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1. 
BIBLICAL ARCHEOLOGY 

i. Jhtroductton .. 

~ A. New Vistas fot .Old Testament Stud.ies . 

During the first third o~ the nineteenth centur¥" as duti~<;l the two 

thousand years that preceded, the Olcl T~.stament stood practically alone in 

most of it.s .historical stat0m~nts. All that was Jmovm about .ancient history at 
. . . 

tllat time went back. to about 5.00 s.c. · Before that ther~ were a few statements 
' ! ~ 

' . . . . 

in so~e.of the .Greek writers but $ese ~e~ so mUted Wi.th myths and legends .. · 

and with miracuJ.ous interv~ntions .of the pagan gods that they were not considered 

at all.teliable as souroes of htstorical knatvledge. The Old Testament was unique 

in that it told of ewn.ts during a pe.riod of well o\11ar a thousand yeats preceding 

500 B.C. It ref~rted to great Cities who$e locaUon ·was no longer known. it 
\ 

mentioned r;;rr~at world conquerors whose very names had disappeared.. Even 

wh<llG. nat.\ons tltat bulk~d !atge in its pages had been completely forgotten .. 

The histodQC.\1 sta.temaYJ.ts of the Old. Testament stood ~nt!rely alone~ U~der 

these circumstances it \'las easy . for !ndividu~l$ who did not wish to accept the 

moral and religious teachings of the Bible to question whether its historical 

statements were. at all d$pendable. Thts produc~ a situation in v1hich student s 

of the higher cd.ti.c1sm: o£ the Ol d Testam~nt felt free to rearrange its sections in r. '·. 

suoh a -way as to show a rrxetely natural development of moral and ethical idea-a, 

since many of them were of the opinion that its factual statements \~ere largely 
# 

mythical and n~t at all d$pendable from a historical viewpoint~ 

It is no longer possible to take such -an appr¢nch to the Old Testament . 

Puring the past century and ·a quarter, at point after point, archeDlogy has 

demonstrated the E»U$tence of the cities, conquerors, and nations melltiOl'led 

in the Q1d 'l'estament •. At point after point the backgtound of the .Old Testament 



-'2-, , 
has been shown to ·be retr.arkablv ae<:w'Ote. ~· a result o£ archQC>logleal tnvesU•· 

· · gauon ond URYatlon- • whe>le new world h~s .risen from the dUst so ~t todaY 

hi$tOtV ·exten<ie Ju&t es tor ba.ck of soo e.o- as 1t has proceeded on thls sld$ 

of that dat'. ~- can never to eUll ftu'ther back, because hlstosV ls an oGCOUnt 
' 

of eventE~ that is- based upon Written recotd&, and Writing CUd not come tnto 

e'-Cletenoe untU ap~ti)).y 3000 9.c. Wbet~ver precedes that UJne &a n~ 

history but p,eh11to~. 
\ 

ll!bUcal archeo~ is of reallmpcrtanc:e ln rel&Ucm to New 'Testament 

stUdY also, but not neatly es impOrtant as in ral~ to the Old Temamant •. 

The teas(ml for t.hts wJU be dl~\lSsed ln aecutne VJ,, end vu. 
,_ Alcheology Defined. 

Aleheology ss -~ so much a sQUince ot e. d1Vl'ton of kn.Qwledgo aa it ts 

a way of se«trtnt ktlCJWlec!§e. tt ls a methOd £or tncreestng our knoWledge ot the 

hlstOrY of poll.Ucat end .sootal events of paat tlUles. Until the tlSe of ercheology, 

all, our knowledp tn th$se areas \Vas based·uJ)On metenal tbot. :bed been _.,tten 

4GWn ~ Je$HCI Oil frot1l renet$UDn to te~tlon ln. IQGnUS-PtS• As oW --~· 

scripts wore out they ware tePieci• The old GMS dleintepatedJ the new ones 

were &n ·tum copted, end 1n tum dlstntegrated. Th\ls thtt IW>le 0114 wl'* ~maltls 

of th.& ctasslealll~ of Gre~ end Rome -were- paased tn ftom centurY to 

~rmav. These wwe our· only sources for knowl«tge ot ano.leftf. Uules. untU men 

~. began to COPY bistdption$ on old mcmlments and to <Ut In search of buried clUes. 

Archeology <!QM1sts of the ~mtnaUon of actUal materta.le that were 

used 1n a.ncJent titnSs. lt l$ dlvisthle 1nto two puts: fkst4 the~ if:J the study of 

the rema~s of enclen.t J>utldtngs, monuments. ·dtahea~ statt.tos, ond oth•r man~. .. 

festattons .Gf the culture oi a gtven perio6J seQODd,. th«e Js also.·the studY of 



WliUnta found en Sntml$nta or t.n auctent lettets; ·accounts of lewta\llt$, tit 

other flttltti'WB ofwbi;Ch 'We have the a«msal Gtlttnal ~itS O» ·Wfltte,n down in 

analent times bd re<~~•~ ·1ft modem· <lava. 

AtcheO!.v l8 uauau.v hlatrl«ed to~ Of bunwn ocUVi\Y in the 

PO&~. t>reMetodo bOnes. b inataee, ore oonel4$1ed • Plrl of poteonto!OOY 

1\Uhet than of .eroheoto.qyt ~-~~they are found tn conneeU(M Witb ~-· t:l•t 
" . 

c . BlbU.cot~UcheoloiY. 

BJhllcal Arc1l8010fY t• that portion o£ $l'Che010QV whteh lhlwa lttht em 

everttu or sttueU$na des.crJ.beei ln the Bible. Mucb Of ·archeoloty hea no releUon 

to tile Bible, ·bUt ona eemot ~ly studr Biblical NcheologyWBho\lt leomtno a 

ialJ' amount abOut oth~ Pha.st& of the aubJ$Ct, AreheoJOVv mey (leal Wltb env 

.-rt of the ,.nh tn Wbleh .a baVe u~•·· and ~lQG#.aal dt~; ~ve 

betA made on every ~u~. BlbUc:alarcbeotcgy·ls ~"'Pllllv restrlc:ted to 

th$ reg~on around t11e eute~n end of the Meditenanean el\d to Meeopo.ta$, 
. . 

91ith • Uttle ~- to fena. £\fen in tb$8& mttona muob of til& ~..w 

COS8 ftW4 Pll'iorls ~ tb&Y had ·no $14t10neblp With events recorded in the Blbte. 

Vp to the PN.fleat, archeotottata bave ells~ ~ly lWle 

mafertal that ttlotea clre.Qdy ·end i~tely to 81bll.cal .-..nts. Ttuwe ts 

,_ lft(le tbet w Sn~lv rellte4 to them, * ·• Vlst .amount tbet ~ •lll* 
»octoat Ught ·tU»n the oentml back~ ~ the Biblical bl4Jtwv• 

a. Wbtt ~eolow la lmportan' to tbe SJUtte Student. 

There tP't tQUr reatons why ~COY Is ~ to the Sible $tt.ldent. 

'ih$ ftrst 01 theMt we •v· dealanate aa general ~mU.oth Muon of th.e 

baokGfOUnd of the BU\t1e 1s so dlft«ef¢ from the biat-'f»lllnd cultural situtttcm 



·of ·OUt d4Y that lt ta SO~IJ ~ff.\Q .!matifte ~. lt conBltts .my~ a 

~ 01 ~logy or ·oli$1Uln1Uoth . AtaWt We, Veh•otOOY JWelei\ta ~fl ·wstn 
· ;;<ill~ ~a ~ a.1o.· l!lW~t!,A.,.·- ....i1 ~· .Wlk.,..a,,..,.. .,t.,..,.·., ~-• tt..• "-a t.--. • ..,..;a· -·~· ._..__ 9-v.tlff~~"""' ••n•.~~ ~.·. : ......... ~,. ..... ., . ~.EW~ . •till! ... o~,~w'IA "".,. 

~ · . _,.ts dQ&Mied In ,d$ '8lblt•A~\i$· glVM L\8 ·• G~ ~of the· *IllY 

., tbe el.bllaalwctld. t.b!s &8 one, of tb~' ... ~.'VI)ue(J 'of~ .. . , . . 

to the wale student·~ 

A se.-~' l~ce ot Biblical ~heol097 mt.tht< be.· ueslgnated 

aa ·~ ~, · ·~a·c~Ml• wWt ~••t whlch e.tCheolOtieol evtdel\Oe 

Qlearly ~~the~~~·-~~- tbt: Jibi$,. MaY• 

etb1i,OII .state-.t wbleh i\td. JMI!GUS1V M,en COM~ tCi\ ·be ..On.eowl Of. 

even ~mte bU. tb~ ~ •howa 10 be PfQ~ty m ·~·wtti.l .JUatcXk aea. 
A Wtd ·~·· J*b.lpa the ... ~~ or ui .. w tt• belP aMt 

.. ology Qt .. . tar IJU)Ucal' ant•~t~.,n.. Blbll<*\ •ta~JMmtSJ Often .clGal mtb. 

a G .. t&O· af.t\a~UQQ til tlle. ;el .. t.. An:'b.eolo;v bel.PI .. a to· \\tld.etaUm4 tMt iltuatlon 

be._, ~ at.Uaal ~s lldlCAte ~1 obJects, .. ._. ltl ltbuoa& ._ •• 

. s~u tbtM obJ~e~ verv ~ bCJth•eUse<~. ~. ~I.OoY 

~le$ us to see ~~ OW.fKta etMl to Jmow 1\\We datei.l ~ tbQtx) ~ COI.\1d . 

be tame4 flea\ t1te llble.. .J'requenuv we~ ~a pQrUCllllf state~. 

Jft.the Btbl-. ·.afltt to Ulldel'-.ondt 
' 

A ·fOI#th ._.._WhY ~loW A,s Qf ~at to the Dible tmadent de,als 

wt~t.• nw _._ ·tl* ba$ .-n in teciAt d~e.. ~ ~t: be tr*ltled uHelp . 
Ul the ~y ·of~~- n Aftet O.Obeo.~ began to G~e4 Utht UPeP. the hl$tcr­

.tcal ·•~ aa4 cile;en401Utr - tbAJ fJible, ,._ of the enemta ~ ·~ltaal 

taobln9 obanG-. tbtfl OJ»ptQach, MnlitUl19 tta ;enered hl$to.rtcal~eeutacv, 

·theY""" lO GUIQO W.t u.a t$Utl9Wl Qd cultural tea~s ~not~ 
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with th(t BibUQO! wrt~ers but 'Wet$ &ittlPlY taken ~r itom tdeas Ci4' ettltudes of 

~sm. 'rills constitutes~ dangetc\Js attaok UJX>n Chriatumlty. In $OtAe 

cases it has been cemed to e very great e:¢r$Jile.- One wrtter ha.s said that the 

one whom we worshlp m our churcbea ls simply 4t:l old Ba~lonttm deml.god, 
e . 

named GJ.lgatill$lt.. . .Mother has se!d \bat most of our Chrtattan idea$ about Cbtist 

om reol1Y taken. ovet frOm ~speota of 'igypttan r&Ug!.on. SUob statements were 

$Y to make when. c~vely little wa$ known Obc>ut the reUgton and culture 
. . . 

of thee$ land~. Now- that archeology haa .~ evatlGbl& U'$mendous €\mounts Of 

taatel'.t.$1 on these $Ubjects, lt 1s possible tc ~ such ~UegaUon$ specW.cally 

and &xactly, end to se.e Just how mUch~~ evtdenee tberG is for«. a~&~nst them, 

'Ellts ls e•ni$1Y Vital for-the defence of B!blloal testimony. tt $pens up a tre• 

mendous field of idiUJtv end is a very 1rnpottant reason for the: tnt~rent of Dible 

u.s~Atcb~­

A. '!'he land ot £.gypt. 

we shalt bem,.n our e~uon of Bibllcel Archeology with £gypt rather 

than. wttb Pales~. This ts not only because ~ens1w zn&tertale froDi Egypt and 

M&sopotam1a \a.iafEa &seo11eted before any ~t J.)t09ress tn Patest:tman ereheol«:w 

had been made but also bac:$U$e fat DlOJ'$ written material has. been discovered 1n 

theae lands that\ 'n P4lest!ne. Palesttntan Grcheology would haw been ~lattvely 

~9; t.f it were not for the rneny t"eU1ttonshipfi wttb the work that bad 

alreadv bean done tn these other countries. 

Egypt hap been aalled ••t.lte gift of~ Nile. '' lt has so Uttle rainfall 

tbet it would be • batten daaert tf it wena n6t for the faot that the Nile river brings 

~ty to tt, Southern or Upper Sgypt oon$lats Of e tonrrr end .natTOW ettiP Of land 
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beside the Nile. Northern or Lower Egypt consists of the Nile delta, a region 

about one hundred forty miles in length and maybe one hundred miles in 'Width, 

where the Nile divides into a large number of different mouths, thus producing 

a Wider area of extremely great fertility. As a result of Egypt• s very dey cl!ma.te, 

archeological remains have lasted better !n Egypt than almost anyWhere else in 

the world. Its colossal ruins form a great outdoor museum.. Roman tourists 

visited the pyramid~ and other great monuments of Egypt, and pondered over their 

meaning. Du~ng the Middle Ages the land was regarded as an area of mystery 

and enchantment. Naturally it was one of the first regions where archeology made 

great advances, 

Another feature that is important in the history of Egypt 1s its isolation. 

The wilderness protected it on both sides. To the south lay a barren desert, 

~roken only by the course of the Nile. To the no~h w&s the Mediterranean Sea. · c 

Only from the northeast was !t wlnera.ble, and the few successful attacks in 

its history usually came from that direction. The very great fertility provided 

by the constant wate.rs of the Nlle and by their annual overflow provided a high 

level of prosperity which could support a great civ!U.zation, while the comparative 

isolation of the land made possible a long and continuous development of civil"'" 

ization, suoh as is hatd to parallel elsewhere. 

B. Egyptian Remains. 

The ancient kings of Egypt erected enormous monuments to retain their 

memory, including many statues, obelisks* and temples. Careful and systematic 

examination of th$se monuments began in 1798 when Napoleon took a large group 

of French scientists to Egypt and set them at work to prepare a description of 

the wonders of Egypt, which was later published . Since that Ume many scholars 
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have devoted themsC';)_lves to copying, drawing (and, more recently, to photographing) . ' 

the ruins of ancient Egypt end to copying its !n.bcriptions, and many sumptt\OUS . . 

volumes hav~ been issued . Par less actual excavation has been done in Eg}1)t 

than in Mesopotamia or Palestin~. one; reason is .the great amount of knowledge 

tha_t could be gained in Egypt simply by studying' the remains that-already stood 
' .. 

above the ground. 

The pyramids, which are the most imp~sing re~!ns of ancient Egypt, . . . 

were a natural development from an earlier f~nn of tomb. l\bout .2700 B.C. a 

king named Djoaer built ~ tomb composed of five_large quadrangular stone houses, 

one on top of the other, with the size of the upper ones becoming progressively 

smaller and the whole reselling a height of 190 feet. From. tb!s so•called 11 step 

pyramid" it was an easy step to a real p~mid. There are many pyramids in 

Egypt and the latgest of them was the first to be built, by order of King :Khufu 

(often called Cheops). Khufu' ~ intention, like that of Djoaer, was to build a 

buri~l place for himself, \Vhich would aiso. ~a ntentortal of his greatness. He 

lived much longer than he bad expected and therefore from time to time revised 

the plan of his pyrarntd1 e~rgingtt 4Jreatly# and altering the location of the 

burial cham~r. The resulting monument cove.rs tbimeen acres, and is almost 

five hundred feet in height. It was made of 2,300, 000 blocks of limestone, 

each weighing about nvo and one•half tons. The sec~nd pyramid was almost 

as tall as the firsi:, but somewhat nan-ower a.t the bottom, and therefore steeper. 

All of the pyramids were broken into in anCient times, and the bodies of the 

pharaohs were removed, along with many pr$c1ous objects that had been buried · 

With them. A fevt of the pyramids contain te:Kts written on the walls of their 

inner pqssages and chtnnb~t·s. These "P_ytamid 'l'extsu are a description of the 



., 

glorious future which aw·aits the pharaoh in his afterlife as he makes his entrance 

among the gods . The pyramid Texts tell much about Egyptian beliefs regard~g 

the next world, but. very little about earthly life in ancient Egypt. 

The Great Pyramid wa·s a burial place. and memorial for Khufu; and 

nothing else, Assertions that it in some way indicates the prophetic· history of 

the world or tells anything about the Christian religion are e ntirely i·maginary. 

There is no basis for such clabns either in the Bible or in any ancient Egyptian 

writing~. 

Mention should also be made of the material objects and pictures found 

in the tombs of the nobles. Many of these are beautifully colored and portray 

ordinary life on the large estates of the nobles~ "They have proven a great source 

for understanding the life and culture of the ancient Egyptians. 

The monuments and other objects rema-ining from ancient Egypt are very ex-

tensive, but Biblical archeology has far more contacts with the written material 

from Egypt than with the physical remains. 

C . Egyptian Writing. 
l .o The Decipherment. 
During the Middle Ages it was generally thought that the pictures of men, 

women, animals and plants that decorated many of the monuments of Egypt had a 

magical purpose. Actually they represented a strange type of writing, the mean-. 

ing of which had been completely forgotten. When Napoleon's engineers were 

preparing defense works near the Rosetta mouth of the Nile in 1798 , they came upon 

a stone which contained a fairly long inscription, written in three different types 

of writing. At the top were several lines inthe hieroglyphic or picture writing 

which was familiar from its occurrence on the great Egyptian monuments. Below was 

writing in a different tvpe of character (later called demotic) • Still f1ltther down 

was writing in Greelt characters, stating that some priests had put up this monu-



ment to express their thanks to King Ptolemy V (about 200 B,C .) for remitting 

certain taxes th~t they had formerly been required to ~Y· ·In 1802 the British 

captured this part of Egypt, and among the plunder seized from Napoleon's forces 
' ' ' 

was the "Roset~ Stone, ... whieh was taken to England and stands today i,n the 

British Museum. 

Decipherment of the Rosetta Stone proved to be a very difficult pr.oblem. 

Many scholars tried their hand at it; l?ut it was nearly tWenty yeats before _s~cpess 

was atta~ned . The Greek version was easy to read and it was a good 9ttess that 

the other two types of writing gave the same m\ilssage. 'Sowevet. no one knew anything 

about the language, or about the type of writ~ng involved. Eventui.lllY a Y:9Ung 

French scholar, named J. P. Champollion, suct?eeded in comparing proper rt~mes 

in the Greek. section with certain signs that occurred at the co~esponding places 

in the hieroglyphic lines. Ch.ampolUon was a student of Coptic, the language of 

Egypt in the early Chrlstian centuries. On the assumption that the an dent 

language was somewhat similar he made · g.uesses as to the pronunciati()n of 

some of the words in the hieroglyphic text. In 1822, he published hts interpreta-, {. . 

tion of the hieroglyphic writing, and a solid foundation was laid for S\.tbsequerit 

study of the language of ancient Egypt. 
2, The Nature of the Writing. 
The hie.rog'typhio writing was a system different from anything that had 

ever been discovered before. It had begun, a.s a sort of p!oture writing~ !n which 

an actual picture was to convey the desire~ message. Eventually, however, 

certain pictures e&tr1e to represent. particular words. Thus a drawing that depicted 

a man' s legs might simply mean 11tO run," and could be used after a picture of a 
' . 

man, a Woman, or even a Cr/W, to indicate that the one referred to was runnblg. 

ln the 'Egyptian language, as in Hebrew, and even sometimes in English (cf. All 
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and sat, or~ and wrote), words regularly changed the!!;' tense or othet· re ... 

lationship by changing their VO\Vels while keeping the c~nsonants the same. 

Hence the hieroglyphic sign came to represent only the ~onsonants involved, 

and not the vowels. ConsequentlY:, the same sign sometimes indicated any one 

of sevetal words that v.tere entirely unrelated, but happened to have the same 
' -

consonants. Thus the picture of an eye, which means "to see," is also cotnmonly 

used to mean "to do, 11 since this word has the sam~ consonants. In time weak . . . . 

consonants in certain words ceased to be pronounced at all, so that a s!gn came 

to represent a succession of two consonants instead of three~ or even to represent 

only one consonant. Sine~ often the same picture could stand for any one of 

several words , it became customary to put a general picture~ called a determinative, 

before a noun to indicate the class of c:>hJects to which it belonged. Then the 

picture indiQating the specific word would be usually followed by another sign 

to represent a. word that contained only. its last two consonants, and by still 

a fourth sign to show its final consonant. These peculiar features of the h!ero-

glyphic writing make it extremely difficult tf.> represent in Latin letters, and have 

resulted 1n great variety in the forms in which historians have spelled Egyptian 

proper names in Latin letters~ Thus we find the name of the god Amt.tn often 

written in our histories as Amen or Amon •. The "heretic king, '' Akhenaton (see 

below), may be referted to, in various books, as Achnaton, Echnaton, Akhnaton, 

or lkhnaton. King Thutmose sometimes appear-s as Tutmosis or Tothmes. 

For nE.\arly three thousand years hieroglyphics continued to be written 

on Egyptian monuments, but fot ordinary usage another type of writing became 

much more common. Papyrus plants were found in great abundance along the 

Nile, and it was easy to use them to make a SOl't of paper called papyrus. On 



·(:hls papyrus scribes wrote with. ink, and very soon a shortened form of the h!er~ 

glyphic writing l called hieratic, be~me coryunon, in which a group of two ~r 

three hieroglyphics would often be represented by a .~eatly abbreviated line 

or figure. Great numbers of hieroglY,phic inscriptioils ~ave be~m preserved_ on the 

Egyptian monuments, chiseled in stone, and often highly colote~, but most of 

the hieratic writing has disappeared, as the papyrus has disintegrated. However, 
' . . . ~ ' ' . 

a number of papyru~ documents, some .of them qu!~e long, have ~en preserved 

as a result of being bUried !n the dty tombs of Upper ~gypt~ Hieratic Wf!ting 

often differs strikingly in different hands ~d as written in different times. 

The reading of hietatie is largely done by a comparatively f&V>? e~erts who translate 

it into the. hieroglyphic stgns that the hieratic represents. Many of the hieratic 
' . 

manuscripts have been published in the form of transliteration 1r¢o hieroglyphics 

and are thus available for study even by students of ancient EgY1)t1a~ who have 

not devoted a great amount of time to the sp~cific study of hieratic. 

In the last few centuries before the time of Christ a still more simplified 

method of writing developed which is known as the demotic or popular writin9'. 

This was commonly used n<>t for religious ot state documents, but for accounts 

and business matters. It is the type of wrtting in the second group of signs 

on the Rosetta Stone. 

Thus, the Egyptian wrtting greatly changed its form during the centuries . 

Yet the hieroglyphics themselves remained substantially the same to the very 

end of ancient Egyptian history. Eventually they had come to be used mostly 

as -a decorative type of writing, principally on monuments. The Egyptians thought of 

the hieroglyphics almost as l!ving pictures rather than merely as written symbols. 

Thus the picture of a serpent, Which represents the sound L is always drawn 



on the monuments in two parts. \'rl.th a spa.cs in the middle of it, so that it is 

plain th~t the serpent is dead and cannot h~trt anyone .. 

After Alexander• s conquest (332 S.c.), which began the HGlleniStic 

age in Egypt, many feat1JX'<SIS of G,reek culture .were incorporated into Egyptian 

life, Eventually1 people began to use a modified Greek. alphabet to represent 

the Egyptian· language as it was then spoken. This 'vrtting is called Coptic. 

· Its slgns hav$ no relation to those used !n ancient Egtl)t; but the language itself 

ls a direct descendant of the language used on the earliest monuments It · Since · 

Greek. writing, unlike the earliet systems, e~resses vorttels. the Coptic has 

been a.n invaluable tool fot the study of the Egyptian language, and has i:hrown 

much light on its vocalization • 

3. The Egyptian Language. 

'After Champollion opened the door to the re~ding of the hieroglyphics , 

many scholars studied the material and eventually grammars were written for the 

language as used at various periods • Such German scholars as Erman and 

Sethe c&:d:ied this investigation to a very high degree of accuracy. While the 

absen~ of vowels inevitably results -in a certain amount of indefiniteness , 

ancient Egyptian historical inscriptions can now be translated without much 

que$tion as to their meaning. Other writings, such as the Pyramid Texts and the 

Book of the Dead) occasionally contain passages which would be difficult to 

render accurately ragardlt::~ss of the language used" With help from fohn D. 

Rockefeller, Jr .. , the Univen;sity ·of Berlin has issued a very extensive d!ct!onary 

of ancient Egyptian .. 

4 . Egyptian Literature. 

From the viewpoint of the student of history, Egyptian literature is at 



firs~ sight rather disappointing, There are· no historical wriungs- similar .to the book 

of Genesis ·or the books Qf Samuel and· Kings, · No attempt is made to ·give ·a full 

picture of a histort<$1 situation~ or d~velopment. -A continuous account of the 

reign. of successive kings has nowhere be.en found, though it is true that.many 

kings put up monuments tO·¢elebrate particular victortes or outstanding events 

~d .tht:)se .give a considerable emOl.\nt of hlstoricallnformation. A:.great handi­

cap !n the study. of -Sgypttan Uterature, as.far &$: 1's use .. for.·history!s concerned, 

is the fact that ~most -of.it was written for an tnunecllate purpose, often merety . 

to glorify the person lnvolved, and never simply·to preserve objective historical 

tnlth. 'l'o.mbs of ihe nob~s sometimes contaJ.tl a~tements about the great. deeds 

tney had perfonnE!d, and these throw incidental light upon many details of :the 

history. Our fullest histor.tca1 sou~oes are a few rather lengthy account~! of the 

mtUtary affairs of a 1-'.J.ng•s reign, written on papyrus and butted with him, in, 

order to show how ntl.leh booty he had 91vett to the gods, an4 thus to secure a 

reward. for him in th~ afterlife or a blessing upOn his postet#Y- . Sor4e of these give 

rather full aQcO.l.U,ltsJ of an e:¢ended series of military eatnll$ign$; ye,t ~hey leave 

us vnth the feeUn9 that they are. $b~vtated from more. e~ensive,annale ~t lulve 

completely partshed. Some Egyptian papyrJ. contain what W{iitt. l:le d&Slgnated 

as "ft.ne writing," since 1t wa~ m:eatly treasured tor its. style. These generally 

consist of stories of incidents that were not -~cl.llarly important in .themselves; 

yet from them considerable light is sometbn~s th~ upon th~ history. Egyptian 

literature t~lls much about, the cultural Ufe, reUgion and general outlook of tha 

ancient Egyptians, but .!ts interpretation in precise historical terms is sometlmes 
' " l • 

rather baffling. 

D. The History of Ancient Egypt. 



1. Chronology. 

'£l1e· ancient EgypUSns did· not have any· system of nuJllbadrtg ·year~ COn\1'1\i.'J!o 

uouiily for longer than~tngle ' reign. tJsually a year was t'naicated according t.o 

it~- position in the r~ign' of a ·phataoh.,· ttnd a tiS~ nunlberl~g··'~gan With the · · 

neXt pMraoh. Taking' the· highest numbets ·used in ~c:h of them~, · .tt was wss!ble 

to construct a· rough· chronology, ·and·furth&r study e>f the ·vteat·number Oi writ~· 

'mgs ~t ·we possess· has made lt'posslble to eriliu·ge:thi's very Considerably~·. 

Sfrichroilisms With e:v~nts . th other·count.ries have sqm.et~me~ bet!li'l. .avtd.labl$. An 

tnvaluable aid nas been the S(>•called' Sothic cycle; or phOenix year • . 1'h1s t'a 

bQiseCt upon the ·fact ~at at a very ·early time the Egyptians 'adopted a calenihn-

of 365 clays. · Since thi1 ls approximately e f~rtn· ol a day shorter than the · 

actual time Ut&t l~ takes the ·e~fth to go around the sun, the years be<;ame one 

day off every four years, so that after a few hundted ·yaars a date that had pre• 

viously been in midsul~Uner -.uld come · in midwinter. In ·about 1460 yeai~s the 

calefidarwoUld go eori$l~tely afound the cyqle ,and ·again' ~gin.'at the ·sf.lme time 

of veor·~ Bventu~lly it ' came to be thouwht ~at the day on which the star SU1us .. 

(also called.Sothis)v the brightest ·star in the heav~ns, rtses just before sunrise 

should be the first day in the yeaJ;. · Sometimes at periods several hundred years 

apart we find a statl1ment that this day which should be the ·first of the year 

actually occurred at another specified date, thus showing how many days off the 

calendar was at that time. This gives us a means of tellhig within four years 

the date within a· cycle whan a particular doeument: was written, but does not tE:lll 

in which ayole tt, was . lt used to be thought that. there were a number of cycles 

between certain of the great e~nts ~n EgypUnn histoty. Now it is p~tty well 

agreed that this is not tha ease, and the so-clllled long chronology is hardly held 



WlY mote. , Many of· the dates in early Egyptian historY can be agreed upon 'With . . 

considerable certainty b~ £,9YPtOlogists ~ but never ~loser 'than:Within 'f()u.r ·ye(lts~. :~d 

.$omet lmes there is Qon.&iderable diversity· of· opini9I'l· ~ ··; . · ·, · : · · . . . ' . .. . 

It is. tnterest!ng t.hat-a.s recently as.l93o, J. ·H,. Breasted., :one Qf-.:our 

gr~te~t autho.rities on a!io~ent ~gyptlan hiato.rY# .. insisted;that 4,241 a.c~. \vaa ·tne 

date when the £gyptians_asw.J:>l1shed·thair calenda:t.·.: lt '~s '.doubtful; if.tottay: (lS61) 
,• •' '• - ' I ' • • ' > 

any r:scognt.zed Egypto~~~ist would .place thiS e,v$Jtt as:raady .~·s,, 3000 s.-c.! · ·. · . ' ' . 

Xt is ·usw'l1 to t~ of anci~t EgYP,U.~ .history •s divtd.a.d .. .tnt~ thir''Y 

dynasti~s~ This . id~ is taken.from a bOQ~ on :Esypt~n Historx J?y.tvranetho, an 
" . . - , e 

~~ypttan p~&st,. w~o ~ote at about 25.0 B~Q~. · ·sel~~~~oiul from Manetho's:bciok.have 

l)een preserved in e'~nsive qu(?ta.tions by.lc:lter wdtet'$.. . M&net.ho was, able to . . ' . ' 

read ~he names. ()~. the £gypt1a11 kings t>n tlle monuments,, and se~m.s to have .. 

C\rrCin9ed th~m into · the ~hitty group&. which :he ~ll.~d dynasti(l)S. The .'div.tsipn is 
. . ' 

som~time~_ rather arbitr-sry~ }?.Ut has prove:n qu!te co:qvenient, ··The na~!t of· the 

kings, whi~h Manet.h() wrote .1t:l Gre!~Jkf were QOnf~Jidflrably chan~e4 .in the ·CO\lfS$ 

of transmission • . 
~- . . '' 

2 , Pre¥atory. 

·. The tim~ .~e~ore :wrt~m~ ~;an 11:1 ~lled pr~~~$t01"y. In .Egypt this period 

is evidenced by. a numbCir ~!remains, btit ·has little connection With any Blblieal 
' ,; ., . . ' \-' . . . ... .. ,_. ' . ' . 

st~t~ments •. · It is 9u!te oe~~~ t~ t many . IJec~op.s qf · 29YP;t became .united under lo­

cal ~lers, anc:t ·eyen_tually:these c:.~lesced .. ii?-tO. ~o main -:~e9~ions called upper 

and lower Egypt. . £v~ntual1y th~se· tWo were ·unt.ted ~der -th~ fh:st. dynasty I but 
' . . ' 

to . the very end <?f ~~c:J.~nt Egyptian · hi~tory. the ... ktng_s w~e styled: ·~King of Upper 

and Low~ Egypt," and·ofteil rep~sented with two (ijffer~nt orowns, one for each . . ~ . . . .. 

section. 



. ~. The .. 914 Kingdom. : I • '. 

. ~gyptian; hifah¢cy-begi~s With t4~ inventt.qn of 'W'rl.t!ng, about th~ time of . 
' , : ., . ., •• "· J • • • • I '• • • ' : , . • • •" ' • • . . ' ... ' , 

~$:~ir.st .~~sty .• . The. l~~rog~yph1c . sys~e~. ~~ ~ !3~~ ~¥~te. f\tlly deve~(>p&a1 so it . . ·:. . . -. . . . . . ' 

would· seem tiJ<f!lY ~a,t, ~ts lmpe~s .. ~.m~ fro!ft ~i.i~l~~g~ . ~ ~ ~~?n, ~ys~~m , ·._ 

(~l~ed ~Ut10~fo~) whl¢.)1 )lad . !:I~~ ~ .~o.ng~r. ~~4 ~~~~r: p~y~lo.~n:te~t .ln.ly!e~0~9~~· 
• • • i • • • • • 

Tl\~ .Egypt~~~ .sys_tem d~yelope~ alon~nrery. dtffe~~n~:~1~~~. from ~t~qseJn ,M~so~te.mia. 
' . ' ' ' 

· . ~he Old ~~g~9~ l$. t!ae, titl~ g~v,en to .tpe· .~ir~l: .. ~i!tl~ · o~ ·.~t,~t ro~~ .. power· 

(about 2700. to .a~oo B.C,} ,_ , ll\~~9 :ft~!U dynEu~t~~S · ~~e ~~sue •.. A~ thi!J pe~~od 
. . . ' . ~ . .. ~ ( . . ~ ' . . . 

th~. P~ta(?l)s ~revery dict~~orlal~ :~n~ .w~~ ·.~bl~, ~~ .~~th,~ ~~n.drf=lds .~ ~~1cp~s~rtds 

of ~ople each .¥e~r during the seaso~ whe~ t!le. Nile ~~rflowe~. t~~. ~nks an.~ . 
. ' ' . . . ·• 

made, agrtq~ltura1-W.Qtk ~mp.ossU?te, and to aoxnp~l them to work ,energetipally for 
.. I \ , .., ' ' ' " < ' • • ' • - • • t • • ... • .. • ;' • ~ •· ~ ' t, 

long penQda, in ,order to build those tr~mGndous bunal:tnonuments called the 
.. • • •• . ... ~ • . . .. • .. • . • • : • • t . •. . • • 

pyramids . Durtp.g thl$ time the r:eligton . g~Otified th~ ElU~ .{Jod, but tb~re~r~ .. 
. . ' . 

ntany subordinate deiti~s.. Ev~ntually the power of the pharaoh C?:Umbted and 
• _. • • •. • ' • I>' •• 

there was a time o£ disoriJaJl.izat1on, d~ring the latter. part of,.whi~h soms of the 

grea~ c;l~sstcs ~Q~ Egypttan lttemt\u'e were written .. 

~., Th~ M!ddl~ Kingdom. 

A new time of great pQVfer began. when the Jd.n9.~ :of . ~ region ln the soijth, 
' ~ ' I ' 

cantering around the ~mm lat~r k~owtta• Thebes, an~ 'W:(>rs~!pping a lqoal gOd 
• '! • ~· • • • ' 

oaU~4 Am.u~ (fQI'llledy 1¢tten, ~en or ~mo.n), baettme. s~p~me over all .of E~ypt, 

and $StabUshed their power in the deltz!l. Th.is \'ta$ .the period of the Twelfth 
• • • - • • • • f , ; • ' • 

D~sty, (aboutJ~91 to 1786 B.c .. ). These kings. put .foreign lands under. tribute, 
. . • .. . ' ' • . ;:..,,... . t ' 

and dlreeted ~ high type of civilization, though Without quite the same mon~chioal 
,. ' .. • • ."'< • • I 

supremacy as that of etthef the Old Kingdom or the later New Kingdom.. This is the . . . . ~ ·- ' . ' 

ctasaioal time of Egyptian literature . It ends with the coming from Asia of a ' . . 

fo~etgn <JfOUP that psssessed a new We&J)On, that of horse-drawn chariots \Vhich 

( 
I 



enabled th$m to mafl;e a - li9htu~g at.taok ·and to conquer a large seeti~n of Egypt~ 
: . . . ~ . . . ' : '.; ' . 

These HyJq;~s;: (S.C)metime.s ·~~1~4 $h~pQ.~rd,..,J9.ng,rd 1, ~ he.1<;t m~.~~ o~:~~~ . .l~n.9 ~~ .' : ... 
• : ' • ' • • I ' • ' ' • . I ~ • \ : I .• 1 •• •• ' • ' 

$Ub~e~tion f~r, ~v..~r.a c~~t~~-~: .. ~:v~n~Q\llYi ~eY, ,w~~~ .~~'t.e~ . p~JI::.Jr1s.~~~P~: P,t!t.-. 
·, . ~ - . ~ . ' . . 

ting -up monum~n~~ L~~ pelebra~$ :rth.eir: d~li'l,~r~n¥e , . .. ~~ ,_2.9Y~fa~s: p~~fep-~~ :.~~ .. ~or .. 
~ . . 

. ~et· t~at~ they,_ ha~ e~.r.~t ~een .un~~r;:~C\)~~~m ,q~n.tfol'~·~ J?~~ail~ , C?~· t~~)i:~~s~~ -l_n.:~"~~()r.t,are !· : 
'" ., ' • ' ' !j ' 1 ., ' --· I ' ' ' ',. ' ! I ' ' • • ' ; I .. ' 

·:kn.~r~ :.t_o; qs . ~~n:oip~lly~-fr~*' :l~t~~ ~~oi;d~nt~~.;~~er~~~~sr ~qq fl~.•-~ :fto~ ·~~.~~~~pt_s . 
' ', ; 

0 
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0
' , I o ' ' • , , • •.. , • 

in. the. tot1Ws ·of;. some. _of ,tttf;:l :~.QQl~s: ~~~t. t~e, Jl4ti:, .~ll~Y~ tp~,ns,elv~~: ~-4 p~~Y~~Jxr 
I ' : ' , • I • 
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0 
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0 
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~h.~ dtiv!n~; ~ut·~~ the ,Hy~~O$:, : · · .: · ·:· ~. . .. · :: ·: : .. :, : · .. ·:., ;: ; ·. · . . ·. :: ·; , ·.-i,:. · 
' ' '• I ' ' ' I •' ' I ,' • ·•, ' ' ! •,! : "' ' ·' ·, ' • ' . ',• . t • ·' \- ·; ., •• • •· " ,, ' 

•.• .• _l • .., -- ~· · ·\The:·~m~U:~· : ,: .'.; . _:· .' :. · _- .... ,: . ,_· .~ _ ;,~: .... :.: .< .. :_. ·."·. ::~·-·: ,< ;· ~ .... ~_._._:, . . 
· : · , The· p~l;iod of. the, N~~.'KiqgdQm" {~~~o ~at~~~: th~ ~tlip~re., ; f(>J\~_ep;: ~~~ : 
, ' • f ' . , \ • • ' • '• '-;_~- ' ' , • • ' • ' ' •. ' · , f' ' ' .' ( • ~ > ' • \ o ~ ' • I • 

.expu~s~~n :.o~ the. HY.ksos. · .. Thts perioo ~~ins, '~ .a.~ppt)-5 7Q = B,.c .• ·,_ .. ,.,~~~ . tpe '.~ .. s~_. 
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«:iY~~.sty_ • . Tl)e.s.e ;kin9s., l!ke:~hpse of; the.. l\41t!d~~ K1P.9'4o~, YI.O~sRfpp~~ ,tl,le" -~~ 
. . ' ' . .- . . ; ' . . { ~ ~ . . . ;. . . . ' . 

_J~mUni wb.om.tney c.c-nsidered .to beJde~tica~ with th~. ~~li~r; ~u~~g~ Re,, ... a~<;~ . 
• h • • •• ' ' • • • • ' • • • • • ·- • • 

the_refore ¢ften referred tp QS. _f\nlun ... R:e . · !\ .mul~tu~~- ~f .othe~· go.d~; ~~,re ~1S.9·worshipped .: 
. . •.. . ... . ' ' 

in }!gypt, but :the~ priests Qf Ml\tn-~$ J:?e~tne so ~mporta.nt· :that eve;ltually, ·a very 
: . : ' . . . '. '·I I• • . . ' ' . ' ' ' ' ' ,.• ' ·: ' '~. ' ',, ·, •f .: ':• ' ' . ' • ·, ; . ' • 

. . .. 

large pr;oportion:of the 'l~nd· .of. Egypf.o~me .-tp be the_ ptop~x:ty- of the t(\rnples of the · 
. : . ~ . ' ' . . . ·, . . ' . ' . ·_;_ . ' . . . ·: 

god Atnl:ln .•. The 18.th dynas~y i~c.ludes a sertes of gr~t tulers, .a. .. number of whom . . . . . ·. . ... 

weJ?.~ by-one of t~e, tw9 .~ame~: -:rhutm~s~, .. or Amenhq~ep. , ~llis .. w~~ .~- time of . . .. r .. ·.. . . ·. . .. . .. . . . .. 
EtYPtiil~ nt111tarv. prow$.ss 1 ·.and· of ~he .erection of great monuments .and temples . 

• ' ; • ' .. . • • .... .... .. ·~ • • ' J .,·. • • • • .. ·~ ~ . -! ~- : ·.-.:.. • ... • • • .. ' . ' 

. Th~ hifl~o~ · of '~l1~~-on. find$ .. ~pac_ia1Jnte.t~~~ ~ t~s SO;r94ll.e,d h~r~ticJQ.ng, . . : . , 
·. • • • • . • . ,' ••• . : . . • . • ' • ' • .. •. ' ... t • 

J\.lcl\e~ton_ (alt:!o : .c;a!~ed /t.m.e~~tep JV); ~who~retgned f.rom a.bou~ . ~37.0 tt? 135.3 J3 .• c . 
' , J. , : , • '' ~ 1 • ' \ , , I \ .., , I ' ' , ( , • , , ~ ,. ' 

tn $h~~(eontta~,t .'\11th his :pt~de.cr~~s.ot.s; · ?e V{ilS· a : re~t rn.~no~ei$t, wort!.h,iPP~!)~ 
,. • , , , , , ' , , • • ·• • • ' 0 • · < l • '• ' 1 ' ' 

only,,th.e ·;·mf1ted~l· di~k of ·~h~. ~un-~· He, trt¢~. ~.odq .a'tJ~Y WJth zthe Jl.ncien~ E~~a~ 
• 

0 
• ' ' I. • 0 

• ~ :· ~ ' • . , ; •• , , , , ' , , ' I , · • I ' , 

pl;)lY;th'et~~, ·:,a,n.d ·9-~Sire.d to b~ild .a ne.~: capit~l olty wh_ere. onJy At~n ~.houl<i .ever 
'' I 

0 
o ,. 

0 
, l , 

0 
' , I , • ' ' I • 

0 
' \ ~ • ' , I 1 

ha~e · ~~~ ~orsh~J)P~d.:_ Xher$~Q.r.e hf! m~v~d hi$ _capital .to a new .Pl~Pe.~. J.et~r 

·called ~· Amatna;. . Whil.e preoccupie.d 'Wi~l,l .. reli~iou$ .and ph~lqsophi~l ma~ters he 



" '1'8'· -· -
allowed the Egyptian empir~ that Thutmos~ lil and ~tne~s had-de~loped to fhli ·. - .·. 

' ' 

' ~ ' 0 ;, 0 ~ \ \ i 1 ~ ' .. J ' ' f ; ~ < I ~ ' < • .' I •, ' ." o, o, • 

eapital·ctty,-which had been oceupl~d only a few ye.ars . .. tvtoaem ~Xcavators. have 
' , ; ; ' ' • 

1 
, • , 1 • I ~ • t :, • , , , , • . ,. . I ' i ; ', i ' t ' ' , • ' : • \ , • · 

found at Bl·Am$rna the temairis ~f the-bW.ldin\}S that chat"i~$tl~~(i' tlie Egyptitsn 
' : . • ' • ' . • ' ' . • ' 'I • ! ' ; ' .. 

capital in the reign of Akhenaton. Thls 1s the place .Wii~re~·: f.Ti ~1897~ thG .fatl\Cus -
• . ·• : • ..: ' ' ; • ' • '· : : • • . \, ' • ' . ., , • • • • i. ·~ ) l ' " " ~ ... ' : . 

Tel1 -el•Atnarna ·letters were folina,·· c:ions!sting 'of about thre~piuridted 'clay tablets 
' : . . . . . . ' 
' , ' ' 1 • • : , 11 t. · , 

wntten in th~ cuneiform wnttng .;,{ -M~·~op~tarnia~· b~t; conthlWtng7 ine~sau~s - betWecam 

~~~at~n or' hls ~ther ,, ~d· th~ ·Jdn9s df dan&an' or ttie rhl~~~ of• other sections ·of 
. ' ' I 

t • I '•' , 1 • , ' 

the ancient world. ··~he.se. letters-are :of· great vatua-· for :r~eonstrueting the· history 
fi ' , ' , • • . : ' :- : ' ) I < ' '., • • _ • . , ~ ' ~ } ~ ",. • • ' ~ , ' _· • • >,. , . 

of that ~eriod•· After ~henaton had died·, ·and the triu~h of the pries~ ofAmun had 
• , • " ~ : ;, : ' ' ' ~ • , ,_ :' • ' : : : ' : ' 1 • ;· ( • ~. : ', i. ! r ' .I f ' , ., '' ~ :. , I ~ ' :: ' 

resulted in the -'eapital being~ moved back to 'i'h~be$, : Akheriaton -was always re-i. 
. ' ... . ~ . 

' ' 
I ~ . , , , .. , . ·• · ' .. • 4 ·, • • • , 1. , • ' , 

... The 'l9th dynasty (about'l3.fl3 to ·ll97), even mote-than the 18th, was a 
'• 

. . . . ' 

· period of great building • Largely as a n1sult ot the activities ·of the kings of 

these two dyn&.stie~,. ttemendo!1G. tuin8 s~nd at Tht;tbSs today 1 mardng tt the great 
~·:{<r 

• c •• 1' 

outdoor museum in the world. Ramses II reigned for stxty~seven years (about 
. \.'\. 

1290 to 1224 lhG.)t and left ~any records of h!s great· ·ndUu:u)' _e:;q,l()its. Yet ·he 
'' 

~rhen alread~ an Old nuin. His -rno~~nt$ claim ~hat he. repeated· the exJ)loits· of 

hi$ father,· ·bat h1.s boasting stat~ments 'are greatly dtsc6unted by historians. 

· Ramses·m (abotlt 1195 to· 1164), the second king _of the 2oth dY"nasty, 

drove · baek a great invaston.of sea peoples which attacked Egypt by sea and land • 
. . . . 

One of:these ~peoples. is considered to have been the Philistines.: Driven away from - . . .. : . 

Egypt, ;~hey settied on the $O~tbem part of the coastland of PalesUne • Ramses m 
; 

' '' ' 



was succeeded by a SE)ries of monarchs of declining power1 ·also· bearing the name 

of Rarnses, During the Emptr& Period there had been many great e~diUons into 

Palestine, Syria, and ·other countties, and tremendoua amounts of plunder had 

been brought to ECJYPt to in<::rea'se the glory of the pharaoh and to enrtch the· temples 

ofAmun. 

During the next five hundred years ·lesser rulers ·struggled to maintain 

the·gloti-es of E9n»t, ·but feU far short of the ·achievements-of their predecessors. 

6. The Persi,an Period • 

. After a brief time of ·being in subjection to the Assyrians or to the Babylm• 

tans,. Egypt came into the hands of the Persian tulers of the ancient world (525• 

332 a. c ,) " During- this-time . there was .a JeWish miUtary colony in ·Elep~anUne, 

far south in SgY,Pt. Thl$ colony left important records in. the Aramaie· langua~e, 

known as the Elepb.ant!.ne papyn., which shed considerable light upon the period 

of the eXile. 

7 . The Hellenistic Period. 

In 332 lhC. Alexander the Great conquered Egypt. After his death in 323 

B-C. one of his generals namad Ptolemy seized ;egypt and establlehed a dynasty 

that continued for three oonturies . These r\llers brought Greek. blood into the control 

of Jgypt, but maintained the ftctlon of continUing the organization and trappings 

of tbe pharaohs. 

8 ~ The Reman Peri6d. 

After the conquest of Cleopatra by Octavian in 30 B.C ., Egypt waa in• 

corpora ted into the Roman Empire. Large .mimbers of Jews 11yed 1n Ale~n~, 

whi~h was a great center Qf Hellenistic oul~. The land continued under Roman 

' 
p~e~ until the ~b1e conquest in A.D. 641, which destroyed many of the. remains of : 

the life and culture of ancient :Sgypt. Desiring to build a new capital in which no 



heathen god wc>uld have ·b~en worshipped, tha Arabs estabU,shed the -city of 

cru.ro just ·south.pf the delta1 . and took·n$nY of th$ remra1ns .of the ~~t: capttal . . 

city ·eallecl Memp)l!s ~ which was only· ~en ·mile~ J#.WV,y, ·to ~se 4s ~llildil,\9 ~-t~r\eS 

. ' ' ' . . ".· . 

E • .Relation of Egyptian Archeology to the ~!ble. 

1. General Cottoboration" · · . · 

tn the (l~ .of g&neral ·®rrObotiltton. Egyptian ~c;heology. ~as .. great int~est . ·' .• ·, 

"" ( ,: 

. ' . 

~ ' ,.,_' ~ ... ,' I 

for the Bible stUdent. tn .thE) eady pan of the Bible Egypt appears ~s th~ outatand• 

!ng powett .of the day.: This . is -the land to Which t~e Ista~Utes go f~~ ~elp 1n . : 

time· of famine • Hete the posterity. of Jace>-b 1nct~s~s .~til it becomea a gr:eat ... . . . ~. . '.. .. . 

E-gyptJan oppression. Toward the end of ·th~ Old Testalme~. history tbere is a . 
' • ·~ · ' ' '·' ~, I 

vital ·change. Israelite kings s~U tend to look tQ £gyp~ as a cou!lterferc~ to 
'• ' ·• 

protect· them. from As.ayt.Um or attbylonian attack, but the prophets warn them 

against putt.ing wst in E~ypt (ef •. I.sa. 30 . 1~7). 

All these fe.atute.$ of. the general ba.ckgt®.n.d. of th~ B!bU.cal n~t!ve ar~ 

abundantly Ulustmt~d ·by matenal from ~gypt. 

It 1s a mistake to think of the Israelites.-a~ hawng, a~y pa~ in t~e lA,tUd• 

ing of the pYl"Clinidth This O(;O\Ufed at least a th~~and y~s .~o~ tha ~m~ of 

Joseph. The. first B!bUcal contAct With Egypt is When ~ram goes ·there f« help 

1n tim.e o( f4m1ne~ Suoh vtstts of AsiatiCs to Egypt 41"~ J.Uus~ted by a p1¢~e iii 
. . ~ .. · ... ,:·~.;· ,) 

an Egyptian tomb fronttthta __ gan~ral }leriod, sht.JWJ.n~ a ptcture.sq~~ ~oup 1)f thUty..;. 
' ~ . - < .._ • I 

sev&n Asiatids Vis~Ung &gypt .. · . Another su.C?h .picture ~hqws -~~n cattle i~;E.~pt, 

·ad~s~ed by a hardstrt~n Who say$: .uOAQe. )'()~. ttod the sand( ~cw. YOU ~k on 

her~ge." 

I 



The ~ck9fQund .oi the . st~ry of jo$~Ph eonta!ns. U,$ny pas.$&f1eet that can 
' • ' ~ , ; • ' ' , ,· ·, t • • ' . ( t • • : 1 1 ' ' • ' i ' 'f • ' ' ' ' , • \ ·, • 1i ' ~ : ' ' , l • • ," 

be viVidly illustrat$d by.Egyp~n eitcu~tance~ at this trf)nenH .petJ.Qd• Thus we 
'; ':'l ·' .. . ,.-' : •' < • ' ,'' <~ 1 '. ' . \: : ·, \ ' '\ i • I ?. · "; '\ J , 1 '• • ~'. '· ' 't ., ,, ,~:. 

find 1n Egyptian rec;:ords .ttt~t ~~~. po!J.1Upn tp~t l'.o~p~r ga~ toseph .when. h~ Pl. t . 
; , : ; ' ' I • ; : · . ..,; .' ~ 1 , ' .. i ' ,. . ' ; ' • ' • ' ' •, .,.>. " , ,• • • I • • ·~ I ' ,; '• , " ~· I '. t ' s 

him over his b,quseholcl was one that. eld.~ted in the hoU,ses o~ gr~t E:g_yp~rt. . ~obles 
' ;, . i • ' \ . • ' • • • • • : • "': ·:. . .. .. \ ~ • • : . . 

of the UmeJ tha.t the king. of Egypt was cal1E1d "~hat&oh, u the ~term .us.ed in the 
. ''~ ·: t j , !. t•l · .r · .·.~~ :!"'• ·• ... J ·~ ~ •• 

BibleJ that ••ehtef of the butlers .. and uchlef of th$ bakers'' ware titles given to 
' • l • ' • ', 

0 
• ~- , '. , • J ~ 1 ( ;. -.'.: ~ ' ' , • ' '• ' ' L . •l ' t ' -~ • • , : , ~ • 1o 

0 ; , ' • • • • • • 
1 

itr~POrtant officers in Pharaoh's. courit. that ~e signet ring, tht! "vestures of. fine 
· ': . . · ~! . . ·:(.l,'(,_, _ .. ,.~ ., :~~· '· . :: , r: ~· ·. · .: ;, . •:;.(,.·.~-'!(t. ·.' '•. · .~··'':' · "·~ ' \~" ·· : '" , .• . 

line~" an4 the ."9~1~ ph$ abo~t his tleok'' were just Wh~t ·an ~mttan king would .. 
' f, • 1 ' • ~ •• , ( .1, ,.. ~ <I j_ 1 { , ' ._ . • ', ! • ,' ' , ~. • 0 • ·, , I ' • ;. ' . ; ' I ' ' ~ • 1..' ' I • 

~e apt to give to one Wh:C"Jm h$ vtas pl~eintt in autllort~Y over .the whol& coun~; and that .l 
' ' • • : • : ' ' r : • • r ; ' ' • • • • -.. • ' • -~ ' • ;._ "" .. • • \ J- ' : ; ~ ~ ·• : 

the m\lmmifica~ion of Jacob and of Joseph was in aoQOrdt\nee with Emuan custom. 
• ' • , ~ : , ~ : • " , , ' ' ' • 1 , , '· , .' ' , '-. · 1 •. ~ I .' I ' ; , + : • • ' '• , ~ I , 

Thes~ and o~er elements of the ~eneral ~ek9.t9t.Utd can be abundantly ~$'Uted 
~- : : • • ' • • • •• • -~ , : ' • : • ' • I. ' ·• ;, - ._ ' , 1 , l, ;. t, • • , : ' A , .• ' : •, ~ ·, ~- •• 

front ancient l!gyptle.n. records. All this ts general -corroboration~ Spe~al .corrobora• 
; . \ . . ~ • . ' ; • -~ . ~.. ~ . ' . ;. ' • • . . . t. -:. . . . -.• '• .' . ·. ' : .' . • . ' : '·. . ' '· 

tion would mean the .finding of the particular name of josepl:l ot' of. some .bpecif1o 
' ' ' • • , ' ~ 

0 
° ' ! '; • , : ' '. ' , ' , 0 

: I ;, ' ,. -~ {' • : • 1o. • , : ' ~ 1 , ,' ' ~ ' , ' 

act that he performed. lnS.tances of speeicU.. Cf)rro~ratJ.on from this ~ly period 
'. ~ I : ' • • . ' ' . • • . • : : . . , , . : ' ~ . • ' ' • 

ate extremely few • 

:SscQdus plet\lt~s Egypt not only as a fettJ.l~ ~An4 prosperQUs rta.tlQt't, but . : . . . - . . . ~ . . . . . : . ·. ~ ' . . . . . ' 

also as a lal\d cf ~at cmelty ~ . Egyptlal\ monumen.tt~ show the p~oh (ptctured 
•. . . . . ' . . ... 

large:). holclJ.fl~ ~everal men 1~ ~ls hand .and das.hing ~h~Dl ~o. pi~ces, ct shooting 
; . ' . . ' 1 . ._ • . •. . . ' .• 

his arrows into great multitudes of ~nem1&.~. Op.e i;.gypt1an kino had a. doorstep 
' ' '. '• ' ' o - • ' ' ' I > -' ' ... '.; • • • • ' •, i ' • ~ ' I 

fash1oned to lor;»k like the pr~strate 4~ure of a catatn A~latic king,. so that. ev~ry 

time he entere(l or left his palace he stepped on the back of the figure of h!s: enemy. 
\ ~ • • • • ' 1 • ',' I • ' -, 

Egyptian remains. from tbls perlQd vividly 1llustrc'lte the Blblica.l p~ctute . of cruelty 
• • ' • ' • · ,1 ·J • • j ' • • ' 

and oppression, . 

During the latter part of Israelite h~st~ry Egyptian power was much weaker 

than at earlier periods.. Eventually Mesopotlamlan atm1es overran Egypt, proving 

the correctness o.f th~ propheUe warnings. 



Egyptian material. is of great ·~value ·for. general corroboration • It is dis­

appointing to ftnd.that the i<\IUOUht of it awitable for· special cbrroboratlori 1$ far . 
less than llUght oe 'e~eote'd . ·. . . . . 

. a~ special cono'boration. 

' . 
. ' 

'' .. 

TWo very interesting ·cases ·Of. ~tPE!cial corrobOration are 'involvecr.tn Genesis 

12~16 ''Wh~~ AbraM!ni is deieribed.'as haVing a~;:qutted' constderabl~ ;.ptoperty in .. 
Egypt and .a, catalog 'of his w~alth is' given • . In this -list· tnere ·is. no mention· of ·. : 

horses. in.later· ttme's Bgypt :Waf.i the great iand of the ·hoise; ancf ifwoulcr~ · ' · · 

d.uiicult for ~nyon~ ·Who invented .a ·$toxy like' this iii the time of -the lat.et \xsra~lite 

kingdom to fiUi. tp merition horses in the list" of.th~ propert~(thati' Abranalia~tfs$eci'.· 

It is: only 1r1 ·comparative~y recent years that e~fninat.!on .or Egyptian ·antiquity · . 

has.led ,to.the. d!scov~ry that the horse was· unknO\-m' ·in :Egypt untll·thG:' dine· m· the . 

Hyk$PS invasl(jn' • . It was by the .use '.of horse..:drawn ~h~!ots ·thaf th~ llfkst)s niade 

th~ir. .successful !'Hghtmng ·attacks," on the land o£ :&gYi¢. , After ·the kykSb~ were 

dtive~ .~ut -the-Egyptians saw to:it .th<lt they were always vtell•equlppedwtth horses, 

a~d Sgypt beeanie Widely known as the.tand of the best .horses (c£. l ·Klrigs' 10. 28;t;.29) . 

The :mentltJ~ of'came.ls .at the ' end of 'Gen.12~16 formerly PrOductc;)d a very 

important .pr.oblem in $pec1al c6rtoboraUon. Th~s hi. t'he.l930 a·ditiQri of the Encyclo .. 
\ 

pedia :Britannica, . H ~ .R. ·Hall, Director of. AriUqulUe$ lh the Srlti$h . Museum • . tnade 

the statement' that the orimel was unl¢o~ tnJgypt until ~he late PEirstan period. 

or npproxtmately the fourth centu_ry B.C. This would contradict the Biblical state~ 

ment that more than e thousand years earlier Abraham had amassed a great number 

of camels in E9Y9t. ror some reason the nobles did not care to have caJ!lels 

pictured on the paintings in theit tombs, and the camel iS seldom mentioned in 

Egyptian reft!rences • Yet a tope of camel halt ha$ nO\V been discovered from a 

time as early ss the middle of the second m111enn1t.un e .. c . Other scanty and 



yet vel)' definite eyl.d.emce from f~~nes ar)d other sources· ·inakes .. it clear. that . ' . . 

the came.l wa·s .indeed pres~~~ i,n EgYl)t.. ~' ~he tbne. of ~taham, ~ven though ·a~ ·· · 

fir.s t .s.!ght thisJookef.:i Ju~e ~ r~al problem in the n!b~98l narrat!,re . 

· From ·a m.ueh \ater pedod_, w• find kl® Shhthak boasting of his conquests· 

in P~lestinEr.w~~h are ~ntion(ad in lKings l4*2S ... 28; ·filn~ in 2 .Cht<m!1l.2"-'9 . Not 

·only the event, but also.th~ Egyptian name, Sheshoi1k1 which.would be tepre• 
. . . ' . . . . . . ~ \ -' . !. . . 

s~.ll:~ed in Hebt~ wnt1ng·as .Shish:a.k; 1~ a~ 1nt~~es~ing sp~oifie ootrQ~~HQn of 

the accuracy .of. the Blbli~l rt~~tive, ,. • 1" 

The sanie is true; Of the · r~fetence in.2 Kin~S 19 .• 9, and .iri th~. parallelin 
• . • • ' • • . ' . • ' • t ~ . • ' 

tsa. 3 7 .. 9, to ''Tirhakah, ~rig. of Ethiopia~· as eolliing c;.ut to fight the king ol Assyria. 
• • • • • • ~ ' • • • ~ • : • :. • ! .... ', • • ' • • 

It ·ts now known. that a dynasty ~f ~thi.o~an ~gs rul~d over Eqypt. at Ws t~me. 
. . ·. •, . ' 

one of these .Jdngs, named T1rhakap, ,is . ~~mttoned in ¢\tneiform ip.sct!pt!ons as a 
. ' ' ' 

formtdilble opponent Qf the Assyrians.: 

Th• $.re a few o~het va~uttb~e lns.t~nces of ape;O!al '?Qn"C?~~~1~nl ftom 

t;:gypt. Wf:t must wive ·consldera~ion to the quasU.on, why tiie trtaterJal of th!a: type 
', ~ ~ 

3. Why not moi"e EgypUan rrtatetial fot ~PC1l'?l~d Oortobora~io~. 

In· View o.£ the great amount of a~cheologioal mat~i$i t~at has been pre• 

served in ancient ~gypt, the tli~usan~s of insQt!pUons, the many intetesUng pictures 
• 1 

and statues; and th.e .great number of book_s that have been Written d~setibing 

vanou.s fe.tures. of the cultur~ .and ~ts~ory of-an~ent Sgypt,. it is. dlsappoint,ing 

to find compar~tively few relationships ~tween it and ~he Biblt;t. While th~re are 

pOints at which J. .. ~qyptian arch~Qlogy ts c>f real importance for the Scripture, thes~ a.re 
• ' • • • ' J 

far less than one ,\vou~d expect, or than one finds, for instance. in Mesopotamia. 
' . . 

The. Bible student .$hould know the reasons for this situation. The first Qf these 1s the 

fact that the Egyptian material is so largely made up <?f ~_nOrtument$ or other material 



l'~e~ed ·in: ~d~~·t<>-glC?rify sp,n(3ort~ · _These .monume~.ts d~ _not 9tye us a full-.~rbed 
• I . . ,, '• • ' 

pieture of.Egypti~n li~, bl.lt:: o~ly .pr~s~nt wha~ the nobte ·or the-kLng desires :to 
• 4. .' •, '• • · ,' ; . · • ,.f , . • - , . ,. , \' • • ' ' , • • '· : I 

be. tememberecl.. ·In Mesopqt&mia we have ~vfar mo~ rounded .p1¢t.Uti:! of the total 
• ' • -. -- ~. .. .-.. ' • ' ' . \ • • •• : • ' • • ; • '-J.. •• • 

Uf~. of the nati.on .. . 
. .·.... ',:'' \ "" • ~:-. • .,1 

.. A second r~~son !s the;fact that in their relationship w1t11Jsra.e1 -t he 
0 ,, •' '· , • o' • • '• 1° •• •', ' ,• ~- l '' . ' ' ' , ' ' , , 

0 

Sgyptiana had ¢Ot.nP,t\ra~tve1y llttlf:? ofw.hit~_l) to bpa$t .. · .. One o(the' outstanding j.n .. 
. • • . ...... l'.'l l, ' •• t • .• .. : ·• ' ' . •• 

~de.n.ts· ln t~e," ~ibl~ !$·the mighty. d.~.U.v~•nca· Q.f .tlJ,~ ~~ra.elttes ff.Qftl BgYPt. ~by. the 
: . ,. . • • . • .... i '. ,- . . ,l ,..,.., .. -' • 

outstreteh~d .~nd of God, ht:tt .'!lle ;wo~ld hardly tm:Pe~t tbe, Egyptian~ to e~cfa 
·, . • .•• .. • . - ' . ~· • ' • ' ) ' , • . !.' . • - ' 

.monument ·tQ· celebrate su<:h a ·. de.feat. ln·t\ school hi~tory;o<>f the:uriJ.ted 'Statesi.the ( 
...... \.'! .~ .. ·····,·,.-.·: ~. ~·~t. '· · . ··~.· .. -~ • 

,. ' 

. account of .. the)t.tttr of ~&12 ~s ~pt t ,o .t$lla goo4 btt about t~·· wotory ·of i.solated · 
, 'I -' '." , ;.. I ' 1 

· ' 1 , ' • , 1 ,~ , ,• ; • I ~ " •_ , . I ' .; .r' , 

4tnertcan ships o~ ~tttisp . '!hip~~ :h~t· $~ d1$1Ul~OUQ ~ attem.Pt to, nonq~~~ canada 
\ ~ l ~ . . . ' • -' . < • • • ' • • • • ' ; • ' • • . • t ~ • • ' • • 

may be passed o.vetwith a ~.,QrQ ~r tyto. · ()n· the· co~ry; the C~adi~_ !ie:hool . . ' ~( . . ' . ' . 

history. is apt to· s~Y. . little or riot,hin.Q .. ibout the Amed.c&n sea victories: put to , speak 
• ~· : ~ , ._ , ~ i- • 

1 
;, , 0 I , , , • • ' , ~ , , 

ln. g'low~ng term.s a}?put the. ·g~_ll?nt c.anac:Uan ·forces. . th~t .utterly defeat ad the · . ~- . . . . ' ' . . . . '. . . 

att.emp,ts of the Y~oos t9 conquer qanade. Every nat1~n l!k,as to celebrate: the 
• ¥ ... ; • ' • • : ' ' • ' ; ' ' • 

thin9s 1n wh.ich it c4n.£ind a reason to bQast. -taek of Egypttan :mat~f~l' beating 
•• "' .'. • • • .... •· ! • • : ' .! . ·. . . ' " 

ditecUy on the Exodus. of the .Israelitt~e .mi9ht raise ·$Qtn(a question as tO the ac~ . .. . . ' ·. . . . .. . ' ' , 

and for the faet that there was in this event nbthblg o~ which th~y could ·boast. . .. . . . .; . 

It is quite different whe~we come. ~<> ~ . fa~ less lmp~nt BibU.cal tneident, that 
' I ' • • • - . . . ~ ' . ' 

of Shi shak!s invasion of.P~.l~s.tin~ .• Thi.S ~cupi$S only. a feW ltnes· in th~ BibUcal 

acco\lnt, but ·in Bgypt Shishak put up a - gr~il.t 1m:script1on·on ·a temple v.ran to c~lebrate 
•. . . • -, ' . • • -. . ! • • \ 

havta t~onqu~ed. 

stiu an~ther ~a¢or ~hould .be m~ntioned. A very great .part of the suning 
' '. 



events of andient Egyptian histoty tooK place in the delta, ~he most· prosperous 

section of the . !&rid, ~d 'also the ·one' nearest to.As!a Cilnd ' con$$(1Uently. most' irtvc>lwd 

in the 'f.r(:lquent p~~parations for·\varlike e:<pE!lditions ln~o. ;Asia: a-rtdmost .tn·danger. 

of attack from ·that~ region .. The great majority of ~he relationships be~en the 

Bilite and E'gypt -doubtless took I>iace:in the delta regio11·, ·yet perhaps. nine-tenths 

of our remains froirrEgypt come from·Upp.er·E9l'Pt atld ·compataUvely .little lrom the 

delta. · : ' . 
~ ' ' ' ' . 

. . The reason for thle t 's ·that 't11e delta ·has eontin~~tl as a-bent$.r ()f actiVe 

Ufe all tlirough.history and the reina1ns of ancient ·umes are covered by th~· teeming 
. ' 

population of' today. In addition, the water level.. in· the : delta has . been constantly 

tieing; so that ev~ if it were po$slble·t·() remQv-e hcius~·s, . faetories, and .f~rms·, so 

as to excavate in the delta, one would not go very daep before the material.would 

be all covered With water# subject tO much QO.rruptiM {:lnd da~y, and extremely 

difficult to excavate or to studyi ·on the ·other hand·; in;Upper'Egypt where a thin Une 

of occupation. runs beside the Nile'~· behind which one·. ijeed go-~nly. a $hart distance 

to reaeh complete. wildemes.s, there was a Uttle~disturbed. tegion for erection of 
' . (' . 

great· monuments and for . making burials~ . Thus Southern tgypt is ,to quite ~n extent 

a great ou1:door. mt.ui&um, but a tremendous portion of what it c~n~a!ns is what ,its 
' . ' ., ' ' . ' 

people · desired· to 'cele.biat~· , ·rather than the !nolde'ntal tentairts io! their ·norm~t 

human Ufe and activity. 

· .. ·. Egyptiari records ar~ not ·a~. ha,lpful in BibU;o~l· 'iritet'Pr~ta ion· as those frorrt_ 

Mas.opotanua~ . bUt there at~ a number. of places. at which tafb.Hcal words 01; situations 
. ' . '• . 

can. b6 better ·understood· in view of the Ught from ancient Egypt. · o,ne of these to 

. which allusion has. been made· ·aboVe' .iS its striking illtisttatlon Qf the reaU.ty &nd · 

extent of the OJ>ptes.sion to \vhich the Israelltes were .subJ«aqted:!n tha period just 

before the E~us. Another interesting instance ts the use of the wotd hanikim 



in Genesisrl4 . 14 ·(ttanslated,: !'trained'\ ·in'KJV). ~·thi.$ ward, 'o/~ch··9e.sQribes: the. 

men~whom Abraham led out to .. figh~, occur$ n<>Vthet.e )~lse . .ih 't he .Q~d 'l'estament.: ,: It . .. 

.ts. ~us$d ·in,a<Jm"~· record$ iCOn\ th's. UJn$.as· a~dssiwna~on ·(~t~e ,~~ r~_r.ainera 

of .. p~1esU.nian c;h1~tatns ., ' c~ . · . · · · 

. · · s ._ ~aruwlax :Prol>l~ma. · -· ~ i , .: · · 
' ,, , 

: .. ·In y!ew;~ of.the .. great gaps -~ o'Lu; ·knO\Vledf~ of:·parUcul~r.Poin_ts .a~ which' 

Egypttan~:h1story iP.Cll ... BtJ;>.Ucal .history ·touchi 1tis not surprising ~a; there ~ho\i.ld . 

be a. ·nund'x~r of v.~d.nt~ta~ting 9ro)?J.ems, ~some ·of ·whic!l.;c;an nQw b;e :solved; : Wh1le 
• 

. . 

ojberfH<:annotf . /fwo Qf ·the·~~ will-be mentioned 11ere• .:; (l) One - ~s .. the.rather pu~Zling 

~tory, i,\bout· the · briqks :and the -etr~w f 1n ·ExOdus .. S .. 1.4•19 ~. 'A$ a . res~t · 6f une~eot~d 
• . -< , ' .. ~ ' ... ~. . . • ,_, ·' .L ._ ~· •·. • • .• .. ·• , 

however, ·1$ sti:U ·fa.t. fr?m solyed, !$ .. th~ ·d¥te of. the. $X~u~ . ln .G$n""es.ts ~d Exodus 

th"·Egyptlan Jd,ngJ.4fe rsff)tr~d tQ oxi}t by ·th~·~tle '(phataQh" and .th~ persoMl name 
,.. . • + }. •• • - ' I ~ ' ~ ' ' 

put ~ll, no; mon\ll!lents to celebrate it, ·~-~ome haye ev.f?n q\le$~oqed~whether .th$ 
~ • .._ ... ... t - ' • " 

exodus actually. oecurred1 ~hoqg:h most soho~rs ate r@dY t.o admit that a ne.t!on 
• .. .... " - • ' \.. t: .~ • . ., ; : ~ • - • 

~~\ll~,neve~ Unij.~irle sla.~ery: ~.~othe.r co\lrt~>c a~ ha~g been ~t the ~ginning 
• ' _, .. t:' • ~ - ~ ~ 

of .1~$ ~Uop.al his~qry1 ~nle$S thi$ had acttJ.ally occurred • . 'r'he absence of $peaific 
.. .. - • ·3 ~ ... . : . ·~ ' • • 

Egypt4Y.~ ~yidenc;e o~ ~tte ~us ~~ee it _d#ficl,Jlt, to k!l?~ .J4st "!hate ~o.fit ~tin 

$mong th.e V\\{1Q.U$..Jdngs o£.:t;~ypt; a~ variou$ t~~o{!es h;~ve ~en advanced, 
• ..., 't ' 4 ill • ""' .. - .. c.. ,.. • ..~ . ·• .. ~ f't 

Soma, 81~1.¢ ~~hol~rs .would ~se ev;~~~V !'po~ ,~n,e pl_rt;tClf_lar int~rpret~~on of 

Qtle verse of Scripture (1 }{!ngs 6 .1) ., While th\s interpretation may be true, yet 

there.~ ~ther w~,YS of f-nt~reting~ the v~.r~~~. a.~ since i~ ~tands alone the 
.,. " ... \ • '( - .. "' > • 

posE~ibil!ty must be recognlzed that it might involve an error of ttan~mtssion of 

text. The evidence is at present far fro~ <:lear as to the time of the exodus, and 



consequently it. seems th~ wise policy for the. Bible student, while awaiting further 

archeologi~l evidence, to admit thiilt we do not know just when the ~xodus occurred. 

However, we insist that !t did occur, exac::tlY as. described 1~ the Bible. (Cf. also, 

the remarks in section V .E~ 6). 
. . 

6. The Problem of Derivation • . - ... ' . .. . . . 

It is; s~metimes aS~l'arted that Sgypt,tan evidence ·explains the origin of 

many of .the ~eligious and cultural ideas in the B!ble. Most of the instances 

wher~ Hebrew religious ideas- :are said to have been botrowed from Egypt are . . . 
. . 

rather farfetc~ed and ~Usappear upon close examination;, ·but there are a few cases 

that requite detai~ed investigation .. We shall!mention two of these: 

(1) Joseph a~ Poti~hat' s wife. A papyrus ma.nusctipt that was written 

about 1225 B.C., in the ninet~enth dynasty~ contains an Egyptian folktale about 

two brothers. It begiris With a sitU<;ltion involving the younger brother and the 

wife of the older brother, that is strikingly similar to the eXperience of Joseph . . 

with Potiph~r•s wife(· described in G~n.39. Barton says: "Scholars of the critical 

school regard this as the original of the .story in Genesis."* However, this is 

not the most likely interpretation ·of the relationship )?etween the two stones" 

The EgyPtian 11 Story of the Two Brothers u is. a very· biZiU're and fantastic tale, 

utterly unlike the matter;of~fact account of Joseph's e~erlence. Thus when the 

older brother tries to a .mbuah the younger brother who has been falsely accused 

by the older brother's wife. the oxen tell the younger brother that the older brother 

!s hiding be~rtd the door in order to kill him. The younger brother fiees for his 

*G. A. Barton, Atchaeolggy and the ~ible, 7th ed., 1937, p • .367. 



life, and the older brother pursues him, with his lan:c-e ·in his· hand" ·'the younger 

brother cries out to the .sun god' for help, and the sun god causes a body of water to 

spring up between the two brothers, full of crocodiles ; . so that the oldet brother 

cannot reach the younget brother, who now has a chance to declare his innocence. 

After the older brother returns home, the younger brother puts his own heart on 

the flower .of a ·ced~r tree for safek.eeping" The gods fashion a beautiful Wife for 

himt but she eventually leaves him in ·order to live with the king of Egypt •. At 

her suggestion the pharaoh sends men to cut down the· ceda.r ·treet which immediately 

causes the younger brother to die. The older brother ·has .by.this time beoom.e con-

Vinced of his younger brother• s innocence and has therefore ldlled his own wife and 

thrown het to the dogs. Orte day he finds his liquor tasting bad and learns from 

this that his youn9er brother needs him; . so he goes to the fallen ·cedar tree to · 

look for . his brother's heart. After a three-year search he finds it and soaks it in cold :1' 
~ 

water, which he gives his brother to di'ink. Tnis brings him back to life. He then. 

assumes the form of a bull, and his brother takes him to the court. He reveals 

himself to his wife but she induces the pharaoh to sacrifice the bull . Two drops 

of his blood fall on the ground, and caus.e two great trees to grmv up . The wife 

asks pharaoh to have the trees chopp~d down. A splinter flies off and enters the 

mouth of the wife, who soon bears a son, whl,ch is another rebirth of the husband. 

Eventually he becomes king and makes his older brother prime· minister. 

Most discussions of the theo1·y that this is the source of the story of 

Joseph and Potiphat•s wife only quote the first third of' it. Although this first part 

contains certain magical elements; the.y are far less numerous and less grotesque 

than those in the rest of the story.. Rather than to think that the incident in the 

life of Joseph was modelled upcm this grotesque folktale, which is definitely 

later than the time of Joseph, it is more .reasonable to think that the relation is 
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just the reverse. The story of how Joseph rose from being allim.pr!~otted slave to 

become the leadet of the Egyptian government must have been_ widely discussed, and 

every known incident of his ltf~ 1·epeated over and over in all sections of !gypt. 

!-!is experience with Potiphar' s wife could easily have _become the foundation of 

a folk. story, to which all aorts of biz&'re and fantastic elements were added, as 

H passed. -from lllOUth to mouth • . The existence of a sto,.y o.f this type in Egypt 

fi•om a period considerably lat_er than the time of Joseph is rather. an evidenee of 

the truth of the story o~ Joseph, than.a source from which the incident might have 

passed into the Bible" When the Tide of the Two BrothElrs 1.n its entirety, vr:lth all .. 

its emavegar,c;es and fanciful element~ is compared with the simply told and 

natur~l story of Joseph and Potiphar*s,wifa, it is easy to see which .ts the derived story 

and which is the oriqtnal. 

(2) It ha.s been ola!med that the incident of the sOo"cal.led heretic Jdng, 

to which allusion has been made above (II.D. 5), was the real source of .Hebrew 

monoth(9!sm .. Olle of the last booka written by the late Si~mund l'~eud -<,vas entitled 

!>Aoses .and Monotheism. In this book. he asS$rted that Moses was ~ tgypt~n 

nobleman who took• over the lofty teaching of the. pharaoh Akhenatoll; . and taught 

it to a group of Hebrew slaves whom he subsequently led out of Egypt, However, 

r~eud !aces () problem .ln that the liberal cr!Ucs maintain that the Hebrews were not 

.rmonotheist$ until many centw:-ies after the time of ·the exodus. H~ gets around 

this by alleging that the Israelites killed Moses in the wilderness and that this 

event produced a trauma b1 their subconscious, 'v!th the, result t.~at the monotheistic 

ideas that they had learned from Moses became buried in their subconscious, and 

-were passed on from father to son~ until in the time of .Amos this monotheiam came 

to expression in the teaching of the great wt!t!ng prophets. It is to be .feared 
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that Freud's the~ry here reaches one of the lOW$St points ever attained by Biblical 

critieism or by psychoanalytic theory • In addition, investigation of th~ teaching 

of Akhenaton has brought out two ve-rY important differences between his bellefs 

and those of th$ Old Testament: (1) While the tea¢.:·Jng of Akhenaton is acttlally 

monotheistic and hence (lt.lite unique !n ancient Egypt, Us mQnotheism consists in 

belief in the materta_l disk of the sun as the sole <Jod# (2) the religion of Akhen<!l.ton 

is entirely lacking 1n ,ethical elements and cons~ently utterly diffetent from the 

etlucal monotheism whieh finds suob superb e~ression in the writings of Atnos , 

isaiah, and the other writing prophets. It is much. more reasonable to think that 

Akhenaton~ whp had close relationship with Asia and With Asiatics, was, eJther 

directly ~ through his mother, affected by a teaohtng that ,:eprQsented a corruption 
" 

monotheism was in ~ny way detlved from t.he teaehing of Akhenaton. 

m. Mesopotamia. 

Mesopotall1ia than from. any other at~, even including Pal~stine . Some of the 

inetdents are les$ dram$tic than those involving Egypt~ but they are of great im• 

port~nae . 

A. Th$ Geographical Background. 

for the rise of a. great civlli~t!on. As the name suggests , it differs from Egypt in 

being the result not of one r!ver but of two. The T191'1S and the Euphr~t~s bring 

water and fertility to a region that would otherw4se be very dry and desolate~ 

though not nearly as dry a$ £gypt. 

This region Wf;l$ not as 1$Qlated as EWPt • Tbe Wilderness around .it was 

fat less barren, and contained some tribes who could bring dange.r to the fertile 



land~ The mountains to the east and north were filled With many trthes, looking 

down With envy and deslre Upon the prosperous valley COUntry • £n~znj.es coUld 

follow the ~uphrates from the ·west~ Invader~ eould land in the soutJ1 .tn boats, ~nd 

this was probably the source of a great preh!sto~c conquest, Mesopotamian his­

tory constitutes a patchwork of many different force$, and seems far mo~ compli­

cated th~n Egypt\C\n htstoty * 

A primary differenc~ ·between the life of Mesopotamia and that of tgypt 

is the result of a physical Situation. Egypt had great numbers of papyrus plants 

growing along the Nile, and. from them a $ort of paper called :papyrus was made, which 

made writing easy and was ~ tremendous help in the developl'ilent of Egyptian econ• 
.. ' '. ;,_ , 11 ' ' 

ondc and cultwa1Ufe. However, these Egyptian papyri have almost entirely d1s• 

appeared, except for those fet;; that were buried 1n totnbs. Since Mesopotamia had 

no ,such ~sy source of vtriting matenal as papyrus, a ):ather poOr- ·.$ubsUtute was 

invented, that of trtaking <::lay tablets, the size of a cake of ivory soap or larger, 

and writing on thE!ls.~ by pressing on them With a stylus, so as to make a Una. that 

was a Utt.le wider at one end than at the other. These clay tablets Wet'e much 

more cumb$rsoma and a\vkward than the papyrus so readily available in Egypt. 

However~ from our viewpoint they had one great advanta90, that of being far more 

durable. If the clay tablats were bak.ed, as was some.times done, they became 

almost imperishable. Mesopotamian rema.tns include not only tbe monuments and 

other records that the leadets Wished presetv~-a.nd of these we have a great 

many-but also a trGmGndouG amount of tha E;!pheme~l writing of the people.. Al• 

most everything written in anci~nt Mesopotamia eventually dante to be buried under 

the accumulating debris of ongoing c!viUzation~ E::tcavaUon brings to light not 

only inscription$ oi kings, but also incidental eontraots of common people. The 
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cuntbersomene~s of having to use clay tablets for writ!n~ proved to be ,a ~eat ad ... . . . 

vantage for future genEU""-tions • in that we can know tlle oroinary life of the people . ,. . . 

of Meeopotqmia to an extent undr~med of in Egypt. ~ile· Mesopotamiot la.c~s . 

the 9reat number of beauUful PiC?tures in the tombs of the E~ypt!an nobles portray­

ing so many details of common Ufe, we have a far greater nttmber of writinfJ~J that 
. ' ' . ' 

deal W1. th incidental mattets . 

t . History of Exploration and Excavation • . . ' . . 

The cities of Mesopotamia were generally built on terraces n,tade of . ' 

bricks, and the walls were of the SQme material. In time so~e of the bricks de-. .. 

tertorated a11d covere~ the remat~s of cities. that had been abandcmed.- Even in . 

p~acet!me the cities tended to gr~ higher since refuse was generally thrown ,cut 

into the streets. In case of wa.· a city might be ~ooked dow-n and left a ruin, 

and then eventually a nevt city might be built on top of it. Thus the cit!e$ grew 

higher, but in time mos'i: of the remains were so c;ompletely burLed that as late as 
. I 

the beginning ot the nineteenth century~ even the location of moat c>f them was 

complete~y unknown. 

Excavation began !n 1842 With the work of a Fren~h vice•consul, T. E. 

Botta. Ha and others excavated 1n and around the site 9f Nineveh, th~ eap!tal of 
' ' ' 

the ancient ASsyrian Empire-, 11\ the nolthern portion ot Mesopotamia.. COll~equE;}ntly the 

science of study of ancient MesopotaJU!a c::ame to be called Assy.riology, and this 

name was used for the entire subject until the twentieth century was welll,Ulder way. 
' . 

Soon. aftet Botta began his work a young Englishman, A. H . Laya-.rd~ ~~ 

gan excavation at Nineveh. Layard showed remarkable ability at writing up t.hEil . , . ' . 

results of his work, and C;lt highlighting its r~lation to the :: Bible. His acc.ounts 
. r·· , 

l 
\ 
~ 



aroused tremendous interest. Others continued the work of these rnen, until about 

1860.. By this time a gTeat number. of statues and other relics of ancient times had 

been excavated, and many ·of them had been tak~n to the great museums of Europe . 

For about ten years interest·m excavation waned. Then it was suddenly reawakened 

by a rather dramaUo event . 

In December 1872 George Smith,. an employee of the British :rvru.seum, 

announced that he had found among· the table1;s brought from Nineveh an account 

of the flood. WhiCh closely resemble~ that in the Bible . Great interest was aroused 

by his report and the ptoprietors ot the London Daily l'elegraph contributed money 

to send George Smith to hunt for additional tablets .. Smith led two exp!!!ditions, 

e:h.'tended the trenches of his predecessors at Nineveh and discovered many im ... 

portant inscriptions, b\.lt in 1876 he suddenly died of fever at Aleppo, H~s aw;eer 

had stirred the interest of the whole western world, so that many western nations now 

began excavatio11 111. Mesopotam!a, which has been earned on vtith few interruptions 

from that time to this. Numerous cities have been excavated and eareful study 

has been made of their rertl&ins. Each ctty excavated ha·s increased our skill in 

the technique of e~Vlltlon, and our ability to interpret finds correctly. Much 

has been learned about ancient fortifications, tem.ples, palaces, and so forth. 

Comparative study of the materials has added much to our k.nowle~ge, but t;o the 

Bible· student even greater intetes·' attaches to the nt.any thousands of clay tablets 

that have been dug up and placad in museums in many parts of the world. Mes~ 

potamta. is remote from the scene of most of the actual events of the .Scripture, and 

conse~ently the material remains from Mesopotamia, important as they aro for the 

study ot ancient history and cultur$" and interesting as they are tn.tdns!cally, are 

not: nearly as important to the Bible $tudeni: as the literary remains. !n this article 
/ 



we will therefore not ·cake·the time to look at the excavations in detail, but 'Will 

spend most of out time on.;.the written material. 

C. History of Decipherment and Study of the ·'Lantntage .. · . . 

1. Decipherment. · 

·· The key to the reading of cuneiform came, not from M~sopotanU.a" h'..tt from 

Persia . In 1765 Carsten Niebuhr~ a Danish traveler, .visited Persepolis, the. ancient 

capital of Persia , and copied a number of inscriptions that were chiselled on the 

stone walls · of the great palaces of' the ancient Persian kings. His copies were 

studied by various European scholars. A young German named G. F. Grotefend 

was able to put them together and to make a sub~tantial start on the <ieciph«mnent 

of cuneiform writing. Aftexwards a similar start was made independently by an EngUsh!l'i~ 

mant Heriry C. Rawlinson, who, as a younfJ arrny officer, was sent to Persia in 1833 

to assist in the reorgani~ation of the Persian army. There he saw the m-eat rersian 

intJcriptions high up on the mountains near Hamadan, .and began to study them. 

Most important was the Be hi stun inscription of Darius I. About five hundred f~et 

above the plain many lines of laf9e cuneiform signs had been chiseled on to the 

face of the rock, ne':t to a picture of the victaious Darius, with many. conquered 

rebels ti~d together at his feet. The inscription contained three sets of lines, 

and Rawlinson assum.ed that these must repres et-1t three languages. One se·t had 

about thirty different signs which occurred. and recurred. The second set of lines# 

which Wi\1$ somewhat shorter, had about a hundred different characters, while. · the third, 

which was · still shorter, had £ar more. It was a . good guess that the simpler writ-

!.ng was an a.ipnabeUc systGm and that it ropres~nted the anciGnt Persian. language. 

Since a later fprm of Persian, 1.n a different kind of 1.'\Trl.ting, ·Vtas already known, it 

was possible to make a start at int.erpret~ng the first set of lines. In 1846 



-35-

RawUnson publish$d a full interpretation of the Persian column of the great Behistun 

!nscription. On the a.ssumpt:i()n that the second col\lnUl (Elamite) t and the third 

column (Babylonian) hac\ the same meaning as the first, the three columns were 

compared and. by 1&51 a good start had been tnad$ !n the interpretation of the Babylon• 

tan part of the Bellis tun inscription. 

It was found that often a number of charact;ers in the PersU!n ·inscriPtion 

\'vtould be pat-allel to only one character in the BabyloriJ.an, and the conelusion was 

reached that often one ~bylonian sign would !'(:)present an entire Wotd. It was de­

termined on further study that there were also signs that represented voWels but 

none that represented a consonant alone. However, there were many stgns that 

represented a Qonsonant followed or preeeded by a vowel, and others that would 

represent a combination of consonant-vowel-consonant. Often the sarna Sign 

. would be required by the conteXt tc> be read in different ways in different' combin­

ations . As the Beh1stun inscription and. other inscriptions were studied, scholars 

came to the decision that one particular sign could t·epresent the syllables ktd, rib, 

lab, or dan, depending on the context. Anoiher sign could represent the word 

limu, "thousand, •i the syllable !13! ot the syllable l!m• If th!s:;parttcular sign 

should occur twice in succession, it might stand for shi..,shi, fo,·· um-Urn, fcrt 

§hi-11m, or for llm-shi, or the combination might indicate the word abiktu, "over­

throw. " The appalling co~lextty of the system led many to doubt that the key to 

tts interpretation had actually been found . tn 1856 .four outstanding students of 

cuneiform happened to be in London at the same time. The ti'UStees of the British 

Museum gave eac;:h of them a copy of a new inscription of the AssYl-ian conq_-ue:uor, 

Tiglath•Pileser (2 Kings 16.7-...10), which had n\'>t yet been published. Each of the 

four men worked e>n tt individually, and then presented his conclusions, indicating 



what parts seemed to him to be certain, and what parts seemed to be obscure. 

When the ip.terprGtt:Ltians were open,ed, it was found that the fOur· scholars had 

agreed in marking essentially the same thingg as quite clear, and on thes~ their 

interpretations were just about !de.ntical. They also agreed as to the sections 

marked . obscure, and on thesa their. 1nterpr$tations varied. This agreement was 

accepted as proof that the decipherment had been successful, and that the key to 

the reading of ancient Uabylontan was at hand. soon ·bas•reliefs \vere found ill the 2·r.:. ~ J 

palaces of ~syrtan Iqngs, picturing events in the Uvea C)f these monarchs, with an 

inscription underneath, Reading th~ 1nsctiption without ever seeing the piQture; 

and then comparing the wrtting with the picture, it vtas quite apparent that the 

method of interpretation was indeed correct, and that the complex cuneiform syf:Jj;em 

had really ~en deciphered. Still later additional bilingual texts we.re found-. 

2. The Cuneiform Writin,. 

As mentioned above cuneiform wtlting is writing 1n wedge-shaped characters. 

This came about becat.1.se a stylus; which looks· ~"' llk.~ a Ennall screwdriver, 

was .Pressed into a clay tablet, With one ertd pressed slightly deeper than the· other, 

so as to make a 1.V'edge•shaped mark. ·By combil'liltibns ·of these marks many differ-. . 

ent types of, si9J1S could be m.ade. · Cuneiform writing, like the hieroglyphics, 

ort~nally began With Pi9turesn however, in most eases the tesetnbl&nce to the 

original picture. soon disappeare~ because o~ the unsUitability Of thls type of . 

of marking for maldng recognizable likeness~s, and in time it was no longer re-

membered that tho s1911 h&.d ever stood for a part!oula.r ·picture. Originally cuneiform 

was written from top to bottom; soonz however, ior greater convenience in writing, the ~ .: 

tablet was turned sideways to the left, so that the signs nowltl!nt hortzontally 

from left ~o right~ instead of vertically from top to bottom. This made them look 



still less like the original pictures. 

The cuneiform wt!Ung was invented by a people called SU.metlans, who 

spoke a language quite unrelated to ~bylonliln. The Babylonians, or fiither, 

.Akkadians, took.. over the signs from tha Sumertans and adapted them to their own 

language • . :Hence a sign may sometimes be read either <;~.s . a Sumerian word (e.g. 

ding~r, "god") or-Eis the co-rresponding Akkadian ·word ,te.g .. ilu, "god.,). there . 

are about one hul1dred signs that indicate either a vowel alone, a consonant plus 

a vo-«el, or·a v~el plus a col.isonant •. Quite a number can rE>Ptesent a combination 

of consonant plus vowel plu$ oonsona11t. Most of the signs also pave a 10909tc:'Phic 

meaning, that is to say, they can stand ·for a full word. sometimes a sj9n stands 

for two or three diffe~nt words tllnt have similar meanings, and one must tell from 

the context or froltl the other signs placed next to it; whi<::h word it represents., 

Thus at first $ight the cuneiform writing seems to be an extremely oompltcated 

system of writing. Aa over against this, however, it should be noted that it ind1• 

cates vowels ·as well as consonants ...... a real advantage over the Egyptian writing. 

Indication of vowels is a great help in the understallding of the writing and of the 

lang~ages that it J"Gpresents. ~uneiforn1 \v-as used for thout;~cm.ds of years, and 

the signs undement many changes, so that in difierent periods thete iij consider-

able differenee, though relationships can generally be observed. The earliest 

cuneiform inscriptions that Wei~e .worked out came ftom the A$syrian kings; conse• 

quently the Assyrian forms came to be accepted by modern scholars as norn1ative, 

and the signs are usually arranged in lists according to this order, even though 
that of 

it is quite different fromt<fhe forms used in aarlier and later periods. 

Unlike the hieroglyphics, which were normally used only to represent one 

language, the cuneiform came to be emplo-yed for quite a. variety of languages., 
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over a wide area, wherever tt was ·convenient to use clay tablets. 

3. Akkadian . 

The language that is .most commonly.wr!tten in cuneifonn, and from which 

we have the great~st number of tablets:--hundreds of thousands in faet,.":"WUS at 

first called Assyrlan. Later !twas realized that Assyrian is a dialect of .BabyJo{l!an 

with c,ertaJ.n special pecuUa:rit.ies;. therefore the name .As,s·y,:-ian ,ha~ beell giv-en up 

as a designation for the.language, and is retained only, for one of i.ts dial~cts. ; 

Many o~ the tablets \vritten. in th!s.lal)guage come ftom Babylon and the cities 

associated with it, but others are from q period before the founding o£ Bab"Jlon, and 

come from people WhC) had as their leading center the c~ty of Ak.kad, or A;Jade. 

From this name modEnn scholars have.formed the term Ak.ka<:lian (or Acctadian), 

which is today used to designate the language as a ;w-hole. Akkadian was use~ for 

over 2500. years in wdtings by people spread over quite a wide area. l'he language 

is a Semitic lan~age, that is to say, !tis related to Hebrew, Aramaic, Arabic 

and Ethiopic, and shares many of the .peculiarities of these langUages. Anyone 

having a good start in one of these languages vtJ.U easily recogni~e many Af~kadian 

words. As a language it is probably ea~ier than the Egyptian, particularly With 

the advantage that is secured through having .the vowels represented as well as 

the consonants, and this to some extent ntakes up for the grea.te,r comple~ty of 

the signs, and the greater difficulty of memorizing them. Many scholars. in 

various countries have busied themselves with st-udying the Akkac;Uan language. , 

ItSte:h.'i:ensive lite~-ature is extremely variedr tncluding detailed historical texts, 

lengthy law codes, magical texts and incantatrions, legal texts, contracts, lists 

of all sorts of property, and a tremendous variety of personal letters. 

There are a number of periods in which the Akkadian language varies. con­

siderably. The earliest, which preceded the rise of Babylon, is designated as 
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the. Old Akkadian. The next is the Old Babylonian period. when the scholars, 

especially at the city of Nippur, studied the writing and the language in order to 

make it more systematic, and prepared dictionaries, grammars, and lists of forms , 

which have been extremely helpful to modern scholars. The language. is more regu-

lar and systematic at this lleriod than at any time before or s!nce. During the latter 

part of the second millennium B.C. , two varying dialects, called Middle Babylonian 

and. Midd~e Assyrian, occur in qu,ite a variety of tablets, esJPiec!ally legal docu-

ments. Then comes the later Assyrian period, the time of the supremacy of the 

great kings of A£ syria. From this period many historical and ad.mintstrative docu-

ments have been preserved. It is followed by the Neo .. Babylonian period, the time 

of the renewed greatness of Babylon, in which a type of writing rather dlffere11t 

from the Assyrian is used~ and again there i s a great variety of materials . Modern 

scholars have extensively studied various periods of Akkadian, writing grammars . . 

and dictionaries of th(:!m. There is still much work to be done in this field but 

tremendous progress has been made. A good survey of the various types of Akkadian 

literature in translation can be found in Ancient Near Easter11 'fexts Related to the 

Old Testament, edited by James B .. Pritchard, which contains translations of 

various types of documents by a number of well-·known scholars. 

4 •. Sumerian. 

Before . scholars had gone fru; in the study of Akkadian they began to find 

signs used to represent s omething quite different from their usual meaning . It 

was at first thought that these signs represented a sort of code-language in which 

ideas were presented in. an abbreviated form. However, the suggeation was soon 

made that instead it represented an earlier langttlage, parts of which wera still 

used in writing the later language, much as Latin phrases and particularly abbre-



viations .(e . g. , i •. e", etc.), occut in English . This was proven to be the case 

when whole documents in the. Sumerian language w·ere discovered, when texts were 

found g!~g lists of Sumerian VlPrds wUh translatic,ms into Akkadian, and when·, 

eventually 1 it became po$sible to draw up a whole history of many parts of the 

Su~eti;an cu!ture. It was evident that. the Sumer:tan was a distinct· language, ante­

dating the writing of the Ak.kaditln, .a language which in its grammatical features is 

e~~ely distlnct from Akkadian, having perhaps less aimiladty to !t than Chinese 

has to English.. The writin9 was . taken over from the Sumedan.s by the Altkad!ans, 
. . ' 

and conti.nued to bo used for certain official put-poses , right up £'o the end of the 

preChristit:tn er~, long after Sumerian itself was a completely dead language" 

s. Akkadian as a lingu~ franca. 

In 1867 a peasant woman in southern Egypt happened upon a large group of 

c lay tablets , w~th oune!fotm marks on them. 'I'hey wer~ unlike anything she had 

ever see~ before .. Her friends took them to Cairo and tried to sell them, but they 

were unfamiliar to scholars of Egyptolow, and it was some time before a student 

from MeS?POtanlia happ~ned to see them and recognized immediatdy that these tab ... 

lets, though found far south in Egypt, wen:e wl'itten in the Akkadian language and 

the cuneiform writing. This set of tablets 1 ~nost of \'vhich are either in the British 

Museun1 or in the Berlin Museum, are known as the El Amarna documents, because 

they were found at the capital of Akhenaton in Egypt. Refere11ce has a ll.eady been 

made~() \hem (II .. D. 5). 'rhey show that Akkadian had come to be used fo~' con-e"" 

spondenC(:) betvre(!n p~ople who spoke entir~ly different languages just ns l?rench · 

has become a prtrnary language for diplomacy ill modem times. There was also 

the advantage thai: clay tablets were very comren.1ent fer carrying al:x:>Ut on diplo• 

matic missions. 

ln northern ~.rfesopotsmia a group of people speaking an entirely different 
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language, )ql~wn. a~ Hu~a~, found it conven~ent to use the Akkadian language for 

all their legal documents and ceurt cases, The town where more.of·these ta.blets. 

have been found than anY\¥here else was a place callet:i Nuzi near the modern Kerkuk. 

The Nuzi ~ocuments have a grammar that is often quite, confused since theil" ~.Tfiters 

we~ actwlly t~~k!ng in the Hurrtan 1a~1.gua.~e. · They provide ttrany lnteresUng.in• 

s!gh~s ~nto the Uves and activities. of .a group very distinct from the Akkadian•speak­

ing peoples-. . For their telatio~ to thE) Bible, see belO\v (IU. D.S) • 

. 6. O~her Uses of Guneifotm. 

Many. languages other than Akkadian nave al~o been·written in cuneiform 

wrttin~. Thus tl~e H!tUte language from Asia. M!not1 written 1n the cu11.eif9rm. writ-

ing, thr~~ light on an entirely dUferent atea of history t though having some con-

tacts With .the As~yriaua ~nd Eabyloniansf and also 1-,rrlth the Egyptians • . A number 

of cuneiform texts have also been found tha~ ate wdt.ten in the Human. language. 

D. Survey .o~ the History of Mesopotamia. 

1. Ptehistorlc • 

Manlr cities that have been excavated go back to a time long before the 

invention of writing. We cannot hoP$ to know <lS much about these times as about 
.· . . 

tho~se fron1 which writing has been found, but yGt a. good deal can oo told about . ' . . . 

theb· life • . Thar$ seems to have ~en a rath(llx: leisurely period, when most of the 

implements were made out of stone, and people had Ume to make them very care ... 

fully and to shaf? considerable artistic sense in their workmanshil'. !n some ways 

there ".\Yas a rather high civilizati(m. From the study o~ i:he pottery (or dishes) 

various races have been different\ated as . having been prominent in lt.1esopotamia at 

different periods. The study of prehistoric l.tlesopotamta is a fa scinating one, but 

has co.mparativ~ly Uttle contact With the Bible and hence is only to a slight extent 



properly included under. BibUcal Archeology. 
• • .. J 

The pr.eh!storic perl:od end.s with two events w~ch seem to. have occurred 

about the same time. One of these was the di$covery of how to smelt copper, . ' 

thus making it ~ssible to make a great number of weapons much more quickly than 
' . ' -' ' . ' . ' 

could be .done before.. This gave a tremendous advantage to every city that e.cquited . . . \ . . '• 

this skill .and resulted in a series of wars that left desolation throughout most of 
' • ' I • ' • 

Mesopotamia .. The other event that occurred at about the same time was the in-
• • • • ' • 0 • 

vention of writing. 

2. Th~ Sumerian Period .• 

The Sumer!ansl who calBd themselves ~he . Blackheaded. Peol)le, speak a 

language unrelated to any other known language. There have been many gUesses as . ' 

t o where they came from. Most likely they $ntered Mesopotamia by boat. They 
• • -. • f 

were a very practical people. The writing whi<:h they invented fits their language 
• < • } ~ f • 

quite well, and is about as ill-adapted to Akkadian as the Latin system of wri~ing 
' ' 

is to our .E~glish language . The Sumerians were . probably_ always a minority in a 

land in which the AJ-;.kadian people were more numerous~ but with their practical 

. skill. they contfQll~d the region for quite a time. Their wt!tings include myths and 
• ' , I ' 

epicsr some·of which have been thought tohave a relation to stories in the Bible. 
• ! •• 

3. The Old Akkadian Period. 

After a time th~ Akkadian speaking people gained their freedom from the 

Sumerians and established themselves in control. Some of their leaders were quite 

powerful, and aonquerlng e~editlons went as far west as the Meditenanean Sea. 

The Old .Akkadian Period lasted a few centu.ties, and We have a considerable number 

of pictures 1 monuments, and. writings from this period, but far less is known of. it 

than of. most of the later periods. 



4. The Early Babylonian Period. 

By a series of wars and by clever diplomatic dealings, the city o.f Babylon~ 

peopled by western. Semites*· got control over all of Mesopotamia, and a lao over 
. . 

quite a number of the neighboring regions. The sild:h king of the fk$t dynasty of 

Babylon, who succeeded in making most of these conquests, was named Ht~mmurabi. 

Hammurabi put· up a great law code in the cent-ral square of Babylon so that anyone 

who thought himself wronged should be able to come to the central square and ~ead 

the law and k.nO'W' what his rights were . The law is a very extensive one, primarily 

a code of civil and criminal law, · t·ather than of ~·eligious la"Yt- · It has raany points 

of contact With the laws of the Pentateuch. The time of Ha.mmurabi \~;as a time of great 

literary activity. f'riests in the temL)le of Nlppur worked on the organization of the 

language and of t.lte '¥.triting to make it more sui·~able . The la11guage is much purer 

at this time than evet before or after. The grammar is followed more consistently 

and the case' endings cu~e used more cottec:tly than at any other period. 

The city of Ivtari, on the upper Euphrates, was in league with Babylon for many · 

years, but was conquered and destroyed near the end of Hammurabi's long reign. 

Excavations at Mad ha:ve uncovered the remains of great capital buildings, tlu·ow-

ing much light on the life of the period . Thousands Qf c lay tablets were found, 
. . 

largely consisting of administrative letters giv.Lng us a Vivid picture of. the culture 

and of the political vicissitudes of the times. 
. . 

5 . The Remaindet· of the Second Millennium B.C. 

The second millennium B •. c. was a time of great upheavals and movements 

of nations. A mountain. people, the Cassites, swept into Mesopotamia, overcame 

Babylon, and set up a Cassite l"eginle Which imitated the forms of the Babylonian 

rulers for over a century. Great numbers of Hurrtans settled in northern Mesopotamia _., ,, 
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and in S~i~: and took over the Akkadi9n language for their official docunt~nts .. It 

is a difficult peri.od to understand fully, because of th~ great variety of people, 

languages~ and customs. \'{a. hav$ already m~mtioned the tablets from Nuzi; a 

place that was cQnqueted by Assyria ab~ut 1400 B.c .,_· and remained buried· and 

forgo·tten until i\.s discovery !n 1926. These HurricUl peoples in northern Mesopotamia 

seem t? hav:~ been closely: related to the peoples among whom 1acob visitE;\d when 

he was with ~ts uncle Ji.~ban. Con$equently there are interesting eontacts between 

the~e ta~lets and the customs and. cul.ture reflected in the story of the patriarchs tn 

Genesis (see arUcle on TE.RAPH;IM) . 

6. The AtH.1l'l1en Empire~ 

We no~ come to a period that has to.any specific contacts with Biblical 

history. The.ASS}trian kings ·carried on a constant policy of aggl-ession that made 

them ·~ menac~ tb Israel for a long t~me. In 721 B.c •. they conquered tbe northern 

kingdom, and .remained a constant danger to Judah, until 604 B.c ., when the Assyrian 

empire itself was con(tuered by the Ba~ylontans ttnder NebuchadnezzGr. For de-

tails of the history of the Assyrian Icings, see the article on ASSYRIA. The book of 

Nahum v!.vidly portrays the dO"Nnfall of the Assyrian emj>b·e. 

7. The Nee-Babylonian Empire. 

~lthough Baby!.on had been polit.tcally o£ secondary import~nce fot many 

centurieSr !thad continued to have great imp,o~:tance as a cultural, religious, and 

commercia~ center~ After the downfall of the Assyrian Empiro Babylon experienced 

a btilUant peA'lod of glol"h that last~ for about 70 years . lts great l~tng, Nebuchad• 

nezz.ar1 ~ended his conquests as tar as Egy~t. He changed the face of his capital 

city of Babylon~ erecttnu many great buildings there and in. other parts of Mesopotamia. 

The extensiveness of his building operations , and his pride in them, is illustrated 

j 
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by the fact that over a million bricks have been excavated, each of them stamped 

with the name and titles of Nebuchadnezzar the great king .. It is therefore easy to 

picture hlm as dE:1sor!bed in Daniel 4. 30, where he says, "Is not this great Babylon 

that l have built? 1' 

The empire established by Nebuchadnezzar continued through a number of 

reigns (for list of the kings and their dates, see article Babylon). Its last ·king was · 

named Nabonidus. Nabonidua associated his son Belshazzar with him as ldng, as 

stated in Daniel S. Belsha~zar was killed at the time. of the Persian conquest of 

Babylon. 

8 • The Persie1n Period. 

With the conquest of Babylon by the Persians, Mesopotamian !.ndepsndence 

ended •. Cyrus the great, at first a subject ldn~ under the Medes, had established 

his s upremacy over them and then had led the Medes and Persians o.'l to conquer all 

of Asia Minor, and the regions around Babylon, then to conquer Babylon and put an 

end to the Babylonian empire. The speed of his conquest is vividly illustrated in 

the predictions in Daniel 8.3,4 (cf.v.20), and in Isaiah 41.2, 3,25, and 45 .1,2. 

Cyrus was succeeded by his son, Cambyses, who conquered Egypt. He was 

followed by another very great ruler 1 Darius ! • The Persian control lasted over 

200 years. It was a time of comparauve peace and prosperity. Although the 

Persian kings ruled with an absolute. despot!am, they gave their people a large 

measure of individual freedom. It was, on the whole, an enlightened monarchy. 

9. The Hellenistic Period.. 

As predicted in Daniel 8.5•8 (ef.v.21 .. 22), Ale.xander'the Great moved 

against the Persian Empire. In 331 B.C. he conquered Darius III and estabUshed 

his own domain over the whole region formerly held by the Persians . His early 

death resulted in struggles among his followers which ended in the division of 



h1s empire into several sectic;nis~ Ptolemy seizing Egypt, and Seleuc::us sei~lng 

Babylon and the sun.·ound.lng areas.. From each of these prpceeded a dynasty that 

ruled a large territory~ the oorders o~ w},lich shifted from time . to tirne in the succeed-

ing period of more than two cent\lries It During this time the Greek language came to 

be widely used a~d Greek customs and culture assumed a dominant position in 

many parts of the Near East~ though the cuneiform wt1ting, like ithe Egyptian·. hiero-

glyph1cs, conun~~ to. be used to some extent •. 

E • . Relations ~f Mesopotamian Archeology to the Old Testament., 

The ~elations of )lfesopotamian archeology to the Old Testament are very 

extensive and extremely varied. They relate to many different periods of time . . . 

There ate many obvious relationships and many that are.: not so obvious .. It ts likely 

that ~ere is more material at pr~sent available from Mesopotam~ that .directly 

bears on the Old Testament, than from all other archeological sources put together .. 

We shall !.ook f.U's·t at a fsw of the high po~is of relationship~ 

1. Genesis 1 ... 11. 

There is nothing !~ ~esop~t~mian archeology throwing _light upon the, his-

torical events described in Genesis 1 ... 11 . The historical connections begin with 
' ' 

the time of Abraham.. However, certa~n schol~s have held that practically every• 

thing in th.ese chapters was taken over from or based upon a Babylonian prototype. 

In most cases examination of this alleged derivation proves it to he highly question-

able.. The form of writing, or ~ven the mode of expression, may sometimes have been 

influenced by Mesopotamian culture. But the particular stories that are a lleged to . . . 

have similarities to the accounts Qf .creat1~:m, of the fall , etc., are in most cases 

very different from the Bibl~eal materi~l.. However, there is one striking exception: 

the story of the flood. 



" . . . . wr1f.er; 
The Biblical account of the creation was revealed by God to the l!ltithe1;-

and has little similarity to any oreattori story in Babylon, despite assertions to the 

conttary. lFor further' discussion~- see article# CREATION.} Such sitnllarities. 

as exist are of general nature, and would be almost certain to be found in any story 

of Cl'eation. No man saw tl1e creation, and so many centuries elapsed hetv1een ere-

ation and the time of the writing of the Babylonian literature that one would hardly 

expect that any details that the first men might have known would be remembered. 

the situation is quite different as regards the Babylonian story of tha flood, which 

has many remarkable Similarities to the Biblical story, not only in general features, 
. . 

as might easily be true in any siory of a great flood even if it arose entirely inde• 

pendently, but also in quite a number of details. There are strildng differences of 

detail, but thek-e are enough obviou.s similarities in details of an incidental nature 

to make it ·difficult to think that the two stories are not in some way related . This 

is, however, just what one mi{Jht expect. The story of the flood would have been 

well-kno-..vrrto Noah•s descendants. Even after theytumed away from God, such a . ' 

striking event, comparatively recent in their history, Would not be easily forgotten . 

In the course of time it became confused a nd corrupted so that much that was erron-

eous crept into the Babylonian story, and yet enough was retained that was identical 

with the true facts to leave a number of remarkable similarities to t.i.e acco1.mt that has 

been correctly p1:eserved for us in Genesis 6-9 . (For further details, sea article, 

FLOOD.) 

2. The Pert.xl of the Patriarchs . 

The Biblical story of the patriarchs. begins with Abram• s coming from Meso-

potamia and many details can be compared with Mesopotarnian sources. Ur was a 

great city long before the time of Abraham, as was also Haran in northern Meso-



potamia. Many of the customs that find el(J)tession in the life of Abraham have a 
.· 

close similarity to those pt·escribed in the law·s of Hammurabi. 'l;he customs of 

Jacob h~ve marked similarity to items found 1n the N~zi tablets, . rellecting the life 

of northern Mesopotamia at tl~is period . 

3 .• The Period o£ the Kings ... -~he Assyrian Empire. 

:OUting t he latter part of the history of the .Israelite kingdom the ltssyrtan 

empire was coming more and more to the front until it became the decisive factor . . 
in the ~!story of Israel and of Judah. Here the contacts are numerous . Assyrian 

kings ere mentioned in the Bible and Israelite kings are men.tioned in Assyrian 

records . 

4. Thf) Neo ..... Babylontan Period. 

The Kingdom of Judah was taken captive not by Assyria but by its successor , 

the Neo ... Babylonian tmpire .. The book of Daniel reflects the background of the 

reign of Nabuchadnezzar ~ and there are many points at which Mesopotamian arche-

ology throws light on the Biblical p.arrative, offering help in its interpretation and 

giving much yaluahle corroborative material ... 

5 . R0lat1on to General Cortoboration. 

The Biblical accoun.t shows Abram~ because of his trust i1'l Gode leaving 

a land of high oiv111~.ation for one that he did not: knovt. This is <,1e11era1ly corroborated 

by the picture t..liat archeology gives of the gr~t ancient culture land of Mesopotamia 

from which he came, a land whose tradit ions exerted n1uch influence over the 

customs of the patJ."iarchs, Elven in dis~ant Palestine. Mesopotaw.a wao. a factor, 

though not a dominant one, in Palestine in the years between the time of the 

patriarchs and of the late>: Israelite kingdom. Thus we find Achan in ~oshua 7.21 

stealing "a goodly .Babylon!sh garment." A century after the division of the kingdom 
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Mesopotamia begins to ~oom a.s a vital force.t and Mesopotamian archeology shpWs 

the rise of Assyria as a powerful ag~essor at this time • . The picture contatne.d in 

the b~k of Nahum and elsewhere of the terror that the Assyrian~ inspired is well . . 

illustrated by the accounts given .out by. Assyrian kings, in which they gloat over 

the policy of "calculated frightfulnesfl'.' that they adopte.d in order to scare those 

whom they had ,conquered into remainil\9 loyal to them. The Biblical deScription of . ; . .. " ' . . 

the. canyir,g off of multitudes of people into captivity in cllstant · lands . f~ts with .the 
• • • l ' ' 

Mesopotamian evtdence ·w·hic:h shews that. the Assyrian kings inven~d a: policy of . . ' ' : 

attempting to strengthen their ~nu.~ol over their empires by moving whole popul~­

tions irom one s.ection to another. The Bible says that 0 yrus reversed this policy. 

allow·ing the Jews to .return to the.ir homeland, and this chw1ge of pollcv !.a also 
• \ •f ,_ 

corrobot·a.te~ by cuneiform reca-ds. 

6 .. . Relation to Special Corr~botaUon. 

lt would require a volume to consider all the specific P·Oints that shol,.t~d 

be consideted under t.'lis head. Most .of them vv-!11 be treated under the names of . . 

the person~ oOllcemed. One . special matter should be indicated here. '.l'het·e are 

many individuals mentioned in the Bible. whose names are also found in cUileiform 

records. Proper names are amo119 the most difficult matters to .pass on accura·~ely, . . . 

as it is very easy to make errors in coprtng tilem, pa.rtic~iarly when tl1ey are f9teign 

names. ~he Se~t'!.,W.gint was translated from the Old Testament abou~ ~00 l).C. and has 

been copied and ~"ecopied, .as th~ Hebrew manuscrtpts have been. When we look at 

the proper . names in the Septuagint, we find that at many points they are greatly 

changed,. while t~e Hebrew Bible, which~ was consid~red by its copyists as a 

sacred book, has prese1ved them far more accurately.. The AssyriC\n and Babylo~an 

records give some of these names as. th~y were written dawn at the time, and thus 
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enable us to· note. the ama'Z,tng degree of accuracy in the preservation of names that 

was attaiued by the Hebrew te:tt. Evan mote $biking is the way in -which the . 

names. 0'! the rulers of Me~opcr&,amia and Israel are arranged. 'l'hey occur in the 

Bible in the same combination$ and in .,he same chronological arrangement as in the 

Mesopo~arnl&n records, something that could neva1· h~ve. happened by chance. : · 

? • R.ei;a·t!on to Intetpreta:tion • .. 

. Bapylonia.n materla_l is of help b~ th$ innn·pretation of the Bible at a great 

number of points .. There are many references to Babylonian. and Assyrian kings;, and . . 

to Mesopotamian m.attets and customs. · Archoologtca.l material makes these far · · 

easier to understand. .An interesting illustration occurs in Nahum 1.12, where the · 

Authorized (King James) Version .reads: . "though they be quiet, and lif<.e\vise ·many, 

yet tb.us shall they be eut dO\vn. n The J\lncrican Standard Version sttys, 11though 

th~y he in full str~ngth, and U!~ewise many, even so shall they be eut. down. H The 

Revised Standard Version r~ds, , 11though they be strong and many, they shall be 

cut off. 11 It is hard to: get much sense out o£ the reading of the Aurhortzed Version. 

Why should the fact that they ar:e~ constitute a reason for difiic:ulty in con .. 

quering them? The other two .make good sense but are a guess rathar than a. transla-

tion of Hebrew. The wo.rd tronslated ''quiet, 11 11 in full strength~" or, in the RSV, 

simply "strong~ u is defined in our leading Hebrew dictionary as mean1.t1g "c6mplete, " 

"safe," "at peace." The word which ~vo versions render "lllc.ewise" (and the RSV 

omits altogether) really· m~-ans u so, u or "therefore . " No one of the versions renders 

it this way~ because it would not .seen\ to make sense in the context. RSV inserts 

a footnote, ''Heb.uncertain." It is-plain that no one of the vetsions has the real 

thought of the verse. Commentaries ha'l/e m.ade guesses differing \videly from one 

another. Mesopotamian studies now enable us to know the true meaning. God 



!s h!!re predictil).g the destruction of the great Assyrian, power~ the theme to which 

the entire book of Nahum is devoted. At thJ.s point he simply quoteo an. Assyrian . ' ' 

legal. phtase.e shabnu l~enu. , which occ~rs in hundreds of,Assyr!an contracts and 
I 

legal documents to indicate seve~l anc;t joint respqnsibil!ty for the can-y!ng out o~ 

an ob~'.gat!on~ . . To anyQne livlng at .the time and familiar with Assyrian, custoflls, the 

phrose conveyed. as much !iltea~ing as?! page of discussion .. It declares t.l?at even 

though the Ass~rti...an.s should stand together, every one with his ·.shoul~el~ t~ f;Jle .ta~k, 

carrytng. ~ut to the full his national obl~gati.on~, nevertheless God wi.ll ,hreak: · . · 

through their r(lnks and destroy ~heir pqwer. The phrase is q~ite ineomprehens~ble 

apart from the .Assyrian background Which arch~olo9y has revealed to us. In t~m, 

it becomes ·~ interesting and rema.rkable corroboration of the accuracy of the 

BibH,cal narrative. 

8. Relation to Derivation. 

We have already mentioned. the relation of the stories in Genesis 1-11 to 

the idea of derivation of Biblical ideas from Mesopotamian sources (III. E .1) • This 

idea was brought to the fore by Prof .. Friedrich Delit~sch in hls "Babel and the Bible" 

lectu.resl given in 1902 and 1903 in Berlin. In these lectures he recogni~d that 

Mesopotamian discoveries had shown many historical and cultural features of the 

Biblical account to be remcn·kably accurate4 but went on to assert that these dis-

co\!'E!rles also prove that the religious and cult:tJral ideas of the Bible are simply an 

inferior bon"'WLllg from a superior cultural and religious environment found in Meso ... 

pot&mia .. Great excitement was .arottsed by Delit~sch•s. lectures, but .mQst of ~he 

theories he advanced have not stood the . test of time. Scholars immediately pointed 

out many flaws, and others have subsettuen'i:ly come to light. Yet many of his. ideas 

are uncritically acQepted in liberal circles today, and ynfounded theories of 

derivat ion are sometimes tv!dely used for d!screditb1g the dependability of the 



Biblical accounts. 

Anothe~" arou of alleged derivation is the field of law. At one time ·it was 

held that tho Pentatc;lUCh&llaws were far too advanced to have b'eell wnt\:en at the 

time of MosEls. :O!scovery of the Cod~ of Hammurabi proved that a much more ci>m• 

l'lex code than that !n the Pentateuch had been promulgated centuries before the 

time of Moses. The next st~p was to allaga ·fua.t the Pentateucltal law.S we.re ·.bOrrowed 

f!'om the Cod~ o£ Hammuxabi. Such dependence of one tJ.pon the oth~r, howe:rver ~ ' · 

can l:l)£lsily be $hm'li'n not to be the case. There may be places where the civil laws 

of the Pentateuch reflect oivil laws that were k.l"l.own ii1 'Mesopotamia, but the basic 

emphas~.s of the P~tateuchal law is primarily religious and ·very d1ffer~tit frQm the 

basically secular emphasis of the Code of Hammurabi. 

Mesopotalt'lJan study constitutes a fruitful field. for the Bible student~ 

Mahy ill- founded theories and superficial interpretations have been dissenU.nated 

b1 relation to this material"' After they have been carefully sifted and the super­

ficial and the umvarranted lk'1ve been eliminated, there .still rematns a tremendous · 

amount of material thraw!ng light upon ~he Bibles showing it to be reme;wkably accur­

ate in general, and specifically corroborating it at many points . 

t\1 . Other hrcas Outside Palestine; that have Dr.oduoed Material Related to the Old 

Testament , 

A. Syritl. 

The region :hnmed!ately north and northe&st of Palestine looms large !n the 

history of the Divided Kingdom<; Properly this region should tx:: thought of ln two 

sections, s~pa1-ated from one another, by the Lebanon Mountains. ThE'l region along 

the Mediterranean Sea directly north of Palestine is now an independani: country 

c2llled I.ebanon, while that f\trl:her ji!Pl.d, centering around Damascus, is today 
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called Syria (or the northern portion of the United Arab Republic). These two sections 

have develop~d rather differently'· though there have been many interrelations ~­

tween them. Three great cities of the Lebanon region, Tyre, Sidon, and Byblos, . . . 

have been important in various ways .in Biblical history. Tyre and Sidon have often 

been united, with one or other of them assuming the leadership .. 
. . . 

Lebanon and, to some extent, Syria, had the advanta~e of receivi~g . 

papyrus from Egypt in trade, which made it much easier for them to make records 
. . . . 

than for the people of Mesopotamia , but at the same time caused these records to . . 

disint~grate within a few decades. Very little cuneiform has been found in this 

tegion from the. time of the Divided Kingdom, though many cuneiform tablets have 
. ' ' ' 

been found from em earlier period. The annals of the ;Assyrian kings eo11tain many 

refer.ences to events and personages in Syria, particularly in the Damas,cus area, 

and these are important for the study of special corroboration. A few Atama'i.C:in-

scriptions have been ~ound on monuments in the region of Syda. One of these 

corroborates the name of the king of Damascus mentioned in 1 Kings 15 .18, and in 

addition gives evidence of the proselyting activities of the Sidonian~for their 

god Melkart, who was called Baal (or Master) in 1 Kings 16 .. 31 and the following 

chapters. The proselyting done by t~e priests of Baal in Israel at about this time 

made necessary the work of Elijah and Elisha. So this is a most interesting gen-

eral corroboration of these activities. 

Perhaps the most interesting discovery ftom this region was the finding 

of the Ras Shamra inscriptions. In 1929 French excavators began to exca.vate the 

promontory of Ras Shamra on the northern portion of the Lebanon coast. Impressive 

buildings came to light with some very interesting paintings, a certain number of 

tablets written in Akkadian cuneiform, and a large group of tablets in an entirely 

new type of writing, with signs that looked like cuneiform, but could not be read 



by ordinary methods. Since there were not more than thirt:Y differen'' signs, !t 

was a good ~ess that it was some sort of an alphabetic: system. Professor H. aauer, 

a German scholar who had worked on decipherment of ~nemy codes tn World War I , 

was able to interpret a number of the signs.. The paper .in which he gave his a~t~mpted 

decipherment reached the American School of Oriental Research in Jerusalem, and 
•, ' 

Dr. w. F. Albright, the then Director of the School, took it over to the French 

Ecole Biblique ·and showed it to Professor E. Dhorme, 'Ytho had .worked with the 

French army de<?iphering enemy. codes. Dhonne had al~ady been studying these 

tablets and had worked out quite a number of the letters . Putting together the ones 

he had worked out and the ones that Bauer had worked out, the foundation was 

laid for readin.g this nev.r kind of writing. It was based on the cuneiform type of 

writing, but written by people familiar with the Canaanite alphabet, who had made 

an artificial alphabet of their own. The tablets were in a language closely related 

to Hebrew, and many of them contained epics and other religio~s literature of the 

ancient Canaanites .. 

The nam.e of the city at that time was shown to have been Ugatlt; so the 

language is now called Ugaritic. The study -of ·the Ugarttic tablets throws much 

light on· Canaanite religion prior to the coming of the Israelites. The material has 

been avidly studied by those who Wish to show that Israelite religion is taken over 

from the Canaanites. However, most of the alleged relationships of this type 

disappear on close examination. It is true that there is considerable cultural re ... 

lationship and occasionally forms of expression are common to both, but there-

ligious ideas are actually very different. The study of Ugaritic is a very extensive 

study. Possession of this large body of religious materia!, in a language so close 

to Biblical Hebrew, is sure to give valuable l!r.eltp in the understanding of Hebrew 

words and expressions. Much remains to be done, not only in exami'Akn.9 ... 1:.]:1e 
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Ugaritic evidence to determine the true situation in regard .to the .many statements 

that have been made about der1vat1on,of Biblical material from Canaanite sources , 

but a.l so in gleaning its valuable help for Biblical interpretation. 

B. The Hittites~ 

·. There was a time when the very e~stence of the Hittites was doubted . · 

However it has now been proven that they were a very great people, able to fight 

with the Egyptians on even terms over a per!~d of a century, and eventually to 

make a treaty of all!ance wlth them. In 1906 ;_ ·· Boghaz ... keuoi in Asia M.\nor, the 

Hittite capital was excavated and many tablets were unearthed, written in cuneiform 

script but in the Hittite language, which proved to be related to the Indo-European 

group of languages. The relation of the Hittites to Biblical history is not great. 

Some of the Old Testament references to the Hittites probably refer to Hurr1ans, 

rather than Hittites (see article on HURRIANS.) 

c . Persia . 

We have noticed that the first clues to the interpretation of cuneiform came 

from Persia. Here Darius had his great palace at Persepolls. The Persian kings 

had another great palace at Susa, which was excavated by the French in 1884-6. 

The antiquities brought from Sus& to Parls have been deposited in two large rooms 

in the Louvre and a model of the palace has been amstructed. Many of the events 

in the book of. Esther took place !n 11 Shushan the palace." With the model before 

us it is easy to see where each of these events occurred . In fact, there is hardly 

an everit described in the Old Testament whose material surroundings can be so 

vividly and accurately restored from actual excavations as these detai'S ln. the book 

of Esther. 

Objection has been made to the actuality of the story of Haman's decree 

in Esther 3 . 5-15, because of the long interval that was allowed the Jews before the 
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arrival of their day of destruction. 'Esther 3. 7 (cf. v . 13) says that "they cast .Pur~ 

that is, the lot, n in order to determine the time. A most interesting instance of 

general corroboration is provided by the fact that the French excavators found in the 

mound at Susa one of the dice that were thus used to determine events. Careful 

tests showed that this die might be thrown even scores of time·s before ~t would' 

stop on the desired num~r. · 

While there !s not a great deal of actual matedal from Persia 'the.t has a 

definite relation t o Biblical state.ments, the Httie that we h~ve is .very interesting. 

Mention should be made of the claim that important features of B!blleal 

teaching have been derived from Persian religion. The sources for knowledge of 

the history of ancient Zoroastrianism are rather obscl.ire and theor.tes differ widely. 

Here is an area where study of Persian antiqu~ty should yield fruitful results as 

regards a vital question of derivation, particularly since some of the relig-ious 

aspects that are said to have entered Judaism from Persia occupy an important 

position in the New Testament as well. 

D. South Arabia • 

A great number of short inscriptions have been found in South Arabia, 

showing the early eXistence of a high c ivilization. Great irrigation works were 

built at an early period .. This was probably the home of the Queen of Sheba who 

came to see the wisdom of Solomon (1 Kings 10 . l-13) • 

V. Archeology of Pi.l}estine . 

A. Difference from Egypt and Mesopotamia . 

Although far n1ore events in Old Testament History took place in Palestine than 

anywhere else we are treating Palestine last, because archeology there secured a 

firm foundation considerably later than in either Egypt or Mesopotamia. It is easy 

to see why 'it would be harder to get a .solid footing in Palestinian archeology than 



in these other two regions . They were lands of tremendous fertility I with great 

rivers bringing to them the means of almost constant prosperity. Palestin,e had no 

such advantage~· The River jordan is in a deep valley far removeQ .f'r!;>m ·most of· 

the historic 'areas of Palestine., It is an obstacle to be crossed, and _not to any 

great extent·a source of water a nd of fertility. Comparatively few of the'. important 

events of Biblical history took place !n the Jord$n Valley and this area was a 

prosperous region only during the very earliest ·period and never again in ~iblical 

times ~ In most of Palestine prosperity was dependent on rainfall~ lt never 

reached the heights attained in Egypt and in Mesopotamia. where the monarchs were 

able to ~rect colossal temples and palaces, and to force thousands of people. to 

blJlldi them great memorials, with inscriptions car~red in the solid rock .. From a 

political viewpoint Palestine was never in a class with the other regions . 

There is an even more important reason why we have les~ mated~;l from 

Palestine that ls vital for archeology than from Egypt or Mesopota~a. This reason 

lies partly in the nature of the climate a nd partly in the location~ The climate is 

not nearly as dry as in Egypt, and materials cn.lmble much faster . Even when buried , 

papyrus is not apt to last many centuries, except in the very dry sections of 

the wilderness beside the Dead Sea. A few clay table.ts have been found in .Pal­

estine, ·but their number is not great • . It was far simpler to write on papyrus if the 

material was avaU.able, as it .was here because .of t~1e nearness of Egypt. 

Ptobably there wt-\s a very great amount of writing done in Palestine at 

all periOds, but being on papyrus most of it disintegrated very rapidly. Occa.sion­

ally lack. of papyrus made it necessary to ·write on clay· tabl~ts or to scratch 

records on pieces of broken pottery a nd this accounts for most of the little writing 

from Old Testament times that has been found in Palestine. This scarcity of 

written materials i.s a great hindrance. Other methods than study of written 



... 58• 

material ha"e had to be uUUzed to get the very important help for Biblical archeol­

ogy that has come from Palestine., 

B. :tixploration to 1914: ·~he Vital Principles Discovered. 

. In Palestine the period before 1914 VIas not exttemely.productive of valuable 

t~sults in Biblical archeology. Many times as much has been learned since the 

first World war as before. Yet the ·fpundations of all · subsequent progre.ss in Pal­

estinian archeology were laid before 1914 and credit for them belongs pal.iicularly 

to t\vq men: Prof. Edward Robinson and Sir William Flinders Petrie. 

Among the Christians of the first three centuries after Christ, there seems 

to hc:we been little interest in the details of Palestinian geography. Christians 

were oriented. toward the ret\,ltn. of Christ to s~t up His glorious kingdom of peace 

and happiness. They spread over the earth W'itnessing to their Master and point­

ing people toward the coming age rather than toward t.he events ofthe past 0. Thess . 

1.9 ... 10). Little effort was made by Christlans during those years to preserve the 

memory of tie places where Biblical events had occurred. This was espactally 

unfortunate for our knowledge of Palestine since the Jews were not in a position 

to malte up the lack. Multitudes of Jews pert.shed in A.D.70, when Jerusalem 

was destroyed by the Romans. ln A.0 .• 132-5 the rebellion of Bar Coohba was . 

savagely put down, and H&drian established a pagan eity on the ruins ofJenz ... 

salent with· orders that no Jew could come \vi thin ten .miles of the city. Thus these 

three centuries were a time when it·was easy to lose all knowledge of the locations 

where Biblical events had occurred. 

A change came with the reign of Constantine, the first Christian emperor. 

Interest in leatning about the region where the SaViour had lived was stimulated 

when Constantine•s Pious mother, · Helena, visited Palestine, and tried to find 

the places where $Vents in the life of Christ had occurred. Helena was no 
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trained geographer and many of her · results are highly questionable. Yet traditions were · 

established by her that continued· for centuries, many of them right up to the 

present time.' ·More productive for our knowledge of Palestine was the w·ork of 

the church historlan·Eusebius, who wrote his Onomasticon, a list' of Palestinian 

proper names with an attempt to identify their sites. £usebius sought out traditions 

regarding BibliCal places, preserved such names as had lasted up to his day, , and 

included 'tnforinatian about Roman rOads and other important data that woulcf other• 

wise · ~ completely lost to us • A century later Jerome, the ·learned translator of 

the Vulgate, translated Eusebiust book into Latin With ·comments .of his own. 
Durfug the greater part of the Middle Ages the . Holy Land was held by 

hostile Moslems I but many pilgrims made brief visits to that region. and some of 

them wrote de.scriptions of their experiences. Some of the pilgrim accounts that 

have been preserved are of value, but in most cases their importal'lCe for the 

understanding of Palestine is slight. 

The new day dawned with Edward Robinson, an American theological pro• 

fessor. After graduate study in Germany under the best geographical and linguistic 

scholarship of the time, Robinson had taught l3iblical subjects for many years 

end took a great' interest in locating Palestinian places . Findi119 the material 

on the subject very scanty and often not at all dependable, he determined to 

make a trip to Palestine to investigate for himself. In 1838 he went tO tgypt 

and there was joined by Eli Smith, a ml ssionary who had spent years !n becoming 

familiar with Arabic language and customs. The two of them travelled for SiX 

weeks in Palestine, a nd Robinson added hundreds of names to the map. He 

applied Gl«:cellent s~ient!fic methodology to checking the location of Biblical 

places and criticizing arguments that might not be vaUd. The result is that far 



more of his deterrair..ations have lasted than of any of the explorers who succeeded 

him in following years.. ln 1851 Robinson. made another brief trip through Palestine 

continuing the excellent work that he had dona before . · 

The publication of Robinson' s efforts gave a spur to Palestinian study 

and soon actual u~vation began, but the point had not: yet been reached where 

st.1ch excavation could be entirely profitable , The Palestine EXploration .Fund, 

founded in En~land in 1865, lai~ out an ambitious but prematur~ prosram of ex• 

cavation to determine vital problems in Palestinian history .. · More fn,t~tfu.l was 
' I 

its work in sending trained engineers to make a sutv~y of western Palestine (18 71-8) • 

This map formed a basis for decades of subsequent study.. Unfortunately, the 

map was made before the work of Flinders Petrie, which, if known, would have . 

resulted in adding ~ertain very important data which were not generally included 

in the otherwise v~ry excellent map that was prepQired .. 
' . 

l < 

In 1890 the Palestine Exploration Pund asked Flinders Petrie, already a 

veteran in Egyptian exploration and excavation, to el¢cavate for it at a place in 

southwestern Palestine which was i:hought to be the site of ancient Lachish. 

Forty years later the identification was .prO"'ven to be incorrect, but this in no 

way detracts !-rom the importance of Petl"ia' s work, for in a few w·eek.s he laid the 

foundation upon which all subsequent Palestinian study rests to a large extent. 
·if'· . 

(' 

This consisted in pointin9 out the great importance of two factors, the "tell'' 

and the use of pottery for dating. 

Petrie observed that in ancien~ Pa~~stine the number of places suitable 

for the founding of cities was limited by two necessary factors: (1) a good spring 

must· oo available, and (2) the location must be suited for defense against 

enemy attack. This meant that most towns were built on hills, and that they 



always were surrounded by strong walls.. Even in peacetime the height of a -city 
' I o ' 

kept gtO\ving, since refuse was si~ply thrown into the stre~t, and w~en old houses 

were destroyed, n<nlf ones were built on. top of the ruins .. Eventually the city 

would be attacked by an enemy strong enough to destroy it. The conqueror might 

simply leave the tO"Nn in a state of ruin, its people having fled or having been 
' • • ~. I 

killed. Eventually either the enemy or someone else would desire to build a new . ' . 

town in the area. Looking for a place that could be easily defended, and that . ~ ' . 

had a good spring, the selection was .qUite apt to fall upon the place preytou~ly 

used. So a new city would be built on the ruins, the old walls being to some. extent .. . .. 

uUUzed and enlarged, or nevr walls built above them. '.J:hus cities tended to rise, 
. , . '. ' ' . . ~ 

the cit.y of one period being above the remains of the city of a p~evious psriod . 

Such an artificial hUl, covering the remains of ancient cities, is designated ~s 

a "tell, •• using the Arabic word for mound, or hill, and is somewhat !ike a layer 

cake, with diffeJ.·ent layers preserving the remains of occupation at different periods .. 

Petrie had hElen asked to excavate Lach!sh, which was thought to have 

been at a place called Umm Lakis. He quickly saw that Umm tak.is waa merely 

a late village, not going back into Old Testament times, and transferred his 

attention to Tell eJ.-Hesy, a conspicuous molUld !n the neighborhood, thus dis-. . 

covering a matter of prime importance to Palestinian arebeo~ogy. Many of the 

ancient names preserved in Palestine are at villages that do not go back further 
' 

than the time of Christ. Yet such a town may ,~reserve the name of a plac::e that 

was important in the time of Abraham. This is becau::;e the Romans introduQad a 

measure of safety into PalesUne that had usually been unknown before their time. 

toman legionaries sought out the bandits and destroyed t~em, and established such 

control over the area that people no longer felt the need of strong walls fot pro-

tection. As each morning they would l~ave their homes on top of a tell, \-V"hich 



might by this time have become quite high( to walk dO\<'m into the open fields to 

work during .the day t and as they wou~d climb baok up the long ~scent each evening, 

they would begin to wonder why this eXtra effort was necessary. In case after 

case during the Roman era, people atendoned their old homes &nd earned the· name 

of their town to a new location down in the plain. The ··name might continue for . . 

CenturieS. in the U$W lOCation, While SOmewb,ere Within a feW mileS a Utell" might 

stand as a deserted ruln, soon so· covered over With sand that no One would even 

remember that a town had ev~r beEm there, and bearing' such a name as 11 hi~l of 

be.ans" or "mound of the house Of the man \VhO nmkes the camel ~n fast • u If only 

this discovery had been made twenty years earlier, so that all of t.hese hills with 

unimportant•soudcling nam.es would have been included' in the map of falestine, 

archeology would have moved forward more raptdly than it did., 

The second dis·covery that Petrie made, that of the importance of potte1y 

for dating, was (Htual.ly vital . It consisted in the application to Palestine of 

something that he had learned in Egypt, while attejnpt!ng to arrange prehistoric 

tombs in chtonological order. He had observed that pottery (ancient dishes) was 

used everyWhere., ever· slnca it was first invented, back in prehistoric times . 

Pots are easUy brol\en tmd once broken ar~ ~xt..remely difficult to mend .. lt is 

usually far. simpler to get new· ones than to try to mend old ones. No matter how 

badly pottery is broken. up, it is easy to 'd!stinguish it from anything else. Wher-

ever people have lived for any length of time~ a.t least a few pieces of broken 

pottery are sure to be fou11d. Not only does pottery tell whether people have lived 

at a place or not; it can give an idea of the time when they were there. This is 

because there are so ntany ways in which the style of pottery .can change from 

Ume to time. It can. be plain, ~ecorated in one color, or decorated in various 

colors . It can be decorated with geometrical figures~ or wlth natu1:aliat1c pictures . 



It can have various kinds of base~ or of ·handles. It can be. made in many different 

shapes . The firing can be done in st.tch a way as to produee a very hard, brittle 
' ' 

temure, or to produce a softer grade of pottery.. Thete are so many ways in ~vhich 
. ' . : . . . : ' . 

it can vary ftom time to tirne,. that Petrie had been able to work out a "sequence dat-. . ' . . . ' . '- ' ' 

ing•1 in Egypt,· in wh!eh he arran9ed pott~ry in th& ordet.!n \vhich it had been used 
:' 1 ' ' ' 

through a number of prehistoric centuries. 

Tell el-Hesy was ideal for the attempt to apply the same principles in 
l ~ . 

Palestine. A little stream had eroded one side of the hill, exposing the edge of 
, ' I ' 

successive levels1 so that. Petrie could move up and down the side of the tell , 
' • • • • 1 

pulling out pieces of pottery et different points and comparing them. He laid 

down the pdnciple that pottery could be even more important than ~tin9 as a 

means of dating. lt was more than thi,rty years before the scientific world was 

altogether ready t6 acc~pt Petrie's conclusions, but nay# the importance of pottery 

is universally recognized .. Even before e~vat!ngt it. is oft~n possible to tell 

the periods at which a city has been occupied, and this information can be invalu-

able, in determining its identity. 

In 1929 the ~itet· was one of a group that was endeavortng to find the site 

of ancient Ham, mentioned in Genesis 14.5.. It had been noticed that the map of 

eastem Palestine shmved a tn.odem village With this name !n the general area in 

which the anciE)nt town might reasonably be sought. Coming to this modern 
' . ~ 

v!llagef \"le looked around <md saw a small hill, not far away, which bore the 

easily recognizable shape of a tell . We were able t.o make out a triple line of 

fortification around it. Going to the hill and walking across it, we found typical 

specimens of pieces of pot1:ery from every period from the time of Christ back to 

the time of A,bxahajn. thus establishing a very good case for this being the actual 

place-referred to in Genesis, and also to some extent corroboratinv the reallty 
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of the events described m this much dispuied chapter' of the Bible . 

Pettie's work was ut!ll~ed to a greater or less extent by subsequent ex ... 

plorets and excavators. Some wo.rk of fair Importance was done before the first 

\VOrld war but Ol~gan!:zation of expeditions was not generally as carefully planned as 
was possible later i and the basis had. not yet been lai·d for most 'effective excava­

tion. Frequently excavation .was , m~de by simply digging trenches, a method 

that might prO~se to yield immediate results but g~nerally failed to proVide enough 

related matertal for proper understanding. A few men made great effoti;s to master 

the science o£ Palestinian pottery, and eventually succeeded in convincing: the 

·scholarly world that ;it !sa safe criterion for chronology .. When a iew clear speci-

mens are available it is often possible t<) date something as close as within half 

a century. For purpose~ of dating, history has been divided into the various 

portions of th<a Stone Age, followed by Early Bronze (about 3000.,.2000B. C . ) , Middle 

Bronze (about 2000.,.1500 B .. C . ) 1 Late Bronze (about 1500-1200 S.C.)t !ton.! {about 

1200 ... 900 n.c.), Iron I! (about 900-·600 B.C.,), and Ito•1 III (about 600•300 B.c.) . 

Later periods are named acoordi ng to the group that is poUtically or culturally 

dominant . 

c. E.:xcavauon Between the T"i'!O World wars (1919-1939) 

1. General Conditions. 

Th.e pt!riod between 1919 ad 1939 was a time of gi-eat advance in Palestin­

ian archeology. There are (l number of reasons why conditions ·were fat more satis• 

factory and progress :far greater tbBn at any previous period,. First of these is 

the fact that Palestine was nO'V'I under a Briti$h Mandate .. When 1t had been part 

of the Ottoman Empire~ lts administration had been largely subject to the vrh1ms 

of local satraps. Now the British Mandate undertook to establish orderly control 

tn every regard, and this made the carrying on of excavation much more satisfactory. 



-65- . 

· The n~ goV$rnm.ent established C1 Department o.f Antiquities, headed by 

a pro£ess1ona! archeologist who had .oversight of all archeological work in the ·. · · 

countcy. J,\nyone desiring .to· excavate ha¢1 to secure -tmtssion from the Depart­

ment, . and-:was required to show that the work would be competently dJ.r:ected,. · This 
', ' ' ,I 

was ilJlPOl'tant, because one~. a tell is excavated !t ~n never be done again• :As .. 

long as it ~tands unt~uohed" .its valuable information; about ancient times continues 

to be preserved.: Once. it is e:Keavatedl .whatever has not ·been learned is gone ~for-

ever. Each exca~t~on that has been Well conducted has given knowledge by . 

means. of Wh1Qh ~he next one <;:an be done sUU b~r~. and can yield still greater 

' 
rGsults in th~ increas~ of our. knowleqge ,of ancient times. The D¢1lartm~nt· not 

only .reqUired proof that an expe·clition would be directed by properly tr?lined :men, 

!t also required e,vidence that s~ficient funds were .in hand· to carry through to a 

proper conclusion what~ver work was begun. lt would require a· well ... ftnanced · 

organization to e~<:avate a la~ge mound. A small mound ·might be t.u1dertaken by 

a muqh sma~ler orgatrl2Eitlon. 

Mott+er feature of very gteat importance at thts time was the tmp1·ovement 

in the cooperatit>n betW~en the diff¢rent groups working in Palestine. Previous 

excavation.s had been in .eharqe of men from a number of different nations i some 

of which hate<! ~ch other. Eve~ groups from the same ~tion were sometimes 

very jealous of one another. Th$ American School of Oriental Research did much 

to promote the dewlopment of a. spirit .of eoopetation among the different groups .• 

Much credit is due here to Dr. WilUam Fo~ell Albright, who was director of t he 

American School of Oti,e~t&l Research at Je~-usalam from 1921 to 1929. Professor 

Albright 9aine.d the confidence of most of the vartous groups engaged !n Palestin• 

ian e~cavatlon. They knew that they could trust him not to publish anything 

that he learned from their excavations t.ll'ltil they had published it first. Conse.-
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quently they received him at their eXca.vauons, showed hiin what they.were do­

ing. gav~ him. the opportunity of learning from the dis.coverles that they had 

made;' and, !n turn, pr.ttfited frOm the increased understanding that he gained . 

n·ont his own study and from his ·visits to many different sites. The general spirit 

of co~erattort that 'Y1as developed !n ·Palestine durinc;J' this time did much to m.­

crettse ~be results attained by all the Various groups" ' .. 

. . Only 01\$ important· figure r.efuned ·to cooperate. That was Sh·W"itliam 

Flinders Petrie,· who came to Palestine in 1927 aft$!' a lifetime of wotk'in Egypt. 

Petrte had been-a gx-eat Pioneer in Egyptian excavation: ·and as~ matter of principle 

had tried t<l reach h!~ ~ concluSi(.)nS·Without being affected· by the idt!as of· others. 

The result was that.t While genar&lly friendly with Qther excavators.,. he did not allow 

himself to be influenced by their tdeas ot discoveries if ln his previous brief 

visit to Palestine. more than thirty years earlier, Petrie ha.d laid the foundation 

upon which all wo:tl~ in Ptdesti.ne was now done~ but .most excavatc>rs continued from 

this foundation along quite different line.s than he hims~lf now followed. 

the great amount of wotk done aiter 1919 was ·far better than the much 

smaller amount that had preceded, because much had ·been 1eatned in the process 

o~ excavat!on1 tecllniquas were gt$titly improved, a.nd the results were available 

to all the different groups. · 

Another advantage came from the ~ot that during these years three vetY 

large ~c:avaUons were earrted on in Palestin~. Each of these took an el(trentely 

large mound and w~nt to wo:rk with great care, starting from the -top and ~.x&.mi.ning 

everyt-JlJ.ng on the ntO\md. Such e:ccavaUons sometimes fail to yield as much of 

sansationalinterest aa is occasionally produced by smaller ones., but the great 

amount of snatertal gathered, and the progress that can be made through observa• 

tion of the precise relationsh1p of different types of matedtd to each other 1 . gives 
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a backgroun~ q£ informationi partlcula~ly if tpe material is well. published, that 

tn~~as~s the eUecti':'ene$s of all subsequ~"'l.t ~xcavat!Qn.. 

A final ca~se r;>f pro~$S during these year(3 was the pres~n.ce !rL··~alestine 

0.~ exp~rts "'~~ ~ere theta cont.inuously, not mer.ely there for a few we~ks . ~£ ex~ 

cavati~n • . Funong: thes.e ~hould Qe mentioned Dr. William F. Albright, , a~e~dy . 

all"'ded to above, and Dr.. Clar~nce Fisher, an expert in the techntques ci excava-. . . . . . ' ( . .. . . . . 

ti()n, who P.ersonally beg~n .two ~( the.·great elq)editio~s .of this period. 

2. ·The Great Expeditions. 

: Th~ first 0,f the thre~ great. e~d1t!ons. ~s the :excavar.ton of Beth-shcm, 

which was .~gun m 1921 and cont!nue4 f<?r many yeats. :Beth-shan was ~ very . 

large oity, occupy!ng a strategic place since it controlled the pass between the . ' . . ,\ 

Valley of.Jezreel and the Jordan Valley. ln New Te~tament t!.mes .the 1-Iell~nistic 

city at. this .place was called. Sc~opolis • . W~le matedal was fo~nd her~ 1t:om 

many ~~Ods, the most interes~~ng :WflS from the Cana~te time.. .~our different 

Canaanite temples were excavate9,. It would seem that the Egyptians held the . . ' ' 

city as a fortress for many years .and three stone monuments with large·insqd.pt!ons . . . . .. 

in Egyptian hieroglyphics 'Were fo~d. tater on the city w~s occupied by a 

Philistine gamson and it was here that they hung the bodies of.:Saul and Jonathan 
'. ' . . . . ' '. 

on the w~ll (1 8.~.,31.10-12). 

The se~ond of the grea~ exca~tions~ that of Megiddo, threw more light 

on the, ~i~e of.lsraellte settlemant. .Megiddo h!ld an .equally strategic position 

guarding ~ .Vital pass :between the e~stal plain ·.and the inner valleys. It was 

necessary thS:t.c;t.ny amy going in either dire.ction between Mesopotamia and Egypt, 

or between Asia ~inor and Egypt, should pass near Megiddo. Many strategic 

}:)attles have, been fought there and the na~n:e •. which in the Hebrew is har Megiddo, 

or "hill of Megiddo, u is mentioned in the New Testament as Armageddon (Rev. l6. 16) . . . . 



It was here that King Josiah was killed when he tried to stop an Egyptian a.rmy 

from going up to mi~ in the stirring events accompanying the death thre>es of the 

Assyrian Empire (2 Kings 23.29-30; 2 Chr.35.20-2~). 

A start had been made in excavating Meg!ddo C:tS e~rly as 1903, ,when the 

German Palestine Society began to conduct excavations there •. A number of inter­

esting things' were found, · but the results were not what they might have been, be~~, 

cause of the unfortunate necessity of using the unsatisfactory ~nch sys~em of 

excavation • 

. In 1925 the University of Chicago began a long period of excavations here 

with Dr. Fisher as the first director. The rasnlts ·threw important light on many in­

teresting matters both !n the Israelite and in the Canaanite period. In the Early 

Bronze age Megiddo was surrounded by a massive city wall, originally thirteen 

feet thick and later strengthened to twice that thickness . Very 1z:1terestiqg carved 

ivorles were found from the times when gteat Egyptian armies marched through . this 

region. To the Bible student the most interesting discovery made at Megiddo was 

the great stables of King Solomon, which we shall discuss later (V .E.?..)" 

The third of the great expeditions was a new attempt to uncover the re­

mains of the city of Lachish. Lach1sh ... vas the second most important city. in Judah. 

When King Sennacherib was· unable to conquer Jerusalem, he consoled himself with 

a great bas relief put up in his palace to commemorate his capture of. Lachish. 

In 1S90 it had been the desire of the PalesUne Explotation Fund b"lat Petrie excavate 

Lachish and the work. that he and his successors did at Tell el-Hesy. was desc.ribed 

as late as 1930 as "the taohish Expedition ... However, doubts were raised as to. 

whether this actually was Lachish and in 1933 a well•financed British Expedition 

began work at Tell ed-Duweir, .a larger mound somewhat farther east, and continued to 

excavate for a number of years. As in the other two great expeditions, a tremendous 

J 



-69-

amount of detailed rnated.al was unearthed, throwing light upon many facets of 

the culture. of Canaanite and Israelite c1vil12at1ons. Most interesting from the 

viewpoint of Biblical archeology. was the .discovery of a large number of inscriptions 

written on piec.es of potsherd~ during the time of the final Babylonian .attack.on 

Lachis_h. These writin~s are frustrating because. of the briefness .of their reference 

to contemp()rary events. Many exact connGCtions with the Bible have been bnagined 

but it is difficult to prove any of .them conclusively. However,_ the general.!nfonn• 
' . 

ation that 9<1n be gleaned from them about Hebte\V language and writing, and 

about the general situation of the time , is most useful-. 

3. Excavations of the Amer,ican School of Oriental Research. 

We have already noticed the great part that the American School of Otiental 

Research played in encouraging cooperation among the different groups active in 

Palestine·. However, the School itself also had an active part in the work of ex .. 

cavation. 

Its first effort was a small but interesting work conducted in 1922 by Dr. 

William P. Albright at Tell el-Ful, a mound located a few miles north of Jerusalem. 

Acco1·d!ng to an old tradition it covers the site of Gibaah of Benjamin, the place 

where saul had.h1s capital. In the excavation no writing was found that would 

pro.v~ the identity -of the town. IndiCations point to the accuracy of. the identif!ca• 

tion, . but without precise confirmation it cannot be considered ci$ completely . 

established. For a small excavation the amouflt of de(inite information ga!ned 

was surprisingly great .. 

Every second year betwe_en 1926 and 1932 t he.American Schools cooperated 

with President M. Q, Kyle of Xenia Theological Seminary !n the excavation of 

Tetl Belt M1rs1m, thirteen miles southwest of Hebron. Very extensive work was 

done in uncovering this town, which its excavators believe to be the site of 
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Kirjath-sepher, la.tet Debir (cf. Joshua 15 .. 15•16: Judges 1. 11 ... 12) .. : :Here again~ 

despite tlu~ name of the city (''Town of the Book" or, as Dr. Albright ·sugg~sts , 

*'T~ of the Scribe'~)., little writing was found and no conclusive proof (:Ould he 

given of the identification, . though· the situation fits the Biblical references so · 

well that it would seem extremely. likely that it is correct.- L.tght was thrown on· 

Canaanite: and·. Israelite .culture at many points. 

In 1931 the Amerit"..an Schools eoo~erated in ·a one,.scason excavation at 
Beth-zur, a little to· the north of Hebron (Joshua 15 .. 58; 1-Ch::-on . 11 . 7: Neh. 3 .16). 

ThiS. was the site of one of the fiercely, fought struggles in the Macoabaan revolt 

(1 Mace. 4 . 28~ .. 35) • 

In 193?-9 the American School at Jerusalem~ under the directorship of ·nr. 
Nelson Glueck~ conducted a very interesting excavation at the northern end of the 

Gulf of .Akaba, at what is pro)?ably the site of the ancient city of Ezion--geber. This 

is where Solomon built his seaport for trade with Ophir (1 Kings 9. 26}. The exca-. . 

vation show·ed the tremendous power of the Jerusalem ruler who could build such a 

city so far f!'(J)m his headquarters, and threw much light on important aspects of 

the time. . Ezion-geber was not occupied ovet a long period, Hke the other cities 

mentioned·above. This means. that what it proves of ancient culture as a whole 

ism less, but ·it makes au the clearer what is proved about one particular time. 

4. Other Excavations. 

In this brief summary it wilL be iinposS.ible to more than mention some of 

the most. important excavations that 'took place in this extremely important period 

of Palestinian work. 

First we shall mention the Harvard Excavations at Samaria, which had 

already been catr!ed on for three seasons, bet.ween 1908 and 1910, at the site of 

ancient Samaria. The last two. of these were under the direction of G. A. Reisner, 
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w~o ha.d .~one,. ou~~.tanding w~r~ i~ ,e~~avati?n in E.~YP~· Th~ w~r~ w~s a model of 

technical excellence. It showed ·that Samaria had been built by Omri as stated 
• , 0 • • • ' , 'I ·. • , •: 

0
• I; 

0 
I I 1 °, • 

in the Bible (1 Ktngs.l6.24). Palaces of Omri, of Ahab, and of ]ereboam n; were 
I ' ;_ I ' : . ' : , I ~' ._ r ' ' ;. t o i I • ~ ' ' < ~ t "":• ' . ' ' :' ( ' ' f ' • 

uncovere~. These excavations .. were continued in 1931 and following years . For 
'' ' •• . ! . t t •,_ • •• • \ ·-1,1 • • • • . ' , • • , · ' • ' l 

a time samaria ~as a larger and more ptominent capita~ than Jerusalem. 
~ t -

1 
• •: 

0 
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1 ~ • . ' .. p 
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Extremely interesting work. h~s been done at Jericho, where excavation 
I I " • j ' • ' o ' '- ' • , \ ' o • ' - ' o 

had been started by the German Onent Society in 1907 to 1909. It was co.ntinued by 
. . ,·· •. . ; . .. . . •• ' ;! • . t • •. ~ l •• • • • • • • ••• \ •• \, '. ~ • 

Professor John Garstang in !930":"36 , an~ ,has .now been ca.lTied further by Miss K. M. 
J ' • I' , i I. ' t ' ~ ·' ' ' o ,1 ' ·, • • ; .f • • ' ! • • i ' •' • • • • i I 

Kenyon of the British School of Arqheology in Jerusalem who dug here 1n 1952 and 
• • ' • • : t ~ • ' ' ' • . : •• • ' " • • 

succeeding years . For a comparatively small mound this is a tremendous amonnt . ., . . ' . . . . . ; .. . 

of work. Jericho occupies a :vital. strategic location and ~as the scene of one o( 
. ' . . . . ' ,. . . ' . ': 

the most dramatic events in Biblical history (Josh. 6). There has been greQt int.erest 

in everything that is found there and much argument about many features of it. In 
.• \ . . . . . . 

a place as important to history a .s th~s, it is all too easy to elaborate theories . . ' 

often built on silence and to allow these theories to· get wide publicity, even though 
• ' , • ' I · ' 

later their subsequent correction or change may fail to reach but a small fraction . ' 

of those who heard the original theory. 

Many other eJtpeditions of. medium or small importance were carried on 
• ' • ' • ! • j ' ·, 

~tween the ?1ars, and important light on various aspects of Palestinian culture 

was derived from each of them. 

Q., Palestinian Archeology since the Second Worl~ War. 

The Palestinian discovery that has attracted more attention than any other 

since the sec~nd World War was the finding of the Dead Sea Scro!!s. Since the!r 

primary interest concerns theories of .derivation in relation to the New Testament . . ' 

rather than to the Old Testament discussion of them will be left to sections vr: .1).; and 

VII.F. 
' 
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A great deal of other excavation has been carried on in Palestine during 

the p-:lst tw-enty years, though work has been hampered by the splitting of Palestine 

it\ 1948 into two partst With a no-man's -land between them. T.he riots, upheavals, 

i;nld fightirig accompany.htg the partition naturally disrupted archeological work ~ 

a gr~t e~ent. As a result of the partition the most fruitful and fertile· sections of 

Palestine novr belong to the State of Israel. However, a great part of this area was 

possessed by the Philistines in Biblical times ,. Perh~ps eighty per cent of the places 

Where important evtants in ancient Israelite hJ.StO!"'J took place are in the state. of 

Jorden, held by the Ar.'dbs . Thus the-overwhelming bulk of the i.mportant archeological 

sites are not nOW' accessible to the Jews. 

tn Jord~n a considerable amount of e,ccavat1on has been cQrried on. The 

work of J. P. Free at Dothan during a nv.mber c>f y~ars , of J .. B • . Pritchard at G!beon, 

of G. E .. Wright at Shechem, and other excavations have added much detail to our 

kno,vledge of the cult.ure of ancient Paiestine. As mentioned above, work at 

Jericho was continued during thls period,. Work at Beth-zur was resumed in 1957. 

In tsrael interest !n archeolo9y has been q1-eat. A Department of Antiquities is 

very active. Whenever any P\tblic or prtvate construction unearths s.omGthing of 

archeological int~rest anywhere in th¢} land, work has to stop immediately, until 

experts can come and detetm!ne :whether it 1~ necessary to make thorough inves~i· 

gation before other activities are allowed to proceed, The most important ancient place 

in the land· qf Israel is probably HazQr, tbe to\*111 from which Sis'era came to fight 

against Barak. Under the able direction of Yigael Yadin. Israelite archeologists 

have earned ~n a number of seasons of excavation at Mazor, beginning in 1955, 

and have found much thi:it thrO'Ws interesting li9ht on details of ancient Canaanite 

life. 

One can never know when an expedition in either Israel or Jordt\1\ may find 



something with' dramatic impact upon Biblical study,· such as the eatller discovery 

of SOlomon's ·stables or Solomon•s· seap!)rt. ln recent years most of the elteavation 

is throwing Ught <>n particular de~ils ·and has not yielded such sudden qteat steps, 

forward. · ·One never knows, however, when something. of this type may occur. ·. 

E.· Relation of falestinian Archeology to the Bible.· 

1. 'l'he· Situation in General, 

Before considering specific relations of Palestinian archeology. to the. Bible, 

it is ·necaz·sruy to look briefly at the relation of ' each of. these to hi s.tory and culture . 

First, we note that it is not the puqJos~ of the Bible to give us a complete 

history of anciemt Palestine. It s purpose is rather to show how ~n has turned 

away from ·God~ and how God'has provided for man a marvelous plan of redemption. 

The history of Palestine !s important in this connection but is far ft-om beL.'1g the 

real objective for the Biblical '\VI'iting. · The periods or activities that are vltal from 

a religious Vievqpo!nt are stressed and clearly ~lained in the Bible, and only so 

much of th0 political and cultural background as is necessary for their understand .. 

ing. Events of great political or cultw:a~ imPortance· are sometimes completely 

passed over· in the l3ible , because they ar~ not related to its p~osG. The Bible 

tells us much about t-'lle history of Palestine, but there are great gaps in its cover• 

age of this subject, and many matters are left unexplained., 

The situation is some.what similar when we look at the relation of flal­

estinian archeolow to hi;;tory. VIe h~ve seen that very little vmtten matm·.tal 

from Old· Testament time s has been discovered in Palestine. Nothing has been 

found t."lere in the way of 9- connected account of contemporary eve11ts, or of a 

presentation of an Israelite kin"s · 1clairn to have done mighty deeds. Practically 

all the findings consist of material objects. It would ba ve_ry difficult to intet-pret 

these historically if it were not for the fact that many of them have similarities 



to things that have been found in Egypt end in Mesopotamia, and that·occaslonally 
•I' 

we find datable objects from those lands. We have noticed that pcntery enables 

us to tell approx!mately·how long andHn what pertod a certain town was. occupied . 

This· ~ hdW'ever, does not give us certainty about the name of the town unless we 

find written matter that contains the name, It would be impossible to construct a 

coherent history ofancient Palestine· simply from the archeological material. Hav-

ing evidence from other soutces the archeological material fits in with it at many 

points; ·and adds a gbod deal to the general picture ~ 

Thus·it·is ewn more true of Palestinian archeology than of the Bible, that 

what we can learn from it about the political and cultural history of Palestine, 

while important, is very incomplete. Consequently most of our relationships· in 

this section will ·fall under the head of general corroboration, rather than of s'ec.tal 

corroboration, Without written material it is very difficult to get much that properly 

belongs under the. head of special corroboration.' 

2. General CorrobOration. 

The general picture of life in Palestine that is presented in the Bible and 

the picture that can be gained from archeoloSJY fit · ,~ogethet remarkably well. Let 

us briefly survey the history and notice soma of the evidences that have come to 

light. 

Excavators in Palestine have shown gre~t interest in the earliest levels 

of cities that ex.lst~d before the invention of writing. While much of·real importance 

for prehistory may eventually be .learned from Palestine; this belongs only to a 

very slight extent to the field of Biblical archeology, ·since the first con~ of the 

Biblical narrative With Palestine occur~ at the coming of Abraham. 

The Biblical account of the patriarchs has many points of contact wJ.th 
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PalestL,"l!&n archeology. '!'he. Bible sh~s Abraham coming into Palestine and there 

moVing back and forth with his flocks arl.d herds over a restricted area, staying a 

few weeks or months in one place and th~n moving to another, qomi.ng back to the . 

sam~ areas from ti.tne to. time as he. moved norili ancl south through the land. Abra• 

ham's movements were mostly restricted to the central north and south ridge,: 
' • • • ~ l • ' 

often designated a$ . the hill country; and he. rearly spent much time east or west . ~ . . . . . ·, . 

of that general. ~ea.. In m~em P.alestine it would be hard to thtnk of someone. . . 

as ~rrying on this type of life in the hill country,. since that is v1here so many of . . 

th$ towns are, as was also the case in th~ period of Israelite occupation. Archeo .. -. ' . 

logical evidence shows that at the. ~~~e of Abraham the greater amount of settle­

ment was down 1n the valley, and the extensive pasture land !n the hill country 

was fairly open, so that it 'vas possible for groups to move freely back and forth 

from north to south, . as the patriarchs are pictured doing~ These stories could 

not possibly have been invented in the time of the Israelite kingdom, as many 

critics hold, for no one would then have imagined a situation so different from the 

one that they saw be.fore them. 

This sit~tion !s vividly illustrated in the story of the separation-of Abraham .. _; 

and Lot. Gen. 13 tells us that when Abraham oame back from Egypt, having amassed 

a great amount of wealth there, he pltched his tent between Bethel and A1 (v. 3) • Lot 

also had great numbers of flocks and herds and the region did not have enough . . 
conveniently located pasture for botll .men to be able to utilize ~t prop~ly. This 

naturally led to strife between the herdsmen of Abram• s cattle and the herdsmen 

of Lot's cattle, as to whtch of them would have ~rior use of, the nearer pasture 
. \ 

land; and so produced a real danger, because of the presence of hostUe p$ople 

in the area. (v. 7) • llt this situation Abram suggested to Lot that the two should go 

separate ways, and offered to let Lot make his chQ!ce of areas. Then we read 



in verse 10, .. And Lot lifted up his eyes and .beheld all the plain of Jordan, that 

lt was well-wate.red evel"Y\vhere, before the Lord destroyed Sodom and Gomorrah. even 

as the Garden of the tord, like the land of Egypt, as thou eomest unto Zoar." Lot 

chose· this plain of Jordan, leaving Abram in the hill country'* . To anyone visiting 

Palesune today this story \Vould be quite fantastJ.c . The hill country in the ,region 

·of Bethel and A1 has many umall towns and much excellent pasture land, while 

the region of the Jordan Valley is mostly barren Wilderness(! Lot' s. choice would 

be quite inconcetvabl~ today. the· same situation existed in the time of the later 

Israelite kingdom, or in fact almost any time after Joshua's day. Eduard Meyer, 

the noted German historian, contrasted the Jordan Valley with the Nile Valley 1n 

1298 in the following wordst . "Absolutely barren lay also the Jordan Valley so~th 

of Beth-shan and Pella, burning hot between the :mountain walls on both sides, 

through whieh it cut its broad and deep way. • * • Here the attempt was never 

made to utilize the soil and to make it productive by systematic irrtgatton, as 

was done in the NUe Valley under essentially the same c(>ndlt!ons," 

It ·iS only in the present century that nE:lW evidence has come to 11ght. In 

1926 ant.tAmerlcan expedition: into the Jordan Valley found a number of preViously 

unrecognized tells, on which the pottery shc:rwed that there had been occupation 

t!ll about the time of Abraham and none since. In the following years many more 

were found, The only way that all these towns in ·the Jordan Valley could have 

supported themselves in the Jordan Valley was by utilizing the water of the Jordan 

river for irrigation. When this was done the fertile land wou!d produce great 

erop.s. It would seem that after the destruction of Sodc>m and Gomonah many of ' . -

the ,iir.tgation .ditches were left untended and became stagnant pools, fertile 

sources. ~of r.qalari~, so that the depopulation produced by the destruotion of Sodom 

and Gomorrah was increased by the effects of malaria. By the time of Joshua 



Jericho was the only town of any importance remaining in the Jt;>rdan Valley, whJ.ch 
• I • ' ' 

in Abraham's time had been a very prQsperous and ·weu ... occupied area, exactly as . . . . . 

described in ~n.l3. It is ememely imptobabl~ that ~nyone in the tl.tne of, the 
. ; " ' ' 

IsraeU~e ld~gdom would invent a . story .that described conditions so very different 

from those that had already existed f~r hundteds of years. 
' • ~ ' • \ I ~ ' 

Gen.l9 gives a terrible ,pic~ure of the corrupUon of Sodom. :with great 
. ' 

riots. The mob threatened to do harm to the guests o.f L()t, ~md the only way that 
. ' ' ·.. ' . ' . 

Lot himself escaped was that an angel pulled him into the door of his house. In . 
' ' . . . 

Gen. 15. 16 Ablrtapam was told that uthe iniquity o~ the Amori~~is ~ot yet .fulls •• and 

that consequently the divinely-ordered destruction would not ta~ place for yet a 

p·eriod of time. Excavation of the pre-Israelite period in various Palestil)!an sites 

has given evidence of a civilization of high culture find \~ealth, but of constantly 

increasing corruption, that reached a state of moral degradation scareeely to be 
• • <I 4' . ' 

paralleled elsewhere, shortly before the Israelite conquest. Excavation at. Tell 

Belt M!rsim has shown that in the ~anaanite time it was a very prosperous commun• 

ity. In the early days of X~raelite settlement everything was far Simpler and aeon-

omically on a lowet level. In the later Israelite time culture and wealth reach$d 

a position fully equal to that of the Canaanite period. Hm\Fever, a sharp difference 

between the high point of IsraeUte p~spetity a~d that of the Canaanites is evi­

denced by the di~ference in the nature of the doors. 111 the Canaanite time each 
' . 

house had a veJY strong doorpost, so that it could resist a riot simU&r to that 

which Lot faced in Sodom. The house o~ the later Israelite time had only;m little 

hanging over the door f giving mute evidence of the comparative seeur:tty of the 

later Israelite period., as compared With the degeneracy of the latter part: of the 

Canaanite period. 

All over Palestine there is evidence of a sharp break between Canaanite 
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and Israelite occupation, often marked by a thick layer of ashes separating the 

two different cultures. Sitnllar eVidence is found at the end of the Israelite monarchy. 

The Bible tells us that they were conquered by'invaders from distant 1Vresopotam1a 

and the ~ulk of the people taken into exile. 'I'he excavations· show cities at a 

hiUh stage of culture, coming to a sudden end, with a destruction followed by a 

lone; period in which thete is no evidence of any extensive occupation in thcl3 "land. 

The L<ichish le~ers Vividly illustrate the situation at th~ time of the great ··Babylon­

ian invasion just befot e the d:ownfall of the Judaean kingdom. 

·Sometimes great doubt has been expressed a.s to the reality of the high 

point in Xsrael!ts prosperity and culture, descJ;ibed in the Bible as having occurred 

at the time of Solomon. H.; G. Wells stated that the elleged greatness of Solomon 

was badly overestimated. He said that actually Solomon was a petty kinglet~ not 

at all of the calibre that the Bible would make one believe. However, eX£:avat1ons 

at Megiddo show that at the time of Solomon a 1great part of. the city was givem 

over to stalls for h1s horses~ fitting in with the statement of l Kings 9 .15 and 19, that 

among the cities that ne :rebuilt, one of which is named as Meg1ddo, were whole 

cities for his chariots and for his horsemen. Only a ruler of great power and 

wealth could be responsible for this extensive layout at Megiddo. 

Futher eVid$nCe on the power and wisdom of King Solomon came to light 

as a result of Slueo~:.·s excavations at Ezion·•geioer in 1937-40, which showed that 

this town at the northern and of the Gulf of Aqaba, far south of the Dead sea, had 

been b¢1t at the time of Solomon in accordance with a definite master plan, by 
I . ' 

peoplEj 1who gave ev!d~nce of Israelite culture rather than that of the surrow1ding 
i . 

re~o". \The central feature of the city was a great comPlex of factorie$ , utilizing 
/ ; 

the wincl'from the ·north !n such a way as to make !t possible to smelt ate at a high 
t ; • ~ • 

temPe.vature, thus using the prtnoiple of the modem blast furnace . Building such 
. l . 

\ 
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e city so far from Jerusalem, according to one definite plan, shows an ·aggfegat!on of 

great pQ\ver and wealth. In addition, the principles utilized fit with the Biblical · 

picture of the wlsdom of Solomon and surpass anything else that is l~nown to us · 

in the ancient vrorld from that period. · The statement in 1 Kings 9. 26-28 that · Solomon : .: 1 

built et ·navy of ships at Ezion-geber·to trade with the regions to the south had been 

previou·sly much doubted because there was no apparent reason to build it at that· 

location. If. it was for· the purpose of trading with· the excellent te~iles ·produced 

in Judah at the time, it would have been far more economical to have carried them 

down to Suez and then, 9.fter a short portage, to have gone down the other arm of 

the Red Sea to the region of Ophir. However, in Glueck's first £:»..-pedition to EZion-

geber he had found 1:ema1ns of ancient copper mines from the time of· Solomon a 

short distance north of the gulf, much ·too far from judall for economical transportation 

to that area, but near enough to the Gulf of Aqaba to make it feasible to use them for , ;.~ 

~de with Ophit. This satisfactorily explained why Solomon built Ezion•geber 

where he did, and also provided special corroboration of the oft•doubted statement, 
~ 

in Deut.8.9, that Palestine is a land uout of whose hills thQU mayest dig copper." 

Prior to this discovery, modem interpreters knew o£ 110 copper ratnes in Palestine. 

Palestinian archeology i s constantly bringing nevtinstances of general 

corroboration of Biblical history. · 

13. Special Corroboration. 

Instances of special corrobo.ration are not so many fromnl'alestlne. as from 

Mesopotamia, yet th~e are a substantial nU!rlber, one of Which was mentioned at. 
l 

the erid of the last section. The Bool~ of Genesis names quite a number of cities 
' 

as h~Y'i~lg been occupied in the titne of Ab1aham or his immediate descendants. 

Many a· town mentioned only in later books has, on examination, proved to have 

been founded at a later period, but evl;lry Palestinian city named in Genesis with 
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one exception; has been shoWn to have been in extste~oe at the time. of the 

Pattiarchs. This on(;} ~xception, Hebron, is in a valley with ~our streamst at a . 

place so ideally suited for human occupation that it. would be strange if there. 'Was 

not a town there in Abntham•s time, though its precise location has not yet been 

· The· lo~tion of cities named in the Bible is a particula1· type of spec::ial 

corroboration. ·There is always, the problem of' deteonin!ng just what totm is buried 

in a certain tell. · Various tests must be applied; the question whether the name has 

been preserved. the question of its relatiop.ship to particular events described in 

the Bible as .having occurred at .or. near it, its relationship to other place.s mentioned 
• t I • • • 

in connection i..~th it, as in the account of a journey, . or the description of tribal 

borders. · One must also consiqer the question of .whether it was ocpupied at· the 

periods at which the Sible says it was, and whether it is a large enough place to 

fit the requirements of the Biblical references • When these tests are applied, the 

identity o£ many places in Palestine can be considElred as very certain* In the case 

of others the degree of probability may be great, but there may still be conside~ble 

uncertainty. Usually for absolute certc:iinty sonte bit of written material is highlr 

desirable. rutamlnation of vartous · citi~s to see Jllst when they were occupied, and 

compar.tson ·with the Biblical references to them, provides many interesting points 

of special. cGrroboration. 

An interesting instance of special oorroboration from ~alesUne came from 

the excavation of·Beth .. ~zur in 1931. It involves the references to gold drachmas in 

Ezra 2 .69. and Neh. 7. 70, 71. The Hebrew word dark~monim fits eJ\Ilctly with 

the form used in inscriptions by Phoenician sailors at the Piraeus, the harbot: of 

Athens, when refemng to the Attic drachma. The tJ."l:.lnslato~s of the Ktng Jantes 

Version ~endered the word as "dram, n an English measure, which is del~ived ftom 
> • • 



th~ Greek wor~ drachma. Yet since the Hebrew uses the word drachma it would seem 

reasonable to ·translate it drachma, if this is what is actually mea·nt.. It used to be 

thought extremely unllJ"ely that in the-Persian-period in·-PalE.~stine such a standard· 

as the Attic drachma would be used • . The American Standard Version o£ 1901 renders 

the WQrd as ''dane;" which was the name of a coin made by the Persians , named 

after the Persian ·king Darius •. This might seem to be a more natt,~ral !nterpre~tion, 

but it·.is not .tbe word that the Hebrew ·a 'ctually uses. 'At Beth-zur, ·in a leveJ. he• 

longing to the Persian Period, .a group· of.coins was found that included several · 

good examples 'of coins made in Palestine in imitation ·of the Greek drachma, show­

ing that ~lte Hebrew word can safely. be taken exactly as it stands . 

if. Help in Interpretation. 

Any increase in knowledge of the geographical and cultural ~o.kground of 

Palestine is bound to n1ake tno~e understandable the historical and cultural state• 

msnts of the Old Testament, and this is true of some of the material discussed 

above·under general or special corroboration. One additional instance where this 

baakg1-ound was formerly completely misunderstood wUl be mentioned here. In 

1 samuel we ,find a small :number of Philistines holding a much larger number of 

Israelites in subjection, because ·the Philistlnes had access to sources of iron and 

knowledge of how to work 1t. This gave thetn a great advantage over the lsraelites, 

who had not yet entered the Iron Aqe, as i s indicated in l , Sam.l3.19•22 Which 

says that only saul and Jonathal'l ·Were able to secure iron weapons and therefore 

tlle Israelites. were at a great disadvantage against the better-armed ~hilistines . 

How·e~e~, it does state that the IsTaeUtes were able to secure iron a9,rl.cultural 

implements.. (In some of the .excavations iron agricultural implements have begun 

to appear -at a somewhat earlier time than iron weapons.) However~ one statement 

in t.'le English translation seemed very strange. After reading in v . 20 that the 



lsJ.·aalites went down to the Philistines to sharpen tbeir.in$lements, we read in verae 

21~ nyet they had a file for the mattocks, (etc.). II If they ·had a tile for all these 

implements why would they go down to the Philistines. to get_ them sharpe.ned? Al­

though it ssems quite confusing, tile translators of. the~author!zed version. (KJV) . 

can hardly be blamed, since the Hebrew word 21m,. which they translate "fHe~· 

occura only on~ in the entire Old Testament, ami ·th~y had no way of l~nowi.ng _its 

real m€aro.ng~ . Now at several places excavations have brought to Ught small . 

weights marked El!f.!: thus :bearing the same consonants as the word used in! Sam. 

13,21,.: Since it applies to a weight, it is easy to see :that it should be vocaliz~ 

not as.nim but as ~m' anct ·thus mean·two-thirds of a shekel, V!'hich ls exactly 

what each of these weighta has b.een found to weigh. so it becomes cleat that the 

intention of the ve1·se !S to point out the high price: that the Israelites had to pay 

to get their tools sharpened.. Thus the. cultural situation beaoraes under$tandable 

in view of the material ~xcavated, which, in tutn, corroborates the general 

situation described in the Biblical passage. 

ff. Del"ivation. 

In the ;past books were written to show that the Israelites dertv~ 

n1ost of th~ir religious and ethical ideas from the Canaanites . In view of the 

small amount ox wrttten material from Palestinian excavation~ there is ver1 little 

evidence in Palestinian atcheoloqy .for or against these statements;. yet the great 

diffe~ence .in culture, and especially in moral standards, shown by the e~vations, 

would speak against it. However, as mentioned ~bove (lV .A .. ) the Ugaritic 

literature found at Ras Shamra in Syria qives a basts for comparison of Canaanite 

religious ideas with those of the Bible . This literature is very helpful for 

interpretation of certain Biblical references to heathel\ religion~ but shotvs 

clearly that Biblical reliqio11 was quite distinct from that· of the Canaanites 



and tbat the' stories about the Canaanite gods find no parallel in the Biblical story. 

· ~ . The Problem. of the Pate of the ,Oonquest. 

· A few years ago there were scholars vrho' denied that there had ever been 

an extensive Israelite coi1.quest of J?alestine. !n$tead they insisted that small 

groups of an,c:estors of the later Israelites had drifted in from the .desert and so 

that the population had gradually changed .from ·ccanaanite to Israe.l!t~ , Today it 

is questionable if anyone would longer ·hold such a position. Too many. cities 

have been excavated and shown to have had tremendous~ powerful walls at the 

end of the· Canaanite period,. Often a 'thick bur:nt layer separates. the canaan.tte 

remains from those of Israelite ·civilization above. The fact of an .IstaeUte conquest 

can today hardly be doubted. 

However , the date of the conquest still rentains a question. This is, 

of course,· closely connected With the qUestion of the date of the e:xoctus. from 

Egypt (cf. U.E.S), The figure ·given in l Kings 6.1 seems to many to decide the 

matter conslusively in favcr of an exodus duting the 18th dynasty in Egypt, and 

therefore of a conquest about: forty years later. Some students would even feel 

that Biblical integrity was dependent upon the acceptance. of this part!c.:ular date for 

the exodus and the conquest . 

The present writer does not feel this way. Systems of chronology such 

as we have today, of numbering centuries one. after the other, were hardly in 

existence until well along in the Christian era. The Bible does· not tell us the 

month in which Abraham left Ur, nor the month in which David died. God could 

have caused this information and thousands of similar facts to be included in 

the Bible if He had. chosen. The Bible does not tell us in what centurY the exodus 

occurred.- Xf we can determine these matters from other evidence, they ate inter ... 

esting to know, but they should never be considered as articles of faith . 



Insistence on the so-called early date for the exodus depends merely upon 
' ' , . ' , I f ' t , ' 

one vers~ in the S<:ripture. T_here is always the possibility of a textual error 

in the transmission of one verse, when it cannot be checked by other verses, '. . . 

giving similar statements . If the Lord meant to give us definite data on which 
• • ~ 1 , • • • • • • 

we could be sure of the exact date of the exodus, it would seem likely that He 
. . . . ' 

would have caused the data to be available in two or three places in the Sct!pture, 
' I ' ' I • • o ' 

rather than to make it rest upon one particular .interpretation of one isolated verse. . ~ . . . ~ . . . 

For many y~ars there have been those who would place the exodus from 
. • • • ' ' • ' • • ! ' • 

Egypt abe>ut two centuries later. This has usually been based upon the mention . . . . . . ' ' . 

of the city of Raamses in Ex.l.ll _. This name came 1nto prominence Jn the 19th 

dynasty, and it is unlikely that it would have been made the name of an important 

city previous to that time. For many years it was considered as almost a settled 
' •. 

matter that Ramses ll was the pharaoh of the oppression, and Metneptah the 
. . . ' ' 

pharaoh of the ~odus-. Again it must be said that we cannot be certain • . The 

Bible has simply not given us the data on which to be sure of the date of the exodus. 

When w~ look at the evidence from Palestine.~ it again is inconclusive. 

While the book of roshua tells us of a thorough•going conquest with most of the 

cities completely overcome, there are statements in Joshua and a still greater . . . 

number in Ju?ges which suggest that after the fir~ great conquest there was still 

much land to be tak~n. In the case of many cities whose armies had been defeated 

and their king destroyed, people m!ght have been able to return to the city and to 

~establ~sh the.mselves so well that considerable time elapsed before they were 

again conquere~. This is very definitely true of Jerusalem whose king was over­

come by Joshua (Josh .10 .1•27: 12.7 ,,10) but which was. a pagan city in the midst 

of the land (cf. Judges 19.10•12) until its final conquest by David (2 Sam..S.6, 7). 

The ar9uments as to. an early or late date of the exodus often seem to be 
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given in the manner of a lawyer determined to prove a particular point, rather than 

of a researcher seeking for light in order to determine something that is not yet 

knovtn. so~ new discovery tnay make the matter absolutely final, but up to the · 

pre·sent.it must be considered a question on which we do not yet have sufficient light. 

1· Genertill conclu.s1ons regarding Old Testament Archeology. 

Pal~stinian archeology, Uke that from fl9ypt and Mesopotam,t.o., had 

Clone much to show the accuracy of individual Bibltcal statements, and has done 

much more to show the general accurac:y of the historical background. As a result, . ., : 

even unbelleving scholars tend more and more to accept the Bible as a prime 

historical source for the reconstruction of ancient . history • · No evidence from 

archeology has proven any B!bllcal statement to be false. occastonally, as in 

the case of the former attitude toward the presence of camels in Egypt, or eO\-vard 

the existence of Kin~ Belshazzar of Babylon, evidence in hand is utilized by 

anti-,iblic:al scholar$· to b-y to show that the a,tble is inaccurate on a particular 

point. Many such problems hav~ disappeared !n the light of advancing knowledge, 

and it is safe to say that all of them will be ironed out as ·mote is learned about 

the history and culture t>f ancient times. Many a problem in Old Testament in­

terpreta-tion that seemed 1/ery puzzling at the beginning of this century has been 

solved by archeological evidence, and we can confidently recognize that the 

book that God has inspired and keJ)t from error for the presentation to us of 

vital splritua1· and ethical truths is equally dependable whenever it touches upon 

material facts of history or of. culture. 

VI. Palestine in ·New Testament Times. 

A. comparison with. the archeology of Palestine in Old Testament times. 

Th~ principles that we have already obseNed in connection with Pal­

esttntan archeology are just as valid for the New Testament period. We meet 



the same difficulty hera. Most of·the written material has ·disappeared, because 

the convenient writing material that was easily available was not durable. Very 

little material actually ·written in New Testament tim~s has been preserved. · 

.A.Slde from the ·Dead Sea Scrolls, which will be discussed later, . practically all 

our written material ·tha~ has been found ·from the time of the events descl'J.bed 

in the Nevi Testament consists of brief inscrlptions on ossuaries. · An ossuary is . . 

a limestone. casket in which the · bones of a. deceased pet~son were P<>Uected after 

the flesh had·deoomposed. Hundreds of these have be.en found in the,Jerusalem 

area in tombs of· people buried during the last century before the city was de­

stroyed inA.D.70. These ossuaries have on them short inscriptions 1n Greek 

or Aramaic, which, though very brief, have consideriable historical value for 

students of the New Testament. 

There are certain differences between the archeology of Palestine as 

relates to the New Testament and as relates to the Old. The New Testament is 

not directly concerned with great political events. Christianity beQan incon• 

spicuously. The Son of Man had not where to lay his ·head. To the external 

eye he appeared to be merely a Galilean peasant. He went about with eompara-

t1vely simple people. There was no;tung here that WQUld lead a contemporary 

ruler to put up a stone monument, or to make a bas-relief on the wall of his 

palace. Moreover, the New Testament period is comparatively so short that we 

cannot e~ect a gr~t deal of light from archeology. Many periods of Old Testa• 

ment history have very li11:le archeological evidence to throw light · upon them. 

Other periods have contacts with ~t political events that left imposing archeo• 

logical monuments. While Old Testament history extends over a thousand y~rs, 

the entire histOry described in the New Testam~nt occupies little more than half 

a century • .Mother difficulty with New Testament archeology is th~t the most 
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terrible upheaval in the whole history of Palestine took place ·Just after the end 
' . ·. '(' . -. ... . ' .' 

of the New Testame~t period •. Jesus had told the discip~es that the temple would 
< • 

be destroyed, so that. not one stone would be left upon another. The devastation 
• I • • ' ' v I : ' ~ ' ' 

in connection with the Roman conquest was vexy far~readhing. These changes so 
' .• ' ' ~ • .I • .; t ' • • ' ' 

soon after the New Testament events made a very sweeping Qhange in the condition 
. . . . . . . ·• ; -. . 

of the country as a whole, and particularly i~ the Jerusalem. area. This w~s . . . ' . . 

followed sixty years later by the rebellion of Bar Q)chba, ·with further turrnoU and . .,. ' . . 

destruction, followed by banishment of allT~ws from the a~ea. Later on, the 
I 0 0 ' J I • o > ' 

Arab conquest made stil!.further chang<es. Very soon the external app~ranoe of the 
.. • ; • • 'f ' 

land was very diffetent h'l many tega~s than it had been in New Tef1tament times. 
• • ·._ > • ' 

Another difference between New Testament times and Old Testament times 

in Palestine is that we a.re not .nearly so dependent upon. archeology fot illumtnat-

ing material relating to what is contain~d in the sacred text* B.efore the rise of . . . ·' •, ' . . . . 

modem archeology we knew pra.ctieally nothing- about life in Old Testament times 

except for the statements in the Old Testament itself. Classical Greek writings 

mostly dealt With events after the end of the Old Testament. In the case of the 

New Testa~ent, the writings of Josephus contain e~ensive descriptions of life 

and historical events in Palestine, and there are a. few references to Palestine 
' . ' . ~ 

in the wr1~1ngs of (iagan historians • . These m.ntenals-¢ve us far more with which 

to check the accuracy and integrity of t he Nsw· Testament document$ than we can 

expect to s.ecure from archeology. They are dtawn on extensively in the discussion 

of these various subjects in othe~ articles in this encyclopedia. 

One great field of interest for students of the New Testament is to know . ' . . . 

Where various events occurred. Archeology can help in throwing light on the 

location of places mentioned in the New Testament. Unfortunately, quite a few of the 

events in the New Testament, such as the Sermon on the Mount, occurred at 
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places that are not specifically named .and archeology can do nothing to prove 
' < • ' I " 

where they occurred . Jerusalem of the ·time of Christ is buried under, debris and 

later occupation !s above !t.. The present city (or rath~ two cities) has spread 

out over quite a wide area . Extensive excavation within the ~ity is very difficult. 

However, . investigation of ne~ghho~ing places such as Bethany~ .or particular . 
' ' . ' . 

areas in Jerusalem. like the Tower of Antonia, is possible •. Also searchi~~ fot a 
• ! • . , •• • 

deffuite objective~ such as the location qf the various · w;,~lls of tinci~nt Jerus4~em, 

can often be carried on With very good tesults. aerodian Jeri~ho, ab6U1: 'a" mile 
• t • ' i 

....-from Pld Testament· Jericho, was excavateQ. ~ 1950•51. Herod erected 
' . . 

the Jerusalem temple 1n strict accord with l:Iebrew spec!fi~tions, but a t Jericho . 
. . • • l. ' \ 

h~ built a sumPtuous palace that is like a bit of first-century Rome, transported 
' . 

to Palestine . 

B. The Discovery of the Dead Sea Scrolls. 

Undoubtedly the most importa~t discovery that has ever bee{t made in 

relation to New Testament times, and also the most unetcpected; was the discovery . 

of the Dead Se.a -Scrolls. In 1.947 a Bedouin shepherd came -by accident upon aome 

leather. scroll& wrapped 1n jars and .hidden in a cave. Ev$ntually half of the group 

of scrolls that he found came into the possession of the Hebrew University at 

Jerusalem, and the other half into ·the possession ·of th~ Syrian archbishop. Later 

the archbishop• a scrolls were p~chased by the Jews, so the whole set of material 

ftom cave one is naYJ !n JeWish hands. 

For a tinl.e heated discussion was waged abo~t the date when these 

scrolls were .written. Most scholars ~re convinced that it has now been conclusively 

demonstl:ated tllC\t all of th~ Qumran scrolls were written during the two or three 

centuries preceding the destnlction of Jerusalem in A.D. 70 . 

The first discovery included the only complete Bible book. of any length 
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that had yet been fotmd from so early a date. This was a complete· copy of Isaiah, 

rather carelessly written, . but preserving a text that i's almost identiilal with the 

text of Isaiah in our present Hebrew Bible , though neaily a thousand yea4's earlier 

· than the· earliest c opy available ··before this discovery~ Numerous port!"ons of an~ 

other copy of Isaiah were also included in this group' of scrolls~ 'Later search in 

other eaves has .brought many more Bible portiOns to light, inclu~lng a great mariy 

small· fragments. , Within· a few years parts· of almost every Old ·'l'estttrnent book 

had been found .. These· may eventually prove to be of great 'help .for textual criti­

cism of the Old Testament, a rid thus be very valuable for Old Testament studies . 

The makers of the scrolls belonged to a previously unkriown Jewish sect. 

They are generally called Essenes, since this is a term used by Josephus and Pliny 

to describe groups of jews who went out into the wilderness and lived an ascetic: 

life there . However, some of the charac:tetrfstics of the Essenes as given by 

these ancient writers differ··:from those of the group at Khirbet Qumran, the community 

headquarters whei·e the scrolls wer~r made . Khirbet Qumran was excavated in 

1951-6. One of its rooms proved to be a Scriptorium, with a table and inkvllells, 

and everything set out for copying of manuscripts. 

About half of the scrolls are Bible manuscripts . The other half are of a 

different sort, dealing \vith the life of the people who made the scrolls. Some of 

these contain rules for the life of the community; others are commentaries on 

various Biblical books, interpreted by the particular ideas of the community 1 and 

showing their outlook on life and their theology. There has been much discussion 

of the relation of this material to Christianity, which we shall examine below, 

under Derivation. 

c. General Corroboration. 

The New Testament assumes a situation in which a foreign group, the 
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Romans, . 1s.l~old;ing . the Jewish peopl~ in subjection, with the Jews divided into 
' ' 

various groups, such as the Sadducees and the Pharisees. all of them longing 

tot fr~ed~m .. frpm Roman oppression. These and other features of the situation in 
' ' 

Palestine are already well corroborated from the t-vriti~gs o~ J~sephus and from 

other sources. 

D. Sp,ecial corroboration . 

U~re ag~in we do not have as .much material from ~iblic:cll · aroheology as 

we would like. Far more is to be found in the writings of Josephu.s than in any 
I ' ' • • • t 

arclu~ologieal material yet availabl~ fr.om this period. However, some very inter­

esting points ~ave come to light ~t whieh archeological.evidence answers ob• 

jections that have been made to .the dependability of the New Testament narratives. 
' ' ' 

Thetterm R9bb1, . rendered dldaskolos, "master•• or teacher, 11 !n Greek, is applied 

to Jesus a~ many points in the Gospel of John. Some Rabbinic scholars have in• 

siste~ t hat this usage is an anachr~:mism, common in the second century A.D., 

but never found .in the first century. In 1930 when a first century tomb near 

Jerusalem was excavated, there was found in i.t an ossuary on which there was 

a Greek name, Theodotion, in Aramaic chara.cters, together with the GreGk word 

didaskolos as title of the man who bore this name. 

There hav·e been scholars who asserted that the personal names employed 
' ' 

in the gospels, especially in John, wer~ fictitious and were chosen because of 

their meaning. However, these very names are commonty found on the ossuray 

inscriptions: "Mary, .. "Martha," "Eli2abeth," "Salome, 11 "Sapphira, " and so on . 

The gospels contain the name "Lazarus," an abbreviated form of "Eleazer. " 

This abbreviated form is quite common on the ossuaries. "Jesus" and "Joseph" 

are commonly fc;>Und. It ia not at all strange that one osl;luary contained the name 

of a "Jesus son of Joseph .. " pez;haps one of the most ordinary combinations of 
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the time. However~ when this was found there· were those who seized upon it 

·as proof. that Jesus had not been raised from the dead but that these were actually 

the bones of the fou'nder .of the Christian religion. Aside. from such unfortunate · 

sens~tionalism , the finding of these' various names is an interesting special 

corroboration of the background ofthe events in the gospels. 

An interesting in:;ltance of ·special corrobOration relates to John 19 . 13, · 

where we read that Pilate h&d Jesus 'brought to hbn at "a place tl1at is called 
<' 

the Pavement, · but in the Hebrew, 'Gabbatha ~ 11 This is ·a ·rather peculiar expression. 

There '\l'ras nothing exactly parallel to it in any other ancient material · knovin to 

us. It has now been found that the Tower of Antonia had in its court a 1'liciu.mficent 

Roman pavement, about 2500 square yards in area; so· the term used by John, 

even though not othelWise corroborated by ancient materiai that has come doWn 

to us, is shov1n by archeology to apply very naturally. · Some of the names of 

t&'le various governors and oth'er officials mentioned in· the gospels or in the part 

of the Book of the Acts that relates to Palestine are ktiown to us from Jo.tlephus . 

Very little has · yet been found:in the way o£ new archeological discover!e$ corrob-

orating these names, but there is always the possthility of further interesting 

discoveries. 

E • Interpretation. 

~cheology is of particular interest in relation to the New Testament for 

' 
general orientation, for knowledge of the geographic background, artd for under-

standing of the unusual customs of the time. We can also learn much about 

all these matters from Josephus~ 

Great interest attached to the identification of places at which particular 

events occurred. Many of the names mentioned in the New Testament are 

well known. In the case of others the1·e can he considerable discussion as to 



thei~ location. There must have bee.n a . great many synagogues in ·P~lestine .. t~ 

~he time ~f.' <;;hrist, but. the. R~man~ would s~t;?m to have.de~troyed every one of . 

them, _The .syna~ogue at.Capemaum was forute:rly thought to. be :the one that the 

centurion built for the Jews (Lk. 7 ~5). However, it now.appears certain that this 
' ' • • ,, • r • • • ; 

synagP<JI:le comes from the s,eeon4 century A. D. It may. have been built on the 
' . ~ ' ~ ' .. ' \ . ' 

n1.odel of the_ p~eyi,ous one, t~ougll. th~s cannot b~ .Pr;ov:en4 

An interesting argument has been carried on for many years about the 
·~ ' . . 

loca~lon of Calv.ary and of the tomb of <;::hrist. \VhEm Constantine's mothe!· Visited , . . . ~ . ; ' . . ~ 

Jerusalem early in tho four'i;.l) century she found loc;:ati.ons at which she ~e.Ueved 
' ' ., • l • • 

these :ev:ents to;have occurred~ Constantine m·dered ca beQutiful. chutch er~cted, 

with walls that would su..rround both places. Despite .vicissitudes of earthquake, 
(' . ' ' ' . 

fire, and. damage by invader$, the loc:ation that Heh~ma . selected has been re- · 
' ' ' . : 

membered ever since. The church that naw stands on the spot was built by the . . . ' . . ' . 

crusaders ~hortly after A.. D • . 1100 •. When Edward Robinson visited Jerusalem 

in 1838 he rej_ected the claims 0~ ·~hb. 11 Churct~ of the Holy Sepulchre, II at nee 

the New Testament states ~hat the c~c~on occurred outside the city walls, 
' ' . . 

and the ·C.huroh of the Holy Sepulclu:e is 1nside the presjent walls of Jerusalem. 
' ' ' 

However·, t~e ardent defenders of the site insist that at the time of Christ the 

wall was fu~l_l.m; south than the prosent vlall. Here ar.oheolo~JY might we!l play 

an important paf.t in the determination of a pont of l3iblical geography. Unfor-. . ' 

tunately, ~he_ area south of the Chu_rc:l~ is covor~d by a crowded city, so that 

excavation. is virtually impossible .. . It mayj,vell be that we will never know 
. . • . I ' 

With any certai~ty where the :ac~ual tomb of Chdst was or where the crucifixion 

ocaurred. we know Where Constantine thought it to be., but many upheavals 

had occut"ted d~ing the previous three oenturiesf in wrJ.ch Christians showed 

little int.er~st in preserving kncrV'Iledge of sacred sites . (of. V "B). If the Lord 
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had desired ·us· to know the exact spot He could easily have caused mor~ in­

formation on this point to be contained in the go·spel narra.tive. 

About 1980 t.he famous General Charles G. Gordon adopted the v!evt that 

the real Calvary was fill, north of the present wall, which looks very muoh 

Uke a skull, and which has now come to be called "Gordon• s Calvary. " · Near 

it is a rook•hewn tomb. n~v called "The Garden Tomb.u . Many people scoff at 

these 1dentificatJ.onst ·declaring that there is no resl ground for accepting them. 

Yet ·for help in interpretation. more is gained from a place that graphically shows 

how the place originally appeared, even if it should not be the actual spot. than 

from one that looks altoyether different, particularly since it also may or may 

not be the actual spot vthere the events occuned. At the Garden Tomb one can 

see the city wall and the more distant Mount of Olives, much as they appeared 

at the time of Christ. One can look at. Gordon's Calvary and see the marked 

resemblance to a sltull. P~haps this place did not look litte a skull at that 

time, and some other did. In any event, we do nQt know the e=at spot, but here we 

can vividly imagine the very s.ituation in which the crucifixion occurred. In the 
II. 

Church of the Holy Sepulchre everything appears different than it did m the 

first eentury. 

The New 'testament speaks of nDecapolistt (Matt.4.25; Mk.S.20; 7 .31) . 
tl 

This was a group of approldmeltely ten Hellenistie cities in Palestine, most ()f 

them east of the Jordan river. At some ¢f these cities remains of Greek theatres 

and other Hellenistic buUdings are visible today. One gets a feeling of the 

presence of the Greek culture in the midst of the land of Palestine~ When we 

read how-Jesus went across the Sea of Galilee, and how there the demons asked 

to be permitted to go into the swine (Mk.S.ll-13; Lk. 8.32-33), we might wondet 

how swine came to be in the land of the Jews, who were forbidden to eat pork ,. 



The answer is that this was the region of the Decapolis. Since these were 

pagan cit!es, it was quite natural to find swine in the area;. ·Thus archeology 

can help us to understand the local customs and.the genezal ·geographical' situ­

ation, and ·may at vartous points give us a better understanding of the meaning 

of particular words or particular situations. 

r. Derivation .. 

There have been many attempts to prove that 'Christianity is merely a · 

development from some .pagan cult or other anciElnt belief. None of tnese hag 

been more effective in reaching a great number of people than the one that has 

based itself upon the .Dead sea Scrolls. An American journalist, Edmund Wilso~: 

has written a romantic story of the finding of the scrolls, and has proceed~d to 

draw from the non-Bibllcal .scrolls all sorts of·utterly unwarranted conclusions, 

d.etrtmental to Chrt$ttan1ty, and these have been widely publiciZed. Wilson's 

book . has been trans lated into many languages. In it he says; "The mon,ast~ry 

of ~e Essenes t more than Bethlehem or Nazareth. is the cradle .of Christianity." 

An English scholar, J. M. Allegro, has declared over the radio that Chrtstian 

ideas about Christ were derived from the Qumran scact' s ideas o.f their own teacher, 

who .. h.e says , they thought of as 't&rsecuted and crucified, and expected to 

r!se again as priestly Messiah. 11 
· A French scholar, Professor Dupont~sonunEtr, 

says that '1 the Galilean T.eaohe.r, as he is presented to us in the New Testament 

writings, appears in, many respects as an astonishing re ... incamation of the 

Teacher of Righteousness .. " A SWedish journalist has concluded as follows~ 

''Christianity has come into existence in a completely natural way, as a Jewish 

sect. It !s not necessary to believe in the miracle that God has interfered by 

a special act of mer-cy in order to save humantty ... 
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These assertions rest upon the fact that the Qumran seCt seems to have 

·held in high esteem an individual whom they called 11th~ Teacher of Ri.ghteousness . " 

It !s reasonable to think that he must hav~ been a man of ability and energy, 

whose ideas found expression in the organization and oontinuanee of the Qumran 

sect. But noWhere d o we find an orderly account of his life and achievements. 

His name ls neVer ~iven, nor is there any clear indication of the time at whi.eh 

he U.ved. Many attempts have been made to !dentify.him With some person 

known from other sources, but none of these can be proven. Guesses as to 

his identity range over a ·period of two ~ntucles. It has even been suggested 

that uthe Teacher of Righteousness" represents a succession of men at the head 

of the sect rather than o particular indiVidual who founded it. 

Oupont•Sommer declares that uthe Galilean teachet, as he is pres~nted 

to us in the New Testament writings, appears in many respects as an astonishing 

reincarnation of the •reacher of Righteousness. •" This is a tremendous statement, 

but what are the facts? 

In all the ~umran material that has yet been discover~d and pubUshed, 

there is nowhere eny statement that the Teacher of Righteousness was God, or that 

he claimed to ·be God_ or that anyone else ever thought him to be God. Thete is 

no statement that he was born i'n any different way ~an other mortals. There is 

no reference to his haVing been tempted by the devil. He made hie followers 

take very strict ascetic vrJWs, quite contrary to all that we find in the life of 

Jesus or in the attitude of t he early church . There is no 'statement in the Qumran 

literature that he ever performed miracles of healing, and certainly no suggestion 

that he ever raised anyone from the dead • There iS no evidence that he ever 

thought himself to be the Messiah. The Qumran sect seems to have e-ected 

that ultimately two Messiahs would come, a priestly Messlah and a kingly . 
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. . ' . 
Messiah, but there is no proof that it expected that either of them would be the 

same person a.s the Teacher of Righteousness~ There iS no evidence that the 

Teacher of Righteousness ever said . that he would retur~ t~ earth on the clouds 
.. 

of heaven, There is no. evidence that the Teacher ever said, or that anybody ·else 

' 
ever thought, that there would. be any special significance to hi's death. There 

is ri6 real evicle~ce" that the Teacher of IUght~ous.ness' ,;,~s cru~ified.· .In fact it 
' 

' ' ! " ' ·. . ,' . ' '. • 

to light-thus far. There is no evidence that the Teacher of Righteousness was 
( . . . ' ,• ' . . . . ·• . . 

rat sed' front the dead, or that . anybody ever thought he had been raised from· the . 

dead, though there is reason to think that he may have been dead many years 
. . 

when the last of the scrolls was written. There is no evidence that the Qumran· 
. . . 

people ever thought that the Teacher of Righteousness could do something that would sa' 
0 OA 0 ' t • 

save an individual* Their only hope lay in fo.llOWirig his teaching. Their fi.lith was 1 

in what he had· said, not, as in the case of Chri~tianity, in him personally or in 

something he had done or could do. The followers of the Teacher of Righteous..:.. 

ness formed a closed group; which no one could join Without years of probation 

and the taking of very strict vows . This is entirely diffE;}rent from the pracedure 
I 

followed in the establishment of Christianity, as even .a -superfiCial glance at the Book 

of Acts will clearly show. 

J. M. Allegro daims that the texts prove that the Teacher of Righteous­

ness was crucified·. However, this is purely an infereJ:?.ce and, in the opinion 

of most scholars, an unj.'us.tifled inferenc.e. Nowhere do t,he texts . say that he 
. . 

was put to death, merely thc).t :he was· 11gathered h'l., '1 a phrase which could just 
. . 

as well refer to death from natural causes. Even if Allegro's claim that the 

Teachet; wa."s crucified should eventually prove to be true, there is still no 



sllght~st evidence that he or ~nyone else attached any atoning si9!1ificance to . 

his death. 

. . What a great number of differences between Christ and the T~cher of . . . : . \ 

ru.gh.teousness! None of the really distinctive points of Christi<mity are found . . ' . 

.1n tne beliefs of the Qumran ,sect l 
I 

lt is: true, of ~ourse, . that some of the .teachings of Jesus ~n b.$ ~lleled 

by statem~n~ !n the scrolls •. For .that 11l!Atter I ~any of ·them can be .paralleled 

in the. teaching of the Rabbis, preserved in the Ta)Jnud. Along with the similarities . . . ' . . ~ 

are also foU,nd very considerable dif~erences. such paralla~s may in some caaes 

enable us to und~rstand His meaning better, but they· do· not in any. way detract 

from His c.l~ms about Himself. He was ~he Son of God, come down to die fot 

our sins. Through faith in Him we can be saved. The beginning of Christianity 

vtas a. m!raculou$ interposition of God into human life, · opening the wa.y for lost 

humanity to find eterp.all!fa. 

The Dead sea Scrolls .give .remarkable evidence of the ciependab.Utty of 

our Old Testament text. They tell us $Ome previously unknown facts abQut life 

in .Palestine in the first .century A.J?. and before ~ Sut they neither add to nor 

de.~ct from the unique achi~vements of the Son of God, who died that we might live. 

\Ill. New Testament .A+cheology of Countries Outside of Palestine • 

. A. The General Situatlon •.. 

l'he maJority o~ ~e events descnbed in the New t~stament occurred tn 

Palestine.. However, a su.bstantial portion of the rest of the ancient world is 

touched upon 1n the last half of the book of Acts, which describes Pa.ul•s mission-

ary journeys. It is therefore of grea~ inter~st to the Bible student to ascertain 

the location of .these oitie·s, to learn something of their life and culture, and . . 

fo 4J.nd whatever light can be thrawn upon spGcific statements about them in the 



book o£ the Acts or in any of th~ Epistles .. . 

. The sit~tion of NGW Testament archeology is vastly different ft<:>m that 
• ' I ' 

of Old TestameJ,'lt arche6logy. ,Most of the history of the nations t~t faced 
. ~ . : . ' 

Israel in Old Testament times was completely unknown before. the r!se of archeology 1 
, ., . , ~ • ~ • . • ; ' I . 

but qt.Ute a. number of the book:s written on papyrus in the Roman. Empire in the 

first century A-.D. have been copied and thus pres$Ved .. Consequently the greater 
• • ' J • • • " • ~ • . • • ' ' •• • 

pan, .of our .!nfox:m~tion about. the, ~f.?kgr~nd of the la~et part ~f Acts come~ not 
' ' ' • ' I 

frolll archeological discoveries but from manuscripts that have been passed on 
• • ! • . • • .' ~ .. . ! \ :. ' . t ' • • ' 

through the ~g~s. This material is of ~at !mportan~e .,for the understanding o~ . . . . ' ' ' ; 

the Book of the Acts. but does not ~eally come under the bead of Bil>l!cal archeology. 
1 •. > ' t ,I 't, I • ' , 

0 0 
, I 1 

.Discussion of it. Will be found in the articles in this encyclopedia about the 
• < ' • ' ' ' • .. • • • 

various Cities involved.-. . . 

consid~rable arche<>logical work has been carried on in ju.st about every 
~ " . , ' • I ' • 

city narn~d in A.cts, While ~ fwr of these ha\19 continued to be important places 

through the centurie$~ some a~ today comparatively ·~~serted" Jn t)!e case of a 

fewl' the vezy 1ocatton,,qas forgotten, Put au of t~ese have now been located, 
' . 

D~rtng the closing years of the ntneteenth century 6 a brUUant EngUsh .. . : . 

scholar 1 Sir WilUam Ramsey, unde~oo~ to tJtu~y the ancient geography of Asia 

Minor. Ram~ay bad been taught that the BQOk of the A~ts was a forgery of the 
. . . 

1&te ~econd century, unttus~orthy in its picture oft.he early Church and Empire. 

He thought it would be interesUng to prove from actual observations on the field 

that the aut~ot of the book had f~ntasUcally miaoonstrued the geographical and . ' ~ . . ' 

historical Situation t~t he professed. to .describe. To Ramsay's amaze,ntent1 he 

soon began to fip.d eVidence that th~ statements in.. Acts reflected accurately the 

precise situation in the middle of the first century A.D. Ramsay. made e:tO;ensive 

~xpl~tions and investtgat!~ms, and wrote numerous books. in support of his 



altered viewPoint, thG exact oppostte .of that with whJ.ch he begart. 

The hi&tory and geograpby.o£ the first centu.ry.A.D• is a very larg~ , . 

subject. In. soma o£ !t$ sections out ·knowledge is ~xtremely limited,. but.in 

others we knO\v: a great deal. • . Comparatively little of this extensiv~ material is 

involved ·!n the background of the events recorded tn the . Bible,. 

:.a. General Corroboration. 

· The account of Paul's Journeys takes .for granted a situation !n which a 

very. lat.V,e area.of ~t\rope and of Asia :is under one political. control, ~o that trave1 

ts cc:>mP:atatively unrestricted. A few languages are 'Widely spoken so that commun­

ication p~sent~ little difficulty. ·taw' and order are qui tG well maintained, 

There are groups of Je<t~s i.n many places, and synagogues are often found. The 

Ront:an power is aupreme and Roman authority !S ~ver:yWhere recognized. This 

general situation is amply proven from anCient writings and !s further substantiated 

by archeological materials. 

·c •. Special Corroboration, . 

Archeolow has provided stn!d.ng special corroboration of a number of 

points i n the account of Paul's journeys., At that time the governmental situation 

was exceedingly complex. The Roman conquest had been made in various stages, 

excending.over ()long period of time. As a result the conquered areas., though 

all under the actual eontrol o.f the enweror, · used a great V<;~Iiety of t?tzn$ as . 

titles of officials and bad many differences as to customs and precise details 

of administration .. Some of these details ate well•known to us from biztor!cal 

record$, others hax-dly at a:U. Many passages !n the Acts d(;;)scrlbe PauPs en ... 

counter With the political authorities tn different cities.. It !s impressive to 

note. the accuracy with which Luke threads nts way thl'ough the diff-.ent govern ... 

iUSntal districts and the cottectne$S With which he gives the titles, and 



. ... 100-

occasionally. the .names of the various officials .. · One especially interesting case 
\ ~-n·~ ...._ds · 

1·e!ates to Thessalonioo. In· Acts 17.6 it is stated that Pauls.t&I' :Seta were dragged 

befQte the rt.uers of T.hessalonica. -The Greek form of the word· there· translated 

"tul~rs" is polltarehas. This paxticular word occurs nowhere else in any man.u-

script that ha$ survived from ancient times. Yet within the la-st century a number 

of ins~ipt!ons have been discovered which giVG the rulers Qf thessalolliaa Uds 

title of politarch, providing a :most striking instance of special corroboration 
' ' 

of the aceurao.y of Luk$0 $ account~ 

In the ,account of P.nul•s stay in Cori11th in Acts 18 .. 12, these words 

occur. . "And when Gall!owas the proconsul (KJV "deputy") of Achaia." An~!n­

scr!ption has been found on the opposite $ide of the GUlf of Corillth, six mile~s 

inland, which refers to 11Luoius Julius G&lllo." "the proconsul of Achn.ta. '' 

Acts 13.7 narn~s Sergius Paulus as proconsul (KJV ••deputy") when l'aul 

visited Cyprus. An inscription of the year A. D. 55 ha$ been found ~vhich contains 

the wordsJ ''in the tinte of the .proconsul Paulus.,. Acts 9.11 relates that a 

disciple !n.Dama$cus \'las told to go, "into the street which is called Straight." 

A street there still preserves that name,. · In l Cor.l0.25 Paul says to the people 

of Corinth: "Whatsoever is sold in the shambles, that eat, asking no question 

for conscience saJ.-..e... The Greek word translated "shambles•' (whi.ch ntight also 

be translated ''market") has been found in the remains of ancient Codnth on a 

store for the selling of meat and other foodstuffs. 

Acts 19. 2.S-r41 desCJ"ibes a great riot that occurred in Ephesus when the 

silversmiths feared that Paul• s preaching would interfere With their profits 

from the sale of things related to the worship of Diana .. ·Multitudes gathered 

in the theater, and yelled for two hours: "Great is Diana of the Ephcetans . .. 

Ancient writings speak of the famous temple of Diana at Ephesus, but' it fell 
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into ruins, and one hundred years $90 even its location was unknovnt. In 1863 

an Enfilisb architect, J. T. Wood, went to the ruins of Ephesus-in order to find 

the famous tenwle ~ but had tc;> search for stx years before he succeeded ... After 

much hunting he cam~ upon an in:scliption Wl\icn qave a clue to· the iact that it 

was more than mile northeast of· the city,' and here he ·found its sculptured · · · 

columns.and massiv~ blocks Qf lilarble,: tw~nty f~t bel~ the present level. of , · 

the <dfO"Und .- · Later <!)~oavations were carried on for m.any years, by the ·Austrian 

Archeological· Institute. Th¢ temple was found to have 'b~en ver¥ large and 

splendidly decorated and many intet·~sting inscriptions were found; corroborating 

the references in Acts to the wo~ship of Diana at £phesltS ~ 

These·are a fe\v examples of the type o£ special corroboration tl1at is apt 

to emerge· from the: discovery of inscriptions and the examination of bUildings in 

the Cities visited by Paul. Much mo1·e material of the same sort has come to 

Ught ftom the study of th~ wr1Un,gs that have been handed dovm by copy!ng and 

recopying, as shown in the articles on the variou$ qities. 

At this point we might also mention some mat(i)rtal £ound outside of 

Palestine, that corroborates certain details of the- gospel story. In Egypt papyri 

have been found refen-!ng to the taking of a aoman census every fourteen years . 

Ac:tual census returns have been·found; us!ng tbe same Gre·ek word that Lk.2.2 

employs for the nenrollment. u In ~d<ijtJ.on, evidence from the papyri found in 

_ Egypt also corroborates the ptacti<::e ·o~ 90in9 to ·one•s own home place £or en""" 

ro11ment, as in tk 2 .1-s. 

D. Interpretation. 

The. more we knOW about tha life .. <::ustonts, and geographical situation 

of the various cities mentioned in the book of the Acts or in thE\' New Testament 

Epistles , the easier it is to understand the precise mealU.ng of some of the 
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statements made, ·and the more vividly the situation can ·be established in our 

minds, ·A. great deal. of matertal of importance for this .purPOse 1s contained in . 

the writings· of· th~ geographers Sttabo and Pausania$, and ·~ certain amo\U't ·tn . 

the Wot'kS of. Tacitus I Suetoru,us I. and', Dio cassius I although these historians 

are most interested in the aotJ.ons of the· ,great (;}mperots, ··compatativelz"'.£ew of. 

which have any connection with 'the Bible . A century 'or -two later I •.\'vhen; Chr.tr?-

tianity h~·become a 9reater factor, works of general :history.pay mare att$11ti,on 

to it· • . · 

'Archeological material sometimes contrlbutes to interpretation~ as in ; . . . ' . 

some of·the instances discussed above u_nder Spee!a! Corroboration. 

E. Derivation. 

· · toward the end of the t:>a$t century many books were written to show 

that the distinctive idetls .()f Christiat\ity. we1·e . taken over from vartous . heathen 

religions . SimU~1· ideas are widely taught today. Jt is alleged that during the 

first century A. D . various myst~ry c~lts and pagan religions made their way 

ftom the east !nto many sections of the Roman empire, and thatCh..ristianity 

was merely 'the particular one of theae movements that happened to win out. 

Discussion of this idea of deriving Chrtstian!ty·from ~gan source$ in~ 

volves evidence (!)f variou$ tyPes . At .this POint wa shall restrict .ourselves to 

noting two· way$ in which a•cheolog~cal reaearqh affects the discussion. 

The first of these ~'Qlates tC\ ~he · Dead Sea Scrolls.. Though g!'$atly used 

as evidence for a olaim .of d~riva.tion of Christi(lnity from Jewish sources (see 

discussion in VI•P~ abQVe), the Scrolls .stnk.e a blow agail'lSt the claim of den-

vation from heathen sources. Many Christian idea a or tenns that are said to 

be derived from. heathen reUgions have been found in expx-essio.ns .tn tl1e Dead 

sea SeroUs. This does not mean to say that these ideas . were derived by 
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Christi~~ty ,fro~ ~~s Jew!~h s~ct. -~owevet; it do~s show that ~~Y. icleas 

that hav~ -~~n alleged to show paga~ ~nfluen_ce were _actl:laUy common 1n the 

J&\-n.sh culture at the. very t!nte of the rise of Chtist!anity. . · . , . .. . . .. . . 

.In the second. place, we note the ~laUon of archeological e'Videnc:e to 
I 1 " ' ' ' ' ' ~ "' ' ' ~ ' ' 

the ;W!pesprea~ plai;m ~~t pagan .rel:!gtons and fAY~te~ . sects :we~ . struQgling to 

~U ':!. ~c:uu~ in ~e Ro~ ;J:zpp!re. during the first century l' During .the first half 

of ~'? pr~~~~t .~nt\lrY elrt,enatw. excavations weJ"e. ~.n;ied ~ut i n Egypt; . ~P Sytta, 

in Palest4le ~ and in other regions. These e:Keayations have brought to light 

many ~Vid~n:c.e.s. o.f the ~l.J. e'tabUshe<i ,P.agan religions, of .the.presence of 

Jewis\1 group~, and of early Christian deve~opmeni:s, but ·pract1cally nothing 

in the way _of other, types of rellgious WXiUngs or religious structures from this 

early period . The. mystery relisl.on,s and Gnostic {.Jt'OUPS that strug-gl~d ag~inst 

Ohrtstian1ty1~ t.h~ second and thif,d <;:ent~!es A. D. are scarcely ev!d~nced at 

all f~J,' :the first century. So~e . of these ~ose as an attempt to combat the ris-ing 

power of . .Chris~~ty; many of them show borr:ow!ng from Christianity; moat of 

them were n~ ,even in eXistence when Christtan!t'!( began. Thus archeolo~cal 

evldene.e helps_ t~ sh~-r that the rise of Christianity is. a un!que h1stortoal 

phenomenon., .and not simply one of. many .competing mystery eu!ts filling a vaeuum 
'' . . 

1n the Roman emptt"e. 

F. Concl\l$1Qn regatdin~ Bibll~l Atcheol09'/• 

At ~e end of sectio;n v: :a br!~t conclusion regarding Old Testament 

archeol09¥ wa.s . given.. We have noticed that New Tes~ment arcbbology -is 

differen~ in some regards. Yet it involves the same four general areas of interest. 

Archeology has prQduced many b!ta of interest!,ng confirmatory eVidence as to the 

.accuracy and ~ependab!lity of both. the Old and ·N$w Testaments . Nothing has 



been ·discovered in archeology that would sh(Jw fxautl, · ·mtsrf)pres(mtatton~ or · 

errot !n 'either Testament. We cannot expect to ptwe ·the Bible by archeology. 

TllEH~rreat su.bje(O:w with'wht.ch the· Sible' prtritartly deals..i...:m&1l1S relation to God, 

.and God* s provutoi1. fol· man~'s salva.tion.;......are matt~rs that are not susceptible 

to archeological evJ.den~ ~ ·.1\.fohe'ology demolishes ma.fiy of the attacks that 

unbelievers· have made a9ains·t th& Bible, and disprov~s many of the arguments 

advanced t.o $hOW' that Chdstianit.Y is merely the result of a historical develop~ 

ment .• · In addition, arohe.olOQical 'material ·gives h~lp foi the precise un~r-" 

$landing of many Biblical statements. 
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11 . Egyptian Archeology" 

A. The Land of Egypt. 

We shall begin our examination of Biblical Arch~ologywith Egypt rather than 

with Palestine. This is not only because e;,d:en,sive materials from Egypt and Mesopotamia . . . . 

were discovered before any great progress in_Palestinian archeology ttad been made but 
•. ' -

also because far more written material has been discovered in these lands than in 

Palestine. Pa\;:)stinian archeology"would have been relatively unreVtctrdin<:~, if it were 

nt>t for the many relationships with the work that had already been done in these other ... 

countries. 

Egypt has so little rainfall that it would be a barren desert if it were no 

fact that the Nile river brings fertility to it. Southern or Upper Egypt coasis-s of a long 
-. ' . "' . 

and narrow strip of land beside the Nile. Northern or Lower EgYPt consists of the Nile <iERt 

delta, a region about 140 miles in length and maybe 100 miles in width, wh~re the Nile dtvt 
' /.-" 

divides into a large number of different mouths, thus producing a wider \rea of extremely 

great fertility. As a result of Egypt• s w~ry dry climate, archeological rel\ains have lasted 

better in Egypt than almo~at anyW"here else in the world. Its colossal ruin!rform a~ 
. I ' 

' 

outdoor museum. Roman tourists visited the pyramids and other great monuments of f;gypt, 

and pondered over their meaning. During the Middle Ages the land was regarded as an 

-area of mystery and enchantment. Naturally !twas one of the first reg~ons where ~rcheol­
t 

ogy made great advances. 

Another feature that is important in the. history of Egypt is it~ isol.a\1ori.. ~he 
I 

I 

Wilderness protected it on both sides. To the south lay a barren desert, broken 6nly by 

the course of the Nile. ·ro ·the north was the Mediterranean Sea. Only from the northeas.t 

I 
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.r, as mentioned aboue (IV .A) the Ugaritic literature found at Ras Shainra in Syria 

gives a. basis for comparison of Canaanite religious ideas with those of the Bible. 

This literature is Vet":/ helpful for interpretation of certain Biblical references to 

heathen religion, but shows clearly that Biblical religion was quite distinct from that 

;- of the Canaanites and that the stories about the Canaanite gods find no parallel in 

the Biblical story. 

Palestinian archeology, like that from Egypt and Mesopotamia, has done much to 

show the accuracy of individual Biblical statements. It has done much more to show 

the general accuracy of the historical background. As a result, even unbelieving 

scholars tend more and more to accept the Bible as a prime historical source for the 

reconstruction of ancient history. No evidence from archeology has proven any 

Biblical statement to be false. Occasionally, as in the case of the former attitude 

toward the presence of camels in Egypt, or toward the eXistence of King Belshazzar 

in Babylon, evidence in hand is utilized by anti-Biblical scholars to try to show 

that the Bible is inaccurate on a particular point. Many s.uch problems have dis­

appeared in the light of advancing knowledge, and it is safe to say that all of them 

will be ironed out as more. is learned about the history and culture of ancient times. 

Many a problem in Old Testament interpretation that se~med very puzzling at the 

beginning of this century has been solved by archeological evidence, and we can 

confidently recognize that the book that God has ini)pired and kept fr.om error for the 

presentation to us of vital spiritual and ethical truths, is equally dependable whenever 

it touches upon material facts of history or of culture. 
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VI . Palestine in New Testament Times. 

A. Comparison with the archeology of Palestine in Old TestaJilent times. 

The principles that we have observed in connection with Palestinian 

archeology are just as valid for the New Testament period as for that of the Old 

Testament . We meet .the same difficulty here that we did there. Most of the written 

material has disappeared, because the convenient writing material that was easily 

available was not dt1rable. Very little material actually written B1 New Testament times 

has been preserved. Aside' from the Dead Sea Scrolls which will be discussed later, 

, practically all the written material that has been found from 'i:he time of the events de= 

scribed in the New Testament consists of brief inscriptions on essara= ossuaries . An 

ossuary is a limestone ~sket in which the bones of a deceased person were collected aftei 

the flesh had decomposed. Hundreds of these have been found in the Jerusalem area in 

tombs of people buried during the last ce.ntury before the eity was destroyed in A.D. 70 . 

These ossuaries have on them short inscriptions in Greek. or Aramaic. which though very 

brief, have considerable historical value for students of the New Testament . 

There are certain differences between the archeology of Palestine as relates 

is 
to the New Testament and as relates to the Old • . The New Testament ooee not directly 

concerned with great political events. Christianity began inconspicuously. The Son 

of Man had not where to lay his head . To the external eye he appeared to be. merely a 

Galilean peasant. He went about with comparative ly simple people. There was nothing 

here that would lead a contemporary ruler to put up a stone monument, or to make a bas-

relief on the wall of his palace. Moreover ,~jt,Jit-s·Wriase:rtbed'-in:t!Hi • ~ 

~~tti:e:m'"!~~~ !ili"st'> ihe New Testament period is 

comparatively so short that we cannot eXPect a great deal of light from archeology. 

Many periods of Old Testament history have very little archeological evidence to 

throw light upon them. Other periods have contacts with great political events that 
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have le{t imposing archeological monuments. While Old Testament history extends over 

a thousand years, the entire history described in the New Testament occupies little 

more than half (il century~ Another difficulty with New Testament a:~ archeology 

is that the most terrible upheaval in the whole history of Palestine took place just after 

the end of the New Testament period~ Jesus had told he disciples that the temple 

would ,be destroyed, so that not one stone would be left upon another. It is true · ~ot 

only of the temple but of Palestine as a whole, that the devastation in connection with 

the Roman conquest was very far-reaching • . These changes so soon after the New 

Testament events made a very sweeping change in the condition of the country as a 

whole, and particularly in the Jerusalem area. This was followed s!xty .years .. later by 

the reQellion of Bar Kochba, with further turmoil and destruction, followed by banishment 

of all Jews from the area. Later on, the Arab conquest made still further changes. Very 

soon the e}..1:emal appearance of the land was very different in many regards than .it had 

1 
been in New Testament tin1.es • 

Another difference between New Testament times and Old Testament times in 

Palestine is that we are not nearly so dependent upon archeology for illuminating material 

relating to what is contained in the sacred text. Before the rise of modem archeology we 

knew practically nothing about life in, Old Testament times except fot the statements in 
Old ,Testament itself. · 

the €Nassioal6ra9R~ Classical G~-eek writings mostly dealt with events after 

the end of the Old Tefi;tament . In the case of the.New Testament, the writings of Josephus 

contain extensive descriptions of life and historicafevents in Palestine, and there are a 

few references. to Palestine in the writings of pagan historians. These materials give us 

far more with which to check the accuracy and integrity of the New Testament materials 

than we can expect to secure from archeology., They are drawn on extensively in the 

discussion of these various subjects in other articles in this encyclopedia. 
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One great field of interest for students of the New Testament is to know where 

various events occurred. Archeology can help in throwing light on the location of places 

mentioned in the New Testament. Unfortunately, quite a few of the events in the New 

Testament, such as the sermon on the Mount; occurred at places that ;are not specifically 

named and archeology can do nothing.to prove where they occurred. Jerusalem· of the time 

of Christ i s buried under debris .and later occupation is above it ~ The present-city (or 

. ~ut 
rather two cities) .have spreacyover quite a .wide area. Ex'censive· excavation$ in the city 

is very: difficult. However, investigation of neighboring places such as Bethany,- or 

particular areas in Jerusalem, like the Tower of Antonia, is possible. Also searching 

for a definite objective, such as the location of the various walls of ancient Jerusalem, 

can often be carried on With 'Ve1·y goo.d results. In recent years Herodian 1ericho, about 

a mile and a half from Old Testament/ Jericho, has been excavated. Herod erected 

the Jerusalem temple in strict accord with Hebrew specifications, but at Jericho he 

built a sumptuous;{ palace that is like a bit of'f;i:tcp<t first- century Romer transported to=Pail 

Palestine. 

B. The Discovery of the Dead Sea Scrolls. 

Undoubtedly the most important discovery that has ever been made in relation 

to New Testament times, and also the most unexpected I was the discovery of the Dead 

Sea Scrolls within the past few years.. In 194 7 a Bedouin shepherd came by accident upon 

some scrolls wrapped in jars and hidden in a cave. Eventually half of the group of 

scrolls that he found came into the possession of the Hebrew University at Jerusalem, 

and the other half into the possession of the Syrinn archbishop . Later the archbishop's 

scrolls were pu;.·chased by the JU'ws, so the whble set of material from Cave One is now in 

Jewish hands. 

This first discovery included the onl¥ complete Bible book of any length, 

that had yet been found from so early a date. This was a complete¢ copy of Isaiah, 
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t:ather carelessly written, but preserving a text that is almost identical with the 'text 

of Isaiah in our pr~sent Hebre\v Bible, though nearly a thousand years early earlier than 

lthe earliest copy available before this · discovery. Numerous fragments of another copy 

of Isaiah were also contained in this group of texts. Later search in other caves has 

- . P.or'dons. . · 1 · · · .. brought maqr more Bible "!*G't'EBVEP to light including a great many smal fragmem:s . 

Within a few years parts of almost every Old TestaJnent b'ook had been founci •. These 

may eventually prove to be of gre:af help for te'xtual criticism of the Old Tesament, and 

thus be very valuable for Old Testament studies. 

The makers of the scrolls belonged to a previously unknown Jewish sect unlike 

any of which we had previously had any knowledge. They are generally called ~ssEmes, 

since thls is a term used by Josephus and Pliny to describe groups of Jews who went 

out into the wilderness and lived an ascetic life there. However, some of the character-

istics of the .Essenes as given by these ancient writers differ from 'those of the group 

at Khirbet Qumran, the community headquarters where the scrolls were made . Khirbet ~ 

Qumran was excavated in 1951-6 . One of its rooms proved to be a Scriptorium, with a 

table and inkwells, and everything set out for copying of manuscripts. 

About half of the scrolls are Bible manuscripts • The other half are of a 

different sort, dealing with the life of the people who made the scrolls. Some of these 

contain rules for the lJ.fe of the community; others are commentaries on various Biblical 

books, interpreted by the particular ideas of the community, and showing their outlook on 

life and their theology. There has been much discussion ·of the relation of this material 

to Christianity, which we shall e:xamine 'helow, under Derivation. 

C .. General Corroboration. 

The New Testament assumes a situation in which a foreign group, the Romans, 

is holding the Jewish people in subjection, with the jews divided into various groups, 

such as the Sadducees and the Pharisees, all of them longing for their freedom from Roman 
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oppression. Thes.e and other features of the situation in Palestine are already well-

corroborated -from the writings .of Josephus and from oti1er sources. 

Special 
D.~ Corroboration • 

. Het e again we do not have as much material from Biblical archeology as we 

would U.ke.: . Far more is to be ,found in the writings of Josephus than in any .archeological 

material yet available from·thts period. However, some very inte resting points have come 

to light at which archeological evidence answers objections that have bean .rriide to .the 

dependability of the New Testament narratives ~ The term Rabbi~ rendered didaskolos, 

"master" or 11 teacher1 " in Greek, is applied to fesus at many points in the Gospel of 

John, Some Rabbinic scholars have insisted that this usage is an anachronism, common 

in the second century A ~ D. 1 but never found in the first century. In ·19 3 0 when a first ... 

century tomb was excavated, there was found in it an assuary on which there was a Gre~k 

name, !f:Heeei= Theodoi:ion, in Aramaic characters< together with the Greek word 

didaskolos as title of the man who bore this name. 

There have been scho~ars who asserted that the personal names employed .in 

the gospels. especially in John, were fici:i'i:ious and were chosen because of their 

meaning . However, these very names are commonly found on the ossuary inscliptions: 

nMary," "Martha, :• "Elb':abeth, 11 "Salo~e ~ " "Sapphira," and so on . 'l."~e gospels 

contain the name 11Lclzarus," an abbreviated form of ''Eleazer ~ 11 This abbreviated .form 

is quite common on the ossuaries . "Jesusu and "Joseph11 are commonly found. It !s not 

at all strange that one osouary contained the name of a "Jesus son of Joseph," perhaps 

one of the mos~ ordinary combinations of the time. However, when this was. found there 

were those who seiZed it= upon it as proof that Jesus had not bean raised from the dead 

but that these were actually the bones of the founder of the Christian religion. Aside 

from such unfortunate sensationalism, the finding of these various names is an interesting 

special corroboration of the background of the events in the gospels. 
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An interesting instance of special corroboration relates to John 19 .13, where 

we read that Pilate had Jesus brought to him at na place that is called the Pavement, 

b\lt in the H;ebrew, Gabbatha ~ .. This. is a rather peculiar e~ression. There was nothing 

exactly parallel to it;! in any other ancient mat~rial.known to us. Now researches 

have demonstrated that the tower of Antonia had in its court a magnificent Roman pave• 

ment, about asoo square yards in area; so the term found in John~ even though not ·' 

otherwise corroborated by ancient material that has come down to us, is shown by 

archeology to apply very naturally. Some of the names of the various governors and 

other officials mentioned .in the gospels or in the part of the Book of the Acts that 

relates to Palestine are known to us from. Josephus .• Very little has yet been found 

in i.he way of new archeological discoveries corroborating these names1 but there ts 

always the pessibility of further interesting discoveries. 

E. Interpretation. 

Archeology is of particular interest i.n relation to the New Testament,. for 

general orientation, for knowledge/ of the geographic background and for understanding 

of the unusual customs of the time, We can learn much about all these matters from 

Josephus ~ 

Gre~t interest attached to the identification of places at whioh particular 

events occurred .• Many of the names mentioned in the New Testament vf are well- known. 

In the case of others there can be considerable discussion as to their location. There 

must have been a great many synagogues in Palestine in the time of Christ., but the Romans 

would seem to have destroyed every one of them. The synagogue at Capernaum was 

formerly thought to be the one that the centurion built for the Jews (Lk 7 . 5) . How·ever, it 

now appears certain that this synagogue comes from the second century A.D. It may huve 

been built on the model of the previous one, though this cannot be proven. 

An interesting argument has been carried on for mamy yea.rs about the location 
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of Calvary and of the tomb of Christ. When Constantine's mother visited Jerusalem 

early in the fourth century she found locations at which she believed each of these 

etJents to have occurred. Constantine ordered a b8autiful church erected, with walls 
. . ' 

that would surround both places. · Despite vicissitudes of earthquake, fitefand damage 

by invaders, the location that Helena selected has been remembered ever sJnce. The 

present church that stands on the spo~ was built by the crusaders shortly after 1100 A.D. 

When .Edward Robinson visited Jerusalem in 1838 he rejecte¢ the claims of t~is Church 

of the Holy Sepulchre,,. -sia since the New Testament s~tes that th~ crucifixion 

occurred outside the city walls~ and the "Church of the_ Holy Sepulchre" is inside the 

present walls of Jerusalem. However, the ardent defenders of the site insist that 

at the time of Christ t.'lle w~ll was further south than the present wall. Here archeology 

might well play an important part in the determination of a point of Biblical qeography. 

Unfortunately, the area south of the Church is covered by a crowded city, so that 

excavation is virtually impossible. It may well be that we will never know with any 

certainty where the actual tomb of Christ was or where the crucifixion occurred . We know 1 

where Constantine thought it to bel but many upheavals had occurred during the previous 

three centuries, in which Christians showed little interest in preserving knowledge of 

sacred sites. If the Lord had desired us to know the exact spot he could easily have 

caused more information on this point to be contained in the gospel narrative. 

About 1880 the favout famous General Charles G. Gordon adopted the view 

that the real Calvary was a hill, north of the present wall, which looks very much like a 

skull, and which has now come to be called "Gordon* s Calvary. " Near it is a rock-hewn 

tomb, which is now called "The Garden Tomb." Many people scoff at these two as not 

having any possibility of being the actual place where Christ was crucified .or where 

he was buried. The fact is that we do not know where these events occurred. Yet at 

the Garden Tomb, r/ one can see the city wall and the more di, nt Mount of Olives, 
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much as they would have appea~ed at .the time of Christ. One can look at Gordon' s Calvary 

and see the marked resemblance to a akull. Perhaps this place did not look like a 

skull at that time, and some other did. In any event, we do not know the exact spot, 

but here we can vividly !tila§e imagine the very situation in which the cruc.tfiXion 

occurred. In the Church of the Holy Sepulchre everythingj{ appears different than .it 

did at: 1n the first century. 

The New Testament speaks of tffi:s "Decapolis . '' This was. a ·group of approx-

imately ten Hellenistic cities in Palestine, most of them east of the Jordan river, 

At some of these cities remains of Greek theatres and other Hellenistic buildings are 

visible today. One gets a feeling of the presence of the Greek culture in the midst of 

the land of Pale.stine. When we read ·how Jesus went actoss the sea of Galilee, and 

hOW' there the demons asked to be permitted to go into tle swine (Mk.S.ll-13; Lu.8.32•33), 

we might wonder what were swine doing in the land of the Jews who were forbidden to eat 

pork • . Yet this was the region of the Oecapolis. These were pagan Hellenistic cities 

and it was quite natural to find swine in the area. Thus archeology can help us to 

understand the local customs and the general geographical situation, and may at various 

points give us;t a better understanding of the meaning of particular words or particular 

situations. 

F. Derivation • 

. There have been many attemps to prove that Christianity is merely a development 

from some .pagan cult or other ancient belief.. None of these has been more effec tive in 

reaching .a great number of people than the one that has based itself upon the Dead sea 

Scrolls • . An American journalist, Edmund Wilson, has written a romantic s tory of the 

finding o~ the scrolls, and has proceeded to draw from the non•Bibllcal soro6~s all 

s orts of .utterly unwarranted conclusions, detrimental to Christianity, and these have 

been widely publicized. WJ1son' s book has been translated. into many languages . Wilson 
\ 

I 
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says: "The monastery of the ~ssenes, more than Bethlehem or Nazareth , is the cradel 

of Christianity." An English scholar, J. M. Allegro, has declared over the radio that 

Oh~tlan ideas about Christ were derived from the Q.umran sect•s ideas of their own 

teacher, who, he says, they thought of as "persecuted and crucified, and expected · 

to ·J rise again as priestly Messiah." A French scholar, Professor Dupont-Sommer, says 

that "the Galllean .Teacher, as he is presented to us in the New Testament writings, 

appears in many respects as an astonishing re-incan1ation of the Teacher.of Righteous• 

ness. 11 A Swedish journalist has concluded as follows: tlChristian!ty has come into 

eXistence in a complei:ely natural way, as a Jewish sect . It !s not necessary to .believe 

in the miracle that God has interfered by a special act of mercy in order to sa.ve humanity." 

These assertions rest upon the fact that the Qumran sect seems to have held 

in high esteem an individual whom they called "the Teacher of Righteousnessi" It 

1s reasonable to think that he must have been a man of ability and energy. whose ideas 

found expression in the organization and continuance of the Qumran sect . But nowhere 

do we find an orderly account of his life and achievements. His name is never .given, 

nor is thete any clear indication of the time at which he lived. Many attemp~s have 

been. made to identify him with some person known from other sources, but none of 

these can. be proven- These attempts select individuals scattered proven. Guesses as 

to his identity range over a period of two centuries. It has even been suggested that 

"the Teacher of Righteousness" represents a succession of men at the haad of the sect 

rather than a particular individual who founded it • 

. Dupont-Sommet declares that "the Galilean teacher, as he i s presented to 

us in the New Testament writings, appears in many respects as an astonishing re-incar-

nation o! the Teacher of Righteousness." This is a tremendous statement, but what are 

the facts? 
I 

I ' 

f. 
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In all the Qumran material that has yet been discovered and published, 

there is nowhere any statement that the Teacher of Righteousness wasGod, or that he e~ 

claimed- to be God; or that anyone else ever thought him to be God. Them i s no statement 

that he was born in any .different way than other mortals . There is no reference .to his 

having been tempted by the devil. It is ·true that he , · like many another, was interested 

in spreading his views 1 but whether he went about preaching 1 as resus did,· is not . , 

known. He .made .his followers take very strict ascetic vows, quite· contrary to all 

that we find in he life of Jesus or in the attitude of the early church.. There is no 

statement in the Qumran literature that he ever pefi:>rmed miracles of healing, 

and certainly no suggestion that he ever raised anyone from the dead .. There is no· 

evidence that he uver. thought himself to be the Messiah. The QUmran sect' seems 

to have expected that ultimately two Messiahs would cane, a priestly Messiah and a 

kingly Messiah, but there is no proof that it expected that either of them would be the 

same person as the Teacher of Righteousness. There is no evidence that the Teacher 

of Righteousness ever said that he would return to earth on the clouds of heaven. There 

is no evidence that the Teacher ever said , or that anybody else ever thought, that there 

would be any special significance to his death . There is no real evidence that the 

Teacher of Righteousness was crucified. In fact it is not even stated that he was put to 

death, in any of the material that has come to light thus far. There is no evidence that 

thflf Teacher of Righteousness was raised from the dead, or that anybody ever thought· 

he had been raised from the dead, though there is reason to think that he may have been 

dead- many years when 'the last of the scrolls was written. There is no e,lidenc_c:l that the 

Qumran people ever thought that the Teacher of Righteousness could do something 

that wou~d 'save ·an individuale Their only hope lay i n follQ'<i.ring his teaching. 
I . 

Their fa~th was in what he had said, not, as in the case of Chri stianity, in him person ... 

ally or in anything he had done or could do. The followers of the Teacher of Righteousness 
'· 
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formed a closed groupt which .no one could join without y~rs of probation and the taking 
'. . • ! • 

of very strict vows. This is entirely different from the procedure followed in the 

es.tablish~ent of Christianity, as even a superfici?-1 gla~ce at the, Book of ·Acts Will 
i I ' ' 

clearly show. 

J. M. Allegro claims that the te:xts prove that the Teacher of. Righteousness 
' ' 

was crucified. However, this is purely an inference and, in the opinion of most 
' I : \ \ • I + I 

scholars , an unjustified inference . Nowhere do the texts say that he .was put .to: death, . .' . ' 

merely that he was "gathered in," a phrase which could just as well refer to death from 
~ '• + 

natural causes. Even if Mr. .Allegto' s claim that the Teacher w·as, crucified should 

eventually prove to be true,. there is still no slightest evidence that .he or anyone else 

attached any atoning sig~ificance to his death. 

What a great number of differences betweenChrist and the Teacher of 

Righteousness! None of the disti~ctive points of Christianity are found in him at an. 

It is true, of cot.U"se, that s,ome of the teachings of Jesus can be paralleled 

by statements in the scrolls . For that matter, many of them can be paralleled m_ the 

teaching of the Rabbis, known to us as the Talmud. Along with the s!mtlarities are also 

found very considerable differences. Such parallels may in some cases enable :ta us to 
' I > ' 

understand His meaning better, but they do not in any way detract from His claims about 

Himself. He wa~ the Son of God, .come down to die for our ~ins .. Through faith in Him we 

can be saved. The beginning of Christianity was a mira~ulous interposition of God into 

human life, opening the way for lost humanity to find eternal life. 

The Dead Sea Scrolls give remarkalbe evidence of the dependability of our 

Old Testament text. They tell us some previously unknown facts about life in Palestine 

in the first century A.D. and befora BUt they neither add to nor detract from the unique 
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achievements of the Son of God, who di'ed·that we might live. 

VII . New Testament Archeology of C ountrie s Outs ide of Palestine~ 

A. The General Situation. 

The majority of the events described in the New Testament occurred iri. 

Palestine . However, a subst:antial ·portion of the rest of the ancient world is touched 

upon in the last half of the book of Acts,' which describes paulfs missionary journeys. . . 

It ts therefor~ ·of sreat inte rest to the Bible student to ascertain the location of these 

citie~ to leCifl:1 something of their life and culture, and to find whatever light can be 

thrown upon specific statements about them in the book of Acts. 

In dealing with this material we are in an altogether different position from 

that of the Old Testament.. Mos t of the history of the nations related to Israel was 

completely unknown before the rise of archeology,. but a great deal of writing on papyrus 

was done inthe ft.rst century A. D • . I and a considerable portion of this material has been 

copied and thus preserved . Consequently the greater part of OU!' information about the i:laek! 

background of Acts comes not from archeological discoveries but from. manuscripts that have 

been passed on through the ages . This material is of great importanc:;e for the under- · 

standing of the book of Acts, but does not really come under the head of Biblical. archeolog~ 

Discussion of it will be found in the articles in this encyclopedia about the various 

ettie~ involved. 

· Considerable archeological QWl·k has been carried on in just about every city 

named in Acts. A few of these cities have remained important places through the ages. 

Conseqq ently ~~"HF it is difficult to do much archekiogical work in some of 
I ' 

them but .iil o=,hers a great deal has been done. Some are today comparatively deserted, 
' ' 'I 

so that tlie1~e is little hindrance to excavation. In the case of a few, the very location 

was fo~tten, but all of these have now been located. 
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· The history and geQgraphy of the first century A. o, is a very large subject. 

ln xn.any areas of it our kno"Vvledge is extremely limited~ but 1·egarding other sections we have 

a great ·amount of knowledge. Comparativ~ly little· of this extensive material i s involved in 

the background 'of the events recorded in the ~ible. 

B. General Corroboration •. 

The' aceount o£ P~ul•s joume}S takes for granted a situation in \Vhich a very. 

large area ofturope and ·of Asia is under one political control .. so· that travel is 

comparatively unrestricted . A few languages are Widely spoken so that communiCation 

presents little difficulty"· Law and order are quite t well maintained. There are groups 

of jews in many places , and synagogues ~re often iermeafound~ The Roman power is 

supreme and Roman authority is everywhere recognized. This general situation is a mply 

proven from ancient writings and is substantiated· to s ome extent by archeological 

materials. 

C .. .Special Corroboration. 

Archeology has provided strildng special oortoboration of a number of points 

in the account of PciuPs journeys .• At this time the governmental situation was exceeding• 

ly com,plex. The Roman conquest had been in various stages 1. extending over a long 

period of time. As a result the conquered areas , though all under the actual control 

of the emperor 1 had quite a variation_ in tenninology of officers and precise details of 

administration. Some of these details are well-known, to us from historical records, others 

hardly at all. Many passages in the Acts describe .Paul' s encounter With the ptiitical . 

authorities in different cities. It is impre. ss!ve to note the accuracy with which Luke 

threads his way through the different governmental districts and the correctness with 

which he gives the titles, an<:~ occasionally th~ names of the various officials . One 
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especially interesting case relates to Thessalontca._ tn Acts l7 .6 it is stated that 

Paul and Silas were dragged before the rulers qf Thessalonica., The Greek fern\ of the 

word there translated "rulerdt'M is polltamhas. This particular word occurs nowhere 
I 

else in any manuscript that has survived from ancient times~ Yet within the last 

century a nu nber of inscriptions have been discovered which give the nllers of 
' 

!'nessa\onica this title of 1 polltarch, providing a most .striking tnstanc~ of special . . 

corroboration of the accUracy of Luke's account. 

In the account ·Of Paul's stay in Corinth in Acts 18.12 I these words occur: . . . . 

"And when G&.lllo was the proconsul (KJV "deputy11
) of Acha~~.~~ An in~.cnption has 

· been found on the opposite side of the Gulk of. Cortnthf six miles iJU~lGn inland. which 

refers to ''Lucius IUliv.s Gall1o ••• the proconsul of Achaia." - . . 

Acts 13,. 7 names Sergius Paulus as proconsul (KJV "deputy11
) when faul vtsit~d 

Cyprus . 4n inscription of the year A.D,.S5 has been found which contains the words, 

"in the time of the proconsul Paulus ." Acts 9.11 relates that a disciple in Damascus . ' .. 

was told to go to the street which 1 s called Straiqht. A street there still pres aves that 

to the peo~Ue of Corintlu 
name. In 1 Cor~I0 ,.25 Paul says7''Whatsoever is sold in the shambles , that e.at f asking 

no question,S for conscienc~' sake. it The word translated 11 shambles, " which might also 

be translated 'fnatket, '1 has been found in the remains of ancient Corinth on a store for 

the selling o~ meat and other foodstuffs . 

· Acts 19 .,23 .. 41 describes a great riot that occurred in Ephesus when the ail verBis~ 

smiths feared that Paul's preaching would interfere W1.th their profits from)ll the sale of 
· .. 

' .' 

things relpted to the worship of Diana. Multitudes gathered 1n the theater, and yelled . . •., 

two 'ho.ur~~ "Great is Diana of the Ephesians," Ancient writings speak of the famous 

temple of iDiana at Ephesus, but it fell into ruins, and one hundred yea~;s ago even its 

location was unknown, In 1863 an ~nglish architect~ 1 .. T. WeeRi=;= Wood, went to the 
i . 

ruins of Ephesus in order to find the famous temple . Here he found it siX years after he 
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began his search. After much hunting he came ~pon ~n inscription which g~ve a· cl~e 

to .the fact that lt was more. than a mile northeast of the city. Subsequent excavations were . . . . ' . · .. 
carried on for many years by the Au.strian· Archeological tnstitute . The temple was 

found to have been very large and spl~nd!dly decora~ed, so t~at it is easy to understand 

the .references in Acts to the worship of Diana at Ephesus. 

. . · These ·are a few examples ~f the typ$ of special corroboration that is. apt to . . . . ... 

emerge.from the discovery of ins criptions and th~ examination of buildings in the cities 

visUed by Paul., Much more material of the same sort has come to light from the study 
' . . . . ' 

of the Wli.t1ngs that have been handed dO\~n by copying and recopying, as shown in the 

articles on the various cities. 

D . Inte1·pretation .. 

The mote we know about the life, customs1 and geographical situation of the 

various cities in which events in the pook of Acts occur, or to which N~w Testament 

epistles were written, the easier it. i$ to understand the precise m.ea.n!ng of some 

of the statements made , and the more viviclly the s!tl;lation can be established in our 

minds. A great dea.l of material .of importance for this P,Urpose is contained in tl].e writ• 

ings ·of the ,geographers Strabo# and Pausanias, and a certain amount in the workd of . " . 
Tacitus, suetonius, and Dio Cassius, altholtgh these historians are most interested 1n 

the actions of the great emper9rs. com~ratively few of which have any connection with 

the Bible • . A centt.UY later, ~hen Christianity had become a greater fa.ctor works of general 

history pay more attention to it. 

:, Archeological material sometimes contributes to interpretation, as in some 
j ' , . I 

of the instances. discussed above 1.,mder Sp,ectal Corroboration. 
1 r 
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E. Derivation . 

Toward the end of i:he past century many books were written to show that . . . 

the distinctive ideas of Christianity were taken over from various heathen religions , 

and sim!.lat ideas are widely taught today. It is alleged that durlng the first century A.D., 

various mystery cults and pagan religions made their way from the east into many 

sections of the Roman empire, that Christianity took ideas from many of these, and . . ' 
' 

I 

that Christianity was merely the particular one of these movement~ which hpppened to 

Win out. 

Discussion of thi$ idea of deriving Christianity from pagan sources involves 

evidence of various types. At this point we shall restrict ourselves to noting two 

ways in which Archeological research affects the discussion. 

The first of these relates to the Dead Sea Scrolls. Though greatly. used as 

evidence for a claim of der.tvation of Christianity from JeWish sources (see discussion 

in VI. F.above)i the Scrolls strike a blow against tb.e claim of derivation from heathen 

sources. Many Christian ideas or terms that are said to be derived from heathen re-

ligions have been found in expressions in the Dead Sea Scrolls . This does not mean 

to say that these ideas were derived by Christianity from this Jewish sect. However, 

it does show that many general ideas and many that were alleged to show pagan 

influence were actually common in the Jewish culture a·i: th~ very time of the r.f,se of 

Christianity. 

In the second place, we note the relation of archeological evidence to the 

sidespread claim that pagan religions and mystery sects were struggling to fill a vacuum 

in the Roman Empire during the first century. During the first half of the present century 

extensiv~ excavations were canied out in Egypt, !n Syrtat in Palestine, and in other 

regions . Many evidences have been found of the well--established pagan religions, of the 
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presence of Jewish religions and of Jewish groups and of early Christian.$ developments. 

However, no other type of religious writings or religious structures from this $arly period 
· reUgions, · . · 

have come to light. The mysteryjWhich struggled against Christianity in the second and 

third centuries A.D., are nqt evidenced at all for the first century. Some of these rose 

as an attempt to combat the rising power of Christi£mity; ·many of them show borrowing 
. . 

from Chrtstlanity: hut they were not there when Christianity first entered. Archeological 
' . 

evidence shows. that .the rise of Christianity is a unique historical phenomenon, and not J 

simply one of many. competing mystety cults filling a vacuum in the'' Roman empire. 

F. Conclusion regarding Biblical Archeology. 

At the end of section V a brief conclusion regarding Old Testament Archeology 

was given. vVe have noti.ced that New Testament Archeology is different in some re -

gards . Yet it involves the same four general areas of interest . Archeology has pro-

duced many bits of interesting conf!rma·tory evidence as to the accuracy and dependability 

of both the Old and N~W Te staments . Nothing h-as been discovered in archeology 

that would shovr fraud, misrepresentation, or error in either Testament. We cannot 

expect to prove the Bible by archeologjl! • The great subjects with Which the Bible 

deals--man's relation to God and God's provision for mant s salvation--are matters that 

are simply not suscepUb119 to archeological evidence. Archeology disproves many of 

the arguments that unbelievers have made against the Bible, and upholds its claim not to 

be the result of a historical development, but to represent a revelation of. the Creator 

of the UnivBrse to sintul man. 

'\ 

' 



~P~~d from Mod.Sc.& C'n Faith 

· ~....J There remains, however the possiblllty that lt is a case of general corroboration, 
I 

·'-

givi'ng evi.dence that such incidents occurred in Egypt as Exodus 5 describes, though 

leaving he particularly ins tance without any specific evidence. bearing upon it. ~ven 

. .. 
this was s trongly questioned by the late Professor T. Eric Peet of Liverpool University, 

who commented on Mr·. Stuart's statement as follows: " It is almost inconceivable that 

any travellei· in Egypt should make this statement With regard to he use of straw in 

bricks , for though straw has been used both in ancient and modern times, its use is . . 

somewhat rare, more particularly in ancient t intes. \'\That is more, the writer of this 

passage in the narrative i s certainly under some stra nge delusion as to the {unction of the 

straw when used. Its purpose is to bli1.d the mud more tightly together, though as a matter 

of fact the Nile mud coheres so well of itself that no binding material is really necessary. 

Consequently the refusal of the task-masters to provide the Is raelites with straw would not 

in the slightest degree increase the difficulty of their labours . As a piece of local colour 

the whole incident is unsatisfactory, and goes to prove the vrriters ignoraltce of Egyptian 

customs rather than his close acquaintance with them, as i s so <iften averred." 

When a noted Egyptologist thus l:elieves the Biblical statements to be out of touch 

with reality, what is the ;6 correct attitude to take? Certainly the proper response is not 

one of two eJctremes. One should not proceed to vilify him or to question h l.s motives. 

That is between him and God, who alone knows the inner motives and thoughts. An argu• 

ment should not be constructed from motives except when the evidence for such a conclusion 

is complete and unanswerable. The cause of Christia nity advances by careful consider-

ation of facts and evidence, not by s uper£1 cial conclusions or by substitution of name-

calling for patient research. 

On the other hand, one must not be too hasty about deciding that Professor Peet' s 

concasions on this particular point are right. Jesus Christ rested weighty matters upon 
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q uotations from the books ofJSI!oses , and a l'v,rays referred to them as authoritative and 

true. If His Attitude was~wrong , then all belief in His deity must be given up. and the 

very foundation of Christianity discarded. 

The attitude of the one who truly believes in Christ as Saviour and Lor.d must be one 
., 

of suspended judgment on the partica..tlar point involved, whil e seeking for more evidence. 

If there is no question of error i n copying or translation of the documents two consider-

a tions still remain: first , that Christians may have been ln error in their interpretatior;f . . 

of the meaning of the Biblical statement , and second that further scientific evidence 

may come to light, either from archaeology, or from some other source. In this 

particular matter the writer was unable to answer Professor Peet' s allegations. Conse-

quently, he suspended jusgment untill946, feeling confident that when all the evidence 

was in, it would show that God's Vvord was dependable. 

Strangely, the answer to the problem has come from modern chemistw. Dr. Irving A. 

Cowperthwaite, a Boston industrial engineer, formerly a member of he department of 

chemis try at Columbia Un1.versity, gave a paper at the 194 6 meeting of the American 

Scientific Affiliation, which called attention to the probable solution t o the difficulty. 

Edward G. Acheson, noted American chemist and inventor early in this century, after his 

invention of 11Carbonmdum, .. and his discovery hat graphite could be produced artificially, 

became interested in the fact that American clays were considered far inferior to those 

imported from Germany, which possessed a far higher degree of plasticity and greater 

tensile strength, despite the fact that often their chemical composition was similar 

to that of the American clays. This problem aroused the inventor's curiosity. 

Discovering that the best foreign clays generally c~ame from a secondary source, 

to which they had been carried by a stream. of water, he thought of the possibility that small 

amounts of organic matter suspended 1n the water might have profoundly altered the work-

ability of the c lay, even though sl slight as to be extremely difficult to detect by chemical 
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,N papyrus manuscript that can be closely dated to about 1225 s.-c·. in the::t-9· 

_,., ntxr~~eenth dynasty I co~tains ~ s'tory= a~ Egyptian!oll~tAle ... aboul: two brothers. It 

begins with a situ~tion in~~lvi~g the )Ounger brother and the wif~' of' the older brother, 

tha't is striking 1 y similar to the ~ incident~ . of Joseph.
1 
and ·~·tSti~har' s ' wife. Some scholars 

... • ...... • J , . ~ • \. • ' ( 

say tha t this i s the source upon which the ·story of .Joseph' in the Bible was based. 

However I this is n lot the most likely interpretation of the relationship betweel'){he two 

stories. ln the first place, the Egyptian story of the two brothers is a very bizarre and 

f antastlc stcr y , going far beyond most Egyptian stories in this regard and utterly unlike 

the matter-of-fact account of Joseph's experience. Iw•aGG4itmft Thus when the oldEr brother 

tries to kill the )Ounger brother who has been falsely accused by the older brothEr's wife , 

oxen 
the eews tel_l the younger brother that the older brother is hiding behind the door awaiting 

to kill him. However, the first part of the S: a y which tells ala> ut the relation between 

the younger brother and ihe older brother's wife has comparatively little of the bizarre 

as compared with the latter part of the story which is slmJiy filled with it, And tt=contains 

elements such as the following. At one point, while the older brother is pursuing the 

younger brother in order 1o kill him, the younger brother cries out to the sun god for help 

and the sun god makes a great body of water spring up between the two brothers, full of 

crocodiles , so that the older brother cannot reach the younger brother . (6) Eventually 

the younger brother is killed but is brought back to life 1 eventually goes to the court of 

pharaoh and there is accepted as crown prince and eventually becone s king himself. 

Rather than to think that the incident 1nthe life bf Joseph was modelled upon this grotesque 

folk take, it is much more reasonable part! cularly since the Egyptian story is definitely 

later than the time of Jaseph, to think that the relation is just the reverse . =8uoh= The 

story of how Joseph rose from being am;:J:ave imp1·1soned slave to l:ecome the leader of the 

Egyptian economy must tare been widely discussed, and every known incident of his life 

repeated over and over in all sectidns of Egypt. =f:t=ts=eaey=t-e=aee=t.::ka=t Very easily then 



BRICKS WITHOUT STRAW 

This expression has become proverbial in English, as a result of the incident 

~hat is described in Exodus 5:4-:19 * to d~#)cribe the assignment of a task without 

the necessary mearis to fulfill it. However, a problem has ·arisen because the passage 

does not say why at& straw should be needed for tHe= making bricks. 

According to Exod.S , Pharaoh withdrew the straw in order to make the task of th 

Israelites harder. If the straw was needed as a binder, its withdrawal would lower 
• • • 1. 

the quality of the bricks, which could hardly be Pharaoh's purpose---but one might 

wonder in what way it would make the ta_sl~ more arduous. · The late ·Professor T. Eric 
. ' . 

P~et, Pt:ofees~r· of Egyptology in# Liverpool University, in his anti-Biblical book, 

Egypt and .the Old Testament, spoke .of this passage as follows: "In .Egypt •••• 
' 

though straw has been used bOth in ancient and modem times, its use is somewhat 

rare, more particularly in ancient times. Nhat is more, he writer of this passage 

in the narrative is certainly under some strange delusion as· to the function of the 

straw when used . Its pureose is to bind the mud more tightly together, though as a 

matter of fact the Nile mud coheres so well of itself that no binding material is 

really necessary. Consequently the refusal of the task-masters to provide the Israel• 

ites with straw would not in th~ slightest degree incr4ase the difficulty of their labours. 

As a piece of local colour the whole incident is unsatisfactory, and goes to prove the 

writer's ignorance of Egyptian customs rather than his close acquaintance with them, 

as is so often averred. " 

Peet' s criticism raises serious questions. It is not merely Moses ' aaturacy that 

is involved. Jesus Christ rested weighty matters upon quotations from the books of 

Moses, and always referred to them as authoritative and true. He could not be wrong 

on such a vital poiht1 and still be God incamate . How can the problem be explained? 

When a serious error is a lleged to exist in the Bible, the Christian can confidently 

wait for evidence as to the correct interpretation. God's Word is true, but we may be 

misinterpreting it. Answers often come from unexpected sources . 



r2 BWS -2-

In this case the answer came from modern chemistry.. Early in this century, 

Edward G. Acheson, a noted American chemist and inventor, already famous for 

his invention of "Carborundum," and for his discovery that graphite could be produced! 
' 

artificially, was puzzled by the fact .that American clays were co~sidered far inferior 

to those imported from Germany. Tpough the chemical composition of the two types 

of clay seemed to be identical, the German clays posses~ed a far higher degree of 

plasticity and greater tensile strength. Acheson found that the best foreign clays 

generally came from a seconaary source, tp which they had been carried by a stream 
l . . • 

of water, and suggested that small amounts of organic matter suspended in the water 

might have profoundly altered the workability of the clay, even thoughfsiight as to be l 

extremely difficult to detect py chemical analysis. \'\Then he tested this possibility, 

by adding small amounts of various kinds of organic matter to types of clay th~t were 

tremendous 
difficult to work, he found that the addition of gallotannic acid resulted in =tFelfteftltl:m:la:s 

improvement. After describing these eJcperiments 1n an article in the Transactions of 

the American Ceramic Society, Vol. 6 , p. 31 ·(19 04} , he added the following remarks: 

"I made an effort to find in the history of clay-working some record of the addition 
of vegetable or organic matter to clay. Only one instance could I find, that of the~ 
Egyptians as recorded in Exodus 5. The accepted theory of using the straw fiber as a. =b 
binding agent 'for the clay never had appealed to me, and it now seemed likely those 
ancient people were familiar with th~ effect I had discovered. I procured some oat 
straw, boiled i t in water, decanted the resultant reddish-brown liquid and mixed it 
with clay. The result was like that produced with gallotannic acid, and equal to the 
best I had obtained. This explained why the straw Jfwas used and why the children of 
Israel were successful in substituting stubble for straw, a course that would hardly 
be possible were the fiber of the straw depended upon as a bond for the clay, but quite 
feasible where the extract of the plant was used." 

As a result of this Acheson eonolued concluded that "Egyptianized Clay" would be 
a fitting name for straw-treated earths. 

In view of this discovery, 1t is easy to see why taking away the straw from the 

Israelites would make their work so much harder. It also shows how even stubble 

could be useful to them. (cf.v ) • Moreover, it indicates that the absence of visible 

marks of straw in an ancient brick is no proof that straw was not used. Thus an incidet 
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\ l w.as \ _, the Bible whichf!ormerly diffi_c:ult to under~tand becom~s crystal clear on the 

reasonable assumption that he ancient Egyptians. were alre~dy familiar wi th a practical 

scientific procedure that was complet~ly forgotten until its rediscovery within the . 

present century. No part of the Bible is ever out of date , but much of it is ahead 

of. date. It_is ~~ong to a ssume that there is a mistake in the sacred narrative . M'. 

In most cases the real situation may be simply that we are not yet in a position to . . ' . 

understand it fully. 

·' 
! . ..._, 
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