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Using Historical Synchronisms
to ldentify the Pharaoh of the Exodus

Steven Collins

Dean, College of Archaeology,
Trinity Southwest University

INTRODUCTION

Bible students and scholars have a long histogpetulation about the identity of the pharaoh at
the time of the Israelite Exodus from Egypt. Indegd cannot help but wonder to which of
Egypt’s great kings Moses said, “Let my people dgddime believe that the answer lies in
comparing a selected biblical Exodus chronologylyes late) with a particular version of the
Egyptian chronology (high, middle or low), therdbgating the Pharaoh of the Exodus at a point
of chronological correlation. Thus, if the litekablical date of the Exodus is said to be 1446
BCE, then we simply look at an Egyptian chronoltggee who was ruling Egypt at
approximately that date. Similarly, if the Exodaghought to have occurred in thé"x&®ntury
BCE, we only need to check an acceptable chrondimdind out who was sitting on the throne

of Egypt during that period of time. Beyond theppraaches lie the theories of those who think
that the whole of the Hexateuchal narrative is laig Age/Persian Period Judabhite fiction or,
perhaps, clever yarns of Jewish religio-politicadgaganda, or both. Such scholars do not
believe in an Exodus event at all, so they wouldevent attempt to identify a corresponding
pharaoh.

On the one hand, if we regard the biblical accadinhe Israelite Exodus from Egypt and its
Conguest of Canaan as a reliable representatitresé events, then it is reasonable to attempt
to place those events within their larger ancieeaNEastern context, particularly with regard to
Egyptian history. On the other hand, if the consaqimpact upon Egypt (both stated and
implied) due to the events of the Exodus cannapoximately aligned with the known
history of Egypt and the Levant, then surely thatdricity of the Exodus and Conquest stories
can legitimately be called into question.

It certainly follows that if the Exodus/Conquestats as described in the Bible do coincide
with a commensurate portion of Egyptian/Levantiigdny, then the factuality of those events is
raised to a reasonable level of probability. [Ibé&yond the scope of this study to determine such
probabilities mathematically; however, this is pbkesgiven the number of potential points of
correspondence between the biblical text and Eggfitevantine history.] It is the purpose of
this study to suggest a placement of the Old TestdiExodus/Conquest narratives alongside a
corresponding segment of Egyptian history durirgEighteenth Dynasty, whereupon an
optimal number of historical synchronisms comes iriéw.

APPROACHING THE PROBLEM

Several years ago, the museum where | serve a®caeame into the possession of a small two-
sided Egyptian seal. On each side was carved &nediyphic cartouche of an Egyptian king and
a short message. At first glance, | thought théocahe contained the prenomen of king
Tuthmosis lll, Menkheperre. Knowing also that savecholars had “nominated” him for




Pharaoh of the Exodus, it really piqued my curjoditowever, | felt disappointed when |
examined it more closely and re-read the inscniptiMenkheperure, son of Amun-Re,” and
“Menkheperure, king of all Egypt.” Menkheperure was prenomen for Tuthmosis IV,
grandson of Tuthmosis 1ll, son of Amenhotep I, ginalsed on my previous studies, one of the
more unheralded pharaohs of the Eighteenth Dynasty.

The exploits of the great warrior-king Tuthmosilsalihd the vainglorious splendor of
Amenhotep lll, the “Caesar Augustus” of ancient gare well documented, but | confess that
| knew very little about Tuthmosis IV other thanath had read from his Dream Stele, which
was discovered between the paws of the Great Spii®iza. | determined, therefore, to find
out as much as | could about this Menkheperure.tiing led to another, and | ended up
researching the entire Eighteenth Dynasty in ot@ézarn more about the Pharaoh whose seal
we were about to display in our museum.

But something else happened along the way: | bed@arneasingly dissatisfied with existing
theories about who might have been the PharadiedExodus. The more | reexamined the
biblical accounts of the Exodus and Conquest, hadriore | investigated the history of the
Eighteenth and Nineteenth Dynasties, the more ufartable | became with the traditional
identifications of the Exodus Pharaoh as Tuthmidsi&d\menhotep I, or Akhenaten from the
Eighteenth Dynasty; or Rameses Il of the Ninete@ythasty' My dissatisfaction did not result
from the typical disputes among early- t(‘](Santury BCE) and late-date (iﬁentury BCE)
Exodus advocates, nor from the many Egyptian ablithl chronology permutations suggested
by scholars. My problem was with the fact thataredess of which of the traditional suggestions
was offered for the identification of the ExodusaRdoh, virtually nothing in Egyptian history
seemed to synchronize with the biblical account.

Then it occurred to me: given a generally-accefsield of precision in both Egyptian and
biblical chronologies, perhaps a strict chronolageorrelation is not the best way to proceed.
Maybe the search for the Exodus Pharaoh is bedteed not simply by matching dates, but
rather by attempting to align historical event @atts arising from the relevant biblical and
Egyptian materials. Such materials could be analyr®l serialized separately, and then
compared for pattern correlations, much like whatane with DNA “fingerprints.” This kind of
historical synchronism approach could also detettt Ipositive” and “negative” correlations in
linear depictions of historical data in such a gt the positive data of the Exodus events from
the Israelite point of view might correspond wittgative data (events, propaganda, or even
silence) from the Egyptian perspective. And becaduseild easily expand the range of potential
correspondence—say, from the time of Jacob toitie of Joshua’s Conquest of Canaan—an
increase in the number of meaningful historicalckyonisms over that longer period of time
could raise the probability that a “match” has baehieved. So rather than merely linking up
dates from selected chronologies (for examplectimiention that since Tuthmosis Il died in
1450 BCE, which is approximately the time of theofixs, then he must be the Exodus Pharaoh)
I would look instead for synchronisms at multipbeations along the sequence of historical
event patterns for both biblical and Egyptian higtetheoretically allowing me to find the best
overall “fit.”

1 Such as A. Hoerth, W. H. Shea, and B. G. WoodHfsis Ill); C. Aling and C.C. Ryrie (Amenhotep; lihe bizarre
theories of E. Velikovsky (Akhenaten); and W.F. Adit, G. E. Wright, and K.A. Kitchen (Rameses 8ge O. Zuhdi, “Dating
the Exodus: A Study in Egyptian Chronologi(MT 4.2 (1993) 15-27.



As far as the biblical text is concerned, | adinétta majority of scholars do not embrace its
historical accuracy and authenticity as | do. Sdt.lgut let me provide three areas of caution.
First, evidence continues to mount in support efdbntention that the Old Testament narratives
mirror with great fidelity the ancient Near Eastéistorical/cultural contexts from which they
allegedly derive. Second, if the biblical narrativim this case from the time of Jacob to the time
of Joshua—is not historically reliable to a sigrddit degree, then the whole exercise of looking
for historical synchronisms is useless. Third, knowledge about Egyptian history will always
be somewhat limited because objective, reliabléembeexts are practically nonexistent, though
available documents do preserve a significant amoiuinistorical information. Indeed,

...the vast majority of such texts surviving from pgwere concerned much more with
preserving and transmitting national traditions dhvpierforming a particular religious or
funerary role, rather than being attempts to presiejective accounts of the past.

In spite of the fact that the “historian who und&gs to write an account of the Pharaohs is
soon aware that there is very little informatiomitable,” there may be just enough data to
make sense of the general picture. | do belieigedhtirely reasonable to hold that both the
Mosaic documents and the Egyptian texts presetystantial amounts of historical information,
although the Old Testament materials, in my opinae far more reliable at face value for
historiographical purposes.

At best, the ancient Egyptians were accidentabhiats. Whether pharaohs or commoners,
they never recorded the events of their lives withew to providing future generations with
accurate depictions of events as they unfoldedndiogically through time. Far from it! While
their personal experience and communication altmitt ives and times surely dealt with the
realities they faced every day, it was primarilyifies and religion that determined what they
chose to record on papyrus and parchment, in woddtone. As |. Shaw observes,

The Egyptian sense of history is one in which rituat$ @al events are inseparable—the
vocabulary of Egyptian art and text very often nsake real distinction between the real
and the ideal. Thus the events of history and myth akregarded as part of a process
of assessment, whereby the king demonstrated theasipreserving Maat, or harmony,
on behalf of the deities. Even when an Egyptian mmmt appears to be simply
commemorating a specific event in history, it is ofiteterpreting that event as an act that
is simultaneously mythological, ritualistic, and somic?

The operative word for virtually everything writtey the ancient Egyptians is propaganda.
As propagandists with the goal of fostering pdditistability and/or ensuring proper relationships
with the spiritual realm, Egyptian writers filleddir pages and monuments with descriptions of
an idealized world conforming to their hopes ansir@s in every category of life. (Although this
approach to “history” was typical throughout theiant Near East, no other culture did it with
quite the flair of the Egyptians.) Their method wag&mphasize the positive (true or not) and
expunge the negative. Thus, while Egypt has left oggnificent legacy in its ancient texts, an
accurate, detailed picture of what actually ocaliireEgyptian history eludes us. Egyptologists

2 1. Shaw and P. Nicholson, “History and Historimginy,” DAE (London: British Museum, 1995) 130.
3 P. MontetEternal Egypt(London: Phoenix, 1964) xv.
4 |. Shaw, ed.OHAE (New York: Oxford University, 2000) 16.

® See A. GardineEgypt of the Pharaohd ondon: Oxford University Press, 1961) 46-71.



have often remarked that there are few facts froaeat Egypt that can be known with
certainty® If the Egyptians have endowed us with some aceuniatorical accounts, it was not
because they purposed to do so, but because thimgpof those events held propaganda value
for them.

The Old Testament, given its penchant for brut@ciivity, stands in stark contrast to the
propagandistic literary genres of other ancientrNgssstern cultureSCan you imagine the fate
of some priest or prophet of Amun-Re shaking amsiog finger in the face of Rameses the
Great and declaring, as the prophet Nathan didrig Ravid, “You are the man!"? The biblical
narratives are historiographical in nature, tellaig—the good, the bad, and the ugly. By
contrast, what did the ancient Egyptians do wheediiying episodes marred the record? They
simply “fixed” their “history” by chiseling away maes, images, and inscriptions from
monuments, temples, and tombs. For example, withigissnosis |lI's attempts to erase all
remembrance of his step-mother, Hatshepsutioremheb’s efforts to eradicate the memory of
the Amarna Period pharaohs, especially Akhenafemcient Egyptian regimes actively
attempted to manipulate the perceptions of both fhublic and their enemies regarding
everything from Egyptian affairs of state to a @udr's god-like persona. While the biblical
writers certainly had a socio-theological agentaytdid not afford their characters the luxury of
such purifying reconstruction.

Under these conditions, it is not surprising tt@didars, including those who take the Bible
seriously as an historical document, have fouwiifficult to place the biblical story of the
Hebrew Exodus in Egyptian documents. The Egyptremsld never admit to the kinds of events
described in the book of Exodus. To admit suchatsfand weaknesses would have been to
invite internal strife and territorial rebellionsfa result, scholars seem always to have been at
the mercy of the most recently assembled chronesydioth biblical and Egyptian, in order to fit
the biblical Exodus scenario into Egyptian histdyt substantive associations between the two
have proved difficult to establish. Contradicti@®m to emerge more often than not. Of course,
this could be due to the almost categorical diffieesbetween biblical and Egyptian texts at the
point of purpose and historicity.

For these reasons, the identification of the Phacddhe Exodus has remained an ever-
elusive goal. That is why | have attempted to zgilistorical synchronisms to locate the Exodus
events along the continuum of Egyptian historyodth the biblical narrative from Jacob to
Joshua and the Egyptian records from the Secoednhetliate Period through the Eighteenth
Dynasty can be taken at least somewhat seriousgriins of historicity, then it should be
possible to see correlations between them, if iddirey were contemporaneous. Short of a time-
machine, this seems to me to be the most reasoappieach available to us. And | think it
yields some helpful results.

At this point, let me say a few words about fiveguial advantages of using the historical
synchronism approach to identify the Pharaoh oBkedus. First, it is simple and

¢ B.J. KempAncient Egypt: Anatomy of a Civilizatighondon and New York: Routledge, 1989) 1-7.

” R. K. Harrison©Qld Testament Timg&rand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1970) 19-25.
8 W. C. Hayes, “Egypt: Internal Affairs from Tuthsis | to the Death of Amenophis IIICAH 1.1 (1973) 318-319.

9 J. E. M. WhiteAncient Egypt: Its Culture and Histotiew York: Dover, 1970) 175-176. See also D. Bdfes,
Akhenaten: the Heretic Kin@rinceton: Princeton University, 1984) 223-231.



straightforward. Some historical synchronisms dn@aus. In the light of the obvious, other
synchronisms come into focus. With obvious and eggasynchronisms in view, additional
synchronisms, including those involving what | calltural specificity, become clear. And
although the historical synchronism approach da¢sequire the use of statistical analysis and
probab!igy theory in order to reach reasonablectusions, it easily lends itself to such forms of
analysis.

Second, the historical synchronism approach ingatps a generally-accepted understanding
of the biblical narrative as reasonably interprdigdnost Old Testament scholars. Regardless of
whether scholars believe the Hexateuch to be Igstiar fictional, there is virtual consensus on
what the stories say. In other words, most schalecept the stories at face value (i.e., they are
in general hermeneutical agreement) despite trergint theories of textual origin they may
hold. The historical synchronism approach dealb witat the stories say, explicitly and
implicitly, and need not be a laborious hermenalitxercise.

Third, it utilizes a reasonable understanding of@n history already accepted by most
Egyptologists. But | must qualify this point in weof what | have previously stated about the
propagandistic nature of ancient Egyptian textsaBee there is often considerable doubt about
the factuality of events recorded in Egyptian doeuts, the range of possible interpretations and
resultant conclusions by historians can vary sigaiftly * When this is multiplied by the same
phenomenon in the Levant, Asia Minor, and Mesop@aincan be difficult to get a clear
picture of what actually happened in the ancierdaMigast during a given timeframe. So | readily
admit that the linear depiction of Egyptian histtimgt | have presented for comparison with the
Exodus events is necessarily selective on my planever, | have tried to be as balanced and
objective as possible and, in all instances, | hesgxl reasonable interpretations and treatments
of Egyptian events already stated and publisheddiltknown Egyptologists and historians.

Fourth, the results of such an approach could ses\a&ecorrective for both biblical and
Egyptian chronologies. | have often thought oftifigical and Egyptian chronologies developed
by scholars as two tall palm trees swaying sidesidg-in the wind. If there was no wind, and
both were standing perfectly straight, a mark arheeee at the twenty-foot level would remain
exactly together. But when the wind blows, caushegtrunks to flex and bend, the marks do not
remain together even though they are both exaetinty feet from the base of their respective
trunks. Depending on the amount of sway and indggeinmovement of each tree, sometimes
the relative position of one mark seems to be albovelow the other. But if the trees were
bolted together precisely at the point of each manly remaining flexibility would be
minimized and the trees would now essentially aairee. If the events of the Israelite Exodus
from Egypt were “bolted” by historical synchronisiasthe career of a particular pharaoh,
variations in our construction of both biblical aBdyptian chronologies could be minimized,
and our histories could be woven with greater gieniand confidence.

Fifth, the approach is potentially applicable thestchronological coordination problems.
As P. Briggs demonstrates in the development opiadicate criterial screening process for

10 p. Briggs Testing the Factuality of the Conquest of Ai Naumin the Book of Joshu@octoral dissertation, Newburgh:
Trinity Theological Seminary, 2001) 287-301.

™ For example, some scholars state as fact thelidé@menhotep’s mother, Mutemwia, served as gemeduring the early
part of his reign; others argue vehemently agansh an interpretation. In Egyptian records itfterodifficult to tell what is
fact and what is bombast.



determining the factuality of ancient narrativag;tsas the Conquest of Ai in the book of
Joshud?it is possible to make correlations between niaedexts and their alleged physical
environments, in order to determine whether orthey qualify as true narrative
representation$. Using historical synchronisms to correlate twoaseafely derived yet related
histories is a virtually identical process, whiduld potentially be used to solve similar
chronological problems, not only between the Béotd its larger ancient Near Eastern context,
but also between the chronologies of various amn®iear Eastern kingdoms.

Before moving on, let me make a few brief commaiisut cultural specificity, which |
mentioned above. | define cultural specificity &ngents of culture appearing in isolated time-
space contexts. For example, certain ceramic fdtypes) exist only in relatively short time
windows, as do things like sickle swords and laggudialects. The inclusion of culturally
specific items in an ancient text can be a gooétatdr that such a written record belongs to a
particular time-space conteXtindeed, to suggest that an author living in Egitping the late
Iron Age could (or would) write a story authentlgadet in the midst of Middle Bronze Age
Canaan, replete with references to Middle Bronze égstoms and elements of material culture,
would be ludicrous. Thus, cultural specificity apglwithin a context of historical synchronisms
can increase the probability that a given textwderifrom a particular timeframe and not another.

PAST ATTEMPTS TO FIND THE EXODUS PHARAOH

It is not my purpose to provide a detailed desimipand analysis of previous attempts to
identify the Pharaoh of the Exodus, but merelyuggest the kinds of approaches and points of
view that, in the past, have touched upon the prabWhat will be immediately evident is that,
regardless of the approach taken or the Exodusadimieted, general inconclusiveness still
dominates the issue.

12 Briggs, Testing219-221.

13 3ee J. W. Oller, Jr. and S. Collins, "The Logidofe Narrative RepresentationBjblical Research Bulletih2 (2001); and
S. Collins and J. W. Oller, Jr., "Is the Bible ai@Narrative RepresentatiorBRBI.3 (2001). Brief versions of these
monographs were also presented at the 2000 mestthg ETS.

14 See K. A. KitchenOn the Reliability of the Old Testamg@trand Rapids: Eerdmans, 2003) for an excellestigision of
historical synchronisms and what | call element&aftural specificity.” See also K. A. Kitchen, HE Patriarchal Age: Myth or
Mystery,” BAR21.2 (1995) 48-57, 88-95; and K.A. Kitchen, “Thetiarchs Revisited: A Reply to Dr. Ronald S. Hdyide
NEASB43 (1998) 49-56.



APPROACHING THE HEXATEUCH AS MYTH

One sure way to preclude the possibility of idefiti§) the Pharaoh of the Exodus is to treat the
Hexateuchal materials as myth. However, becauseapuroaches are popular, | will briefly
touch on them.

Narrative Embellishment of Historical Kernels

Early documentary theories regarding the developmktine books of the Hexateuch and other
Old Testament literature generally accept the ttlag although stories like the Exodus and
Conquest narratives are encrusted with layersgefié and epic myth, most of them, at their
cores, retain kernels of historical reality (notikemthe lliad and other classical works). Such a
view, however, makes it next to impossible to plaeeExodus in any particular historical
context, for the historical core elements of tlugystire often indistinguishable from layers of
oral and editorial embellishment. Such an appraédthally precludes the possibility of
discovering any connections between narrativeadegtmaterial historical context, thus giving
rise to all manner of speculations as to the liteesvolution of the text itself. As K. A. Kitchen
so aptly states:

The theories current in Old Testament studies, homaéantly conceived and
elaborated, were mainly established in a vacuum litfih or no reference to the Ancient
Near East, and initially too often in accordancthwi priori philosophical and literary
principles. It is solely because the data from theiémt Near East coincide so much
better with the existing observable structure of Tddtament history, literature and
religion than with the theoretical reconstructiohsittwe are compelled—as happens in
Ancient Oriental studies—to question or even to abarsiich theories regardless of their
popularity.Facts not votes determine the tritHitalics mine]

Creation of Fictional History (Emergence Theories)

Within recent years some scholars have rejectedether the historicity of anything that
purports to be Scripture of the pre-Iron Age. Fam, “the world of the patriarchs is a fiction,
not reality.”® Even great biblical characters like Moses and Jasite mythical creations
“entirely divorced from historical reality** There was no Israelite Exodus from Egypt. There
was no wilderness wandering. There was no Congii€shnaan. Instead, the people that later
became the nation of Israel emerged from an autootls Canaanite population sometime in the
early Iron Age (after 1200 BCE), carved out a kiogdfor themselves in the central highlands,
and eventually concocted a fictional origin anddrig for themselves, including everything at
least from Genesis through Josfia.

15 K. A. Kitchen,Ancient Orient and Old Testame(@hicago: InterVarsity, 1966) 172. For a masteréfiitation of higher
critical literary theories of Old Testament origisge K. A. KitchenOn the Reliability of the Old TestamgR@003). In this work,
Kitchen effectively destroys minimalist theoriepessing late Iron Age origins of the Hexateuch dndges.

16 N. P. LemchePrelude to Israel's PagtPeabody: Hendrickson, 1998) 39.
1. Finkelstein and N. Na’aman, edstpm Nomadism to Monarchyerusalem: Israel Exploration Society, 1994) 13.

18 See N. Na’aman, “The ‘Conquest of Canaan’ inBhek of Joshua and in History?fom Nomadism to Monarchy
Finkelstein and Na'’aman, eds. (Jerusalem: IsrapldEation Society, 1994) 218-281. See also |. Aste@ and N. A.
Silberman,The Bible Unearthed: Archaeology’s New Vision ofidnt Israel and the Origins of Its Sacred Te®isw York:
Free Press, 2001).



CHRONOLOGICAL APPROACHES

For those who hold to the historical charactethefearly Old Testament books, attempts to
identify the Pharaoh of the Exodus are mostly teedhronological issues. The primary factor
dividing the two major camps is the date of the ditself. Without an approximate Exodus
date, there is no hope of tying Moses to an Eggptf@onology.

Symbolic/Hyperbolic Approach (Late Date)

Because the Bible often gives numbers in nice, ddigures, it is easy to construe them as
symbolic or even hyperbolic. Although a good caae lee made for the hyperbolic nature of at
least some large numbers (in excess of 1,000ki0Id Testamerif smaller round numbers are
also subject to varying interpretations. One suahimer is the 480 years mentioned in 1 Kings
6:1 which, at first glance, seems to be ratherigttorward:

Now it came about in the four hundred and eightyetar after the sons of Israel came out
of the land of Egypt, in the fourth year of Solorisoreign over Israel, in the month of
Ziv which is the second month, that he began to ihichouse of the LORD.

Some consider that stated numbers, like the 48 {440 in the Septuagint) of this passage,
should not be taken literally.

Period of 480 years (1 Kings 6:1) indeterminaAelvocates of a late date (ieentury BCE)
for the Exodus treat the 480 years of 1 Kings &:han-literal. With a firm 1 century date for
the construction of Solomon’s Temple as a stapioigt, just count backward—but how far?

A number of scholaf8 believe that the 480-year designation is actuakjnd of numerical
symbolism representing twelve generations, eackrgéon being 40 years. But since an actual
generation is more on the order of 25 years, theahoumber would be about 300.
Alternatively, why not use a 20-year generatiorgwen 30 years? The fact of the matter is that
if you do not take the 480 years as a literal figtihen the final number is indeterminate and
open to a wide range of speculation.

Length of Egyptian sojourn indeterminaleis interesting to note that most scholars \ubtd
toa1d century BCE Exodus, while not accepting the 48&ryef 1 Kings 6:1 as literal,
generally do accept the 430 years of Exodus 124déhmmore literally?* The reason is obvious:
they face serious historical problems if they padab and Joseph in Eighteenth-Dynasty Egypt.
Therefore, they need all of those 430 years tagebvb and Joseph safely (for their theories) into
the latter part of the Middle Kingdom or the Hyk$eriod where their stories fit much better.
Thus, the length of Israel’s Egyptian sojourn beesmather indeterminate based on the needs of
theories.

Length of Moses'’ life indeterminatié the number 40 is thought to be a literary spirfor a
generation, then should the 40-40-40 configuradbioses’ life also to be treated in the same
manner as the 480 years of 1 Kings 6:1? This wmddn that the 120 years of Moses'’ life

1% See D. M. FoutsThe Use of Large Numbers in the Old Testarfémttoral dissertation, Dallas: Dallas Theological
Seminary, 1992).

2 Kitchen,Ancient72-75. Kitchen's view is typical. Cf. A. J. Hoertrchaeology and the Old Testamé¢@rand Rapids:
Baker, 1998) 178-181.

2 bid.



according to Deuteronomy 34:7 was more on the artléb years—or 60, or 65, or 87, or 99.
Obviously, if the 40-40-40 (120) years of Mosefg lare not literal, then the length of his life is
indeterminate and subject to myriad guesses.

Length of Judges period indetermindtethe Exodus happened in the‘%ntury BCE, then
a literal configuration for the length of the petiof the Israelite Judges based on a face-value
reading of the book of Judges becomes impossibiih ¥s approach, whatever time elapsed
between a late f3century Exodus and the rise of the Israelite Whi®narchy automatically
becomes the required timeframe for the biblicalgi#sd Thus, the length of the period of Judges
is indeterminate.

“Pick your favorite pharaoh.”If the smaller biblical numbers—480, 430, etc.—are
indeterminate because they are hyperbole or nualesjenbolism, then there can be no reliable
way to track chronological precision between tH#ital and Egyptian histories. As a result, the
selection of an Exodus Pharaoh may owe more testibg, sentimental attachment than to
histggical evidence. In this case, Rameses lInfoparticularly good reason, generally gets the
nod:

Literal Approach (Early Date)

What is meant by “literal™? Well, it could be ththte 480 (Masoretic Text [MT])/440 (Septuagint
[LXX]) years of 1 Kings 6:1 is exactly what it saye the day; or it could be a rounded
approximation. Perhaps the 40-40-40 (120) yeaMaxes’ life is precise, or perhaps it is not
exactly three periods of 40 years, but close. Bgtahdards of chronological measurement
applicable for discovering the Pharaoh of the Esp@ither of these approaches works;
therefore, there is no need to belabor this point.

Period of 480/440 years (1 Kings 6:1) liter&egardless of whether the 480/440 years of 1
Kings 6:1 is precise or a rounded approximationséhwho ascribe to an early (literal) date for
the Exodus place it in the midst of théh]@ntury BCE during Egypt’s powerful Eighteenth
Dynasty.

Length of Egyptian sojourn literaThere are two options as to the length of thaelse
sojourn in Egypt, from the time of Jacob until #edus. First, some argue in favor of a long
sojourn (400+ years) based on the Masoretic Te@eafesis 15:13 and Exodus 12:40. Second,
there are very good arguments in favor of a stlayausn (215+ years) based on the rendering of
Exodus 12:40 in the Samaritan Pentateuch and ihtei&gnt, and supported by the apostle Paul
in Galatians 3:16-17. | admit that | strongly favlee second option.

Length of Moses'’ life (40/40/40 years) literdlone takes 1 Kings 6:1 literally, then viewing
Moses' life as approximately 120 years in lengikiddd into three periods of about 40 years
each, is perfectly logical, and many scholars finddifficulty taking this approacf?.

Length of Judges period literdf the Exodus occurred in the mid1’16entury BCE, then
there is an abundance of time for all of the eventee book of Judges to take place
comfortably before the onset of the Israelite Whiéonarchy?*

2 Kitchen,Ancient57-59.

2 J. FineganHandbook of Biblical Chronologyev. ed. (Peabody: Hendrickson, 1998) 224-245ECH. Merrill, Kingdom of
Priests: A History of Old Testament Isrg€rand Rapids: Baker, 1987) 57-91.



“Pick your favorite Egyptian chronology.By taking the “early date” biblical chronology,
which places the Exodus events in the middle ofififecentury (ca. 1446 BCE), scholars who
take this approach then select their preferred &gychronology (high, middle, or IG®),
aligning an approximate date for the Exodus with@nologically-close pharaoh from the
Eighteenth Dynasty. The results are varied andyrd@sed on much more than chronological
considerations: Tuthmosis I1l, Amenhotep Il, Ametgmlll, or Akhenater?®

Problems with Chronological Approaches

Approaching the issue of the Pharaoh of the Exogerely from a chronological perspective has
never produced more than a handful of casual stiggesAnd pushing the flexibility of the
480-year approximation (1 Kings 6:1) beyond a feanths or (at most) a few years yields little
fruit. The fact of the matter is that neither thielioal nor the Egyptian chronology is able to be
constructed precisely enough to allow either tdifdeed to the other on the basis of dating alone.

Egyptian chronologiesThe Egyptians never intended to give us an atelniatorical
accounting of themselvé§And they have not. Because we must rely on doctsthat were
originally written mainly as political, social, amdligious propaganda, building a chronology of
ancient Egypt is an intensively tedious task, totha least. Arriving at a precise chronology is
probably impossible. The further back one goesgypiian history, the less precision there is,
especially considering the tumultuous intermedgetiéods for which most of the available
information is hopelessly scrambled. The rangegyfdian chronologies formulated by recent
and current scholaf®yields a difference of up to fifty years from tloevest to the highest. Since
ancient Egyptian history spans several thousansytat range of deviation does not seem to
be too significant. However, when trying to pinpdime Pharaoh of the Exodus, even half that
variance can mean a difference of one or two regaabds.

Biblical chronologies Deriving a chronology from biblical data seenthea straightforward.
Of course, if one does not accept the historicedaity of the Old Testament, then fidgeting with
the chronological details thereof is a meaningéesscise. But for those who do take the biblical
text seriously and who also take a literal appradadhe numbers involved, a reasonably tight
chronology is possibl& However, the level of precision may still not g enough to tie the
Exodus events to the reign of a particular phar@bls, a purely chronological approach, even
when fixed-date reference points (such as 966 BE€Ehe building of Solomon’s Temple) are
available, can only get us “in the ball park.” Amelcause both Egyptian and biblical

% gee MerrillLKingdom141-188. See also R. Cafe Introduction to the Old Testament and its St{Mshville: Broadman,
1987) 228-230. Cf. J. M. Miller and J. H. Hay&sHistory of Ancient Israel and Jud€Rhiladelphia: Westminster, 1986) 85-90.

% See E. Wente and C. Van Siclen, “A ChronologthefNew Kingdom,'SAOC39 (Chicago: Oriental Institute, 1977) 218; .
M. E. Shaw, “Egyptian Chronology and the Irish Qzibration,”INES44.4 (1985) 295-317; K. A. Kitchen, “History of ¥
(chronology),”ABD Vol. 2, D. N. Freedman, ed. (New York: Doubled&992) 322-331; and K. A. Kitchen, “The Historical
Chronology of Ancient Egypt: A Current AssessmeA'67 (1996) 1-13.

% Wemustrealize the lack of precision in the Egyptian ctoiogies on which we are accustomed to rely. Witlypeater
precision, which is not likely to happen, a singddidate pharaoh cannot be identified with comfigebased solely on
chronological considerations.

27 This is not to say that we do not have a great dieinformation from which to develop our hisesiof Egypt. We do. It is
simply that the Egyptian concept of record-making aur concept of history are entirely different.

2 Kitchen, “Historical Chronology” 1-13.
2 FineganChronology224-245.




chronologies are, to varying degrees, moving targeting such an approach to identify the
Pharaoh of the Exodus cannot yield a reliable tesul

THE HISTORICAL SYNCHRONISM APPROACH

Because ancient dating methods were relative aentdased, often tied to the regnal years of
kings with little concern for the kind of precisiare desire today, it could prove helpful in
searching for the Exodus Pharaoh to adopt a singil@nt-based approach. After all, both the
Egyptians and the biblical writers utilized relaj\not absolute, dating in typical ancient Near
Eastern fashioff’

For the current quest, an event-based methodolaggéveral advantages over a fixed-date
chronological approach. First, although it recogrigeneral chronological outlines and respects
chronological boundaries as established by schuelarking in the field, it does not seek—nor
does it rely on—the attempted (artificial) precisiaf any particular chronology (high, middle,
low, or otherwise). It thereby avoids the tediumattban lead to “not seeing the forest for the
trees.” Second, an event-based methodology (rétharone that simply looks at dates)
concentrates on explicitly and implicitly predicteidtorical results and trends arising from event
records preserved in biblical and Egyptian textsrd, while chronological considerations tend
to be somewhat two-dimensional and “colorless, némsed reckoning is able to appreciate
and incorporate existing scholarly treatments aterpretations of both Egyptian and biblical
history, including elements of politics, religiomarfare, local and international affairs,
architecture, society, and material culture.

| have called this event-based approach to idengfthe Pharaoh of the Exodus tistorical
synchronism approach

DEFINITION

Given two nearly parallel histories with numerowénps of potential correspondence, an
historical synchronism consists of an alleged fa@vent sequence in each history, the existence
of which is best or reasonably illuminated, expainor comprehended in the light of the other.
For example, the fact that the Sea Peoples, pktiguhe Philistines, did not settle along the
Delta coast of Lower Egypt, but ended up colonizimgsouthern coast of Canaan, is historically
synchronous with Egyptian accounts of the repulsiothe Sea Peoples by the maritime forces
of Rameses lll. The archaeological and biblicatlewice that the Philistines did not, in fact,
colonize the coast of Lower Egypt, but insteade#ibn the southern coast of Canaan, not only
is synchronous with a particular segment of Egyphistory, but also serves to enhance the
credibility of the Egyptian records of that periad vice-versa. In the case of the biblical
accounts of the Israelite Exodus from Egypt anddbest of Canaan—an historical record
involving sequences of multiple events over a geababout fifty years—as the number of
identifiable historical synchronisms in correlatiwith Egyptian history increases, so does the
probability that the extant biblical record is fiaat®*

30 see FinegarGhronology6-138; and E. R. Thiel&he Mysterious Numbers of the Hebrew Ki¢@sand Rapids: Zondervan,
1983) 33-60.

31 Briggs, Testing287-301.



ASSUMPTIONS ABOUT THE NATURE OF THE BIBLICAL TEXT

Every researcher who deals with the Bible operates a set of assumptions (givens) that are
foundational to the application of any researchho@blogy. | have already stated that, based on
substantial evidence, | accept the historical vgrat the Hexateuchal narratives. | also believe
that they are divinely inspired. However, evenriea@oes not accept these premises, the
historical synchronism approach is still able ttidate the authenticity of the Exodus narrative
(and even a larger portion of text, as we shall.sEat a fictitious narrative written nearly a
thousand years after the alleged events it descabeld accurately parallel a modern
construction of Egyptian history stretches cregiulits the old adage goes: if the shoe fits,

wear it.

METHODOLOGY

The application of the historical synchronism apyetoto identifying the Pharaoh of the Exodus
proceeds through five steps:

1. Itis necessary to construct a serial history efEixodus events as recorded in the Bibsle.” I‘{
will begin with the time of Jacob and Joseph arateed through the beginning years of
Joshua’s Conquest of Canaan.

2. Given a reasonable understanding and interpretafitite biblical text about the serial
history drawn from it, there are (if the narratisdactual) explicit and implicit cause-
and-effect relationships between what the biblieat states concerning the Israelite
Exodus and the history of the associated EgyptiamaBty. (1 will dispense with the
hermeneutical exercise of exegeting the biblical ecause that has been admirably
done by many commentators, most of whom would agitemy representation of the
narrative.) In other words, if what is reportedhie Exodus story actually happened, then
Egypt would have been significantly impacted indictable ways by such calamities as
the Bible describes. The Egyptians, obviously, Wmndt have elaborated on those
damaging events, but it is quite probable thatahger picture of Egyptian history as we
interpret it today, including the actions of itdgtéors, would provide at least subtle
indications of the deleterious effects of such ¢éserplagues, plunderings, severe labor
and military losses, the death of Pharaoh—regasdiethe attempts of the Egyptian
propaganda machine to cover them up. These exafidiimplicit impacts of the Exodus
events upon Egypt must be projected on the basig@disonable interpretation of the
state of affairs in Egypt and surrounding regionsrdy the appropriate period.

3. We must reconstruct a serial history of a commeateysortion of Egyptian history,
paying specific attention to factors relevant fomparison with the biblical
Exodus/Conquest scenario. There are only two pitiseto consider: the Eighteenth
and Nineteenth Dynasties. | will only present aatéristory of the Eighteenth Dynasty
for two reasons: (a) the history of the Nineteddyimasty, particularly the reign of
Rameses Il, is not at all synchronous with theitdgtbrecord, as will become evident; and
(b) as | proceed | will provide data from, and coemtary on, the Nineteenth Dynasty to
show why it fails to correspond with the biblicataunt of the Exodus.

4. | will superimpose the serial histories of the &ite Exodus from Egypt and that of

Egypt’s Eighteenth Dynasty. If there are historgghchronisms shared between the
respective serial histories, then at least sontkesh should be readily observable, even



obvious. Other synchronisms may also become vislinteigh a closer examination of
relevant biblical and historical data, includingmkents of cultural specificity.

5. Based on the frequency of historical synchronisrissng from a comparison of biblical
and Egyptian historical/chronological data, coniclns may be drawn concerning the
plausibility of where we place the Exodus event&gyptian history and the validity of
the Exodus/Conquest record itself.

THE BIBLICAL COMPONENT

For the purposes of this study, particularly fderences back to given points, | have enumerated
the relevant biblical events, beginning with theds of Jacob and Joseph through the early years
of Joshua’s Conquest of Canaan (see Table 1). Alsoe divided the points in the summary

into three sections: th&e-Exodus events (points 1 through 17); the Exathrs eventgpoints

18 through 23); and th@ostExodus events (points 24 through 27).

Additionally, there are four reasonable assumpttbas| will follow throughout:

1. Hexateuchal references to Egypt refer primarilgregxclusively, to Lower Egypt (the* g

Nile Delta region) and not to Egypt in its entireThere are several facts that support this
assumption: (a) the early biblical patriarchs, sasibraham, no doubt, had contact only
with Lower Egypt, i.e., the region of the Nile Del(b) if Joseph and Jacob entered
Egypt during the Hyksos Period—which | think is thest acceptable scenario in view

of both biblical and Egyptian d&fa—then the Egypt of their stories was Lower Egypt
because that was the epicenter of the Hyksos sphé&ruence; (c) when Egypt was
united under a strong centralized government,woerégions were always clearly
delineated, with the king wearirigro crowns, one of Upper Egypt and one of Lower
Egypt; (d) even when the Theban kings of Upper Egyled, they often preferred living

in and reigning from their palaces in Lower Egypttvits milder climate®

2. Second, | assume a short sojourn of the IsraetitBgypt. As previously suggested,
while there are arguments on both sides of theejssie of the strengths of the
Septuagint (430 years in Canaan and Egypt, i@m #kbraham to the Exodus) over the
Masoretic Text (430 years in Egypt, i.e., from jdgéacob to the Exodus) is the
affirmation of the Septuagint computation by thestfe Paul in Galatians 3:16-17:

Now the promises were spoken to Abraham and to his steedoes not say, ‘And
to seeds,’ as referring to many, but rather to &k to your seed,’ that is, Christ.
What | am saying is this: the Law, which came foundned and thirty years later,
does not invalidate a covenant previously ratified3wy, so as to nullify the
promise.

All other things being equal between the long vershiort Egyptian sojourns,
Paul’s preference for the Septuagint renderingxafdis 12:40 convinces me that

32 Whether Joseph is placed in Egypt during thedidiingdom or the Hyksos Period does not mattette purpose of
identifying the Pharaoh of the Exodus. See my disian in S. Collins, "The Length of the Israeligdirn in Egypt,Biblical
Research BulletifVv.6 (2004).

33 Most of the kings of the Eighteenth Dynasty sgegteat deal of time in Lower Egypt and undertoatyngreat building
projects there. Recall Tuthmosis IV’s “vision” neéhe Sphinx on the Giza Plateau.



the better option is the shorter sojourn—aboutydys from Jacob in Egypt to
the time of the Exodu¥.Computations relative to Exodus 6:14ff also temd t
support a short sojourn. Further, | think thatahguments in favor of Joseph
serving as vizier in Egypt during the period of Hiygksos are stronger than those
placing his viziership in the Middle Kingdotn.

3. The biblical documents are historiographically sigrego the Egyptian materials from
which our knowledge of Egypt’s history is deriv&vidence forces me to view as
suspect much of what we think we know about Egyphiigtory. Contrariwise, evidence
compels me to accept the historical authenticitthefHexateuchal narratives. Indeed,
they should serve as a lens to correct, if possibée“fuzzification” of a commensurate
portion of Egyptian history.

4. | am assuming that the Pharaoh of the Exodus diditeiyam suph(“sea of reeds”) along
with his entire army so that “not even one of thremained” (Exodus 14:28). The writer
of Psalm 136:15 certainly understood the Exoduy skat way: “[Yahweh] swept
Pharaoh and his army into tii@m supli On the one hand, the need to propose a string
of secondary and tertiary hypotheses in order t@ f®haraoh survive theam suph
incident severely weakens any such theory. Ontier thand, a straightforward reading
of the relevant biblical passages supports thaPtiteraoh of the Exodus perished along
with his troops when thgam suphsurged over them.

SERIAL SUMMARY OF THE EXODUS SCENARIO DERIVED FROM
EXPLICIT AND IMPLICIT DATA IN THE HEXATEUCH
For the purpose of comparing the Exodus narratitte ascommensurate portion of Egyptian

history, | offer the following 27 points as a seeammary of biblical events (with dates using
“biblical year” zero [=yb0] for the Exodus):

Pre-Exodus Events

Point One:Joseph is sold to Midianite caravaners and také&ygypt where he becomes a
slave. (yb-230) (Genesis 37ff)

Point Two:Joseph becomes vizier of Egypt, second adminiggtonly to Pharaoh
himself, and is introduced to the populace via @ich processional. (yb-226) (Genesis
41:37ff)

Point Three:Due to conditions of famine in Canaan, Jacob aaddfaelite tribes move to
reside in Lower Egypt. (yb-217) (Genesis 47:9)

Point Four: Jacob stands before Pharaoh; the Israelite sojowrower Egypt begins. (yb-
215) (Genesis 47:7ff; Exodus 1:1ff)

Point Five:Joseph retires from his Egyptian viziership te lout his life with his people in
Lower Egypt. (yb-208) (Genesis 47:27ff)

34 However, a long Egyptian sojourn of 430 years daesmpact the identification of the Exodus Pharao

% See J. Van SeterBhe Hyksos: A New InvestigatiRew Haven: Yale University, 1966). The Hyksos evbighly
Egyptianized; their adopted culture would not hagen appreciably different from that of the Mideieagdom.



Point Six:Jacob dies and his funereal event in Canaan isdaiteby a large company of
Egyptian officials. (yb-198) (Genesis 49:33-50:9)

Point SevenJoseph dies and is given an Egyptian-style bugibt147) (Genesis 50:26;
Exodus 1:6)

Point Eight: The sons of Israel begin to multiply greatly. (y#5) (Exodus 1:7)
Point Nine:A king arises in Egypt who does “not know Josegit-145) (Exodus 1:8)

Point Ten:The Egyptians apply a policy of hatred and persecuagainst a burgeoning
Semitic population in the eastern Nile Delta regidiisoshen (Lower Egypt). (yb-145)
(Exodus 1:9)

Point ElevenThe Hebrews are conscripted, possibly enslaveatdar to build store cities
(the names of which were perhaps later contempbasaPithom and Raamses) for Pharaoh.
(after yb-145) (Exodus 1:11)

Point Twelve Despite their difficult servitude, the sons ofakslrcontinued to multiply, so
much so that the Egyptians are “in dread” of thein-85) (Exodus 1:12)

Point Thirteen:The king of Egypt gives orders for the killingmile Hebrew infants as a
method of population control. (yb-85) (Exodus 1f15f

Point FourteenMoses is born. (yb-80) (Exodus 2:1ff)
Point Fifteen:Moses flees Egypt into Midianite territory. (yby4&xodus 2:11ff)
Point SixteenA king of Egypt dies while Moses is in Midian. §li®) (Exodus 2:23)
Point SeventeertUnder Yahweh's direction, Moses returns to thercofiPharaoh to
demand the release of the Israelites from bondgbel) (Exodus 5:1ff)

Exodus Core Events

Point EighteenTen successive plagues wreak havoc on Lower E@yptl) (Exodus 7:14-
12:34)

Point NineteenThe Hebrews plunder Lower Egypt. (yb-1) (Exodus35236)

Point TwentyMoses leads the Hebrew tribes and a host of etbsgciated tribes (probably
also Semitic) eastward out of Lower Egypt. (yoOyqlus 12:37ff)

Point Twenty-oneThe Israelites camp between “Migdol and the s@dn0) (Exodus 14:2)

Point Twenty-twoThe charioteer Pharaoh leads a sizable Nile Deltsed military force in
pursuit of the sons of Israel. (yb0) (Exodus 14:5ff

Point Twenty-threeThe Egyptian forces, including Pharaoh himsel, dnowned in thgam
suph (yb0) (Exodus 14:26ff)
Post-Exodus Events

Point Twenty-fourThe bodies of the drowned Egyptians are recoverfabin the shoreline
of theyam suph(yb0) (Exodus 14:30)



Point Twenty-fiveThe Hebrew horde, led by Moses, travels to MtaBio receive the laws
of Yahweh; as a result of the subsequent Kadeshdaagpisode, they are directed by
Yahweh to live as nomads in the wilderness fomtiret 38 years. (yb0) (Exodus 15:1ff;
Numbers 13:1ff; Deuteronomy 2:14)

Point Twenty-sixMoses dies. (yb40) (Deuteronomy 34:7)

Point Twenty-severlhe Conquest of Canaan by Joshua and the Issabé@gins. (yb40)
(Joshua 1ff)

PROJECTION OF THE IMPACT OF THE EXODUS CORE EVENTS
UPON EGYPT

If the Exodus scenario presented in the biblical &etually occurred as stated without
embellishment or exaggeration, then that serievents would have had a profound and
devastating impact on Lower Egypt during the Eighth Dynasty. Additionally, given our
knowledge of Egypt during the New Kingdom, everftth@s nature would have had predictable
consequences for the Tuthmosid empire, particularbpntexts reliant upon Egyptian economic
and military strength in the Nile Delta region. 8t of the core events in the serial history
presented above give rise to specific predictidmuaithe consequences of such events for
Egypt. Here | have focused on those core eventsr Lavill expand the discussion to include
the remaining points.

Point EighteenPrior to the Exodus, ten successive plagues wraa&c on Lower Egypt.
Although the Bible does not state precisely whés shries of plagues began, it can be safely
assumed that the entire period of plagues could bhavered from several weeks to several
months, or even years. Regardless, the cumulatipadt upon Lower Egypt would have
been devastating.

The successive plagues are as follows:

1. Blood. The plague of blood made the water of the fDelta) non-potable, and  *~
caused the fish to die.

2. Frogs. The plague of frogs was at least a greatsaf irritation, setting the people’s
nerves on edge.

3. Lice(?) gnats(?) mosquitoes(?). Whatever thesectiegtures were, they came in
uncontrollable swarms over man and beast. One wigrirnagine the distress that
resulted.

4. Swarms of insects (flies?). The plague of inseffected all the area of Lower Egypt
except Goshen, where the Israelites lived.

5. Pestilence. This plague killed all the livestock-ower Egypt; but the animals
belonging to the Israelites were spared.

6. Skin boils/sores. This affliction of the most perabsort affecting residents of the
Egyptian Delta increased their misery.

3 It seems incredible to me that most scholarsiudisions about the date and Pharaoh of the Exarinstdieal adequately
with the inevitable impact of the Exodus eventsruggypt. In my opinion, it must be one of the kégneents of the discussion.




7. Hailstorms. The plague of hail severely damageg@<stbroughout Lower Egypt.
8. Locusts. What remaining crops the hail did not mgstthe locusts did.
9.

Darkness. Whether this was a severe sandstormsugexnatural blocking of light
from the sun, it demonstrated the power of Yahwedr the chief Theban sun god,
Re, or Amun-Re.

10. Death of the first-borfl! The devastation and psychological depression intoatgput
by the death of the first-born proved, indeed,ddhe last straw.

As a result of the cumulative effects of thesemitiaus events, we must predict that
Egypt would have suffered a severe economic setioattle region of the Nile Delta. No
doubt, the plagues would have crippled the Deltmemy for a considerable period of time
due to population losses, including key administeadnd military personnel, and pervasive
crop failures (not to mention the dishearteninghefgeneral populace). By the end of the
tenth plague, Lower Egypt would be teetering otapsle.

Point NineteenBefore they depart Egypt, the Hebrew clans plutidemvealth of Lower

Egypt (at least the area surrounding Goshen). Amiplagues were not bad enough, Lower
Egypt would have taken another major economic hiethe Israelites confiscated the
personal wealth of its citizens (though some gaaduhtarily”). The biblical text suggests
that the plundering was extensive. If this actublippened, then we could safely predict that
Egypt's Delta economy would have been seriouslyaicted.

Point Twenty:A comparatively large number of Israelites, togethith other Semitic clans
and miscellaneous folk, depart Lower Egypt. Haairgady suffered through plagues and
plundering, the Egyptian Delta economy would fdeeaddditional loss of a significant
portion of its resident labor force. Surely, asthbint, we would predict that any attempt at
economic recovery for Lower Egypt would have besresely impeded.

Points Twenty-two and Twenty-thré#haraoh, on his own chariot, leads “six hundrethef
best chariots, along with all the other chariotfL@iver] Egypt, with officers over
all...horsemen and [marching] troops” (Exodus 14:7e3)ursue the fleeing Israelites.
Subsequently, all of these Egyptian forces, inclgd?haraoh himself, were drowned in the
yam suphln one catastrophic moment, Egypt lost a sigaifiqortion—perhaps most—of
its Delta military force, along with its king. Tipgediction here is obvious: Egypt would now
face uncertain times, notwithstanding its remainirgglth and power.

Regardless of when these events are placed chgically in the history of Egypt, there can
be no escaping their impact. But since | have tatjthe Eighteenth Dynasty as the most
probable timeframe for the occurrence of the Exaahemario, it must be pointed out that these
calamitous events coincided with what is oftenezhthe Theban Supremacy or the Empire
Period—roughly from the time of Tuthmosis | throubke early reign of Amenhotep Ill. By far,
Egypt had more to lose during this phase of the Kewdom than at any other time. During
this most magnificent era of Egyptian wealth, paveed prestige, the Black Land had pressed
an iron-fisted hegemony southward into Nubia antdheastward to the Euphrates River,

7 The term “first-born” may include the concepttioé “primal son.” For example, while it is doubtthlt many of the
pharaohs of the Eighteenth Dynasty were literatht-born, most were designated as the “primal sod raised to become the
next king.



extending its borders farther from its Nile corarntever before or ever after. If my assumption is
correct that biblical Egypt is to be identified nparily with Lower Egypt, then the predicted
impact of the Exodus core events upon Egypt as@enkould have even greater specificity in
terms of the empire’s ability to secure, controld @dminister its Asiatic (Levantine) territories.

The logic is simple: Given that the Delta reginriower Egypt was the only possible staging
area for any commercial, military, and administratboperations in Canaan and Syria (i.e.,
biblical Canaan, “from the river of Egypt to thesgt river, the Euphrates,” Genesis 15:18),
Egyptian settlements and cities tended to be aledtalong the Nile and only fanned out wider
in the Delta region. Without both a vigorous De&tamnomy and a formidable Delta-based
military force, Egypt would not have had the apilib extend its borders into the Levant, much
less maintain its hegemony over those territolmesahy extended period of time. After all, the
lands encompassed by Canaan and Syria were exyrdiffelult for any of the larger ancient
superpowers to control, as G.S. Steindorff and K€le observe:

In a land split by nature into so many unrelatads@tins and so politically disunited,
such an organization [as needed for comprehensiveotofithe Levant] could have
been achieved only by a far greater employmentilitiny and administrative force than
was actually available to the pharaoffs.”

Thus, there can be no doubt that Imperial Egypiimary vulnerability vis-a-visits
Levantine holdings, lay in the economic and militatrength of Lower Egypt.

Had the biblical Exodus scenario occurred durirgghteight of the empire—the middle of the
Eighteenth Dynasty—we could only predict that ggative impact on the Delta region would
have seriously threatened Egypt's ability to contsoAsiatic territories. Such severe economic
and military losses in Lower Egypt would have ppéeited a systemic, even if gradual,
disintegration of Egypt’'s Levantine hegemony. Iritle¢be existence and continuation of strong
Egyptian control over Canaan (=Syria/Canaan) atpaniyt in the Eighteenth Dynasty would
signal that the Exodus core events could not ye¢ leacurred. Had they happened, including the
death of Pharaoh, then the erosion of Egyptianmegg in Canaan would have immediately
ensued. Even though the Egyptian administration—admypt being generally unaffected—
would have acted to support its Delta economy afdres, enough damage would have been
inflicted that they would have needed a considergbriod of time, even years, to begin to
recover from both internal and northeastern teaidatdosses. As a result, the Levantine territories
certainly would have become vulnerable to taketyeEgypt’s rivals in northern Mesopotamia
and eastern Asia Minor.

Before we examine the history of the Eighteenthd&xy, | want to emphasize an additional
point: Egypt’s propaganda machine never would teadmaitted to any of these things. For Egypt
to have advertised in any way that they had suffeteh setbacks would have invited internal
power struggles and rebellion in its provinces. §/lthe Egyptian records are not going to tell us
anything about the negative effects of an Exodkesdicenario; at least, not on purpose. But |
cannot help thinking that the over-all history @jyiat and its neighbors would somehow belie
Egypt's attempts to expunge the knowledge of dadabbktyle Exodus—and the Egyptians were

%8 G.S. Steindorff and K. C. Seelhen Egypt Ruled the Eg§thicago: University of Chicago, 1957) 103.



very good at expungin).On the one hand, if the Exodus core events hafisoatically

affected Egypt, then it is almost unimaginable thatr predicted results would not be visible
somewhere in ancient Near Eastern records, evandh has not survived. On the other hand, if
it is assumed that the Exodus took place duringrtliteEighteenth Dynasty, then the absence of
explicit or implicit historical indicators (=histmal synchronisms) suggesting the predicted
effects of the Exodus scenario would surely miitagainst the idea that the Exodus took place
during that period. And if there is an absenceistiohical indicators supporting the existence of
at least some of the predicted effects of the Ez@lents, then that alone could call into
question the historical veracity of the biblicatoed.

3% Many of the monumental records of Egypt were cifieor destroyed in antiquity. Also, it was notamenon for a king to
usurp the monuments of his predecessors. Muchygittea history is difficult to reconstruct becawfehese practices.
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THE EGYPTIAN COMPONENT

Comparing the biblical Exodus scenario with a ptiédly commensurate segment of the
Eighteenth Dynasty requires the construction afrectse serial history of that period of
Egyptian history. Unfortunately, the picture todrawn is one of “impressionistic” generalities,
not of “photographic” detail. Most of the Egyptiaources themselves are highly propagandistic
and carefully designed to serve political and felig agendas. It often seems that while we
possess a great deal of information, reliable fatsnonetheless in short supply. The early and
late years of the Eighteenth Dynasty are, at Bbsilowy. The affairs of the Empire Period are
somewhat clearer, but far from perspicuous. To dmaie matters, the historical interpretations
of Egyptologists often differ dramatically.

Because of the aforementioned issues, | have detednthat the safest approach for the
purposes of this study is what might be calledSozable historical averaging,” i.e., the
blending of historical constructions and interptietss that are already commonly accepted by
Egyptologists. This avoids the extremes of somertsts, but considers that even middle-of-the-
road Egyptologists spin their own radical viewsifirame to time. | am the first to admit that
significant variations can exist within an “averageange of historical interpretations. In such
cases | have selected what | consider to be thé pfaassible options. Thus, while my brief serial
history of the Eighteenth Dynasty may not mirraattof a particular scholar, it is drawn from a
reasonable range of historical interpretations demtable from the works of a host of notable
Egyptological scholars.

SERIAL HISTORY OF THE EGYPTIAN EIGHTEENTH DYNASTY | N
TERMS OF FACTORS RELEVANT FOR COMPARISON WITH THE
BIBLICAL EXODUS/CONQUEST SCENARIO

For the purpose of comparing the history of Egygighteenth Dynasty with events of the
biblical Exodus, | offer the following 13 points aserial summary of the Eighteenth Dynasty
(with dates using “dynasty year” zero [=ydO0] foefthirst regnal year of Amosis):

Point One:By the seventeenth century BCE, a long-lastiniyindf Asiatic Semites
(probably Amorite®) into the Nile Delta region culminates in the doation of Lower

Egypt by the Hyksos kings of the Fifteenth and &xith Dynasties. Powerless to resist the
Asiatics, the Theban Seventeenth Dynasty often péyste to the Hyksos reginféwhich
apparently has formed an alliance with the Nubtartse south of the Theban realf(yd-
100)

Point Two:After several failed attempts by the Theban Seagrth Dynasty to overthrow
the Hyksos regime of Lower Egypt, a powerful Phiraamed Amosis ascends to the
Thebanthronein the early- to mid-18' centuryBCE. Amosis, the first king of the Eighteenth
Dynasty, successfully routs the Hyksos from Lowgy#, reunifying the Black Land and

40" van SetersThe HyksosCf. N. Grimal,A History of EgyptOxford: Oxford University, 1992) 185-186.
L Ibid.
2 bid.



reinforcing Egypt’s eastern border against furthsiatic incursiond? Having chased the
hated Hyksos armies back to Canaan from whencehih@yriginally come, Amosis sets in
motion a state policy of hatred against Asiatic Besrthat becomes a standard for
Eighteenth Dynasty administratioffsrom this point on, the enslavement of Delta regio
Asiatics by the Eighteenth Dynasty is pursued wigfor, including incursions into the
central hill country of Canaan to capture moreesaws a result of this poliéy the
population of central Canaan is severely depléBetlas would be expected, Amosis’
primary focus is to increase the overall stabibityegypt through administrative, economic,
and military development. (yd0-24)

Point Three:Upon the death of Amosis, his son Amenhotep | catméise throne. Although
early in his reign Amenhotep deals militarily witbelling Libyans and Nubians, he spends
most of his time refurbishing military garrisonsdastrengthening unified Egypt, continuing
the patterns established by his fatffetle dies childless. (yd24-45)

Point Four: Perhaps because of blood-ties to the Theban liogalformer general

Tuthmosis | becomes the next pharaoh of the Newd#@m. Having quashed the customary
provincial rebellions in Nubia, Tuthmosis turns bigs toward the northeast, to Canaan and
Syria. The anti-Asiatic (= anti-Semitic) sentimestablished in Egypt by Amosis and
continued by Amenhotep | also infects Hihwith a now-formidable Egypt under his rule,
his desire is to revenge the embarrassment of yiedd episode by making vassals of the
Canaanite kings and expanding the borders of Bgyibie Mittani realm, if possible. He
does reach the Euphrates River, but his visioresxpénsion are not entirely solidifié8in
Tuthmosis’ wake, the Eighteenth Dynasty now harlaorgmperial lust centered on the
intractable idea that its northeastern border rhashe Euphrate€.Egyptian hegemony in
Canaan has blossomed. (yd45-57)

Point Five: Tuthmosis Il takes the throne when his father mmdaskis | dies, and he is
immediately faced with territorial rebellions intbhdhe Nubian and recently acquired Asiatic
provinces:’ Although able to keep the territories intact byrlehing at least one campaign
into Canaan (perhaps as far as Syria) and anatteeNubia, he is a frail and sickly man
without a great deal of imperial fervor, often aledowed by his queen, Hatshepsut. Under
his rule, Egyptian hegemony in Canaan and Syriamesritenuous. He dies after ruling for
only ten years! (yd57-67)

4 T.G. H. James, “From the Expulsion of the HykepAmenophis I,"CAH 1.1 (1973) 293-296. See also D. B. Redford,
Egypt, Canaan, and Israel in Ancient TingPsinceton: Princeton University, 1992) 125-129.

4 Ibid. See also GrimaHistory 193-195.

4 Most of the Eighteenth Dynasty pharaohs raideccémtral hill country of Canaan for slave labaeR. Gonen, “The Late
Bronze Age,"The Archaeology of Ancient Israél. Ben-Tor, ed. (New Haven and London: Yale Ursity, 1992) 211-257.

46 Grimal, History 202-206. See also James, “Expulsion to Amenopli68-312.

47 Hayes, “Tuthmosis | to Amenophis IlI” 315-316.eSalso B. M. Bryan, “The Eighteenth Dynasty befiie Amarna Period,”
OHAE I. Shaw, ed. (New York: Oxford University, 200#50-235.
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4 White, Egypt165.
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Point Six:The death of Tuthmosis Il initially brings uncentg, mainly because his son and
successor, Tuthmosis lll, is too young to rule.dHapsut, the young king’'s step-mother,
takes the throne and rules for about twenty yearsasonably capable queen-pharaoh,
Hatshepsut is able to keep the kingdom strong aaidtains Egypt’s hold on Nubia and the
Asiatic territories, with many military campaignsdoubtedly being led by Tuthmosis I
himself. However, the death of Hatshepsut is, pgshaot accidentaf (yd67-88)

Point SevenWhatever precipitates the death of Hatshepsuhrmasis Il claims his throne
with a vengeance. The monuments and inscriptiohatshepsut are defaced or destroyed.
Now in his twenties, Tuthmosis’ bosom burns wita fhie of his grandfather’s imperial
visions>® Faced with (the seemingly obligatory!) rebellion&anaan and Syria, Tuthmosis
determines to secure the Asiatic provinces via ergutented military action. Arguably
ancient Egypt’s greatest general, and certainlyadnies greatest pharaohs, Tuthmosis I
tightens Egypt’s grip on the Levant. His coffers #iooded with treasure. His courts receive
dignitaries from virtually every land in the Neaadt. The Egyptian empire now reaches
from the Euphrates in the north to the Fifth Catacd the Nile in the south. At the time of
his death, after ruling for nearly 55 years, Eggphe richest and most powerful nation in
the Near East and only getting stronger. (yd67-121)

Point Eight: A few years before his death, Tuthmosis 11l makissson Amenhotep Il co-
regent, thereby ensuring a smooth transfer of patldrough Amenhotep is established on
the throne of Egypt by the time of his father’sttie¢ghe Egyptian provinces (particularly the
Asiatics) launch their usual transition-period fdébes. But this time they have irritated the
wrong pharaoh. Eighteenth Dynasty anti-Asiatic fmasserupt from Amenhotep like a
volcano. Known as a magnificent warrior who exdéelarchery and hand-to-hand combat—
it was said that no other man could pull his BbwAmenhotep Il bears down on the
Canaanite and Syrian princes with unparalleledcigroCrushing every enemy in his path,
Amenhotep marches to the Euphrates River and raipédkr to commemorate his military
accomplishments, as his father, grandfather, agatgrandfather had done before him.

In subsequent ceremonies, he personally beheadsrausncaptive Syrian chieftains and
distributes their body parts to selected terrilaies as a warning. Needless to say,
Egyptian hegemony over Canaan and Syria remaiastititroughout the 26-year reign of
Amenhotep IF° (yd121-147)

Point Nine:At the death of Amenhotep II, the Egyptian emp@mains as strong and stable
as ever. Although his successor, Tuthmosis IViailythas to respond militarily to both
Nubian and Syrian rebellions, the new king hasratbéore unseen weapon in his arsenal:
diplomatic skill. As a young prince, Tuthmosis hesfned a reputation as a courageous
warrior—he had attained the title “Conqueror ofi&Yyeven before he became pharaoh. Yet
his much-publicized prowess as a master charietegarcher is probably outweighed by his
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practical application of diplomacy, which proveshis greatest accomplishment in terms
of impact on the Egyptian empire.

Tuthmosis IV is well aware of two other ancientsygowers in his neighborhood to the
north: Hatti (the Hittites) and Egypt’s long-stamglirival, Mittani. Surely Tuthmosis realizes
that the Hittites would like to annex Syria—by nawperennial Egyptian holding—for its
coastal access. He also realizes that Egypt’'s BEtghborder has always caused conflicts
with Mittani. His answer: to make a “brotherhoalliance with them. This accomplishes
two things: first, an Egyptian/Mittanian allianedll reinforce the placement of Egypt's
northern border in the vicinity of the EuphratesdRiand keep the Egyptians from having to
battle Mittani again and again for control of tlegion. Second, the Hittites will not make a
move on Syria as long as they face the combineitanyilmight of both Egypt and Mittani.
The diplomatic skills of Tuthmosis IV pay off, abdth of these goals are reachiéd true
friendship develops between Egypt and Mittani, dredHittites are kept at bay. As a result
of these diplomatic maneuverings, Tuthmosis noy omintains the previously established
borders of the empire, but also increases the pritgf Egypt by eliminating the necessity
of frequent military campaigns in Syria. (yd147-158

Point Ten:Egypt under Tuthmosis IV remains the wealthiest mwost powerful nation in the
Near East® The Egyptian realm ranges from the Fifth Catagé¢he Nile in the south to the
Euphrates River in the north. Egypt’s northern Klgmsecured against Hittite incursion by
the Egyptian/Mittanian alliance. All is well withé empire. As B.M. Bryan correctly writes,
“It is presently impossible to prove that the Askaidings of Egypt at the end of Thutmose’s
reignh were not similar to those of [his father] Arhetep Il....his power in the far northern
provinces was intact® But suddenly, Tuthmosis IV is dead after a glosioeign of only
about nin€® years; in fact, the last documentable year forgign of Tuthmosis IV is year
eight® Estimated to be between 25 and 28 years of aye dime of death, his mummy
reveals a healthy young man free of dental wedhgbagical indicators, and ante-mortem
injuries®? Additionally, the fashionable Tuthmosis is wellifeal, manicured, and has pierced
ears® All of these factors indicate an untimely deathif@cut short in its prime. And it is

%6 Bryan, “The Eighteenth Dynasty” 254-260. See &sgmn, The Reign of Tuthmosis (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University,
1991).

7 One of the best treatments of Tuthmosis IV isitbin N. Reevesikhenaten: Egypt’s False Proph@lew York: Thames
and Hudson, 2001) 43-52. See also Bryarthmosis 1V

% R. Giveon, “Tuthmosis IV and AsiaJNES28.1 (January 1969) 54-59.
%9 Bryan,Tuthmosis I\B347.

€0 . Aling, A Prosopographical Study of the Reigns of Tuthmdsand Amenhotep I(doctoral dissertation: University of
Minnesota, 1976) 2.

1 see C. AldredAkhenaten: King of EgyiNew York: Thames and Hudson, 1988) 143-144; almAProsopographicap-3.

62 G. E. SmithThe Royal Mummie.ondon: Duckworth, 1912/2000) 42-46; Cf. B. BriEgyptian Mummies: Unraveling the
Secrets of an Ancient Afilew York: Quill/William Morrow, 1994). Indeed, eording to E. F. Wente of the Oriental
Institute/University of Chicago, the most secuiidigntified mummy among the Eighteenth Dynasty pblasds that of
Tuthmosis IV; see E. F. Wente, “Who Was Who AmdmgRoyal Mummies,The Oriental Institute News and Notk$4
(1995).

3 Smith,Mummies42-46.



interesting to note that at the time of his detith,otherwise-healthy Tuthmosis IV is “an
extremely emaciated mafi*{yd147-158)

Point ElevenTuthmosis 1V's military exploits into Asia are theest of the Eighteenth
Dynasty®® From the days of Tuthmosis | through the reigifathmosis 1V, Egyptian
domination over Nubia and the Levant has refletttedsuperiority of Egypt’s position in the
Near East during the Empire Period. W.C. Hayeslgleacognizes this:

[The early Eighteenth Dynasty] picture of the railit king is based chiefly on the career
of Tuthmosis lll,the years ofvhose independentign were divided equally between his
conquests abroad and his administrative tours....[tfe&r that the pattern of kingship
followed by Tuthmosis Ill had already been establidhetlis grandfather, Tuthmosis 1,
and was maintained, in so far as their abilities pgeohj by his father Tuthmosis I, by
his son and grandson, Amenophis Il and Tuthmosis IV, iarttie early years of his
reign, by his great-grandson, Amenophigiil.

Tuthmosis IV passes to Amenhotep Il a magnifidéngdom, as N. Reeves observes:

Tuthmosis died unexpectedly, long before he coulelrate his first sed-festival, or 30-
year jubilee, and before, it is generally beliewbé, heir was of an age to be promoted as
co-regent. Tuthmosis IV’s skillful maneuverings hadwed his son the inheritance of a
‘great king’: a land rich beyond compare, politigalnd administratively stable, and with
borders stretching from Syria in the north to thetlogataract of the Nile and beyond in
the soutt?’

Nonetheless, as strong as the empire is at thefehathmosis IV’s reign, the accession
of Amenhotep Ill to the throne of Egypt marks tlegimning of the end for the Eighteenth
Dynasty®®

During the first half of Amenhotep’s long reignsiduals from the glory years of the
empire propped up the administration of the kingdallowing it to operate reasonably
well. Initially, because of his young age, Amenipdeadministration is handled by others.
“It is probable,” Bryan notes, “that Amenhotepwas a child at his accession,” and that
“his rule was conducted for him quite unobtrusiV/&lgither by his mother Mutemwiyaor
by other members of his family. From the very begig, he seems ill-prepared to be
pharaoh and has few of the military or administeatbilities of his Tuthmosid predecessors

& |bid. 43.

8 G. W. AhlstromThe History of Ancient Palestiifdinneapolis: Fortress, 1994) 238.

% Hayes, “Tuthmosis | to Amenophis III” 314.

57 ReevesAkhenaterb1l.
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who had built the powerful Egyptian empire. EveteaAmenhotep officially takes the
reigns of the kingdom, his wife Tiy attends to #ffairs of staté’ She is capable and
decisive, while he virtually retires to his own @eg and pleasure bark, primarily in pursuit
of beautiful women and spdft.

Although Amenhotep Il inherits the greatest waptalver of his day, he does little to
preserve it. Indeed, as R. Giveon recognizes,utés‘heralds a weakening of Egypt's
position in the world.™ Further, A. Gardiner reminds us that “It is wrdngegard
Akhenaten as the sole Pharaoh responsible fob#isedf Egyptian prestige,” for
“Amenophis Il was at least equally to blam& The typical rebellions in the Nubian and
Asiatic provinces draw a minuscule response from kinlike his imperial forbears,
Amenhotep’s colonial government is “lax in the extie.” He fights a brief Nubian
campaign, but launche® military operationsvhatsoever in order to secute empire’s
Asiatic holdings—something every pharaoh has doreessfully since the reign of
Tuthmosis | more than a century before. From thistpon, Amenhotep lapses into “the
lethargic and voluptuous existence of an Oriengabdt,”® degenerating into “a senile
voluptuary”’ who, for some unknown reason, is unwilling or ueab address the
deteriorating situation in Egypt's Asiatic territes. But the situation is even worse than he
thinks, for as J.E.M. White observes, “away toribeth the storm clouds were gatherid@.”

As the long-but-feeble reign of Amenhotep Il pregges through its fourth decade, the
Hittite hordes, led by the mighty prince and soo#b¢ warrior-king Suppiluliuma, loom
beyond the western frontier of the Mittani Kingdohiney mobilize to seize the territory
they have always desired: Syria and its seapootso¥er a hundred years the Hittites have
viewed Syria as a prized jewel, but could not atb&reality of the Egyptian hegemony
only recently strengthened by the Egypt/Mittaniaaite forged by Amenhotep’s father,
Tuthmosis IV. As Suppiluliuma studies the situatiba seems to realize that Egypt, by the
time of its transition from Amenhotep Il to Amertep IV, will not (or cannot) rise up to
defend either its Asiatic territories or its Mittan “brothers.*®

After the death of Amenhotep llI, in the early y&eaf Amenhotep IV (Akhenaten),
Suppiluliuma feels free to launch a major militampaign in an attempt to annex Syria,
including attacks on Mittanian cities east of thgpBrates—all seemingly without any fear
of Egyptian reprisal. Suddenly, all of the Egyptand Mittanian lands west of the
Euphrates are in Hittite hands. Local Syrian rylengal to Suppiluliuma and backed by the
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Hittites, attack neighboring cities who beg Egygtfiielp. Their cries—mingled with those

of Canaanite city-state princes—comprise the aecbfvel-Amarna. However, most of their
letters go unanswered. The Amarna texts reflegteakening of Egyptian power, since the
authorities were preoccupied with internal Egyptidiiairs and give the impression that their
interest in the land of Canaan had slackef8d.”Goetze accurately describes the situation:

The advance of Hittite partisans as far south as th& Bite valley between Lebanon
and Anti-Lebanon, and further east as far as Damamgyl# not to have left the
Egyptians indifferent; this was [traditionally] undiged Egyptian territory. However,
they either were unwilling or unable to help tHeiends in southern Syria. The letters of
Akizzi [of Qatna]—like those of Rib-Adda [of Bybloes}are vivid testimony to Egyptian
impotencé’ [brackets mine]

From the final years of Amenhotep Il through tleele years of Akhenaten'’s reign,
Egyptian hegemony in Syria ends as a result ofteléiggression, and Egyptian hegemony
over Canaan has suffered nearly total disintegratidkhenaten, however,” notes D.B.
Redford, “had remained inactive through it allhé&snorthern border became destabilized;
and rumor now had it that leould notact.®? (italics his). Even Amurru has “brokenvay
from the Egyptian empirayhose bordenow shrank bacto south otthe Eleutheros
Valley.”®® Arguably, Egypt's position in the Near East hagpsd from empire to nation.
And the situation continues to worsen. (yd158-206)

Point Twelve The decline of Egypt accelerates during the redwiof Akhenaten’s reign.
Seemingly powerless to respond to the continuext ¢dr help from Asiatic city-state kings
still clinging to Egyptian loyaltie&! Akhenaten turns the Black Land even further inward
upon itself in pursuit of quasi-monotheistic refermthe elevation of the cult of the Aten—
through which the traditional gods of Egypt are d&ad, even persecuted. By the time
Akhenaten dies, the Near Eastern political scesechanged dramatically from the days of
the Egyptian empire as it had existed under thaeleship of his grandfather, Tuthmosis IV.
Without so much as a whimper from their Egyptiarothers,” the Mittanis, teetering on
collapse after the first Hittite incursion, now orble into utter ruin. Formerly, the Mittani
Kingdom was second in power only to its ally, Egyyow Mittani is gone. The Hittites
dominate the whole of Syria including the area afiascus and now occupy first place on
the regional power scale. With the Mittanis outt# picture, Assyria takes its place as “the
second great power in the Near E&SEqgypt, by far the world’s mightiest nation onljeav
decades earlier, now ranks third in power behintildad Assyria. (yd196-213)

80y, Aharoni, The Land of the Bible: A Historical GeograpBhiladelphia: Westminster, 1979) 170. See alfo S.
Waterhouse, “Who are the Habiru of the Amarna ks®#8JATS12/1 (2001) 31-42.
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82 Redford Egypt, Canaari76. See also T. Bryc&he Kingdom of the Hittite@®xford: Oxford University Press, 1998) 174-
193, who clearly points out the impotence of Aklendo act in the face of Hittite aggression. Egyptle numerous threats, but
was never able to back them up with any kind oftami response.
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84 Some believe that the el-Amarna corresponderfteet® the routine operations of the Egyptian empirAsia. But | think
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Point Thirteen:“By the middle of the fourteenth century B.C. atss Redford, “the
Eighteenth Dynasty had completely lost the configeand respect of its subjecté The
remaining kings of the Eighteenth Dynasty—Smenkbk@utankhamun, and Ay—are
unable to arrest the decline in Egyptian power gnegtige which began after the death of
Tuthmosis IV. Only Horemheb, a distinguished geheéwaing the reign of Tutankhamun, is
able to restore a semblance of Egyptian prestigiecin.evarit’ as a result of several
campaigns. Horemheb longs for the glory days oftnpire and decides that the only way to
bring this about is to usurp the throne of Egyptself. He does just that. So miserable is the
Amarna Period in the mind of Horemheb that he m#rkseginning of his reign from the
death of Amenhotep I, skipping over Akhenaten eBkhkare, Tutankhamun and A3.
Before he dies, Horemheb names his fellow genesaidé®es | to succeed him. Thus ends the
once-great Eighteenth Dynasty, and so begins thetdignth Dynasty. (yd213-254)

We clearly see from this scenario that the Eightte&ynasty can be divided into two distinct
periods: (a) from beginning to glory and (b) froettine to demise. The first period, which
lasted nearly 160 years, began with the reunifcatif the kingdom under Amosis after the
removal of the Hyksos from Lower Egypt and contohuatil the empire reached its peak of
power and prestige during the reign of TuthmosisTke second period, which lasted about 70
years, began with the erosion of the empire dutiegeign of Amenhotep Ill and ended when
general Horemheb wrested control of the Egyptiaon®, terminating the Eighteenth Dynasty.
The fact that Horemheb viewed the last few ruléithe Eighteenth Dynasty—from Akhenaten
to Ay—with disgust is, in itself, testimony to tpathetic state of affairs into which Egypt had
fallen since the glory days of the empire. Withiattperiod of decline, Egypt suffered several

majorsetbacks:

a) The lossof Syria to the Hittiteglate Amenhotep lll/early Akhenaten) D {
b) A virtual loss of hegemony in Canaan (late Amenpdlgearly Akhenaten)

c) Serious damage to its trans-Euphratian ally, Mittanthe hands of the Hittites (late
Amenhotep lll/early Akhenaten)

d) The collapse of hegemony in Canaan (early Akhenaten
e) The final collapse of Mittani at the hands of Hattid Assyria (under Akhenaten).

It is remarkable how, just fifty years after theatteof Tuthmosis IV, Egypt was reduced from
its dominant position as the Near East’s leadimeguower to the level of a third-ranking nation
nearly imploding upon itself; again, we must ask guestion: Why?

What were the Egyptians suffering in such propagsicdsilence? When Hatti began to
annex Syria—as far south as Lebanon—were the awhitee warrior-king Suppiluliuma really
so formidable that the combined strength of Egygk llittani could not overcome them? When
the Hittites mounted a direct assault on the Migtarcapital, Wassukani, was Egypt's
commitment to its “brother” Mittanians really so akethat Suppiluliuma was allowed to crush

8  Redford Egypt, Canaari79.

8 Horemheb longed to return to the glory days efempire, but had to battle with the grim realitgttEgypt's former Syrian
territories were gone forever. The Nineteenth Dignesuld fare no better.

88 White, Egypt175-176.



Mittani without Egypt lifting a finger to defendsitong-time ally? When Egyptian vassals in
Syria and Canaan cried out to both Amenhotep kil Akhenaten for troops to protect them from
the regional turmoil exacerbated by Suppiluliumbywlid those pharaohs turn a deaf ear? Why
did the mighty Eighteenth Dynasty—whose very tiads flaunted the idea of a northeastern
Euphrates border and an iron-fisted hegemony oaeaénite territories from which it received
bounteous tribute of olive oil, wine, and a hosbtifer commodities—suddenly relax its grip on
long-held Asiatic provinces, assuming an interoalf that eventually drove the dynasty to
extinction? Surely, there is more going on hera timeets the eye (see Figures 1 and 2).



Figure 1



Figure 2



THE BIBLICAL AND EGYPTIAN COMPONENTS SUPERIMPOSED

As | have discussed previously, if the Exodus sdemaesented in the Bible is accepted as
historically accurate, then specific predictions@the impact of those events upon Egypt are
inevitable® | have also shown that it is reasonable to exihedf in some detectable fashion, the
impact of the Exodus core events upon Egypt walkédy manifest itself in ancient Near
Eastern documents, though likely camouflaged byholggy and propagandistic subjectivism. If
this is actually the case, then a side-by-side @rispn of the serial history of the Exodus with
various segments of Egyptian history should rewdedre the Exodus chronology fits best.
Obviously, the placement of the Israelite Exodwa groduces the greatest number of historical
synchronisms, based on predictions arising fronEtkedus scenario itself, is most probably the
correct one.

SUPERIMPOSITION OF THE BIBLICAL EXODUS SCENARIO UPO N A
SERIAL HISTORY OF THE EIGHTEENTH DYNASTY

The parallel comparisons that follow are basedemeal premises, which | have already
explained; but allow me to reiterate them briefly:

1. The literal biblical numbers relative to the Exodiggnario are at least closely rounded = {

approximations. Thus, (a) the Exodus took placeia#480 years (440 in the LXX) before
the fourth year of Solomon'’s reign; (b) the 40/40y#ars’ configuration of Moses’ life is
accurate; (c) Jacob stood before Pharaoh abowedrS before the Exodus; (d) the
Conquest led by Joshua began about 40 years laét&nxibdus.

2. Hexateuchal references to Egypt primarily refdcdaver Egypt; i.e., the focal point of
Hebrew/Israelite contact with Egypt was the NildtBeegion.

3. From a historiographical point of view, the biblitext is more accurate and objective in
what it describes than Egyptian documents.

4. The Pharaoh of the Exodus died in ylaen suph

Comparisons will be made using the Briggs Weigtgdrage Chronolog} of Egypt (see
Table 2) because of the divergence of scholarlgiopiabout how the chronology of the
Eighteenth Dynasty should be configured. Briggsgrasided a good working average of the
most accepted chronologies. (Remember that | amsing absolute dating configurations from
these chronologies, but elements of relative datirayder to determine the lengths of each
reign.) (See Tables 11, 12, and 13 in Appendix fonehronologies other than those of Briggs.)
By placing the Exodus at the death of candidateguites, it is possible to ascertain the general
correspondence of biblical and Egyptian data fehgdacement, based on biblical predictions
from the Exodus core events.

8 Again, | stress the importance of the impachefExodus core events on Egypt. If we take thddaibiext seriously, then we
must expect that, as a result of the Exodus sagriagypt would have been significantly affectedsgibly requiring a prolonged
process of recovery.

% Briggs, Testing39.



Rameses Il as the Exodus Pharaoh

Even though | will focus mainly on Eighteenth Dytyggharaohsl|, feel that | must apply the
historical synchronism method to the reign of Raesds if for no other reason than that so
many scholars place the Exodus during his reignifis linear comparison, | have placed the
Exodus at three different locations in the (lowjastology of Rameses Il: early in the reign of
Rameses (see Table 8 and Figure 9 in Appendix @n&)e mid-reign of Rameses (see Table 9
and Figure 10 in Appendix One), and at the deafRashieses (see Table 10 and Figure 11 in
Appendix One). Immediately, the lack of corresparmiebetween the Exodus events and the
reign of Rameses Il becomes obvious.

If we place the Exodus early in Rameses’ reign,(gayear 10 of his 66 years of rule), then
we must look for some sort of decline in Egyptiawpr at about that time; but, in fact, there is
no evidence of a slump in Egyptian strength dutirgreign of Rameses. This would also place
the beginning of the Conquest during Rameses’ r@dically this is a problem because
Egyptian hegemony in Canaan was quite strong dumiost of Rameses’ reighyet the Bible
makes it very clear that the Promised Land to mgjaered by Joshua was specifically the land
of the Canaanites, Amorites, and Hittites, withBgyptian interference. Neither Egyptians nor
Egyptian troops are ever encountered by the Iseaedinywhere in the book of Joshua. Further,
given a 215-year Egyptian sojourn, this placeméthe Exodus would put Joseph in Egypt
during the height of the Eighteenth Dynasty, whitdkes little sense given the severe anti-
Asiatic (Semitic) sentiments of that period. Thilngse who place the Exodus in the reign of
Rameses are always forced to adopt a long (43Q-gegnurn in order to get Joseph back into
the Hyksos Period, or earlier, where he obviouslpihgs.

If the Exodus is placed in the mid-reign of Ramesie=n we still have the same problems.
However, it is worse because the Conquest would hiae begun toward the end of
Merneptah'’s reign, at a time when the MerneptateStead already included Israel as one of
the ‘Nine Bows'—i.e., one of the nine recognize@mies of Egypt—none of which makes any
sense at all.

If we place the Exodus at the time of Rameses’hjdhén relative to historical synchronisms,
everything falls apart. That would place the begigrof the Conquest five or six pharaonic
generations after Merneptah who had already idedtlrael (of central Canaan) as one of his
perennial enemies. If we take the biblical accairthe Exodus seriously, then there are
virtually no historical synchronisms visible duritige reign of Rameses II.

Another potentially serious problem for late-ddtedrists comes from the book of Judges,
which reports that the Israelite Judge Othniel diefe “Cushan-Rishathaim king of Aram
Naharaim” (Judges 3:8-10). C. Billington argueswoaingly that Cushan is a ruler of the
Mittani KingdonT” (see my discussion on Tuthmosis IV as PharacheoExodus). If this is so,
then Othniel's defeat of Cushan must have occuysrieat to the demise of Mittani in the mid- to

%1 See K. A. KitchenPharaoh Triumphant: The Life and Times of RameKs@¥arminster: Aris and Phillips, 1982).
92 5. Collins, "Length of Sojourn.”

% J.B. Pritchard, ed., “Hymn of Victory of Merneht4The ‘Israel Stela’)’ANET, third ed. (Princeton: Princeton University,
1969) 376-378.

9 C. E. Billington, “Othniel, Cushan-Rishathaimdahe Date of the Exodus,” paper presented to &HN(2001).



late-14" century BCE. Indeed, “the story of Othniel’'s defeBKing Cushan of the Kingdom of
Mittani lends very strong support for the Early ®@heory of the Exodu®® during the
Eighteenth Dynasty.

Candidate Pharaohs from the Eighteenth Dynasty

The literal biblicalplacement ofthe Exodus is during the Eighteenth Dynasty inntie-15"
century BCE. But which Egyptian king is most likehe Exodus Pharaoh? We can best identify
this most-likely pharaoh by placing the Exodushatdeath of several candidates, in order to
determine which produces the largest number obtiistl synchronisms based on the
consequences for Egypt predicted by the Exodusenaets.

| have removed Tuthmosis IV from his normal positio the following sequence and have
placed him last for two reasons. First, before mering him as a candidate for Exodus Pharaoh,
| want to look at the Eighteenth Dynasty kings Wiawe already been suggested by various
scholars. | find it interesting that although Tutisis I\V's grandfather, father, son, and grandson
have all been considered as the villain of the Esa&tory, no one, to my knowledge, has ever
suggested him. Second, | want to develop my exghdeussion of historical synchronisms in
connection with Tuthmosis IV because, as | hopgetmonstrate, placing the Exodus at the end
of his reign unlocks a remarkable sequence of spmi$ms between the Hexateuchal narratives
and Egyptian history.

Tuthmosis lll. If the Exodus occurred about the time of the de&fhuthmosis Il (see
Table 3 and Figure 3), then Moses was born duliegeign of Amenhotep | and his flight from
Egypt took place in the reign of Hatshepsut. Ths alaces Joseph in Egypt during the Hyksos
Period. Thus, for the pre-Exodus events, theretiertial for reasonable correspondence.
However, from the point of Tuthmosis’ death onwahis placement of the Exodus scenario
fails to produce adequate parallels in light of @inéicipated impact of the Exodus core events on
the Egyptian empire. The most glaring failure a$ flacement of the Exodus is that, upon the
death of Tuthmosis Ill, his son Amenhotep Il sedufes empire with bold military and
administrative activities so that there was abstyuto diminution of Egypt’'s power and
prestige. Amenhotep’s hegemony over Canaan and 8mained strong throughout his reign.
There is no indication whatsoever that Egypt exgreréd a catastrophe of any magnitude in the
Delta region before or after the death of Tuthmdsidf such had occurred, Amenhotep II's
ability to successfully control the Asiatic provexwould have suffered.

In addition, this placement fails as the timefraorethe post-Exodus events because the
Conquest would then have to be placed very eattlyanreign of Amenhotep Ill. Biblically this
is problematic because at the outset of his regypfan hegemony in Canaan and Syria,
although beginning to slip, was still substantitdd the Israelite army entered Canaan during the
early years of Amenhotep III's reign, they wouldsba@ncountered an Egyptian military
presence, something that the text of Joshua miebrtiz the point of omission.

Placing the Exodus at the time of Tuthmosis Iliath does not yield the kinds of
synchronisms required if we take the biblical Ex®duenario seriously.

% |bid. 11.



Amenhotep Il If the Exodus is moved to correspond with the ldedtAmenhotep Il (see
Table 4 and Figure 4), then the context for hisarsynchronisms improves. With this
placement, the plausibility of pre-Exodus synchsams remains good: Joseph was in Egypt
during the time of the Hyksos, and Moses’ birthureed at the beginning of Hatshepsut’s reign.
Moses’ flight from Egypt took place under Tuthmadsisand he returned to Egypt to demand
that Amenhotep Il release the enslaved Israeltisf this is within the realm of possibility,
and it fits well within the context of the Empirerfidd.

Such a placement of the Exodus puts the Israetiteg@est of Canaan within the final decade
of the reign of Amenhotep IIl. This may be reasdediecause, by that time, the disintegration
of Egyptian hegemony in Canaan would have beenrméebenough to allow Joshua to enter
Canaan with little or no Egyptian interference. @tering problem for an Exodus date
corresponding with the death of Amenhotep Il isfde that his son, Tuthmosis IV, thoroughly
maintains, and even strengthens, the Egyptian eniioughboth military might andbrilliant
diplomacy. Uporandafter thedeathof Amenhotep I, there is absolutely no blip on the
historical radar suggesting that anything of negaitnpact occurred in Lower Egypt. The wealth
and power of the Egyptian empire, including a sgrbegemony over its Canaanite and Syrian
territories, continued unabated through the refgfiuthmosis 1V*® Again, the factuality of the
biblical Exodus scenario demands the economic alithm decimation of the Nile Delta
region, and nothing of the sort occurred at the@mimenhotep II's reign. Thus, although some
historical synchronisms seem possible with Amerfhdtas the Exodus Pharaoh, essential
correlations are still absent.

Amenhotep lll. Less frequently suggested as the Pharaoh of thdusxthan some other
candidates, Amenhotep 1flis, for the purpose of historical synchronismeelatively good
candidate for that dubious honor. If the Exodusuaed at the end of the reign of Amenhotep Il
(see Table 5 and Figure 5), then Joseph was intklyymg the Hyksos Period. Further, Moses
was born during the latter part of the reign offifoosis Il and fled to Midian from the presence
of Tuthmosis IV. All of this works reasonably well.

A potential synchronism for this placement of the#us is the fact that even though the
empire began to decline during the long reign ofedhrotep Ill, Egypt’s problems worsened
dramatically during the reign of his son, Akhenaiérs possible to view the precipitous decline
of Egyptian hegemony in Canaan and Syria duringefldten’s reign as a sign that something
had gone so seriously wrong in the Delta regioh Egypt was unable to respond to the woeful
cries of its vassals for Egyptian military aid iretface of impending destruction. However, this
synchronism is weakened by our knowledge of theieispdecline and resultant territorial
losses during the reign of Amenhotep I, and by rikalization that this decline simply
continued under Akhenaten, although at an accekbzdce.

One biblical problem with Amenhotep Ill as Pharablthe Exodus is that it requires the
Conquest to begin in the middle of Horemheb's regra time when Egypt had reestablished
control over some of its former Canaanite vasddis means that Joshua would have
encountered an Egyptian military and/or administegpresence in Canaan, something that is

% ReevesAkhenaterbl.

97 For a literal understanding of 1 Kings 6:1, theslitional dates for the reign of Amenhotep IIl mast be too late to place the
Exodus at the time of his death.



entirely absent from the biblical record. Furtheith Amenhotep 11l and Akhenaten, whom |
will consider next, it is likely that both the Edgigm and biblical chronologies would be stretched
too severely to conform to a literal Exodus date.

Akhenaten If Akhenaten was the pharaoh who died inythe suphthen we can well
imagine that, at the very least, the priests of AfRe would have stood on the shore and
cheered. If the Exodus took place at the end ofefklten’s reign (see Table 6 and Figure 6),
then Joseph would have come to Egypt too latedrHyksos Period to have finished his
viziership before the beginning of the Eighteenfm&sty. That does not work at all. But Moses’
birth during Amenhotep II's reign and his flighofn Egypt under Amenhotep 11l would not be
unreasonable. At the death of Akhenaten, Egyptdragibeen in decline in terms of its former
imperial holdings, so that the impact of the Exodoie events would only have exacerbated the
problems that already existed.

Beside the fact that the reign of Akhenaten is pbdyp much too late to allow his death to
correspond to a literal date for the Exodus, thasgment makes the Israelite Conquest of
Canaan contemporaneous with the very end of Horbisineign. As | have already observed,
Horemheb’s military background and desire to segpEreturn to the glory days of the empire
drove him to launch campaigns into Canaan in aimegestablish Egyptian control there. This
does noharmonize well witithe book of Joshua which suggests a time when Egppsence
in Canaan was so diminished, or nonexistent, tha&s not even worth mentioning.
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THE PHARAOH OF THE EXODUS: TUTHMOSIS IV

If Tuthmosis IV was the Pharaoh of the Exodus {&a@e 7 and Figure 7), then the combined
impact of the core events of the Exodus scenari@-teh plagues, the plundering of wealth, the
loss of a large labor force, the loss of Delta tauiir forces, and the death of Pharaoh—would
have had an immediate effect on the ability ofElggptian empire, then arguably at its peak, to
maintain a grip on its Asiatic territories. (Seebles 14, 15 and 16 in Appendix One for other
chronologies using Tuthmosis IV as the Exodus Ritaya

That is precisely what happened upon the deathutifiiosis IV. In fact, at no other point in
the history of the Eighteenth Dynasty can any eleline of demarcation be drawn between
imperial strength and the beginning of Egypt’s dexlAt the point of Tuthmosis 1V's death,
what is predicted of Egypt on the basis of the Eocbre events actually took place. In the
reign of his son, Amenhotep lll, a definite declin€egyptian hegemony over Canaan and Syria
ensued. During the transition years from Amenhdiiep Amenhotep 1V, the Hittites, with
impunity, attacked Mittani and took control of SyrBy the early reign of Amenhotep IV, Egypt
had, for all practical purposes, lost control efAisiatic territories and was experiencing a
decline, particularly in terms of its former imparvision.

With Tuthmosis IV as Pharaoh of the Exodus, hisarsynchronisms align most realistically.
The best way to demonstrate them is to preserg;tsjeside, the 27 points of the serial summary
of the Exodus events, commenting on each synchroassit relates to the Egyptian historical
progression, using “biblical years” (=yb with Exadat yb0) and “dynasty years” (=yd with
Exodus at yd158, the death of Tuthmosis IV). | wiflo note those elements of cultural
specificity that are relevant to the historicalreantticity of the biblical narrative.

Point One:Joseph is sold to Midianite caravaners and takétgypt where he becomes a
slave. (yb-230; yd-72) (Gen 37ff) Slavery becamdnatitution in Egypt during the Middle
Kingdom, and the Hyksos of the Second Intermedi&teod, who were rigorous about
things Egyptian, surely followed suit. We shoulsicahote that the payment for Joseph was
twenty shekels of silver, the going price of a slavthe Middle Bronze Ag&.

Point Two:Joseph becomes vizier of Egypt, second adminigdtgtonly to Pharaoh

himself, and is introduced to the populace via @ict processional. (yb-226; yd-68)
(Genesis 41:37ff) That Joseph, an Asiatic Semdeldchave been elevated to vizier under
the rule of the Semitic Hyksos is entirely reasd@ahlso, most scholars agree that the
Hyksos introduced the chariot into Egypmaking that period an ideal setting for the story
of Joseph.

Point Three:Due to conditions of famine in Canaan, Jacob haddraelite tribes move to
reside in Lower Egypt. (yb-217; yd-59) (GenesiOHf} The latter part of the Middle Bronze
Age in Canaan was marked by considerable unrestesudtant population movements.
Numerous factors, including possible famine, drAgatics into the Nile Delta region,
including those later known to us as the Hyksogh@dlgh the population of Canaan had

% Kitchen, “Patriarchal Age” 52.

% A.R. Schulman, “Chariots, Chariotry and the Hy&&§JSSEALO (1980) 105-153. See also P. R. S. Moorey, “The
Emergence of the Light, Horse-Drawn Chariot inlfear East c. 2000-1500 B.CWA18.2 (1986), 196-215; and J. H. Crouwel
and M. A. Littauer, “Chariots,ODEANEVoI. 1 (New York and Oxford: Oxford University R 1997) 485-487.



burgeoned during the MBA, it decreased in the LB&gbly due in part to climatological
changes® |t is also interesting that recent discoverie®afto-Sinaitic inscriptions in Upper
Egypt confirm the invention of that early alphabgtSemitic peoples living in Egypt during
the Second Intermediate Peridd—an alphabet that would later find its way into Sisai
region during the 18century BCE™? about the time of the Exodus.

Point Four: Jacob stands before Pharaoh; the Israelite sojowrower Egypt begins. (yb-
215; yd-57) (Genesis 47:7ff; Exodus 1:1ff) The Hyksetained, no doubt, their ability to
speak their native Canaanite tongue, though thegllysappear quite Egyptianized in the
scant and uncertain records they have left to hssThe possibility of face-to-face
conversations between the Hebrews and the Hykseas®nable.

Point Five: Joseph retires from his Egyptian viziership te lout his life with his people in
Lower Egypt. (yb-208; yd-50) (Genesis 47:27ff; hfeirence) The Hyksos realm was an
ideal time and place for a Hebrew (= Asiatic Sexhitamily to prosper, especially the family
of a retired, but still beloved, vizier.

Point Six:Jacob dies and his funereal event in Canaaneisdst by a large company of
Egyptian officials. (yb-198; yd-40) (Genesis 498389) Such a funeral procession back to
the land of Canaan would not have been unusualrihdédyksos domination.

Point SevenJoseph dies and is given an Egyptian-style bubt147; yd11) (Genesis

50:26; Exodus 1:6) The Hyksos followed Egyptiancticees and traditions with rigor, so the
Israelites may have followed Egyptian burial custamthe case of Joseph. Even if Joseph’s
death occurred during the first part of Amosis’ néighteenth Dynasty, the burial practices
would have been similar.

Point Eight: The sons of Israel begin to multiply greatly. (45; yd13) (Exodus 1:7) The
expansion of the Asiatic Semitic population in Mike Delta region during the opening years
of the Eighteenth Dynasty is entirely reasonable.

Point Nine:A king arises in Egypt who “does not know Josefilg-145; yd13) (Exodus
1:8) Amosis is a perfect candidate for this phard6hlis hatred of the Hyksos forged the
subsequent Eighteenth Dynasty policy of suppressngheventual enslavement of Asiatics.

Point Ten:The Egyptians apply a policy of hatred and persesuagainst a burgeoning
Semitic population in the eastern Nile Delta regibiioshen (Lower Egypt). (yb-145; yd13)

100 3. K. Hoffmeier)srael in Egypt: The Evidence for the Authenticitghe Exodus TraditioNew York/Oxford: Oxford U.,
1996) 52-76. See also M. Broshi and R. Gophna, tldidBronze Age Il Palestine: Its Settlements anguldion,”BASOR261
(1986) 73-90; Aharoni.and147-176; and I. Finkelstein, “From Sherds to HigfblEJ 48 (1998) 120-131 (based on a 1996
Eretz Israelarticle by Finkelstein published in Hebrew as “Betlement History of the Transjordan Plateau @ltight of
Survey Data”).

101 3.C. Darnell and D. Darnell, “1994-95 Annual RedoThe Luxor-Farshut Desert Road Projé€thicago: Oriental Institute,
University of Chicago, 1997).
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(Exodus 1:9ff) This is exactly what happened in Eokgypt during the reigns of all the
early Eighteenth Dynasty kings.

Point ElevenThe Hebrews are conscripted, possibly enslaveardar to build store-cities
(the names of which were perhaps later contempbasePithom and Rameses) for Pharaoh.
(after yb-145; yd13) (Exodus 1:11) Great buildingjpcts were launched in Lower Egypt by
most of the early Eighteenth and mid-Eighteenthd3yy pharaohs. So many slaves were
needed during the Empire Period that the Egypttansinuously raided Canaan, particularly
the central hill country, to capture Asiatics fbat purpose. Egypt virtually de-populated
parts of Canaan during this tiri&.

Point Twelveiln spite of their difficult servitude, the sonslsfael continue to multiply, to
the extent that the Egyptians are “in dread” ofrihgyb-85; yd73) (Exodus 1:12) It is logical
that Hatshepsut—or any other empire pharaoh, firttatter—would have feared a repeat
of the infamous Hyksos takeover of Lower Egypt amdild have taken the steps necessary
to prevent any recurrence of the old “Asiatic peshl™®

Point Thirteen:The king of Egypt gives orders to kill the malebr®w infants as a means of
population control. (yb-85; yd73) (Exodus 1:151f)d not impossible that the Egyptians of
the Empire Period would have instituted such deastasures in order to prevent a repeat of
the Hyksos debacle.

Point FourteenMoses is born. (yb-80; yd78) (Exodus 2:1ff) Mosegme is obviously not
Semitic in origin'® In fact, its linguistic equivalency to the “-mds&mponent of names
(like Amosis and Tuthmosis) common in the EightedDynasty is unmistakabf&®

Point Fifteen:Moses flees Egypt into Midianite territory. (yb:4@118) (Exodus 2:11ff)
This event could have taken place at any time dutie New Kingdom.

Point SixteenA king of Egypt dies while Moses is in Midian. @li®; yd148) (Exodus 2:23)
Given that the duration of Moses’ exile in Midiamsvapproximately forty years, virtually
every placement of the Exodus events in the EigitheBynasty allows the death of at least
one pharaoh while Moses is in Midian.

Point Seventeertnder Yahweh's direction, Moses returns to thercotiPharaoh to
demand the release of the Israelites from bondghel; yd157) (Exodus 5:1ff) As
Yahweh'’s representative, Moses confronted the poserful ruler in the Near East. It is
reasonable to imagine that only an event, or sefiesents, that posed a real threat to the
continuation of the empire could have successfatiyto the final freedom attained by the
Israelite tribes.

Point EighteenTen successive plagues wreak havoc on Lower EQyptl; yd157)
(Exodus 7:14-12:34) The implications of these evdwatve been discussed above. Is it

195 Bryan, “The Eighteenth Dynasty”; see also Hoffendisrael in Egypt109-134, and Hayes, “Tuthmosis | to Amenophis Ill.
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merely coincidence that Tuthmosis IV, at the monaéritis untimely death, was an
“extremely emaciated man” as reported by G.E. Shiflie impact of the ten plagues could
very well have caused Pharaoh to suffer emotionalthe point of pining away.

Point NineteenThe Hebrews plunder Lower Egypt. (yb-1; yd157)déixs 12:35-36) The
impact of such an event on Egypt was discussedeabov

Point Twenty:Moses leads the Hebrew tribes and a host of asmciated tribes (probably
also Semitic) eastward out of Lower Egypt. (yb0158) (Exodus 12:37ff) The negative
impact of this event on Egypt was discussed above.

Point Twenty-oneThe Israelites camp between “Migdol and the s@én0; yd158)

(Exodus 14:2) After the expulsion of the Hyksosfrbower Egypt, the Egyptians built a
series of fortifications and garrisons along thtebiakes region from the Gulf of Suez to the
Mediterranean in order to prevent further unwaimedrsions of Asiatics from the
northeast®

Point Twenty-twoThe charioteer Pharaoh leads a sizable Nile Dxlsed military force in
pursuit of the sons of Israel. (yb0; yd158) (Exoddssff) Tuthmosis IV is pictured on many
of his monuments as a great charioteer “whose bavsee fleeter than the wind™®

Point Twenty-threeThe Egyptian forces, including Pharaoh himsel, dnowned in thgam
suph (ybO0; yd158) (Exodus 14:26ff) The devastatingaatpof this event on Egypt was
discussed above.

Point Twenty-fourThe bodies of the drowned Egyptians are recoverfabin the shoreline
of theyam suph(yb0; yd158) (Exodus 14:30) The fact that we hi@aeemummy of
Tuthmosis IV does not contradict the assumptioh Btearaoh died with his troops.
According to the Bible, his body would have beerokerable from the shore of tham
suph Egyptian religion demanded the proper buriahef pharaot*

Point Twenty-fiveThe Hebrew multitude, led by Moses, travels to $ihai to receive the
laws of Yahweh; as a result of the subsequent KeBasnea episode, they are directed by
Yahweh to live as nomads in the wilderness fomiinet 38 years. (yb0; yd158) (Exodus
15:1ff; Numbers 13:1ff; Deuteronomy 2:14)

An interesting fact to note at this point is thiedth of the reign of Amenhotep III. If
Tuthmosis IV was the Pharaoh of the Exodus, therd#terioration of the empire as a result of
Exodus-related losses in Lower Egypt would haveubetyring the reign of Amenhotep I11; that
is precisely what happened. It then took almosetiitee reign of Amenhotep for Egypt to lose
its grip on Canaan and Syria (= the biblical Praadikand). Was it mere coincidence that the
Israelite wilderness wanderings lasted 38 yearsit@enomy 2:14), precisely the length of the
reign of Amenhotep Ill, after which the Israeliter@@uest occurred during the reign of
Akhenaten when Egypt had neither the power nomilido dominate Asian territories? Under

110 M. A. Murray, The Splendor that Was Egy{tew York: Praeger, 1969) 36-37.
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this placement of the Exodus, Joshua entered Cahaarg a time when Egypt had virtually
turned its back on the region.

There are other interesting elements of this tiemaé for the Exodus. Although there is
certainly no consensus on the location of Mt. Sitie Bible implies that it had been used as a
worship (cult) center long before Moses discovéte site called Har Karkom in northern
Sinai—uwith its thousands of examples of ancienffigra-fits this description precisely*?| am
not suggesting that Har Karkom is necessarily Mtaigbut it demonstrates the reality of such
sites in the Sinai prior to the time of Moses.sloalhink that the presence of Proto-Sinaitic
inscriptions in the Sinai during the‘iﬁentury BCE (the time of the Exodus), after suching
had been invented in Egypt during the latter pathe MBA (the time of the arrival of the
Hebrew patriarchs in Egypt), is more than coincielet®

Additional pointsof cultural specificity are also worth noting. Thi®saic law code is
constructed according to LBA covenant and treatiepas (not according to later patterns,
which are significantly differenty:* In the Mosaic Law, the price of a slave is thshekels
(Exodus 21:32), which is exactly the average staiee in the early LBA (in later periods the
price of slaves is dramatically inflated; for exdepghe price of a slave in the Persian Period is
about 120 shekels'J> The report of the Israelite spies at Kadesh-batelésaof Canaanite cities
that “are fortified and very large” (Num 13:28; saso Deut 3:5), which is precisely the nature
of cities throughout Canaan during the LBA, pattcly those attacked by Joshua during the
Conquest (even though some scholars continue tagiethe erroneous idea that most LBA
cities mentioned in the book of Joshua were naififed).**°

Point Twenty-sixMoses dies. (yb40; yd198) (Deuteronomy 34:7) Qirse, this fits any
placement scenario.

Point Twenty-severlhe Conquest of Canaan by Joshua and the Issabéggns. (yb40;
yd198) (Joshua 1ff) With the Exodus tied to thetkded Tuthmosis IV, the Israelite

Conquest of Canaan would have begun early in iga &f Akhenaten. If that is true, then it
is unlikely that Joshua would have encounteredEgyptian resistance, as the Bible
suggests he did not. The Amarna Letters not ostyfyeto the tumultuous nature of the
situation in Canaan and Syria at the time, but sisbkhenaten’s inability to provide an
Egyptian military response to alleviate the sitoiatiHerzog and Gichon assess and describe
the state of affairs perfectly:

Joshua also had to reckon with the prospect of eremnte by the Egyptians, as Canaan
was still part of the Pharaonic empire. We now knmwnfthe archives of King
Amenhotep IV (Ikhnaton...)...discovered at Tell ehérna on the Nile, that most calls
for aid from the Canaanites and Egyptian officidilseshad been put off with empty
promises. And Joshua, though certainly not priviyieoEgyptian diplomatic
correspondence, did gauge the actual situatiorectyr The time was ripe for a strike,

112 5ee A. AnatiHar Karkom: The Mountain of Go(New York: Rizzoli, 1986).
113 Naveh Alphabet23-28. See also Darnell and Darnell, “1994-95 Riho

14 Kitchen, “Patriarchal Age” 52-56.

% bid. 52.

116 D, G. HansenEvidence for Fortifications at Late Bronze | and LLocations in Palestin@loctoral dissertation, Newburgh:
Trinity Theological Seminary, 2000) provides anellent treatment of this subject.



and there was little danger of Egyptian interferes&déong as the Israelites kept to the
mountains and away from the plains, the site of tleeMaris (Way of the Sea), the great

trade route that connected Egypt with Syria and the strategic lifeline of the Egyptian
117

empire.

In the Amarna Letters, it is revealed that the loftghe Shechem city-state, Lab’ayvas
accusedy otherregionalcity-staterulersof aligninghimselfwith the Habiru, and Lab’ayu’s
sons were accused of the same offéffsBvidently, the Habiru had encamped around Shechem
in great numbers and were, indeed, on friendly $ewith Lab’ayu and his family. This was all
happening early in Akhenaten’s reign, and the tgnginteresting. With Tuthmosis IV as the
Pharaoh of the Exodus, Joshua could have launtliee@dnquest of Canaan while Lab’ayu was
king of Shecheni®® And by what other term would Canaanite city-dweslleave referred to
Joshua’s Israelites, since they had all grown upoasads in the wilderness and would have
been perceived as nothing more or less than thaudeng rabble they called “Habiru™?
Although many scholars have disallowed—on quitadly grounds, | think—a relationship
between the terms “Habiru” and “Hebrew,” there asdoubt about the linguistic similarity of the
two terms*?° It is also worth noting that, according to thelisil text, the Israelites never
attacked Shechem or any town belonging to the Simadity-state. And might not the Akkadian

ure, Herzog and M. GichomBattles of the Bibl¢London: Greenhill Books, 2002) 49. See also W.lordh, The Amarna
Letters(Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University, 1992). Iptestations of the Amarna Letters with a view to erstinding the
socio-political situation in Canaan and Syria dgrihe reigns of Amenhotep Il and Akhenaten vargiely. Many scholars think
they reflect “business as usual” for the Eighteddyhasty, even though we (accidentally?) have ot slocuments from the
reigns of other Eighteenth Dynasty pharaohs. | aveluded that this viewpoint is untenable foresalreasons: (a) Eighteenth
Dynasty hegemony in Asia definitely erodes during teigns of Amenhotep Il and Akhenaten; (b) reithmenhotep Il nor
Akhenaten launch any military action into Canaa®ynia; (c) the Amarna Letters do describe a tunoui$ situation in Canaan
and Syria; (d) the Hittites attack Egypt’s closalt, Mittani, with impunity; (e) the Hittites, asthey know that Egypt (for the
first time in over one hundred years) cannot agrtdect its northern interests, take Syria aséarth as the mountains of
Lebanon; (f) the Dynasty continues to deteriorat# it comes to an end shortly after the reigrAkhenaten; (g) Horemheb
views the Amarna Period as an embarrassing ep@udiseeks to erase it from memory. In my opiniénths (and there is
more) adds up to the fact that Egypt, under thehest of both Amenhotep Il and Akhenaten for reagbat remain invisible in
its own records, was prevented by internal diffiesl from responding to the deteriorating situatiothe Levant. Thus, the
Amarna pharaohs were not experiencing anything teljnoesembling “business as usual.” Indeed, atgrivational prestige
that Amenhotep Il and Akhenaten possessed duhieig teigns was inherited from the mighty empiife te them by Tuthmosis
11l, Amenhotep I, and Tuthmosis IV.

118 Moran,Amarna Lettersparticularly: EA 237, EA 244, EA 245, EA 246, A9, EA 250, EA 252, EA 253, EA 254, EA 255,
EA 263, EA 280, EA 287, and EA 289. See also Watgsk, “Habiru” 37-39.

119 5ee MoranAmarna Letterscxiv-xxxix. A possible co-regency of up to tenays between Amenhotep Ill and Akhenaten
makes the placement of Lab’ayu difficult to detereiAn Egyptian “docket” notation on Lab’ayu tabies 254 could read
either “year 12" or “year 32.” As Moran points oiftthe correct reading is “year 12,” then the reaf Akhenaten is meant; if
“year 32" is read, then the late-reign of Amenhdiéfs in view. And if the first ten years (or soj Akhenaten'’s reign was
shared with his father (which is a distinct pod&ii then, either way, Akhenaten would have bearthe throne during the
timeframe of the Lab’ayu correspondence. If thelieg of the hieratic docket of EA 254 is uncertairinaccurate (even “year
2" and “year 22" are possibilities), or if they veesomehow mislabeled by an ancient archivist, #llerenderings may be
incorrect. At any rate, the exact chronology of 'egb remains fuzzy. See also F. J. GilBse Amarna Age: Western Asia,
ACES 5(Warminster: Aris and Phillips, 1997).

120 Hoerth,Archaeology216-219. It is interesting to note that K.A. Kieeh) although minimizing any linguistic connection
between the Apiru (Egyptian equivalent of Akkadiabiru, meaning “displaced people”) and the biblidabrews, readily
admits that “there are clear behavioral analogéte/een these Apiru and the displaced Hebrews wtdled Egypt and (now
rootless) sought to establish themselves in Cahaknthen proceeds to point out several analogatigites and characteristics
between the Habiru/Apiru of the Amarna Letters #relHebrews led by Joshua. Kitchen also seemsadanfiany parallels
between the book of Joshua (and even Exodus) anigtorical context of Egypt's Eighteenth Dynagtyen though he
personally opts for an Exodus during the reign afriieses Il of the Nineteenth Dynasty! See Kitctraliability of the Old
Testameni65, 159-312.



name, Lab’ayu—which in Hebrew is Leba’-Ya = lion\Ytdhweh—suggest that the king of
Shechem was, in some fashion, a worshipper of Yahthe God of Joshua (Heb. Yehosaa
Yahweh saves), revealing a possible religious iaffimetween the two leaders? Although written
from radically different points of view, the bibéitstory of Joshua’s association with Shechem
as well as the Canaanite perception of Habiruttidsab’ayu’s Shechem coalition as reflected in
the Amarna correspondence seem to me far morectiincidental.

Then there is the matter of Akhenaten’s religiafenms. With this placement of the
Exodus—at the death of Tuthmosis IV—is it posstbleiew Akhenaten’s quasi-monotheism
(Atenisnt?) as a reaction against the gods of Egypt whondutie reign of his grandfather,
were powerless to prevent the ten plagues and gueseExodus events wrought by the Israelite
God, Yahweh? Could the resultant decline of thepigy empire under his father, Amenhotep
I, have further reinforced Akhenaten’s notiontttiee defeated gods of Egypt were too anemic
to preserve the kingdom, and that a new, most-gagh Aten (the sun disc), might help to
reinvigorate Egypt? Whatever his motivations faztsaevere religious reforms, Akhenaten was
not able to inhibit Egypt’s decline.

Culturally specific elements of the biblical ExodlDenquest scenario tend to confirm the
historical authenticity of its stories and theittieggy in the Late Bronze Age. For example,
listings of cities in the books of Numbers and dsshhrough which the Israelites are said to
have traveled, are confirmed by Egyptian “map’liftsm New Kingdom pharaohs, such as
Tuthmosis Ill, Amenhotep Ill, and Rameses Il. ThEggptian lists clearly refute the claims of
some scholars that certain biblical cities, sucBi@i®n in Numbers 33 and Hebron in Joshua 15,
did not exist in the Late Bronze AJ&.Further, the known cultural/linguistic compositioh
Canaan during the Late Bronze Age is exactly winaBible describes at the time of Joshua
(Num 13:29): Amalekites in the Negev; Hittites, dsites and Amorites in the hill country; and
Canaanites along the Mediterranean Sea and alentptiart> A 15" century BCE placement
of the Exodus also correspondghe timeand nature of the destructiofiboth Jericht?*
(Joshua 6) and A3® (Joshua 7-8) toward the end of the LB | or begigrof LB 1.

With Tuthmosis IV as the Pharaoh of the Exoduspatmemarkable historical synchronism
arises from the book of Judges. This particulachyonism links the mention of a Mittani king
in Judges 3:7-11 to a brief window of time towerd &nd of the Amarna Period. With the
Exodus occurring proximate to the death of Tuthsdgj there are three keys to this

2L TrauneckerGods76, 90-91; DavidReligious Beliefs
122 ¢ R. Krahmalkov, “Exodus Itinerary Confirmed bgyptian Evidence, BAR20.5 (1994) 55-62.

123 5ee A. R. Millard, “The Canaanites,” M. Liveratithe Amorites,” and H. A. Hoffner, “The Hittites drHurrians,”Peoples
of Old Testament TimeB. J. Wiseman, ed. (London: Oxford University73929-52, 100-133, 197-228. See also H. A.
Hoffner, “The Hittites,” and K. N. Schoville, “Caaaites and AmoritesPeoples of the Old Testament Woitberth,
Mattingly, and Yamauchi, eds. (Grand Rapids: Bakég4) 127-182.

124 B, G. Wood, “Did the Israelites Conquer Jerichd®XR16.2 (1990) 44-58. See also B. G. Wood, “The Wefl3ericho,"BS
12.2 (1999) 35-42.

125 B, G. Wood, “Khirbet el-Magatir, 1995-1998FJ 50.1-2 (2000) 123-130. See also B. G. Wood, “Kétird-Magatir, 1999,”
IEJ 50.3-4 (2000) 249-254; B. G. Wood, “Khirbet el-Mdig, 2000,"IEJ 51.2 (2001) 246-252; B. G. Wood, “Kh. el-Magatir
2000 Dig Report,BS13.3 (2000) 67-72; and BriggBesting Briggs’ work is a rigorous scientific applicatiofitrue narrative
representation (TNR) theory (developed by J. WeiQUr.) to the site of Kh. el-Maqatir. He conclsdeat Kh. el-Magatir is the
most reasonable candidate for biblical Ai. | serf@dsix seasons (1995-2000) as a field supenastiie Kh. el-Magatir
excavation (under the direction of B. G. Wood) andcur with Briggs’ conclusions about the site.



synchronism: (a) the identification of Cushan-Rtbhan, king of Aram-Naharaim as a Mittani
ruler; (b) the demise and virtual non-existencénhefMittani Kingdom toward the end of the™.4
century BCE; and (c) the death of the well-knowritddii king Tushratta shortly after the end of
Akhenaten’s reign.

As for the first point, C. Billington has succedbfiargued that the Cushan of Judges 3:7-11
is a Mittani king on the basis of both geographarad linguistic evidencE® There can be little
doubt that the name Cushan is not Semitic but@dJBuropean origin, as was the Mittani ruling
class. Further, the term Rishathaim is directlatedd to Reshet/Reshu (in Egyptian texts),
Rishim/Rish/Urshu (in Ugaritic texts), Urshu (inI&ibe texts), and Urshu (in Hittite texts), and
refers to locations in the area of northern Mesamid, the region controlled by the Mittani
Kingdom during its existencé’ Billington also demonstrates that the fair-haitedb-European
(Indo-Aryan) Rsi people who invaded India from tleth were most likely the same group who
came from the north to become the ruling clasd@Mittani Kingdom. The link is further
solidified by the fact that the Mittani kings inved gods with Vedic names—Mitra, Varuna,
Indra and Nasatyd4® | should also point out that the biblical term ldedim (= between the
rivers) is obviously equivalent to the Egyptiamtefior Mittani, Naharin (or Nakh(ri)yma’ as it
appears in EA 75 of the Amarna Correspond&ice

On the second point, the final destruction of théavi Kingdom by the Hittite warrior-king
Suppiluliuma toward the end of Akhenaten’s reign] or some time thereafter, seteeeminus
ad quenfor military action into Canaan (or anywhere float matter) by a Mittani ruler. Once
Tushratta had fled his capital, Wassukani, and su&sequentlynurderedthe Kingdom of
Mittani lastedonly afew more yearsof whichwe know very little™° However, the military
capability of Mittani cannot have lasted long aftex death of Tushratta and the uncertain reign
of his son, Kurtiwaza. By the end of the‘%ntury BCE, Mittani was all but a fading memory.

On point three, it is clear that Tushratta diedrdh@fter the end of Akhenaten’s reign, as a
direct result of the military onslaught of Suppilwha against Mittani. Unless a case could be
made that biblical Cushan = Tushratta (a Cush/Telstiionship could certainly be entertained),
then the death of Tushratta providegtaninus a qudor the timeframe of Cushan’s engagement
against the Israelites. This makes even more sehee you realize that Tushratta, who had
ruled since the days of Amenhotep I, had inhdritee Egypto-Mittanian treaty initially
negotiated during the reigns of Tuthmosis IV anthfema. Although “Egyptian control of
[Syria and Canaan] had ceased for all practicgdgaes” during the reigns of Amenhotep Ill and
Akhenatent>! Tushratta had tried repeatedly to maintain histierhood” with Akhenaten,
especially in the face of continued Hittite expansiHowever, as A. Goetze observes,

Tushratta may have hoped for more active assistandewhen none was forthcoming,
his feelings toward the pharaoh became increasingly Elis three extant letters to

126 gee Billington, “Othniel.”
27 1pid. 2-3.

128 |pid. 3-4.

129 Moran,Amarnal45.

130 Goetze, “Struggle” 1-20.
31 1bid. 11.



Amenophis IV [Akhenaten] show a growing animosity, &mday well be that after the
third the correspondence was actually discontiritfed.

We must remember that Tushratta’s disgust with Egypability to respond to the
deteriorating situation in Syria during the reigrAthenaten led to a breakdown of the
Egyptian/Mittani “brotherhood.” Late in Tushrattatsign, this would have given the Mittanis
reason enough to pursue territories farther sou@anaan, since they had lost Syria to the
Hittites and their eastern territories to the A&sys, and their anger burned against Egypt for
sleeping through it all. But it is doubtful thatdhratta himself could have launched such a
campaign into Canaan, since during most of hiswgigrticularly the latter years up to the time
of his death, he was either engaging the Hittitdsiding from them. Thus, it is entirely plausible
that after the death of Tushratta, a subsequenaiMiking, or a city-state king of the Mittani
sphere, could have made forays into Canaan, thdredxyming the oppressor of Israel in Judges
3:7-11. After Tushratta, the record of activitiasand around Mittani, including the number and
names of subsequent rulers, is confugatt.is possible that during this uncertain period a
Mittani king named Cushan (or something even ropghuivalent to it) could have launched a
military action into Canaan against the Israeltfés.

All of this leads to a precise historical synchemibetween Judges 3:7-11 and the history of
the Near East during the late Eighteenth Dynastggypt if, and only if, Tuthmosis IV was the
Pharaoh of the Exodus. If the biblical phrase “Gumsbf [the caste of the] Rishathaim, king of
Aram-Naharaim,” refers to a Mittani king, and if €an is not Tushratta but a subsequent king,
and if such a Mittani military campaign as desaiireJudges 3:7-11 could only have occurred
before the end of the T4ourteenth century BCE when the Kingdom of Mittaallapsed, then a
very narrow slice of time is available for the jed@thniel to have defeated a Mittani king
named Cushan. The chronology of events is compotids manner:

a) Exodus Pharaoh Tuthmosis IV dies in jfzen suph. <

b) Forty years later, in about the second year of Akten’s reign, Joshua leads the
Israelites into Canaan for a series of military paigns lasting seven years (ending
about year nine of Akhenaten).

c) Shortly after the era of the Israelite Judges l®(gay, ten years later = early in the
reign of Tutankhamun and after the death of TusdyaCushan the Mittani oppresses
the wayward Israelites, only to be defeated eiglary later by Othniel (about the
time of Tutankhamun’s death).

The potential timeframe for Cushan’s oppressiotheflisraelites in Canaan is blocked on the
early end by Tushratta’s death and on the otheibgride demise of the Mittani Kingdom (see
Figure 8). If the placement of the Exodus is molwadk just one pharaonic reign from

132 |bid. 7-8.
133 |bid. 1-20.

134 1t is also possible that the biblical referenc€tsshan in Judges 3:7-11 is to a city-state kirthiwithe Mittani sphere, and
not the king of the entire Mittani Kingdom (or whaas left of it after the death of Tushratta).Histcase a reasonable
translation would be “Cushan of [the caste of]Righathaim, a king [from the region] of Aram-Nahard Such a city-state
king living during the time of Tushratta would kliave been prevented from attacking targets ira@arbecause of the realities
of Hittite expansion and the fact of the traditibBgyptian ownership of the southern Levant. Howeirethe ensuing years
after Tushratta’s death such a move would have pessible in the light of the stabilization of tHétite annexation of Syria
and the realization that Egypt had lost eithedésire or ability to act in the region.



Tuthmosis IV to Amenhotep II, then the historicahshronism disappears because it would
place the Cushan oppression squarely in the refjAkhenaten and Tushratta, at a time when
the Mittanians still maintained hopeful relationghatheir Egyptian “brothers,” and/or Tushratta
was “up to his eyeballs” in Hittite aggression, ngka Mittani military advance into Canaan all
but impossible. Placing the Exodus at the end @fétign of Tuthmosis IV provides an adequate
historical context for the placement of Cushan’pregsion of Israel. Also, the time window
defined by theerminus a qu@ndterminus ad querfor Mittanian military activity in Canaanite
territory is so slender as to reinforce the idécdiion of Tuthmosis IV as the only viable
candidate for Pharaoh of the Exodus.

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

If the biblical Exodus scenario took place duringyft’s Eighteenth Dynasty, then the impact of
those dramatic events upon Egypt should make orieydar chronological placement fit the
history of Egypt better than any other. The placetnoé the Exodus that creates the greatest
number of historical synchronisms between the Balolé Egyptian history is in proximity with
the death of Tuthmosis IV at the height of the Eaginth Dynasty. While other placements allow
potential synchronisms before the Exodus propdy, @am Exodus contemporaneous with the end
of the reign of Tuthmosis IV provides an adequatetext for the predicted impacts of the
Exodus core events upon Egypt. While this placementid require slight adjustments to
accepted Egyptian and/or biblical chronologiesriteo to conform to a strict mid-TEcentury

BCE Exodus, the number of years needed to accdmglish is very small. However, a biblical
corrective to the Egyptian chronology would begrin opinion, the recommended course.
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APPENDIX TWO

A Biblically-Adjusted Chronology of the
Eighteenth Dynasty

When using historical synchronisms to link the ioidll Exodus scenario with a commensurate
portion of Eighteenth Dynasty history, | have usety relative dating. Although absolute dating
may be more convenient once fixed chronologicaneice points are established, relative
dating is how the ancients understood the timefsaofieheir world. While we are interested in
the linear precision of sequential historical egemter long periods of time, ancient Near
Eastern chroniclers had no such thing in mind. Tpeiposes were more immediate, political,
religious, and propagandistic, not to mention #a that their conception of reality was
principally cyclical and not linear.

Though the biblical writers used relative datinghie same manner as their Near Eastern
counterparts, their overall conception of realitgsdinear, not cyclical. It can safely be said that
the writers of the Old Testament were the firgtioduce a true conception of history as cause
and effect, linear and purposetti The biblical stories, even in the early books sasiGenesis
and Exodus, are conceived with the idea that Gatksvia the history of his creation over huge
spans of time in which present and future generatare significantly impacted by the events of
the past. This is also the idea of history thatmederns” have adopted. We have done so
because the linear, cause-and-effect approactalityris arguably more scientific. Observably,
it is the way the universe works (the permutatiofitheoretical physics notwithstandifid).

How the Hebrews came to adopt such a “scientifigfraach to history is a mystery to most
scholars. It is difficult to account for the fabat none of Israel's regional neighbors saw reality
like they did. The linear idea does not evolveafuhe cyclical idea; it must have originated
from outside Israel’s ancient socio-cultural cont€kBut wherever it came from, it was a
radical departure from the Near Eastern norm, aigldauld give us confidence that the biblical
record is, from an historiographical point of viesuperior to other ancient Near Eastern records.
Therefore, | think it is reasonable to use biblitiatory to correct the chronological fuzziness of
our picture of ancient Egyptian history.

135 gee R. K. HarrisorQld Testament Timek9-25. Although the history-writing tradition dfe Hittites was more linear and
objective than the chronicling traditions of Mestggnia and Egypt, the Hebrews “were by far the tesinical writers of
history in the Near Eastern antiquity.” As Harrisdso observes: “Because of the comparative objgctif the Hebrew records
it is possible to employ them as control matenappropriate instances as a means of scaling ttwavinflated claims of such
sources as the Assyrian and Babylonian annalstenddcasional Egyptian inscription.”

136 gee S.W. Hawking) Brief History of TimgNew York: Bantam, 1988).

137 |f Iron Age Israel did congeal out of the locar@anite population of the central hill countryPaflestine as Finkelstein and
Na’aman suggest (see Finkelstein and Na'ais@madisn), then it seems to me that it would be very diffi¢co explain how
the distinct Israelite conceptions of linear higtand rigid monotheism could have evolved out af tontext, which was wholly
animistic/polytheistic with a local/cyclical viewf ceality, as was the case throughout the ancieatr ast. One need only
witness the biblical and archaeological evideneeaéng the tenacious affinity of the Israelite ptgre for pagan Canaanite
practices to see just how radical the Hebrew maisth and world-view actually were. The short-liveature of the failed
guasi-monotheistic reforms of Akhenaten in Egymeatuate the point. Thus, as | see it, the mosbregble explanation for the
existence and success of Israel’'s “modern” viewistory, as well as its unique monotheism, is thatone true God, Yahweh,
did in fact reveal these things to the ancientewsiof the Hebrew Scriptures.



How fuzzy is the absolute chronology of ancient @gyrom the perspective of absolute
dating, pretty fuzzy. Take the Eighteenth Dynakiyexample. Scholars are generally divided
into three chronological camps: high, middle, and (see Table 17). If you follow the high
chronology**®the Eighteenth Dynasty begins in 1570 BCE (Amosgisices the death of
Tuthmosis IV in 1417 BCE, and ends in 1320 BCE @#ahneb). If you hold to the middle
chronology**°it begins in 1570 BCE (Amosis), places Tuthmo¥is death in 1386 BCE, and
ends in 1293 BCE (Horemheb). If you take the lowooblogy*° the Eighteenth Dynasty
begins in 1540 BCE (Amosis), puts the death of masbis IV in 1391 BCE, and ends in 1295
BCE (Horemheb). Other configurations either raiskower these dates.

Now, | am not suggesting that the biblical chroggl@rovides a complete solution for the
Egyptian chronology drift, primarily because theagt versions of the biblical text give us
different figures for various chronological featsiréypically between the Masoretic textual
stream and that of the (earlier) Septuagint (LX¥)Add to this the fact that the biblical numbers
related to the date of the Exodus are most likelynded approximations, and you can easily see
that a perfect fix in terms of absolute chronoligyot possible. However, it is possible to use
the available biblical dates—derived either from Masoretic stream or the LXX stream—to
adjust the Egyptian chronology slightly in ordeiniorease the chronological precision between
the Exodus scenario and the history of the EighteBynasty and, thus, between the Bible and
Egyptian chronology in general. | also remind yioattthe differences between the biblical dates
of the Exodus represented by the Masoretic textlamd XX are along the same order of
magnitude as scholars posit for the high, middié, law chronologies of ancient Egypt. This
fact leads me to believe that similar (the sambB®)rwlogical phenomena attend both the
biblical and Egyptian dating systems, which incesathe value of using historical synchronisms
to connect the two. Indeed, if they can be connkete may be able to minimize the drift of
both.

If the historical synchronism approach, which | égut forth, reasonably identifies
Tuthmosis IV as the Pharaoh of the Exodus—uwithdiigth at the time of the Exodus—then
adjusting the absolute date of the death of Tutlisridsto the date of the Exodus should give us
a more accurate depiction of the comprehensivetyistf the period? If the biblical record is
the correct (divine) representation of reality] asn convinced, then its integration into our
understanding of the history of ancient Egypt wilbvide a more accurate result than if we rely
on Egyptian records alone.

The possible biblical dates for the Exodus are 1B@& (MT) and 1406 BCE (LXX)—
remember that these are “rounded approximations’sedban the reading of 1 Kings 6:1. Thus,
the death of Tuthmosis IV would have occurred ia ohthese two approximate timeframes,
neither of which does much damage to the existimgrmlogies (see Tables 18 and 19).
Compared to the high chronology, a 1446 date fediath of Tuthmosis IV would raise the

138 W. C. Hayes, “Chronological Tables (A) EgypEAH, 11.2 (1975) 1038.

139 E. Wente and C. Van Siclen IIl, “A Chronologythe New Kingdom,” inStudies in Honor of George R. Hugt@anuary 12,
1977),SA0OC39 (Chicago: The Oriental Institute, 1977) 217-261

140 K. A. Kitchen, “The Historical Chronology of Arait Egypt: A Current AssessmenhA 67 (1996) 1-13.
141 see FinegarGhronology for excellent discussions of these kinds of issues

142 This is a fair exercise regardless of who is pegal as the Pharaoh of the Exodus. But one certaimst consider what both
the biblical and Egyptian chronologies will toleratithin their ranges of flexibility.



chronology of the Eighteenth Dynasty by about 28&geCompared to the middle and low
chronologies, an upward adjustment of 55 to 60s/eauld be necessary. Although many
scholars wince at such adjustments, most realigetie chronological uncertainties inherent in
Egyptian documents could, if necessary, accommasiatie revision. For example, if an
unequivocal Eighteenth Dynasty reference to ammastmical phenomenon forced scholars into a
1446 BCE date for the death of Tuthmosis IV, tHeerd is ample ambiguity in the regnal data to
make such a date work. In other words, given nogitde option, scholars would find a way—
although they would pursue numerous avenues!'—temald46 date for Tuthmosis 1V’s death
fit. I simply ask the question: If the Masoretigtigal stream of 1 Kings 6:1 leading to a 1446
BCE date for the Exodus is of divine intent, thesuld not that fact be as reliable as the ancient
record of an astronomical occurrence? We do not Baeh an unquestionable piece of
astronomical data. We do have the biblical record.

But it is not necessary to approach the issue foaity the Masoretic reading of 1 Kings 6:1.
As | have also pointed out, the LXX has alreadyptbto provide a superior (correct) reading of
Exodus 12:40 regarding the length of the Israsliiurn in Egypt—215 years, not 430 (MT). If
the LXX reading of 1 Kings 6:1 is correct, then #eodus preceded the fourth year of
Solomon’s reign by 440 years, not 480, making 1#h@Gapproximate date for the Exodus. With
this chronological configuration, the death of Tatsis IV would be 1406 BCE, a date close to
the average of his death-dates in the high (144d@)awv (1391) chronologies, i.e. 1404 BCE. A
terminal date of 1406 BCE for Tuthmosis IV can ase accommodated within the known
chronological uncertainties of the Eighteenth Dyyas

What | have proposed on the basis of historicatkganisms—that Tuthmosis IV is the
Pharaoh of the Exodus—is entirely possible withim tange of absolute dating already proposed
for that period. For those who take the Bible sesip as a historical document, there will be no
problem making such an adjustment. For those whassligms disallow the historicity of the
Hexateuch, such a revision is still not unreasan#dhiistorical synchronisms between the
Exodus narrative and the history of the Eighte€hthasty point in that direction.
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