Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis

Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary

Bachelor of Divinity Concordia Seminary Scholarship
6-1-1951

The Date of the Exodus

Enno Theodore Claus
Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, ir_clause@csl.edu

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv

O‘ Part of the History of Christianity Commons

Recommended Citation

Claus, Enno Theodore, "The Date of the Exodus" (1951). Bachelor of Divinity. 348.
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv/348

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Concordia Seminary Scholarship at Scholarly
Resources from Concordia Seminary. It has been accepted for inclusion in Bachelor of Divinity by an authorized
administrator of Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary. For more information, please contact
seitzw(@csl.edu.


https://scholar.csl.edu/
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv
https://scholar.csl.edu/css
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv?utm_source=scholar.csl.edu%2Fbdiv%2F348&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/1182?utm_source=scholar.csl.edu%2Fbdiv%2F348&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv/348?utm_source=scholar.csl.edu%2Fbdiv%2F348&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:seitzw@csl.edu

THE DATE OF THE LRCDUS

" A Theals Fresanted to the Faculty
of Concordla Semlnary, &5t. Louls,
Department of 0ld Testament Theology
in partial fulfillment of the
requirements for the degrec af
Bachelcr of Divinlty

by
Tnno Theo, Claus

June 1951

Approved by=7_g¢_@mé4/

Advliser

Reader




LLa-s‘-l—g_-u__-’ Sodh addd b oallis s s

Chanter

Iv.

INTRODUCT

THE DATT

THiE DATE
FERYPTIAN

THZ DATE
ARCHAEOLO

APPEHDIX o & & o

BEIBLICGRAFHY .

an @ - SRR 1L Pl lal
TABLE OF CONTERTS

ot H
feal @ o 3 o ° L ? ° @ - ° o ? L L] (] L]

OF THE EXODUS

“.? -t'"“- Ii :l‘l‘h.n:'\} c:‘G’L

OF THE EXODUS IN THR TIGFL OF

EXIS ;??’.I AND SOHTROL QVER PALUSTINE .

f‘%?' THE RAODUS IN THE LIGEY OF

rage

m

17

34

51



CHAPTAR I
INTRCOUSTION

In determining the date of the ¥Exodus, ons flnds little
dircct evidence outalds the 3ible record. Egypt was indecd
constantly in contact with Falsstine fromx the tLime of Jo-
aeph (or even nflﬁbraham) until the fugitives from the Baby=-
lonlan congquest sought reruse'bhare, andi one might havs hoped
tc find gome refeorence to Jewish history In the Egyotian
rezcords, It in natural that thes Binle scholar look for some
reforence to the ixodus in particular. For the Exodus was
one of tho foremost events thatl took place ian the history
of the Israclites. All through the 0ld Teotament, coastaat
rafcrence le mﬁdn to thal great event.

How iec the lact tnat such references are mleslng to be
cxelaingd? In the flrst nlace, the Egyotlans were not his-
torically minded as the Asnyriana.l It must also be remenm-
bered tnat the Fgyotian Fharaohs wsrc not: liksly to devots
much -szace on thelr royal lnscripticas to the doiage of gome
rebellious sublects, esreclally ae the stories reflected co

little credit on the Tharaohe themaelves.e

151r Frederic Kenyon, The Bible And Archaeolomy (Hew
York: Harper & Sronters, n.d.), p. 59.

28. L. Caiger, The 01d Testamsnt And Kodern Discovery

(Londons 8., P. C. K., 1933), p. 10.
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Furthermore, nelther the paoyri thua far discovered
nor the monuments and tombs of Ezypt gilve uc a reccord of the
Exordus, or even of the Onppresnion, which mu~st have cxtended
over a consliderable nerloﬁ.3 There 1ls one mentlon of Israel
on & monument ereciaﬂ by Merneptan, king of Egyqt, about
1230 5.5., in which it la stated thut "Israsl is desolated
her sesd ls not," However, thls stele doea not shed light
directly on the Exodus and haz only created new nroblenms.

Indlrectly, howevzar, due to modern archaesologlcal
reszaren, 2a& is 1n 2 much betteor poszltion 1ln dealing with
the probdblem of the dute of ths Exodus than a number of years
ago. ¥Wany documents have been found which have shed some
lizht on the subject, For example the dicscovery of the Tell
el-fmarna Letters in 1EE7. These hiotoricsl:tablets have
dieclonsed a multitude of naw facts of zreat importance vhich
have s beavring on that porticn of history which dezls with
the Oppression and the Exodus of the Israelltes, The falrly
recent excavatlons of Jericho and other cltles have also
addced to the gensral picture of thls period.

Even from the Blbllicuzl account the parleod of Nsyostlan
history at which the Exodus of the Israslites took place
can only be detsrmlned inferentlally. The Bock of Txodus

does not mentlon the name of any of the Tharaohs at that

3w. J. Jack, Ths Date Of The ixodus (Edlaburgh, Eag-
land:; T. & T. Clark, 1925), p. 4.
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time. The first Pharaon named in the Bible is "Shishak, kiag

' who reigned several hundred years latr:-r.4 This

of Egypt,'
Pharaoh is knowa as Sheshonk I, and 1a the firat kiag of the
twenty-second or Libyan Ddyaasty, who asesaded the throae
around 924 5.5.5 Nor can positive svlisnce as to the aze

in which theae Pharaochs lived bhe gatherad from the maansrs
and ‘customs menticned in the Book of Ixodua.

Therafora bocause of the lack of direct information
regarding the time of the FExodus many divergent views ha&e
boen expres=ed on thls iscue. Howovar, at preseant there are
twn mala schools of thought as to when the Ixodus of the
Iwrémlltcm from Tgypt took place. The first iz that ane
which dates the Fxodus durlag the AVIII Dynasty, adout 1447
B.Ua;y Just after the loag relzn of Thutnose 111.6 Allowing,
theon, for the forty years ln the wilderness, thia would
plagce the date of the coaguest of Cansan sbout 1400 B.C.

The seeond theory dates the Exodues durlng the XIX Dynasty,
apout 1290 B.S. Thia theory regards Ramesses II {c. 13501~

1234 5.%.) as the rharson of the Oppressinn.

41 Kingc 11:40-14:25.

2Jack Finegaa, Lisht From The Anclont Fast: The archaes=
gical Background af the Hobrew=coristian Rellgion (FrLace-

o, Ha. J.¢ I rinceton UNIVEraliy S TeSn, G.1940J, D. 113,

John Garstang, The Foundations of Bible History:s Joshusa,
Judgeas (Loadons G:nstaalc, 1G51), O» 55a

TFincgan, 2v. eit., p. 107,
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These thsorles munt be considered and checked from vari-
ous vievpolnte. ¥First, the chronologleal data munt be so
treated a: a2ot to 40 vlolence to the Biblical statemeats.
Second, tha history of the Pharaohs of the XVIII and AIX
Dynasties of Tgynt and thelr control over Palestline must be
taken 1nlo consideration. Third, the archasological date
wnlech have come to light In the excavatlicns of Traanajordan,
of Jericho, and other citiea iIn Paleatine must be taken into
account,

The followlniz chapters wlll deal with each of these

phargs of the problem,



CHAPTER 11
THE DATY OF THE FXODUS A PROBLEM IN CHRONOLOGY

In determining the date of the Exodus, onc is thrown
into the whole baffling problem of 014 Testameat chronolaogy
in general, Whlle there 1s no unlformity of oplnion among
J1ld Testament scholare on & number of vital guestions, mod-
ern research and archacological discoverles have made it
posolble to rsach some concluglone that are almost univer-
zally accepted. It cen 2lso be said that generally thesc
ptudles have solved many problems sad that Biblieal chrone-
sloglcal data are treated wlth more reszect by all scholars
than formerly.

The chronological data ia the 01d Testament that deal
with the Ixodus refer to lénger periosdes of time before as
well 2 after the Exodus,.

The firat of these 1s I Kings 6351. In thlez pascage we
are told that 480 years elﬁgsaﬁ betwezn tho kxodus and the
foundation of Solomon's temple in hia fourth year,

And 1t came to nasz in the four hundred and sightleth

vear after the childeon »of Isprael were come gut of the

land of IZgypt, ia the fourth year of 3olomon's relgn
over Izrael, in the month of Zif, which 1= the second
month, that he began to bulld the house of the Lord.

John Garﬂtangl in his book The Foundatlons of Zible

Liohn Garatang, The Foundstions of Biulg Hiatory:

Joshuz, Judmes {(Londons Gonstable, 1931), De 55.
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Hintory has no hesitatlon In accesting thlizs ctatement as
"8 ¢lear lndicatlon of the date of the Exodus. And J. ¥.
Adamsz acounhe the statement in I Kings 631 "as z credible
historical notles referriag to comparatively recent tizes,
concernlng whnas genuinenese and accuracy thers is no justle
fiable gquestion.”

However, H., H. Rowley' g” gttitale to the same figure,
ar 1lg guoled by W. Rosg 1la the Hibbert Journal, 1la typlcal
ol another school of thought.

Wera 1t aot that the aumber four hundred snd elgnty

hapnens to guit a theory of "the Exodus, 1t would be

aunpected Dy all as an srtificisl computatiosn, For
clesovhere we find a curlous fondness £or numbers that
are multiples of forty, snd 1t ic very orobadle that
tne author of I Kings vi.1l belleved that twslve gener-
atlonz gpraned the purlod, and computed 1t on that
bagin.

In ancwer to this, however, We. R05$4 maintains that the
Ieripture writers arc by no meana held to maltinles of forty,
Ior there are many examples in 3eripture which prove that
junt the opposlite l3 trus. One such example ls found in Gene-

ala chapters seven and elght where we read that the waters

EJ M. Adams, Anclent Records And The Bible: A Survey

of Archaeonlogical Evidence in thelr " Bearing on the IHEF?F1Ly
OoF The HIBLOricEl Narracives 5“”€FL"!EIE‘T»d"HVIWIET'TEﬁET1

'B're;s::ﬁme.nnmfress. e ivAh ), D. 209,

311115m Rosa, “Joricho aad the Date of the Txodua,®
he Hibbert douraal, XiXIX (October, 1940-July, 1941), 292 f,

47p14., 3C0.
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of the Flood prevalled for 150 days, and dry land appeared
in the 60lat year. W. Roas,5 farthermore, polats out that
H, H, Rowley's argument in effect reveals his blas: "To
rsfuse to accept I Kings vli,1l creates the susplclon at once
that 1t cannot be fittsd iato zome preconcelved theory.”

If, thersfore, I Kings 6:1 is trustworthy, as we bellieve,
then 1t becomcs one of the bases ln determining the date
of the Exodus, In order to do thls, however, one must, first
of all, compute thc date of the bulldlng of Solomon'szs templs.

To detormine thle date one le aot dependant entlrely
upen Blblical chroaology. It can be fixed with the helpg of
asstronony and the Aseyrlisa laserigtione, callsd Epcnym Lists.s
These 1llate cover a perlod from about €93 to 666 B.C.T The
date of all the years is determiaed from the meatlon of a
total 20lar eslipse which is stated to have occurred in the
ninth year of Ashur-dan. Astronomers have discoversed that
this eclipse took place on June 15, 763 B.G.a By msang of

these autheatic Agsyrian recerds, then, one can determine

S1bia,

G‘Au iponym refers to aa offlcial who is so prominent-
ly oconnecta? with & thiag that hig name is used to deslg-
nate hie year af offlice ia Assyrian chronology." Adams,
op. 8it., p. 371,

7&. F. Free, Archaeology aﬂi Bible Hiztory {(Wheaton,
I11.: Van Kampen Fress, C.,1950), D.

81nia.
MTZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
CON”Oﬂﬂﬁ:m:'ﬂ‘"
ST. LGUIS, MO.
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that the great battle of Karkar was fought in the year 854/3
B.s.g The archasological recorda of fhalmaneser III also
tell us that ho wae oppoaeﬁ in thiz hattle of Xarkar by a
coalition of Lwelve allies, one of whom was Kiag Ahab of
Israel.lo

Since Ahab fought in the battle of Karkar ia 854/3 B8.C.,
the date of Ahab must inelude thessc yeara, And since the
Bible sets forth the length of relga for each of the kings
of Judah and of Isracl, one cen rackon backward and arrive
at 97C/1 B.%. for ths date of the accesslon of Solemon and
966/7 B.Cs for the foundation of the temple in his fourth
y=ar, Taking 966/7 B.C. az the date of the foundatlion of
the temple and addiag the 480 years which are stated in
I Kings 6:1 to have intervened from the Exedus, we obtain
the date 1446/7 B.C. for the Fxodus, >+

Anotner pageage in 3Scorligture which corroborates thls
date 1= that one whicn dezls with the era of the Judzes.
This pessage 1s found in Judges 11:25-26, where we read that
Jephthah robuked the Ameonites for their attacks on Israel

and told them that Israzl occusied the reglon of Heshbon

in Moab lor 300 y=aras.

97dams, op. eit., p. 170.
loxbld' ] p- 209'

11:pi4., p. 173 f.
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And now art thou any better than Salak the son of Zlp-
por, king of Woab? dld he cever strive against Israel,
or did he ever fight agalnat them, While Iarael dwelt
in ileghbon and her towns, and in Arosr and her townsa,
and in all the cltles that be along the coaste of Arnon,

three hundred yearg? why therefore dld ye not recover
them withln that time?

12 and others a date about 1100

Assunlag wlith ¥iller Burrown
B.J, for Jephthah, 300 years back from that would lead ocae
to 1400 B.2. Tor the nccupation of Hoab, which preceeded

the canture of Jericho, aal adding the forty yearec which

the Children of Israel wandered in the willderness, one wculd
arrive approximately at the date 1447 B,C, Tor the Exodua,.

However, il 1 Kiags 6:1 znd Judges 11:25-26 are reli-
avle statenents, they must be 1ln agreement wlth other peri-
nds of Isracl's historical developement for which ws nave
Biblical statements also, narticularly that nerliod which
lies between Abraham and loges.

The most pertlnent pasasge we have na this peried is
the chronological note in Exodus 12340, where we rcad that
the Children of Israel remalaoed in Egypt 430 years. "Now
the enjourning of the children of Isracl, who dwelt in
igypt, was four hundred and thirty years.®

This verse, however, has been the subject of much con-

3

troversy. H, H, Rowleyl polnts out that the Septuagint

leﬁiller Burrows, What Mean Thene 3tonez? (New Haven,
Conn.: Amsrican Schools of Oriental Resesrch, c¢.1941),

Pe TJe

13:1‘059, _0_'2. cltlug 305-
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gnéd the Zamaritan Texts of the Fentateuch reduce the Isrsel-

ite boadage In Tgynt to 215 yeavs. Thelr readlng ls: "low

the Journeylng of the Childpen of Israel who dwelt ln Egypt,

and in thes land of Canzan (patriarchal period) was 430 years.”

Thus we see that thls reading makes thce 430 years include

the patrierchal perliod as well az ths sojoura in Egypt. 3St.

Paul spreare o accept thisz figure in Galstians 3:17.

And thle T gay, that the covenant, that was coafirmed
before of God In Christ, the law, which was four hun-
dred and thirty years after, caanot dizanaul, that it
ahould make the promise of none effect,

While Stephen in Acte T:6 glves the round numter of 400 years,
And God apzke on thls wise, That hlg seed should sojourn
in a sitrange lzaad3 and that they chould bring them ints
bondage, and entrsat them ovil four huadred yecars.

There are thres things vhich one can reply to this,

In the flrst place Lt can be noted that many acholars

bellieve that the words in the LXX are a gloss by some later

scribe who thought that the number of goneratlcna coverlng

the period in Fgynt were too small for the 430 years. "There
czn be no doubt that at an early time the Jews felt the
difficulty of reconciling thle statement with the geneal-
oxies, which they hsld to be 1ncomplsta."14 In order to
harmonlze this discrepancy with Galatians 3:17, acholars
have polnted out that St, Faul is not primarily dlscussing

chroanology out 1s showlnp that the Law was long after the

14?. C. Conok, editor, The Holy Bible With Commentary,

(London: John Murray, 1877), 1', S01.
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promise, and, thersfore, he takss the well-known figure
which hie resaders would find in thelr Gresk Blblen.ls
In the second place, most Cld Teatament scholars agree

that zencrations and genealogisg are uareliable evideace

16

for chronology. The Hebrew word for gsasration 1s 9 7T

(d%r) and may be takea as referring to epochs or perlods
1

of tlm&.“T That perlod or enoch may be anythlnz, forty

years or a hundred, as, for cxample, in Genesis 15:13-16¢

And he cald unto Abram, Enow of a surety that thy seed
shall be a atranger in a land that 1s not their's, and
shall asrve them; and they zhall afflict them four
hundred years; Aad alao that nation whom they shall
nsrve, will I judges snd afterward shall they come out
with great suustance., And thou shellt go to thy fathera
in peace; thou shall be buried in a good old age. But
in the fourtn gencration, thay ohell come hither again;
for the iniquity of the Amoriten ig not yet full,

Generation here may be taken to represgent 100 years, but
thiz iz a round number, for we read in Exodus 12:4C the

-
.,

SR
flzure 430, Thuas we may paraphrase this passaze in Gene-

IDCtto Sehmoller, Lange-Schaff Commentsry, trenslsted
from the Garman by C. G, Starback (New York:s Charles
Schribner's Sons, ¢.1370), XXIIXI, 150,

lsﬁelvia Grove Kyle, loses and the lMonumeata: Light

from Arvchaeology on lentateuchal Timea (Oberlin, Chlos
Bibliotheoa Jacra Gompany, C.1920), D. 150

17Jack Finegan, Lizht From The Ancleat Faat: The
Archasolozical Backaround of the Hebrew-Christlan Rellszion
l?rlneetnn, N. Jo: Trinceton Univaralty Press, c.193&3,
Pp. 59-60.

18 2
W. J. Jack, The Date Of The Exodug (Zdinburgh, mng-
lands T, & T. Slark, 1925), op. 217-16. :
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sis to read:; "They shall be afflicted for about 400 years,
nd 1la the fourth dbr or greal epock (that of Moses) they
shall moturn,':®

Filnally, the time of arrlival of Abrahum in Canaan to
the migration of Jacob and hie family to Egynt was 215
yearsg, ar may be calculated from the followling texts: Gene-
glzg 124, 1Ts1, 17:17, 25:26, 49:9. Hence, if the 430 years
of FExodus 12:40 cover the antire perled ozly 215 ysars are
1sft for the sojourn 1la Egypt. This would run counter %o
the whole course of recent archasgological evidencess and
diblieal atatemantn.ao "In ghort 1t muct be considered aa
practically certain that the ancesters of part of Israel,
at least, had lived for ssveral centurles lan lgypt before
nigrating to Talcrtinc.“al Therefore, one may hold with
coaflisnce that the lantent of the Bilblical writers dszmands
a perisd of at leant 40C years for the sojourn of Iaracl
in the land of Sgypt.

Aesuming the correctnsss, then, of the Flgure 430, =

and =24dinz the number 1447, wa obtain a date about 1877 B.C.

w

1&" 2 [/ ~ L{ b N -0y - )
¥. J. dack, The Date Of The ixodus (fdiaburgh, Ing-
land: ©. % T. Clark, 1925), ppe 217-18.

191b1d.

20

Adams, 2p. eit., p. 205.
alw. F. Albrizht, From The Btone Aze To Christianity:
Monothcolam and the Hisboricel rrocess (2nd revised editions
Baltimores 1The dohn Hopkins rFrese, 1946), p. 154,
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for Jacob's entry into fgypt. Now Jacob was 130 years old
shen he stood before Pharaoh of Egypt,aa ttiereforz, he was
born about 2007 B.C. Iraac, who was 860 when Jacob was

25

born, ” muat have been born in 2067 3.C., and Sbraham, who

24 must have besn

was 100 years old when Isaac was born,
bora 1n 21687 B5.0. dow since Abranam was 75 years old when
ne left Haran to migrate into Canaan,ES we can calculate
that thatl event took place about 2092 B.C.

Thug wa zez that the maln patrlarchal perlod is dated
in tne yoars 2000-1500 B.%. The chronolazical evidence in
the icripturas points to Abraham's life of 175 years as
fellilng asproximately in the years 2167-1992 5.0,

Yany 011 Testameat scholars belleve thal Abraham is to
be dated about 2000 B.(., because "Amraghel king of Shinar,”
named in Genssls 14:1 as a contemporary of Abraham, 18 to
be ldentified with the famous Babylonian kiag Hammurabl,
dzted aboutl 2100 3.0. on the basls of cunelform racords.as

This ideatification, howsver, iz gueatiocnable. In recsnt

gziolonls 72,

QJGeaesis 253528,

24 enesia 21:5.

2’" enesls 12: 4,

263. L. Calger, Blble and Znades Ah ;gg;ngqgt;ng_;g
Liblical Archaeolocy iLandoa. OxTord University Preas
1946), p. 184,
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yearse W, F, Albrlghtav

of Jonn Hopklns Unliversity has
tended to date Hammurabl later than 2100 B.J., azsigning
his relgn to the years 1728-162& 3.0. While Leonard
1-.'0::11«'::;2E detes hils accessicn at absut 1940 2.5. In any case,
1t hae come to be geaerzlly agreed that the idsatification
of Amrachel and Hammurabi while not impossziible, is doubte
t‘ul.29

On the other hand, more recent discoverlies have been
found which ahed new light on the date of Abraham, Accord-
inz to the fourteenth chapter of Genesie, eastern Palesctine
was invaded by a coallitlon of kings in the time of Abraham,
The route taken by the lavading armles lza from the rszion
of Damsecus southward aleny the castern cdge of Gllead aad
Hioab, 2°  The exoloratisns of Albrlzht and Glueck have shown
that Lhere wae 3 llne of lmportant cltles aloasz thls route
before 2000 B.C., and for & ceatury or twe after, but not
ian later perloia.31 In Genesls 18=-19, moreover, Abraham

ie shown to have lived at the time of the flourichlagz

27Ty, F. Aloright, "A Third Revielon of the Taply Chro-

nolozy of Wentern Aopia," Bulletin of American Sghools of
Orizntal Research, 88 (December, 1942), J2. Hcerealter thais
periciical will be referred to as B.A,59.0.R,

<
2”31r Leonard Woolley, Abrakams Receat Discoverles and
JHebrew Oprizine (New York: Charles Scarioner's 5on8, C.1930),
Ps 293, .

zglbld., D. 44,

Burrows, op. elt., p. Tl.

31Ib1d.
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"eitles of the pl2in," Sodom and Gomorrah, which are asaid
to have been destroyed during hlas lifetime. Gluack's
explnrntionﬂ in Fdom and Moab show that 1t was thickly
settled at this tlne, but shortly thereafter o gap of aeve

52 The circum=

eral bmnturins in thelir occupation began,
abtances refleclted in the atory of Abraham therefore fit
very well lato the archasslozlical evidence. Thus we ses
that one has & very logleal reaszon for datlag Abraham at

e

about 2000 B,O, Accordlag to any currsant view of chronology,

¢

then, the maln patrierchal period comes within the years
2000-1500 B.C., and 2000 B.S. is still a useful date to
remembeyr for Abraham when dsaling in rouand numbsre.

Summling uo the absove data, we flnd that by taklag the
date 966/7 B.C. (the bullding of Solomon's temple) plus
450 (Txodue 6:1) plus 430 (Israel's periecd In Egypt - Exo-
dus 12:40) plue 215 (patriarchal perliod - Genesls 1234,
20:5, 25:26, 47:9), we reach an apyroximate date for Abra-
han'a departure from Haran, sbout 2000 B.ﬁ.53

Thuz we ge¢ thalb the chronological data 15 the Bible
favor the sarly date, 1447 5.0., for the date of the Fxodus
rather than the late date, 1260-1200 B.7C.

What was hanrening ian Egypt in the fifteenth century?

32Nelson Glueck, ""Exploratlons ln Zastern Paleatine
and thc Negeb," B,A.3.0.R., 55 (3September, 1834), 15-1G.

33Jack. on. cit., p. 208,
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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. ,
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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.
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welght i1s not glven by the upholders of the late date
theory to the fact that the settlement of Canzan took

place gradually and was not permancnt.Be

Thuec at flrst
enly a limited amount of territory waz uader Hebrew ruale.
After the [irst conjuesta much territory waz lost and for
many genarationg the lsraelites only occunied, for all
aractleal surposes, the central range. Thus they vwere lso-
lated and indegendant from the reat of Falezstline and

would hardly have come ia contaet with the Egystian army.39
A reallzatlion of thinm leads us to ses that the military
campzigas of Setl I, Ramesass 1II, and otheprs must have left
the Iprocllites practically untouched 1n the highlend terrl-
tory which they occupied at flrst.

In the necond place, it must be ramembsred that the
campaligns of these later Pharaons were directed entlrely
arainst the Zyrians and Hittitez in the nnrth.ﬂo The lssue
always lay betwaen Fgypt etruggling to malntaln her power
in Palestine and Hittite movements from the north eadeavor=-

inz to sccure a& place la pouthwestern Asla. Thus the cam-

L]

palians of Egypt oculd have but 1littls effect on the

Israolitesa, whose chilefl centers at thab tize lay far away

“Jack, oz. olt., pp. §9-T0.
|
*91bid., p. 5. .

l‘oIbido' P 76"'51-
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from th=z beaten track.
in the third nlace, the fact that the Blblical rascord
makes no refereace to atlacks by the Fgyptiang againsgt the
israelites does not afford any valid argument against the

41 zor the writers of the 014 Testament

early date theory,
were nol attemstlag any exhauctive hiabtory elthsr of thelr
own natlon nor of nelghboring peoples. Thelr purpose was
purnly religisus, not political, They recorded thoee facts
which set in sharper relief the ressllzation of the lMesszlanle
misslon of Iorael,

However, therc l% another srgumeat on which great
stress lz lald in support of the late date theory. It is
baced wpen the atatement ln Excdus 1l:sll that the Xsraellites
during thelr sojoura la Egypt "bullt for the Fharaoh treas-
ure cltles, 7lthom 2nd Raamezes." 3lnce these clitles are coa-
nected with Ramessea II (e. 1301-12%4 B.C.), it is ascumed
that the Ixodus could not have taken plaze befors hils
rsisn.aa

Both of these clties have besn excavated and identl-

fied, Fithom 1s now ldentifled with the site, Tell Reta Leh,43

44

(supnosed to be Raamses by its excavator, Petrie), and

Alrpia., p. B1.

42
43

Finegan, op. clt., p. 107.
Alpri:nt, From The Stone Aze To Jhriutianit!, p. 194,

4*"&13@ oo, clt., p. 15,
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Reamasa ls identified with Tan15,45

vhleh lo the same
nlace as Avarls, the Hyksoe capital.qs Among the lnserip=
tlone found at Rasmaeca are zome which shaw slave labor
being dona by a people called 'Aplra which ars identified

u7

by many scholares with the Hebreows, But thiz identificaticn

iz debatable since the 'Aplru may have been Hebrews who

re-lmmigrated into FEzgypt or were orlscaera of war from FPales-
48 (2]
tiae,. Furthermore, G. E. f.~.=r.’|.i_~:}=1't.‘b 2lso polnts out that

the term 'Aplru may just refer to s sooclal status rather
than a racial group. Therefore, to aazume on thla evidence
that the Iarselltes of the Txodus bullt this clty, Raamses,
durisg the relgn of Ramesses II, is uawarranted. There are
alsn o agumber of other conplderations which one must take
“into z2ccount when dealing with this problemn. In the first
place, we learn from Genesls 47:11 that Raamsea was the
name of a province in Fgynt for which the naame of Goshen
cama to5 be known (Cenesis #T:G).so Lagarde, Hommel, and

-

other ﬁchnlurspl have come to the conclusion that the true

AﬁAlbrlght, From The Stone Age To Chrlstianity. p. 194.

héw. F. Albright, "Archaeology and the Date of the keb-

rev Conyuast of Palectine,™ B.A.S.0.R., 56 (aoril, 1935), 16,
47
48Jack. 22. git., . 2737.

Burrows, 2o. git., p2. T4~5.

4g'.-fri.gght, ons oLt Dl

Rosa, on. eit., 307.

51Ibld.
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readlng of tnis verse ls not "rPlthom and Raamsss™, butb
Pithom of Raamses (the nrovincs). Secondly, we learn that
in Geneals, ﬁaamses vae the name of a d;strlct in the tlime
of Jacch, and from the Egyctian monuments there 1n evideace
that oae of the sons of Aahmes was named Hamea.sa Final-
13.53 the name Raamaes, applied to the cliy In Exodus 131l
"moy not have been adosted t111l loag after the cliy was
built, and indecd till long after the Israslites had left
ngpt.“54 Thuz "there seeme little ground for uélng the
building of the elity a= an argument in favor of a late date
for Lhe Fxodus, "9

He have examined the hilstorleal settlag of the Ixodus,
and fia3 that the coadltiona of the early date fit the clr-
cumsbancen. There le no compelllng reaczon to accent the

late date,

e |

52 rI # ", ¥ [} » .o ~i
« C. Sook, editor, The H01§ Sible With Commentary,
(Londnn:  John Murray, 1577), 1, 254,

[ 4 A
“Barrows, op. git., p. 75. He points out that "it
is pos=1ble that the Hebrew writer in Txodus 131l used a
relatively late name for the cliy even though referriang to
an earllier time‘ Just as one cof us might say that the Duatch
built New York.,®

54

Jack, on. elt., p. 25.

351bid., p. 25 f.



CHAPTER IV

]
3

THE DAT=

-

WP THE EXODIS IN THE LIGHT OF ARCHARCLGAY

In the two preceding chapters we have dlscovered that,
for the moct nart, the avallable chroaslozical and hlastori-
c¢al data point to & date around 1447 B.0. for the Exodus
and 1400 B.C. for the Israelites eatrance lato the Promised
Land, It ie necessary now that ws dlrect our attention to
the archacologlecal data whleh have come to light in the
exzavatlone of Transjordan and I ‘alestine 1n order to dise
cover to what extent these data enlighten the general

crind of the Ieracllte conqueat, Does this evidaence favor
the enrly date, 1400 B.C., or the late date, c. 1250 B.GS.,
for the Hebrew conguest of Faleatine?

'n oome extent we can trace the probasle course of
the Ysraeliteg in their jourasy fror Zgypt to Falestine,
We learn from the Bible that the nane of the wildsrness
and the mount where the Law waz given was Sinal, Ws leam
further that I'rom thlp wildernees of Sinal the Israslites
journeyei by many etuges to Ezicngeber. From Ezloagsber
they came to Kadesh or Kadesh-barnea in the wilderaneass of

Z1a and apparently made thelr headquerters therc for some
time, From Kadesh, Ifoses sent messengers to the king of
Edom requasting permissiae for the Ieraciltes o pass

through the land,
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And ¥orce sont messeagern from Kadssh unto the king of
Tdom, . . » Let us pase, I pray thee, throuzh thy coun-
try « « « We will go by the klaza high way, we will not
turn tn the Tiaht nor te the left, uatll we have paseed
thy borders.
Theae words presuppose that at ths time of the Israelite
conguent a strong kingdom exleted in Edom. Thus waen the
ruler of fdom rafused permlesslon for the laraclites to pass
through the land, it became necessary for them to muke their
wesry way around the kingdom through the wilderaess, Lig we

have noted srevioualy, there wae a Tloarishing civilization

=

n Transjordan about the timc of Abraham, A main central
highway ran through the lasd at that time and ls clearly
traceable by the ralns of the altes, In fact this was
nrabanly ihe came highway aleng vwhich the eastera klags of

Gencoles fourteen moved whoa they lavaded Gana&n.a

3 from hls excavalione in Tranag-

However, Helson Glﬁeck
Jordan 1z cnnvineced that the reglons of Fdeom and Moab hsd
no gettled communitizs betwcen the ninetesnth sad thip-
teenth centuries B.0., In fact, to him the pcriod between
these ceaturlies represents an hietorical bluak. Slace

leroel apnarcatly encountered cettled peonle 1n the Edomite

Ljambers 20314, 17.
gJaek Finegan, Llght From The Ancleat Fast: The Archac=

ological Hackzround of the Hebrew-christion Relizlon (Prince-

ton, H. J.3 Frincetna UnlversiLy vress, C.194C), p. 13l.

Bmelsan Glucck, ""xplorationg in Fastern Falestlne 2and
the Negeb,"” B.A4.8.0.R., 55 (September, 1934), 15-16.
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rezgion (Numbsrsz 20314 £f.), thic would seem to polat to a

date later than the period of 1400 B.J. as thelr catry iato

4

Canaan, Theraefors, he reasons that the situztion nre-

supposed in humbcrs_EO:l#-l? did not exist oefore thne thir-
teenth century B.J. but did prevail from that time on,

It becomes lmposalble, therefore, 1a the lizht of sll
this new archasological evidence « « « 0 exczpe the
conclualnn that the partloular Txodus of the lsraslites
through zouthern Transjordan could not have taken plzce
before the thirteenth century B.O. « . « Had the Exodus
throurh southern Tranzjordan taken place bsfare the
thirteenth century E.C., the Israelltes would have
found nelther Tdomite nor lMoablte kingdoms, well organ=-
lzed and well fortified, whose rulers could have glvean
or withheld permlecion to zo through thelr territorles.
Indeed the Ipraszlites, hadi they arrived on the acene
flrat, might have occuzled all of fdom and Hoab them-
gelves, and lefi the land on the west slde of the
Jordan for late comers.

dowavoer, three thinge ozan be sald in reply. First,
Glucck®s evidence 1o based upon pottery fragments found in
¥donlte torritory, where as yat thoroush cxecavatlons have
not beon carried out.s In fact 1t has been nolnted out that
while the claaniflcation of pottery evidence in Palestine
haz been highly refined in vracent years, adjustments of

6

more than one huadred years have been made in the past.

*Nelzon Glusck, The Other Side of the Jordsn (Hew
Haven, Conn.: American Zchnols of Oriental Reeearch,
c.1940), ». 146,

ﬁJaseph P. Free, Archaeolozy and Blble History
{Whoaton, Ill.: Van Kampen Press, ¢.1950), p. 99.

6Ibld.
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Furthermore, W, F. Albright points out,7 that as far asg
the potsherd evidence 1a southera Falestine 1= coacerned
"no exsct date can be sst." Second, the Ras Shamrs Tablets
(c. 1400 5.C.) apeak of Fdom as an organized kingdcm.s

hird, if thes Hdonites and Hoablitea lived after the manner

3

o]
-

thalr present day Bedouln inhabliants, very little
imporichable evidonce would remain.g Thun we sce that
Glueck's oblectlon to the early date for the Exoduz 1s not
28 conclusive as ls imagined by the late date thacrials,
Tntil more light is ched upon the eubject, one cannot con-
alder thls sblection as aa argument agalnst the sarly date
theory. .

Onees gzaln, then, 1If wo can determine the date of the
Igraciltes’ conquest or entry of Palestlae, we could rsckon
vack from LL o the approximats date of ths Ixedus. We know
Trom the Book of Joshua that the city Jericho was the firast
concue=t which the Israelitss made. If we can discover when
thie city ceased to exlat, we will bz ablg to srrive st a
data Tor the conguest of Falecatline,

The excavation of Jericho wes firat attempted by Ernst

TH. F. Albright, From Ths Stone Age To Shristiaanity:
Monathelam and the Hiastorlceal Process (2nd rsvized edition;

Baltimor=s The John Hopkins Press, 1946), p. 155.

Sy11110m Roses, "Jericho and the Date of the Ixodus,”
The Hibbert Journal, XXXIX (Qctober, 1940-duly, 1941), 303.

91p14,
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Sellia in 1207-1909, and was contlnued by John CGarsiazng in

1930”1936 with Erlga_'b Sl-‘cﬂ‘iaﬁnlo

The latier excavator has
divided up the hiatory of thies city Into five succesaive
alphabetical perlods. City 4 belonge to the flrst part of
the ¥arly Bronzo Age.tt 0City 3 was founded about 2500 3,C.,
ar'shwrtly before, and was occuplied in the daya of the
Pharvaons, falllug abaut 1700 B,0, City C with its palace
and tremandoﬁn cliy wall dates from about 1700 8.%. to
about 1500 B.C., whea 1t was violently destroyed. Thls
period corresponds to tho rule of the Hykasos in fgypt, and
the names of Hyksoe klnss are found stanped upon jar
handlea., Clty D, the ons mentloned ia Joshua, wae founded
shortly after 1500 B.C. and was destroyed some time 1n the
¢nd of the fifteenth century 3.0., or the'bcginnins of the
fourteenth, City E belongé to the Ircn Age. The construction
of thiec cliy may well be connected with the statement in

I Kings 16:34 that 2 man from Bethel by the aame of Hiel

o:heebcr G, Felown, The Ladder of Progresg in Pales-~
tine (New York: Harper & Brothers, c.1943), oo. B8~T0.

Mappanze Age” 1z 2 tochnienl term of archasologlsts
for the perind preceedlng the lntroductlion of iron into
common use ghortly after 120C B.C0. This Age is usually
divided u»n as follows: =arly Bronze¢ Age, shortly before
3000 to about 2100 B,0.; ¥Middle Bronze Age I, abnut 2100-
1900 B,C,; lilddles Bronze Age II, about 1900-1500 B.3.; :
Late Bronze Age, about 1500-1200 B.C. G, E. Wrigat, “Eplc
of Gonquest," The Biblical Archaesloxist, III (September,
1840), 33.
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bullt Jericns in the dsys of Ahab and Jezebel.12
John Garstang established the chronolozy of these
succasnlve cliles by excavating the Tell and the cemsteries,
which ylelded great quantlities of pottery and scarabs which

could be dated, Here tLhe evidence for the destruction of
the Late Bronze Age clty seems to be very clear., Firast, the
series of scarabs, which he found, end with the reign of
Amenhotep IIT (o, 1411-1375 5.%.), aad there 1ls acthiag

13

el=ze 1o sugsest a later date. Second, sractically no
Hycenean pottery, which began to be lmported from the
Aegean area about 1400 B.0., has besn found in the city's

¥/ [
14 Thereiore, J. Garstang asacrtalJ that all

deatruction.
the archaeologleal evidence points towards the year 1400
3,5a for the fall of the laat clty of Jericho which there-
after remalned untll the time of kilaz Ahab,

Siace, thercfore, the excavationz of Jericho nalat

to the date c. 1400 B.C, for tha city's dsstruction and

3

zince the Chlldren of Israel wers In the wilderness for

L4

L |
(5

orty years, we may c-nclude that the ¥xodus tock place

araund the year 1447 B,0. Thus we see that not only the

12Hccown, op. cit., pp. 6E-84, He glves a very com=-
nlete discunsion of the Jericho evideace,

ljzbi‘:l., :)p. 79"80-

14

Free, og. clt., p. 132,

oy
ljﬁasa. 2p. g2it., 302.
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chronolozical and hlstorical evitence agraesc with the garly °
date, but that the archaeslogical evidsase alao conllrms
the sane,

Howevaer, bthere arec serious objestlions to this evidence,
some acholars have felt that the Jerlcho evidenczs polnts
to 2 datz later than 1400 B.G. for the fall of the clty.
W. 'F, Alhrlghtlﬁ dater the [all between the years 1375 3.0.
andi 1300 B.C. ViaceﬂL17 dates the fall of Jerlicho between

1250 B.C. and 1200 B,0., bat G, E. Welgat points outl®

c*

ha

4

"

1f sueh a date le accepted, it would aot be In harmony
with the evidence slice the characterlstlic pottery of the
nerlnod 1300-1200 B.G. 1g enlirely absent at Jazricho, "and :
the Tinal deotruztion of the Late Bronze Age clty must,
therafore, be earlier than the thirteeath cantury.“lg
Whlle G. E, Wright concludes?C that Jericho must have

fallen before the thirteenth century, he sgees no way to

dats it moprs closely than to put it within the period

lsﬁ. F. Aloright, "The Israclite Conqusat of Genaen in
tho Light of Archaeology," B.A.2.8.R., T4 (April, 1939), 20.

173. He Rowley, "The Exodue and the Setilemeat in
Ganaan," B.A.3.0,R., €5 (February, 1942), 3l. .

laWrizht, “Fpic of Tonouest,” The £iblical Archaecolo-
gist, 325,

19&. Y. Wright, "Two Hisunderstool Items in the Exodus-
Sonquast Oyecle," B,A.85.0.R., 86 (April, 1942), 34.

EOIbid. ;
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between 1475 B.Z. and 1300 B.C. "Absolutely 21l that we
can gay abcut it wlth certalnity i1s that the city fell to
the Hebraws uomnﬁlae between clr. 1475 and 1300 B.C."

John ﬁarstang?l

nowavar, obssrves that few of these
opinlona ars based o flrst-hand knowledge of the results
of his excavation at Jericho, and that many are based on
dafinite oreconceptlons concerning the date of the Exodus,
fle poiats out, furtiiormore, that no scholar has as yet
aroduced from the results of hils execsvations any evidence
that City D remalned in cxlstence after the relgn of the
Ygyptisn Tharaoh, Ameahotep III (o, 1411-1375 B.C.). Then,
too, it murt be rcmembered that even if one did accept G.
F. Wrizht's conclusliong thiz date would still be in general

agresment with the theory that the Ieraslites arrived ia

"

aleatine around 1400 3.43.

Anather objection to the date 140C 8,0, for the con-
quent of Psleatine is the problem of the clty Al. It will
be remembered that the Israslites procesded at once from
Jericho %o AL, near Bethel, and toock it after an ialtlal
fallurs.za
The eite of Al, now callsd et-Tell, has been excavated

by Mme, Judiith - Krause. She found that the mound had not

21

agJoshua T=B,

Fres, op. olt., p. 131.
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been inhabited between 2200 B.C, aad 1200 8.0.27 1f this
gonclusion ir corrsect, then the account of the capture and
dastruction of'Al in Joshua geven and elgnt would have to
be relegated to the rﬂglon'of the 1egendary.24

flowever, a poselble explanatiocn of this sroblem, con-
ceralnz Al, has been offered by the French Cathollc archae-
ologiat, Pire Vincent, He has augﬁestedes that whea the
Izrarlltes attacked Al, the Canaanites of Beothel wzre merely
using the anclsnt rulne of the Farly Bronze City as an out=-
post agalnet - invaedern, Thle would mean that the inhabliants
of Bethel had merely an outpost at Al of such proporticas
that 1t left ao remalns o betray 1ts eéistence to the
execavalonr, 26

Another eolutlion has been offered in the sugsestiosa of
Jd. ?lmnﬂsav that et~Tcll ip not to bes ldentifled with
Blilical Al. Therefore, "if Et-Tell iz neot to be ideatified
with Al, then the indleatisn that Et-Tell wao not in exigt-

ence in 14CC B5.C. has no beariang on the B8ibllecal indlcation

23&. F. Albright, "Archaeological Exploraticn snd

Fxcavation in Palestine and Syria," Amsrican Journal of
Archaeolomy, XL (Jan.~¥ar., 1936), 153,

aanlbright. "The Israeslite Coagueat of Janasn 1n the
Lizht of Archaeolozy,” B.A.3.0.R., 18.

25Free. o3. eit., p. 134,
261114,
2T yp1d. -




43
eoncerning'ﬂi.“as

Hany other poesible explanstions have been offered,
but the scope of thia paner does not peralt one to go into
graater detail.29 The matter muzt Be left for ths present
as undetermined, but an deasrving attention,

A morc serious objectloa to tﬁe early date of the
ixndus, however, in based upon the evideance of three
Canaanite cltiee, namely, Bethel (Beltin), Lachish (Tell
el=-Duwelr), and Debir (Tell Belt Miralm), each of which,
ageording to archaeclogical evidence, was destroysd ia the

Hirtesnth contury 8.0., more than a hundred years after

30

o

c*

he destruction of Jericho. Aa & result, many acholars
maintain that the Mxodua could not have taken place before
ths thirteenth century B.,2. To attain say clarlity in thie
extremely complicated eituation, therefore, we must review
the ovidence of each of these cities andi see il the data
confirm the early date or the late date for the Txodus.

In ths case of Bethel, Lt may bs aoted that in the
Book of 3aghuu no account is given of its canture other

thian the summary of the Hebrew campaigas in Joshua 12, On

agw. F. Albright says that perhaps the stcry of Bethel
wag transferred to the rulas of Al, %. F, Albrizht, “Archac-
olozy aad the Date of the Hebrew Conqusst of Falestine,"
B.A.3.0.R,, 58 (April, 1935), 15,

3°Fincgan, op. git., pp. 136-141,
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the other hand, In Judges 1:127-25 we rcad that Bethsl was
captlured by the hounrg of Jozeph afler the dsalh of Joshus,
In other words, we may asszume that Belhel wasg lost after
Joshua's time and dectroyed 1n a latesr campaign in the
early neriod of the Judgea, and excavatlone there lndicate
that the town Cell durlng that ?ﬂriﬁd.sl Furthermore, 1t
ig of lmportance to notc that the =ite of Bethel le aow
occupled by a village, and, a=s a result, the area of
gxeavation was mors limited than usual.32 Tﬁus wa asee that
in visw of the evidence cae can gtill hold to the =sarly
date thsory.

Lachigh, the capture of vwhich ieg related 1ln Jochua
10:31 £., was destroyed in the late thirtecnth century B8.0.,
according Lo concelunione based on receat excavatlcn.33
This factor i=s urged as aaother nroof that Lhe Israslite
connueat took slace later than e. 1400 B,C.

It muat be remembsred, however, that

80 far as excavatlon has gone, the sections of the

clty's history which have beea most fully illuminated

ara thoss uhleh fall juat before the Exile and durlng
the Fersian period. As yet the perioda of the Hebrew

31Free, op. cit., p. 141,
EEH. . Albright, "A Zummary of Archacologleal Rssearch
During 1634 in Paleatine, Transjorian and Syria," American
Jouraal of Archacology, XXXIX (Jan,-iHar., 1935), 131-42,
333. F. Albrlgnt, "Further Light on tha Hlstory of
lerael from Lachish and Heglddo," B.4.3,3.R,, 65 (December,
1937), 24. He dates fall of Canaanite Lachish In 1231 5.0,
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coaguest and moanarchy tojgoo 2.0. have hardly been
touchizd cxcent la tomba,.

If this 1s true, then, one caniot bs dogmatic and ztatle
that the Israsliteg captured thls town semetime after 1250
B.0. Only when furtlhier evlidence ls zathersd can aayone draw
a loziecal concluslon,

Deblr was another eity numed among those ceaptured in
Joshua's tlme,35 and according to Judzes 1:10-13, it was
recapturad for the tribe of Judah by Othniel, Galeb's
nephevw, The site has beea excavated, and the esvidence
Sathered ir lnterpreted as poninting to the city's destrue-
tion in or ausut the second half of the thlrtseath ceatury
36

3} =
s wa

Thus the svideace of archacology 1o here, tos, mar-
shaled ts favor the arrivael of the Israelites and the
destruction of the city shortly before 1200 5,0, However,
aerhape the solutlon sugrested above for Lachlish, applles
hers 2¢ well, Furthermore, we can only hope that when more
archaanloziczl dala are avallable, the difflculbtlies wlll
be solvead,

In general, however, 1t may bz noted that not all

scholars are agrzed an to just what date these cltles were

34Mccawn. ou. egit., p. 135.

35Josbua 10:38 1.

JGW. F. Albrizit, "The Iapzaolite Coanquest of Canaan ln
the Light of Archaesclosy,” B.A.5,0.R., T4 (April, 1939), 23.
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deztroyed. W. ¥. Albright maintains37 that they were destroy-

=i some tlme in thae thirteenth century 5.0, While Frees,
Garstang, and others m&iutalns“ that these citics fell
shortly after 1400 B,C, Furthermorec, many acholarc believe
that the lsraelites’ conguest of FPalestine vas a gradual
nrocegs aad not permanent and comglete.39 Thers wae a

taking, losing, and then retalling of these clties,

Thus, in vliew of these different oninlons, we =zee¢ that

archacolozy has not in all inglances simgplifled the problem

of the date of the Exodus but hasz introduced pome new com=

nlicaticne, Miller Burrcws says:ko

Ferhaps we should ssy
rather that i1 has uncovered the origlnal complaxlity which
was obscured by the apparent almplicity of the rscords,™

In concluslon we may aay that our sxamination of the
date of the =xodus has rovealedi the weakness of the late
date theory and confirméd the carlier date, We have
examlned the arguments of tha late date thearists and have

not found in them sufficlent evidsace to warrant ths con-

clusione adopted. On the other hand, we have shown by a

37Finewan, on. glt., pn. 136-41,
38

Free, on. clt., p. 137.

39, :
Rosa, on. clt., 3C4.
40I«Eiller Burrows, Fhat llean Thege Stones? (New Haven,
Conn.: American Schoocls of Orientzl Reaearch, c¢,1941),

Poe T9.
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comblnation of arguments, Siblical, chronologlcal, nistori-
cal, and archaeolaoszlical that best jJustlee iz done to the
avidence now avallable 1f we conclude that the Ierselltes
entered igzypl around 18387 8.8., left the land zbout 1447
3.0, 2nd eatersd Palsatine 1n approximately 1407 5.C.

However, 1t must be admitted that no slagle theory as
to the date of the ¥xoduz 1o as yet ccneluslve. There are
perclexitise, an there must be in dealiag with any subject
where the svideace iz mainly lndirect; and there is orobably
no point we have advanced on whlch come scholars mey not
4Alffer From us, Nevertheless, w2 bellave that the carller
date 1447 0,0., which has been advacated by many acholars,

8 the one whieh is bert sulted Lo satisfy all the con-

(=

ditinas,

oo wer |
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APFTNDIR
THZ WUNBHR OF ISRAYLITES AT THE TIHE OF THE ERIDUS

The number of Israclites st the Ixcdus Lz glven as
600,000 fightiag man,l indlcatling a population of between
two or three millions. Thils flgure iz confirmed by two

cennuads, one taken shortly after entering the wilderness,a

and one asarly forty years latar.3

Hany wrltersz, hewevor, congldor this figure lncredible,
A a result we havae numerous oblections offered azainst it.
Let uas examine a few of thege objectlions.

In the [lrot place, many critles maintaln that the
Laad of Geshen could not accommodate s0 nany ,:;ae:;:»le:.‘l This
argument iz not so cleur zlnce tne estimates of the sgize of
Gochen are very dlvergent, Alsc 1t must be ramembesred that
this sesgtlon of the lmad in which the Ilsraeslites dwelt was
vory fertile and thersforas could support a larger popula-

tion comparad to that of other localitlen,

[ d

Exodus 12:3T.

U

Humbers 23352,

‘L.ri

Numbers 26351,

o

Frankl;n ¥, Hoskins, From the Nils to Webo: 4 Disgu
of the ‘roblem axl the Route of the Exodus (fhiladel-

ohiz:  The | “unday fchool Timea G0, c.19125, p. 166 f.

i
ot
e
[




40

Aunther objectlon is the [act that in Exodus 14:7 we
read that the Pharaoh "took six hundred charlots" teo turn
vack the Children of Isracl. COritlcs malintala that thiz
force would be 1lnadeguate la deallas with the 600,000
fightiag men of the Irraelites,? Howvever, 1t must be
remembsred that milltary powsr doecs not mersly depend on
aumioeras but upsn weapeons, eguipment, trainiagz, ete. In fact
it would bBe rurprieing that any of the fleeling slaves had
weannno abt all, aad certalaly very few could have been
tralaad =oldlars,

Anqthaé objection whilch the critlcs havo rzlsed to
thena larze flgures ls founded on the theory that 1t would
have been lmpoeslible to get the large numbaer of Isracslites
in formation %o travel. Hawevar; as T. Vhitelaw polats out,
the arraczing of the four dlvisiong for marching may have
gone oa simultanesusly, alace Lhey ware wildely geparated
from each other, with Judah on tha east slde of camp,
Rsuben on the south, Enhralr on the west, a2nd Dan on tho
north, If such Himultagemus formation war employed, a
number of milee could be covered ian a day.

In view of gll theses oblectloas ralscd bﬁ‘the eritlics

of the Bible, many echolars havs sttempted to explain sway

S1bid., pe 169.

GT. ¥hitelaw, "Humbers," The Internatlonal Standard
Bible Facylosaediz (Howard Sevarance ., C.1915), iV, 2103,

6
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the large figzures by assumlng that the Hebrew word for
"famlly" or "elan" in the anclent records was somchow mla-

taken for the word "one thousand", Cn the baslz of tals

theory, then, F. Hoskina,T in hia book From the lille to

Nebo, comes Lo the coaclusion that there were only about

100,000 people In the camp of Iersel.

Hovwaver, thla problem involves far more than a mere
aatter of mtatlistice, for the whols narratlive la conditicnad
na the prasence at the Lxcdus and in the wildsrness of a
vary largs population, ¥We must consider all the remarks
made 1o the Blble aboub the Israelites having multiplied
no greatly in Ypypt. We must conzlder why the klag of Egyot
wan =20 worrliad laost the Israelltes should grow too strong
for hin,

In summing up the whole problem of the number of the
Igraclites, 1t should be sald that the crltlec has nc right |
to rsconetruct the account of the zltuation on the mere
basie of a mere theory, particularly when the recorda of
the event in ths 31ble caa be uadarslooad ao as to ccn-

atitute no nroblem.a

THogkinq, on., clt., p. 183,

8J. ¥, Free, ﬂrchaoa1orv awa Bible History (Wheaton,
Ill,: Van Kampen Press, C. 1950 5 s Do P. 116.
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