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Doecs the story of the Fxodus 1% 1lato the historiesl back-
ground of Egypt durlng thls time? These queetlona will be

congider=d in the next chanter.



CIHAPTER IIX

THE DATT QF THE =XCDUS IR THYE LIGHT OF ROYPTIAN HISTORY AND
CONTROL OVTR PALLSTINE

ipart from Abraham's enforced vislt to Fgypt in the
days of the famine roferred to in Genesls 12:10, there 1s
no Bilblical rccord of Hebrew-Egystlan pelations uatil the
perlod of Jacob and Jaseph, Now we have learned la the ore-
vicus chapter that Jacob's entry into Ezyst and the begin-
ning of the Isra=zlite sojourn in the same country oscourred

in 15

{ 1’)

TT %0, This would date the eatry during the Hyksos
neriod, accordiing to the longer scheme of Egyptlian chro-
nolagy, or avout & hundred years before it, accsording to
the shorter scnemc,l for the beglnning of the pdlitieal
aower of the Hyksons in Tgypt was prececded by nearly two
centuries of gradual ianfiltratlon from zbout 1900 B.-G.2
Ky1e3 and many other modern historlans agres, on the
whole, that the conditions of the Hyksos pericd afford a

natural setting for Jozeph's risc to power ani for the

lu. J. dack, The Date Of The Ixodus (Fdinburgh, Ing=-
land: T. & T. Clark, 1925). P. 174,

2
Miller Burrows, What Mean These Stonest (New Haven,
Conn.: American wchoolr of oricntal Reoearch, c€.l941),

p. &9.

3'Fclvln Grove Kyle, Moscs and the Moaumentgs Ligzht

Epraom A:uhgeglnﬂy__g Pentateuchal T Times (Oberlin, Ohios
Bibliothsea 3acra Gompeny, €.1520), ppe 120-22,
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settlement of Israel ia Fgypt., Furthermors, archaeological
evidence 1s'forthcom1ng to show relaticiis between the
Hebrews and the Hykseos: two dliatlnctly Hebrsw names,
Ya'gobhar and Hur are fouand on Hykoos scarabs.4

The fact that the Hebrews wers 1la Egypt during the
time of the Hyksos geriod substantiates the aiatemant that
the Isracllites received s frlendly rcception in Egypt
becaune 2t that time the country was under rulersz who
thenselvez wers of Zemitic demcant, In the zame way, one
cea conicluda that after the expulsion of the Hykzos the
Tagy=ntliaas would have used represclve mecasures agalnat the
nitherto favored Hebrews.

Many scholars have falt that the Exodus must have becn
connected In come way wlith thls expulsion aof the Hykeoe
fronm Ygypt which toosk place under Ahmose I {c. 1580-1557
B.ﬁ.)s between the years 1580 B.C. and 1550 5.3.6 Hit,
Hall and Gardiner arc among thosze who have held such e
view.T

Henge the Exodus of the Israelites 1z rsgarded not

only as synchronous with the expulsion of the Hyksoe in

4Burrows, on. oit., ». Tl.

5 P

James Henry Bressted, A History Of The Anclent Egyot-
fang (Mew Yorks Charles Scribner's Sona, C.1905), BbD. 426-
27. The gates followed here are thosc of Breasted.

6Burrows, op. cit., -p. Tl.

TJack. 50, _c_!-_t_cp PPe 169"73l
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igyot but alsn as a part of that movement. However, to
place the date of the Exnduz as early as 1580 3,C, would
involve one la great difficulties,

To place the Exoduas at thlia date would 4o violence

not only to the implleationz of Fxodus 1l:7-14 rezard-

ing lntensified persecutlion of the Habrews, but also

would run roughshod over I Kings 6:1 to leagthen the

period from Solomeon to the Exodus to 612 ygars instead

of 480 demanded by the bibllcal statsment,
Koraovar, the uzrchaeologlcal evideacs all favors a lzter
date, as we shsll pressatly ses 1a the next chepter.

However, a nore formidable argument ln support of the
latz date theary clalms that Palestine was so effectlively
controlled as an Egystlan province that it was practically
iupogslible for the Iaraelitez to have takea poassession of
the land before the relgn of Ramessss II (c. 1301-1234 B.T,.).
Thin means that 1f ws allow for the lorty years sojourn of
the Ierselites In the wllderanecss, the Fxodus would be dated
around the year 1250 2.0, Thus W, F. Albrizht uaya:g

From about 1550 to avout 1225 B.J. Palestine remalned

an Tgyptian province uninterruntedly except for brief

rebellions, auch as one at the end of the relgn of

2ueen Hatshepsut and others ia the tlme of Sethos 1

and Ramesses 11,

Let us examine the hlatory of Exypt snd Falestine dur-

8J. Mellee Adama, Ancleant Records And ! ibles A Sup-
mmwmm .ﬂeem_m.sb_e

of tne dlatorical Napratives of ibs Sible (Nash-~
vllle, Tenn.. Broadman Prsas, ¢,1948), p. 215.

9«11113m Foxwell Albright, From The Stone Azc To
Christianitys Mogothelem and fhe Hlatopicsl “rocess (2nd
revispd cditioa; Baltimores: The John Hopkins Fress, 1946),
D. 155.
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ing the eighteenth aﬁd alneteenth Dynastiss a little
closer,

The invaslon of Palecatine was begun under Ahmose I
(c. 1580-1557 B.0.), the founder of the AVIII Dynasty. He
was succeeded by hia son Amenhotep I and then by his daugh-
ter's husband, Thutmese I, who campalgned successfully in
fubia and as far as the Ruphrates. The only living child
of Thulmose I and his queen was a daughter, the rsrarkable
Hateshepesut. Legally, Hatohepsut was the only helr to the
throne, yel she could sot actually roelgn as klag but could
only convey tne crown to her husband by marrlzge. Thutmose I
alsc had a son who was born by one of hls sscondary wivea,
In order t5 =zecurc the throne for his son, he was marrlied
te his halfe-sister, Hatshepsuti, and reigaed as Thutmese 1lI.
The naly son of Thutmoge II was born to him by a harsm girl
and was 6till a boy when hls father died. As Thutmose IXI
hie raled nominally with Hatshepsut (e. 1501-14E0 B.C.),
but actually thias powerful womaa took full coatrol of the
goverament,.

After queen Hatshepsut died, Thutmose III (o. 1501~
1447 B.0.) relgned as Pharmoh aloae. He is zenerally char-
acterized as one of the greatest monarchs of ancleat Egypt.
Upon emerging as sole raler, this Pharash burst forth in
furlous activity. He expreszed hils resentmeant at haviag
been kent so long ia a minor position by hacklng out the

figure and name of Hatshengut whsrsver these apreared
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on monuments throughout Egypt. Then he led his armies lato
battle 1ln Faleatine and fyria. In seventecn campalgns
Thutmoae III cstablished the absolute power of Igypt as
far aa the Zuphrates and built trie firet real Egyptian
fmpira, The whole couﬂtry of Falestine on both sides of
the Jordan was made an Fgyptian province by thla Pharaoh,

This vast emplrs remalned lntact, more or lesa, through
ihe religng of Thutmosze III's immedlate successors, Amen-
hotep II (e, 1447-1420 B.CJ.) and Thutmose IV (c. 1420-1411
B.C.). Thus w2 asee that Crom about 1550 3.0. to about 1411
B.%.; Palestine was under the control of Zgyntian Pharachs.lo

%With the prlociple facts regarding the religns of the
Pharsohs of the early clghtsenth Dynésty before us, W2 can
srocaad to bring the Exodus lato the cleture and draw asv-
eral inferences.

First, taking once agaln the year 1447 3.C. ag the
date of the Exodus, we find that it falle withla the laat
year or Lwo of the reign of Thutmose III {c. 1501-144T7 3,C,.),
"who would then bzcome thé Fhareoh of the upnressinn.ll
This pleture of Thutmose IIT, as the oporeassor af the

Israzlites, would be qults eredible since we know that he

1°For a complete discusslon of tho succeszion of rul-
era at thie time see George Steiadorff, and Kelth O, Seslo,
When Exypt Ruled The East, (Chicagos University of Chicage
Prees, ¢.1942).

11

J. P. Free, Archacolozy a1d Bible History (uheatan,
I11l.: Van Kampen Press, C.1950), De BG.
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was 2 great bullder snd ecmployed Semlitic laborers on his

conatruction projects.la

Abmose I (c. 15E0-1557 B.C.),
who expelled the Hyksos, might have been the “new king over
Egypt, who knew not Joseph" mentionsd in Fxodus 1;5,13 and
wueen Hatshensut might have been the "Pharaoh's daughter®
of Ixocdus 2:5-10.1& And 1T we accapt Thutmose 111 as the
Tharaoh of the Oppreseion theﬁ hla guccessor, Amenhotep II
(e, 1447-1420 B.C.) was the harach of the Exodus.l? Thua
we gee that the early date 1447 B,0., flts very well 1ato
the historical nilcturs.

Heturalng, nowW, toc the guestion of Fgyptiaan cecatrol
aver rFalestine, we Tind thal Amenhotep III (c. 1411-1375

2.0.) wae the lmmediate succescor of Thutmose IV, It was

during his relgn that the emplre attalned its greatest
s;lenﬁcr.ls However, it was aboul the twelfth year of this
reign (. 1400 8.0,) that certain movements began here and
thers which led to the gradusl weakening of Egypt'a hold

upon her sutside posseaolons.17

123. L. Caiger, The Cld Testament And Hodern Digoovery
(_LD.’I.dOn: El P. GO ]IE'I 19355, p. 17.

ljlbld., P, 14,

laJaok Filnegan, Light From The Ancient Past: The Archac-

olozical Baekazround of tha Hebrew-Christian Heliglon (FPrince-
Ton, Ne. do: Princeton Unilversity rroes, C.lo » De 106,

_lscalscr,_gg. git., p. 20.
161?1“333“' 2p. eit., Do 93,

ITJBGR. 22. Qitlo.' DTJ- 3"""5.
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During the reign of hic immedlate successzor, Anmen-
hotep IV (c. 1375-135€ B.2.), also known as Akaaton, the

18 Genfirmation of zall

crinie in Falesztine became acute.
thlis has been lmmensely strongthened by the discovery of
thie largs collection of Tell el-Amaraa Letters (over 350
in 311}19 which were found in 1887 in the archives of
Aknaton®e forelign ofrice.zo
' These letters, coverlng a perlod from about 1400-1366
E,G.gzl chow that ¥gyntian control aver Faleestine had become
go weakened and relazed from about 1400 B.C. onwards, that
any wall disclplined, organlized force could take possession
of the land, The writersz complain bitterly of Ezgypt's
gllence, her indliffsrence, her lsck of response to thelr
appeals for help agalnst the invaders,

The troublc comes from several quartﬁrm.aa

Flrat, in
the north, the Hittltes, under the leaderéhig of Shuppiluliu,
wazre pourlag south and sttacking Syria, Second, further
acuth, the trouble was czuced by Amorites who had the

ansiz.ance of Aramean nomads called 2AGAZ. These people

1p14., p. 3.

1‘3ir Frederic Kenyon, The Bible And Avchaeolozy (New
York: Harper & Brothers, N.G.), De 7le

2°ca13er. op. eit., p. 21,
21Jack. oo, clt., p. 42,

22 b1d. , pp. A7-5T. ,



24
along with the Hittltes, captursd town after town in northe
arn Palestine. Flnally, in the asouth, affairs were ejually
sorious, Fractlcally all of these southera princez scnt
letters sppealinz for halp gmalnst iavadinz armiza. In
partlcular, the governor of Jerugzlem, Abdl-iHiba, makos
uréent requests for Fgyptlan troocps, stating that unless
they can be spesdlly sent, the whole country will bz loat
ta Toypt. He oalls the invadiag srmles the "Habiru®, a
name wnleh many scholavs belieove to be the exasect egulvaleat
of “Hmbrew“.23 However, oven though the twoe may be philo-
logleally equivalent, no hisbtorical connectlon can be
traced betwesn the Habiru revolution and the original
lavaslon of Canman by the Israelites under-doshua, The

)
25 For, on the

two movements were essontlally distinect.
one hand, the Israelites launched thelr attack from the
esat by way of Jericﬁo, walle, on the other hand, the
"Habira™ launched their attack from the north.as The most
one ¢ say la that the "Hablru" were groups of nomadic
or zemle-nomadic people on the deasrti border of the Fertile
Crsucant, In tizes of peace tuey worked in varlous capac-

ities for the settled people. In uneettlsd periods they

2
'3Finegan, 00, ¢iv., »p. 101.

py—

EQJack, on. git., ppe. 128-29, Jack says "Habiru" were
the Hebrews of the Exodus

EJJohn daratang, The Foundatlons of Bitle Hlntarx
Joshua, dudges (Londons Gonstable, 1951), Pe 25
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might have ralded the urban arecas or hired themselves out

ag mercenarles to one party or another.a§

>

t this polint 1t la interesting to note T. J. Heack's
view with regard to the date of the Exodus,.

He bellieves that the "Hablra® invasion of the Amarna
Letiasra was sne of the greal 1lavaslons of Bedoulns from the
desert, an invasion which was proceedlng ln a southwesterly
dlrzctlon, One group broke off uader the leadership of
Jdochua and pushed ints Palsstine, conguering Jericho some
time during the fourteenth century 3.C. As the movsment
arooecded southward, other groupe broke off and later fora-
ed the kingdoms of Ammon, Moab, and Tdom. A poritioa of this
Sadouln movement got into Egypt, wae led out from there

by Moges about 1200 B.C., nicked up 2 few other tribez or

1

(¢
¢

lans in the ragion of the 3inal Teninsula, aad then invad-

Falsatine directly from the pouth without golng arouad

[

3.

o the eant of the Dead Sea. Thus in thie view there are
two distinct pheases: the invaslon of the Josepn Lribes
(theze itribes had never been ia %gypt) lsd by Joshua from
Transjordan in the late fiftesath and fourteenih ceatury
B.Z.; and the lavaslon by Hoses into Judsh Trom the south

in the second half of the thinteenth ceatury B.C.2! In a

26& %, Wright, "Ifpic of Conguest,” The Biolical Archae-

olozist, III (September, 1940), 350-1.

e s ]

2M1p1d., 38.
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vord, then, the conquest was a gradual 1nf11trﬁtion into
the country from the anorth and cast that exteanded over a
conegldoravle period of time and did not become an accom=
piished fact uatil the tlme of the monarchy.aa

dowever, there ars a nuwber of objections which one
may ralse agalnst this theory of the date of the Exodus.2?
Flvat, Joshuz iz placed at least a century snd a half before
ilnses, =20 that the former 4id not succeed the latter,
Second, the detalled story in Numbers of the circumventlon
of' the loubites and Fdomites, the defeat of 3ihon, and the
movenant of . the Israclite tribes from Fgynt around the Dead
Jes, working thelr way nortn, could not then be accepted,
at least with the Blblical writers® intersretation. Third,
Jasesh is not azaociated with Egypt. Filnally, acholars are
by no means certalin today that the Amarna Letteras offer
euffficlient evidence to asrume such a2 major invasion from
the desert reglons.

In returming to the assertion of the late date
theorists that Falestline was so effootively controlled that
it waz almost lmpoaaible for the Israelitze to have taken
poszession of the land before 1200 8.C., we find that it

is not in acecord with the historical evlidence, There is

EET. J. Heck, "The Israslite Conguest of Ephraim,”
B.A.3,Q.R., 61 (February, 1936), 19.

29

¥right, on. eit., 3S.
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. 800d reason to belleve that Egyptlan conlrol in Falsstlae
waz an weakened that it was an easy mattor for outsiders
to come in and capture the land., On the other hand, 1f ve
take the year 1400 B.0. as the time of the eatry of the
Israellites inte Faleatine, it would hnave taken place about
the tlme when the country was sesthing wlph factlons and
plots, %With Fgyotlan povwer near its lovesat ebb, the
Ieraclites would have had an excellent opportunity to con=-
solidate thelr posltions. Furthermore, if the spoilatioan
of the previous Egyptlian congueate in Falestine was anything
1like that depleted in the records, the triumphs of Ezgypt
Teant La effect the raln of the country and accounted in
a lapge measure for the decay of the old Canaanlts power
and civilizatlion éllowlng the Iaraelltea to capture the
land more rcadily.so Thué the date, 1400 B.C., would be
in perfect harmony with the historical data.

However, the late date theoriste, while admlttliag the
serious loes of controal referrsd to, hold thnat the laad was
reconquered by Egyot during the ninetesnth Dynasty. There=-

fore, they arguc, the period of the Israelite conquest must

* have taken plsce almozt two centuries later when Falestlne

=
wag nermanenblly 103b.’1 We proceced, therefore, to examlne

3°Garatan5. op, 2it., pp. 113-15.

31Jack, op, eit., p. 55,
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the hlstory of the nineteanth Dynasty and see2 how exten-
gively Fgypt reconquered Palsehtine,

Jetl I (c. 1322-1301 B.C.), the second king of the
nilneteenth Dynasty, invaded Palestine and waged a number
of campaggns on the Mediterranean Cosst, ia northera Tales-
tine and Syrla, Just how extensive and lastine these can-
nalpns were 1t 1s hard to tell. However, one can say that
there 1o no trace in his campalgns of any occupation of
central and southern Palestine which would be the terri-
tory in which the Hebrews of the Exodug ware peltled at
this particular tiame 1f they had reconquersd the laad
around 140G B,G.”2

Setl’s famouz son and auccesgsor, Rameszes II
(ce 1301-123% B.0.), coatinued whah his father started.
Howsver, hz pucceeded only in winning back what his father
held before him,>~ The chief result of his wars in Pales-
tine and Syria was to bring rain and disaster to Crnaanlte
elvilization near thc coast, and to stop the Hittltes'
further progreac towards the south.34

After Ramesses 11, the hold of each succeasive

fharaoh, even upon Syria and the coast territorles became

"321p34., p. 62.

331134,

jhdarstang, op. cit., p. 280,
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weaker, Merneptah (c. 1233-1223 B.0.), hls immedlate suc=
cosgor, seems to have undertaken a cambaisn agalnat Fales~
tine, He rofers to his numerous victories in an lnscrlition
on the bﬁck of a large slele, dlacoversd by Sir Flindera

Fetrie in 1895.35

This victory stole waes erected in the
Tifth yesr of Herneptah's reign, c. 1228 B.C.,js and records
his varlous campaizns in the Near Zast, particularly in
Palsatine., The importance of this insoristion lies in the
fact that Israel 1s here meatloned for the first tims as
oeing outelde of figypt and evideatly 1in TFaicztine as a
pettled cnmmunity.37 If, then, the fxoduz would have

taken plaece duriang the reign of Ramesses II, how can the
ugticlders of the lats daté theory exslaln the vlictory

2tele?

The brief historical sketehh of tne later Egyptlian can-
palgns shows that these afford 1little ground for thc con=-
teation of ithe late date theorlists that the Israellte con=-
gueat must have taken plzce whon Falestine was permanently
lo=t, ¢, 1250 B.C.

Howeveyr, ia ravieving this whole sltuation, there are

a nurber of facts vhlich must be remembersd, Flirst, full

35Gaigar.,gg. elt., Do 25.

36720k, oo, git., p. 254

3Tw1114an Ross, "Jericho and the Date of the Exodua,™
The Hibbert Journal, XXXIX (October, 1940-duly, 19%41),

3 1""02.




