Hlttites, capturf)d town aft.er town 1.-i north­

ern Palestine. Finally, ln the aouth 1 af'f'a:1.:rc wero e~ually 

f'"rious . , ract1cally all r>t the e n_outhern princes sent 

lette11 Fo 9.ppealin . fo;:o h .lp against invad tag arml 11. In 

~urtlouler, t he governor of J erus~lem, Abd.1•H1bn, ma~as 

ur0ent r eq~ ~st s fo r f.gyptlan troo.,n , stating tha t unless 

+.h ey ca bn s .. -eedily oent., the whole country wi ll be lost 

t~ ;:C'!'.y pt. .. He oalla t he i!lvadiig e.rmlf:3s the "Hab!ru", a 

~ame ~hich m ny acholar~ believe to ba the exact equivalent 

h1lo­

l c, ,1c,;s.11y ~.qu.:ivQlG t, no hiatorical oonnect,!on can be 

t.rac :i b~t.W1:.:f)n t h e .Hab1.ru r evoll..ltion and ti'H.- or 1e;1nal 

1.wa.11 io.1 of Ctm e.an by t h!: I 9re.P.ll tee un:tcr ·J r>shu,9.. The 

t w mov omc11t s w r e ~ns ontlally d11:'t1nct. 24 For, on. the 

r.;.~s t by T"f:J.Y of Jez•1cho, ,1h1.lc , oa t he other ha."ld., the 

I 25 11Habir.1: lc.unchP:i t heir atta.0;k fro .. the north. The most 

0 ,1 • ce.:1 say !e t.he.t the 1'Habh":.1" . were groups of nomadic 

1Jr ~ r:, i -nomadlc pe opl e o t2 t he des-:!rt bor..:ier or the Fert'l.le 

Cl"eec (,?.,t. In t1::1es of po2.ce they wo:ri-ted. i o va1'1r.m.a C&ilac-

1t:les for t he sottled oeople. In un~ettled per-iods they 

23 F1:iega n , ~- ID• , : • 101. 
24Jack, .2.r,1. ~-, pp. 128-29. Jack says 11!la~iru'' were 

the Hcb;re,,si of tho 1!:Xodus. 
2• =>John Garotang , ~ Foundati::ms £I. Bible History: 

Joshua , Ju. n:es (London: Oo:1stable , 19:;1), P• 255. 
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might have raided the urban areas or hired themselves oat 

as me?'CP.narie~ to one party or another. 2~ 

•Vt t his point it t11 l nt.e r e f, t.ing t.o note 'r. J. Meak' s 

vie w w1 th r egar d 't,o the dat e :,f the 'EJX'l:ius. 

H~ b ,11e,1i:= :.1 th:-it the 11liablru" 1nvao1on or th ~ Amarna 

r .. e t.1.s r s "t1a.o one of the fi rea.t invas ion!\ of Beiou1m1 f'r•om the 

de, r ·t, an 1nva~lon whlch was p-roceeding 1r: a r101ithw sterly 

d1r•, ctiorl . ()ne g rou 'brokA off t.u1der the l eader hip of 

J o"?hua an.. ushe:d 1·rLi, Palesti ne , con.querlng Jericho some 

time durln · t ho fourteenth century 3.0. As the mo,, sm~.nt 

~ r:>occded s out hward , other groups broke arr and late-r :form­

~1 t h o t i ng.ioma of' • mmo, , l:oab , and ~dom. A r.,ox•t1on o f ti11s 

" · u1n :novcrnent .ot. i nto E'5ypt , ,-;o.s l ed out from l:.he?"e 

by ,•lt>soo abr.mt 1200 1:L C. • r> lckr.d up a. t eu other tr:lbea or 

c l e . s i n the :E•agion of' the Sinai .. en!nsula, and then invad­

e· ?'ales t. .i.a c dlr eotly f'r•o,n tho aouth t111:.hout g o lng e.rou."'ld 

t.o t e ea.a t. of th£> Dead Sea. 'l'h11s in thi s view there arc 

t wo distinct phe.eee: the invasi on of t he Joseph tribes 

( theeE: t1•1baa h !.d nev ... r been i n tgypt) l ed by J oshua troro 

Trn.e1sjorde.n in the l a.to t'ifteonth and fourteenth cer1tury 

B. 'J. 1 a. t h<~ invas ion by i-!oses into Judah from tllo s outh 

1n the second half of' the thirteenth c ntury u.c. 27 In e. 

26G. E. t 1•lgb.t, " Epic of Con 1uo~t, :, ~ Bl ollcal rchs.e­
olo&iat., III ( September, 1940), 30-1. 

27J;bid., :58 • 



26 

word, then , the conquest waa a gradual 111f'lltrat1on into 

the oountry from the north and cast thu.t extendecl ovor a 

oonaldc::n.--abla period of time and di~· not become an accom• 

pl1.sl1ed fact until the tlme of the monarchy. 28 

nowevor• , the:r•e ar,:J a m.1mbor or object.ions which one 

may ra1Ae against t.h1s theory of' the date of the E:Xodus. 29 

F1ret, Jnshu.,a 1s placed at least s. c,,ntury and a half before 

[1im~es , so th~t the formor dld not succeed tho latter. 

~eoot1'3 , t.he dr.ta1led Rtory 1:1 Numbers of tha o1roumvent.1on 

o t' t h<" ?.'loabl t e e and Ed·oml t as-, the defeat of S1hon, end the 

mo 11cmon t. of . t.hc lf'lrael1 te tribes from F.5yp t. arou!ld. the Dead 

.)ea, \;orl-:-tng t heir way n.,rth, cou.ld not then "oe accepted, 

.at, l naet wU,h t:.he- Bibll cal writers ' 1nter,rretat1on. rhird, 

J .1ac. h i r. not asqociat.EJd with Egypt. Finally, so:1olare a r e 

by n~ mean certain t oday that the Amarna Lette1·s offer 

eurr,.clent evidence to asaume au.ch a rnaJor 1nvssio!l from 

t he desert regions. 

In :returning t.o the asee,rt1on of t ha lat· date 

theorists that PaleRtl11c was so erf',:ot1v~ly controlled tha~ 

it. we.!? almost 1rupoe31ble to't' the Iora.el1t" e, to have taken 

posaees i on of the lan:1 before 1290 B.c., \-le find that. 1t 

1G not in accord wlth the hiotorlcal evidence. There 1s 

2a'l'. J. f,!eek, 11 '.L'he Iara.elite Conquest, or ::.phraim, 11 

a.: ... :. O.R,. 61 (February, 1936), 19. 
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,good reanon to believe that R5yptla..~ control ln Val~ot1nP. 

was eH, weakened that 1 t was .an easy ma.tte-:r for out.s1ders 

to oo~o 1n and capture the land. On the other hand, if we 

ta?te the yt:.a.1 .. lli00 a. a. a r. the time or the an try or the 

I sra.ell t e ~ 1nt o Palaf\tin.c, 1 t would have t aken place about 

the time when tbe country was seeth1n with .fact1ons and 

plots. ~,1 th •,5Y·9 t:!an po\'1er net1r its lowest ebb, the 

Ieraelitea wo!lld have ho.d a.."l excellent op9ortU:,-iity t o con-

3ol1dat.e· t.bo1r 9os it1ona. li"..irtherDJore, 1f the apclla.t1on 

of tha pr evlou Egyptian conquest.a 1n Pales tine was anything 

like t he.L depicted 1n the records, the tr:i.um;,hs or Egypt 
. . 

:n ~""nt 1: effect the 711n or t\',e coJntry a. 1d accounted in 

a l~i."&e r11("0.SU'Z''O for· the decay of the old Canaan! te po'.:er 

ana civilization allowl!'lg the Ieraellteo to capture tho 

land more r ead1ly.::;o Thua the date, 1400 B.C., would be 

in perfect harmony with t he h1stor1oal data. 

However, the late date th¢or1ots, while e.dm1 tti't1g the 

s~rious l o9s of control r eferred to, hold that the laa~d waa 

rec'Onquered by Egypt duri:'lg the ninet eenth Dynasty. There­

fore , they argue, tho .,cr19d or th~ Isx•aelit.e conc~'-lest must 

he.ve talte:i p l ~ce almost two centuries later whsn Pa.leetlne 

was permanently los t.'1 We proceed , there fore, to examine 
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the h11tory or the nineteenth Dynasty and ses how exten­

s1vely ~6YPt r econquere1 Paleatlne. 

Setl I (c. 1322-1301 B.C.), the second king or the 

nineteenth Dynasty, invaded ?aleatine and wa5ed a numb~r 

of campaigns on the Mediterranean Coast, i n northern Pales­

tine and Syria. Jus t how exteno1ve and lastlrie theoe cam­

pai gns w~r a it 1s ha1 .. d to tell. Ho\-.J'.c\rer1 one can say tha.t 

there l o no trace in h1s cs.mpa.15nc or any occ .tpat.1on Qf 

oentra l and southern Palestine which wcald be the t err1-

th1t, pa.r·l.tcular time 1r they had 1•eoonquered th.•~ l and 

S.l"OU!'l,:l 14,00 So C. 32 

Set.i' g i'a n u~ eon. and auccf;ssor, Rarneaaes II 

(c. 1301"1234 n.o.), continued what his rather started. 

H{>ws v r, he auccoeded only in w1nn1ns back what his fat.her 

held ~efor~ him. 33 Th.a oh1ef r esult of h1o wars i n Pales­

tine and Syri waa to brlng ruin a1d disaster to Ca.aan1te 

civilize.tion near the; coast1 and to st.op the H1tt1t -.s' 

rurt'he1· pi"ogreao tot1ar•do the south. 34 

f~er Rame~ses II, the hold of each succes~ive 

i hara.oh, even upon f::yria aml the oo:is t t 9rr1 t.oriee becam~ 

<52Ib1d., p. 62. 

:,:;;Ibid -· 34 . t 80 Oarstang, _qn,. s,_., p. 2 • 
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weaker. 1~1ame tab ( c. 1233-1223 B. c. ) ; his lmme:liate sue-

. 
cossoi•, s eems to. ha.ve undertaken a a'aml, aign &3ainat :Pales-

t111e . He r efers t o big numerous vlot.oritm i n an lnocr11-~t1on 

on t h bi\ck. or a large s t'!l~ . diacovc r e•.1 by Sir Flinders 

Petrie i n 189·6. 35 Thia v1otory stol e waa erected 1n the 

fi f th yea.1• o:r !~:erneJtah's reign , c. 1228 .a. ,:.,35 and r eoo~d.0 

h1~ va.r ;to:.m cam aigns in the !'ear ":aat, par ·t.icularly in 

Paleatl e . The i mporta.r1ce or t h :te 1ns cr 1, tion lico i n t h e 

fact t.ha t, I11ra1::l i::1 her e ment1ohed f or the f!rat t i...,e as 

be i na out lde ()f :!(~l)t an i ev1df:ntly i ,1 ,. alo3·tlne as a 

~ct t l ed co:-:i,c,m:lty. 37 If, t hnn, the ·;;x 1J:'lu e wo l d ·1ave 

t ake !]l a.er: :iuri n3 the r e16ll of Ra.mes:ses I I , how can t he 

u pholder s ,,r the l a t~ iat.e theory ex plain t he v1ct.<>ry 

:: t e l ~? 

Tbe i:>r i,~f hi s tori cal alt.etch or t h fJ la·t or 'Sgy9 t1an cam-

9a ig:1s ~ho~-.A t ha t. t hes e affor d 11 ttle gro md f ol'" t he con­

t ent ion o r t he late dat e t heor ist s that t ha I sra el i t e con­

quest must have t aken pl ?.ce when i~ales t i ne was ,r,er mane11tly 

lo-t, c. 1250 s.o. 
However, in r ·3View1ng t h lR "1,'hole s 1tus.t.1on , ther e are 

a nu ,,bor or fact.a \ihich must be 1•c:member~d. Flr9t, tull 

35cs. l gAr, .2.2,. ill•, P • 25. 
36 , J ~ck. ,22. 01 t. , ? • 254. 
37 -J1111am Roes, 11Jc-irlcho a .1 t he Date of the Exodus , u 

:th! Hibbert Journai', XXXI X· ( nct.ober, 1940-July, 191:\) ; 
:;01-02. 


