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Some years ago I wrote an ar ti cle en ti tled The Dy nasty of the Ex o dus. In this ar ti cle I
showed that the 12th Dy nasty of the Egyp tian Mid dle King dom was the dy nasty in which the Is ra el -
ites were pressed into slav ery. I also showed that the last pha raoh of the 12th Dy nasty --
Amenemhet IV -- was the pha raoh who died in the Red Sea af ter pur su ing the es cap ing Is ra el ites
across the Si nai Pen in sula. Noth ing in the in ter ven ing years has changed my mind re gard ing the
Mid dle King dom time-frame for the op pres sion and ex o dus of the Israelites; in fact, new ev i dence
has sur faced that fur ther con firms this as sess ment. How ever, I over looked one thing -- there was
more than one dy nasty of the Ex o dus!

In this new ar ti cle I will go over the ba sics of my old ar ti cle, bring in the new ev i dence about
the 12th Dy nasty, and lay out fas ci nat ing new in for ma tion that shows there were, in fact, three dy -
nas ties of the Ex o dus!

Will the Real Ramesses Please Stand Up...

Most ref er ence works, such as Bi ble dic tio nar ies and en cy clo pe dias, state that the Ex o dus
took place dur ing the reign of Ramesses II, or his son Merneptah of the 19th Dy nasty. No tice what
the En cy clo pe dia Bri tan nica (1943 edi tion) says --

The date of the Ex o dus is still a mat ter of un cer tainty. If the de tails of the op pres sion given
in Ex. I. II are held to be ac cu rate, then the Pha raoh of the op pres sion must be Ramesses II,
and the Pha raoh of the Ex o dus his son Merneptah (Vol. 8, p. 972).

Author Werner Keller, in his book The Bible As History, comes to a similar conclusion --

Even the long-dis puted date of the Ex o dus can now be fixed within rea son able lim its....If
we put it at about 1290 B.C. we can not go far wrong, since the first years of the reign of
Ramesses II (1301-1234) were to a large ex tent oc cu pied with the build ing ac tiv i ties in the
city to which he has given his name -- the Raamses of Is ra el ite tra di tion....The reign of

This ar ti cle re veals who Manetho’s “Tutimaos” was and that the 13th
Dy nasty was par al lel to the 12th -- not suc ces sive as most his to ries in -
sist. This new un der stand ing re solves the anomalies of Mid dle King -
dom dat ing and proves that the Egyp tian king-list at Abydos and the
Tab let of Karnak were cor rect af ter all!



Ramesses II is the time of the op pres sion and forced la bour of Is rael, but also the time at
which Mo ses the great lib er a tor of his peo ple ap pears (Wil liam Mor row & Com pany, Inc.
New York: 1981. P. 122).

The Ox ford Com pan ion to the Bi ble fol lows suit by say ing, “most schol ars date the event
[of the Ex o dus] to the mid-thir teenth cen tury BCE, dur ing the reign of Ramesses II, be cause of a
con ver gence of prob a bil i ties, in clud ing the iden ti fi ca tion of the store cit ies of Pithom and Rameses
(Exod. 1:11) with re cently ex ca vated sites in the Egyp tian delta and the larger con text of the his tory
of Egypt and of the Lev ant” (Ox ford Uni ver sity Press, NY: 1993. P. 210).

In a sim i lar vein the book What the Bi ble Really Says, by Manfred Barthel, in fers that the
pha raoh of the op pres sion was Ramesses II --

...the tour ist...would do better to head north to Tanis, in the east ern delta of the Nile. The ru -
ins there were prob a bly those of “Raamses” in Ex o dus 1:11, one of the “trea sure cit ies” of
Pha raoh Ramses II...Ramses II moved his court there from the old cap i tal of Mem phis be -
cause the Memphite priest hood had grown too pow er ful and had taken to med dling in af -
fairs of state. The walls of Raamses, ac cord ing to the Book of Ex o dus, were mor tared with
the blood and sweat of the tribes of Is rael...Some time later, af ter the He brews had man aged
to de liver their quota of sun-dried bricks for the houses and build ings of Raamses, Pha raoh
de cided to make their “ser vice” even more op pres sive (Wing Books, NY: 1982. Pp.
106-107).

Eerdmans Hand book to the Bi ble plainly states, in a cap tion from a pho to graph, “A co los -
sal statue of Ramesses II, pha raoh at the time of the ex o dus” (1992, pa per back edi tion. P. 161).

With all this ev i dence it would seem that the iden tity of the pha raoh of the Oppression/Ex o -
dus is firmly es tab lished. But is this re ally so -- is this iden ti fi ca tion re ally firmly es tab lished?

The main rea son Ramesses II is con sid ered the pha raoh of the Oppression (with Merneptah
be ing the pha raoh of the Ex o dus) is be cause of the men tion of the city of Ramses in the Book of Ex -
o dus in the Bi ble. Im man uel Velikovsky points this out in his con tro ver sial book Ages in Chaos --

Even be fore the dis cov ery of the Merneptah stele, he [Merneptah] was iden ti fied by not a
few schol ars as the Pha raoh of the Ex o dus, be cause his pre de ces sor, Ramses II, was thought
to be the Pha raoh of Op pres sion. This role was as cribed to Ramses II be cause of the men tion 
of the city of Ramses in the Book of Ex o dus (Doubleday and Co., Inc. NY: 1952. Foot note
p. 9).

In A New Chro nol ogy -- A Syn op sis of Da vid Rohl’s Book “A Test of Time,” by John
Fulton, we find sim i lar ob ser va tions:

The first of these [as sump tions] was the iden ti fi ca tion of Ramesses II as the pha raoh of the
op pres sion based on the text of Ex o dus 1:8-11 which tells of the new pha raoh forc ing the
He brews to build the store cit ies of Pithom and Raamses....It is re mark able that to iden tify
the pha raoh of the op pres sion with Ramsses II, the pe riod of the Judges must be re duced by



200 years, which is di rectly op posed to the bib li cal nar ra tive. In Judges 11:26, Jephthah
(one of the last of the Judges) states that the time-span from the first set tle ment in
Transjordan dur ing the Con quest to his own time is 300 years. Also in I Kings 6:1, the time
from the Ex o dus to the build ing of the tem ple by Sol o mon in 966 BC is re corded as 480
years, com ple ment ing the Judges date. These both place the Ex o dus around 1450 BC [ac tu -
ally, in ter nal Bi ble ev i dence places it at 1533 BC] but Ramesses II reigned in the 13th Cen -
tury (1279-1213 BC) un der the con ven tional chro nol ogy. Gen e sis 47:11 also states that
Ja cob and the Pa tri archs set tled in the re gion of Ramesses. This, how ever, is CENTURIES
be fore there was a pha raoh named Ramessses, let alone one who built a great city named af -
ter him. These early Egyptologists over looked or ig nored the bib li cal ev i dence in fa vour of
equat ing Ramesses II with the pha raoh of the op pres sion (1995, page 3).

Da vid M. Rohl, in the above-men tioned book A Test of Time: The Bi ble from Myth to His -
tory, plainly states that iden ti fy ing Ramesses II as the builder of the city of Ramesses is an il lu sion: 

But Gen e sis 47:11 clearly states that when Jo seph had be come vi zier of Egypt he set tled his
fa ther (Ja cob) and broth ers, giv ing them land hold ings in Egypt, in the best part of the coun -
try -- the re gion of Ramesses -- as Pha raoh had or dered. So the Is ra el ites set tled in the re gion 
of Ramesses cen tu ries be fore the first king called Ramesses as cended the throne in Egypt!
There is no com pel ling ev i dence to dem on strate that Ramesses II was ei ther the biblical
Pha raoh of the Op pres sion or Ex o dus. The men tion of the store-city of Raamses, upon
which these iden ti fi ca tions are based, may sim ply be anach ro nis tic. The Is ra el ites may have
built a city AT THE LOCATION of Pi-Ramesse but they had not nec es sar ily built the cap i -
tal and res i dence of Ramesses II. In fact, the bib li cal date for the Ex o dus was en tirely at odds 
with the dates for the 19th Dy nasty (1295-1186 BC). The link be tween Ramesses II and the
Is ra el ite bond age was an il lu sion with out any real ar chae o log i cal foun da tion (1995, pp. 115, 
138).

One of the great est dif fi cul ties in rec on cil ing the Bi ble to the con ven tional Egyp tian chro -
nol ogy has been the ref er ence in the Book of Gen e sis to the land of Rameses (Gen e sis 47:11). De -
pending on what side of the fence the crit i cism co mes from, it has been as sumed that ei ther the
Book of Gen e sis was a late doc u ment which in serted the name of Rameses in place of some lost
orig i nal name, or that the name is in deed orig i nal and the ac count of the Ex o dus from Egypt took
place af ter Ramesses II and not in the man ner out lined in the scrip tures. As we shall see, nei ther of
these ex pla na tions holds any wa ter!

Notice what Herman L. Hoeh has to say --

Long be fore Ramesses the Great was born, there were sev eral kings, not known by mod ern
his to ri ans, WITH SOME FORM OF THE NAME RAMESSES. The re cord of these kings
of the Delta, fool ishly re jected by ALL his to ri ans to day, is the KEY to this enigma in the Bi -
ble. The names are pre served by Syncellus in the BOOK OF SOTHIS (Com pen dium of
World His tory, Vol. I. Am bas sa dor Col lege, Pas a dena, CA 1963. P. 94).

Syncellus be lieved the Book of Sothis to be a gen u ine list of kings from the Egyp tian scribe
Manetho. The book con tains many oth er wise un known pha raohs, and places most of the known dy -



nas ties in their cor rect or der. As such, the Book of Sothis is with out a doubt one of the most im por -
tant proofs of the cor rect or der of kings, and is in valu able in re stor ing the flow of Egyp tian his tory.

Continues Herman L. Hoeh --

A list of them [kings of the Delta] may be found in Waddell’s Manetho, page 235...Among
these rul ers is a Ramesses WHO LIVED IN THE DAYS OF JOSEPH....Many his to ri ans
have been puz zled by the fact that the name of Ramesses should ap pear on so many of the
build ing blocks that went into the early build ings of the THIRD AND FOURTH
DYNASTIES. Their mis taken ex pla na tion is that the later Rameses had his ser vants take
the time out to carve his name on ALL these stones. It never oc curred to them that there
might ac tu ally have been a Ramesses who as sisted in the erec tion of these fab u lous mon u -
ments of a by-gone era (ibid., p. 95).

While tra di tional chro nol ogy re jects the Sothis King List as in com plete, Don o van Courville 
ar gues that it is com plete in that it lists only the kings who were the ma jor power at any given time -- 
and omits other kings whose reigns co in cide with these ma jor kings.

Here, from Herman Hoeh’s Com pen dium, is the Sothis King List down to a Concharis
(Koncharis):

1/. Mestraim 35 years 14/. Chamois 12 years

2/. Kourodes 63 15/. Miamus 14

3/. Aristarchos 34 16/. Amesesis 65

4/. Spanios 36 17/. Uses 50

5/. Two others -- unrecorded 72 18/. Rameses 29

6/. 19/. Ramesomenes 15

7/. Osiropis 23 20/. Usimare 31

8/. Sesonchosis 49 21/. Ramesseseos 23

9/. Amenemes 29 22/. Ramessameno 19

10/. Amasis 2 23/. Ramesse Iubasse 39

11/. Acesephthres 13 24/. Ramesse Uaphru 29

12/. Anchoreus 9 25/. Concharis (Koncharis) 6

13/. Armiyses 4



If you study this list you will see that there are six kings who bore names re lated to
Ramesses. Most his to ri ans and ar chae ol o gists con sider these names to be a du pli ca tion of the
names of the 20th Dy nasty but, as can be seen from the fol low ing com par i sons, the lengths of reigns 
clearly show that these kings DO NOT fit any where in the 19th or 20th Dy nasties.

DYNASTIES 19 AND 20 SOTHIS KING LIST

Ruler: Reign: Ruler: Reign:

Rameses I 11 Ramese 29

Rameses II 67 Ramessomenes 15

Rameses III 31 Usimare 31

Rameses IV 6 Ramesseseos 23

Rameses V 4 Ramessameno 19

Rameses VI ?5 Ramesse Iubasse 39

Rameses VII -- IX ?1 ea. Ramesse, son of Uaphres 29

Rameses X 19

Rameses XI 6

Rameses XII 27

Ob vi ously, the iden ti ties of the kings in the Sothis King List must be looked for in other dy -
nas ties. For tu nately, this is not a dif fi cult task. The six kings, with some form of the name
“Ramesses,” are num bered 18-24 in the Sothis King List. Those num bered 33-45 are the fa mil iar
names of pha raohs of the 18th Dy nasty -- names eas ily cor re lated with Manetho’s list of these
kings. Im me di ately pre ced ing these (num bered 26-32) are the rec og nized names of the early
Hyksos kings. Be tween the Rammesides and the Hyksos kings is one name, num bered 25,
Koncharis. We will dis cuss this king later.

The City of Raamses

In 1966, an Aus trian ar chae o log i cal team, headed by Dr. Manfred Bietak, be gan long-term
ex ca va tions four miles north of the delta town of Faqus -- at a site called Tell el-Dab’a. Bietak was
aware that this site had an ear lier name, tell el-Birka -- “the mound of the LAKE.” Old maps re -
vealed that this lake was at one time joined to the old Pelusiac branch of the Nile by an ar ti fi cial wa -
ter way that an ciently en cir cled the whole area. When ae rial pho tog ra phy re vealed the an cient bed
of the Pelusaic branch of the Nile, Bietak was con vinced he had found the SITE OF RAMESSES.



Dur ing the 1979-80 ex ca va tion sea son, Bietak re al ized that the city had been built DURING 
THE 12TH DYNASTY BY AMENEMHET I -- WITH ADDITIONS AND/OR REBUILDING
BY SENWOSRET III OF THE SAME DYNASTY!

We read about this in Ian Wilson’s The Exodus Enigma --

Some FIVE HUNDRED YEARS BEFORE THE
TIME OF RAMESSES II. this had been a care -
fully laid out city of some im por tance dur ing the
time of Egypt’s MIDDLE KINGDOM, a cen tury
or so PRIOR to Egypt’s take over by the Hyksos.
Readily dis cern ible were the foun da tions of an
im pos ing 450-foot-long pal ace, with a huge court
lined by col umns, that had prob a bly served as a
royal sum mer residence....Re cords show that or -
der [in Egypt] was re-es tab lished by strong
government on the part of the kings of Egypt’s
MIDDLE KINGDOM, and IT IS TO THESE
THAT CAN BE ATTRIBUTED THE COL-
UMNED PALACE west of the Tell el-Dab’a
mound, as well as a va ri ety of OTHER build ings
and monuments that seem to have sur rounded the
Birka lake. One of these, a TEMPLE OF THE
EGYPTIAN KING AMENEMHET I., was found 
to con tain a tab let spe cif i cally re fer ring to the
‘TEMPLE OF AMENEMHET in [at] the wa ter of 
the town’ -- in de pend ent cor rob o ra tion of the
town’s abun dance of wa ter....

But what is also quite ob vi ous from Dr. Bietak’s find ings is that not only was this site the
TRUE BIBLICAL RAMESSES, it quite ev i dently had a his tory MUCH EARLIER than the 
time of Ramesses II as well, and was in fact none other than the HYKSOS CAPITAL,
AVARIS, re ferred to in Manetho’s His tory (Weidenfeld and Nicolson, Lon don. 1985. Pps.
48, 49 & 52).

The six kings in the Sothis list with the name Ramesses were reign ing PRIOR to the in va -
sion of the Hyksos and PRIOR to the Ex o dus of the Is ra el ites. There fore, there is no need to force
Ramesses II into a role in which he does not be long. Since the six pha raohs of the Sothic King List
reigned while the Is ra el ites were still in Egypt, ANYONE OF THEM could have been the builder of 
the “trea sure” city of Ramesses.

Set ting the Stage

In the works of Flavius Josephus (1st-cen tury A.D. Jew ish his to rian) we read the fol low ing:

Simplified map of Avaris and Pi-Ramesse



Now it hap pened that the Egyp tians grew del i cate and lazy, as to pains tak ing; and gave
them selves up to other plea sures, and in par tic u lar to the love of gain. They also be came
very ill af fected to wards the He brews, as touched with envy at their pros per ity; for when
they saw how the na tion of the Is ra el ites flour ished, and were be come em i nent al ready in
plenty of wealth, which they had ac quired by their vir tue and nat u ral love of la bour, they
thought their in crease was to their own det ri ment; and hav ing, in length of time, for got ten
the ben e fits they had re ceived from Jo seph, PARTICULARLY THE CROWN BEING
NOW COME INTO ANOTHER FAMILY, they be came very abu sive to the Is ra el ites, and
con trived many ways of af flict ing them; for they en joined them to cut a great num ber of
chan nels [ca nals] for the river [Nile], and to build walls for their cit ies and ram parts, that
they might re strain the river, and hin der its wa ters from stag nat ing, upon its run ning over its
own banks: they set them also to build pyr a mids, and by all this wore them out; and forced
them to learn all sorts of me chan i cal arts, and to ac cus tom them selves to hard la bour. And
FOUR HUNDRED YEARS did they spend un der these af flic tions.... (An tiq uities of the
Jews, Book II, chap.IX, sec tion 1. Trans lated by Wil liam Whiston).

Within this pas sage from Josephus lie sev eral CLUES that will help us to set the stage in
determining the dy nas ties of the Ex o dus -- the time when the Is ra el ites left Egypt.

The Change of Rulership

Josephus men tions that one of the rea sons the Egyp tians started to mis treat the Is ra el ites
was be cause “THE CROWN [HAD]...NOW COME INTO ANOTHER FAMILY.” Does Egyp tian
his tory re veal a time when the crown of Egypt passed into the hands of a to tally un re lated fam ily?
In deed it does!

In the Le nin grad mu seum lies a pa py rus of the 12th DYNASTY (Pa py rus Le nin grad
1116B), orig i nally com posed dur ing the reign of its FIRST KING AMENEMHET I -- or ear lier if
you take the con tents of the pa py rus at face value. This pa py rus is in the form of a PROPHECY at -
trib uted to the sage Nefer-rehu, who lived at the time of the Fourth Dy nasty King Snefru. 

The sage Nefer-rehu is sum moned to the court of King Snefru in or der to en ter tain the king
with fine speeches. Asked to speak of the fu ture rather than the past, he proph e sies the de struc tion
of the na tion by civil war and its even tual re cov ery at the hand of a great king. He calls the re deemer
of Egypt “AMENY” -- the short form of Amenemhet. This amaz ing pre dic tion read as fol lows --

Then a king will come from the South,                                                                              
AMENY, the justified, by name,                                                                                                  
Son of a woman of Ta-Seti [woman of Nubia], a child of Upper Egypt.                                      
He will take the white crown,                                                                                                         
He will wear the red crown [will become ruler over ALL Egypt];                                               
He will join the Two Mighty Ones,                                                                                                
He will please the Two Lords with what they wish,                                                                   
With field-circler in his fist, oar in his grasp.                                                                         
Rejoice, O people of his time                                                                                                        
The SON OF MAN will make his name for all eternity!...                                                    



Asiatics will fall to his sword,                                                                                               
Libyans will fall to his flame,                                                                                                   
Rebels to his wrath, traitors to his might,                                                                                       
As the serpent on his brow subdues the rebels for him.                                                               
One will build the WALLS-OF-THE-RULER ,                                                                            
To bar Asiatics from entering Egypt....

(An cient Egyp tian Lit er a ture, by Mirian Lichheim. Uni ver sity of Cal i for nia Press, Berke -
ley, CA. 1975. Pp. 139 and 143.)

Here the NON-ROYAL DESCENT of Amenemhet I. is clearly in di cated, for the phrase
“son of man” was a com mon way of des ig nat ing a man of good, though not princely or royal, birth.

According to George Rawlinson:

There is NO INDICATION OF ANY
RELATIONSHIP be tween the kings of the
twelfth and those of the elev enth dy nasty;
and it is a con jec ture not al to gether im prob a -
ble, that the Amen-em-hat who was the
FOUNDER OF THE TWELFTH DYNAS-
TY was de scended from THE FUNC-
TIONARY OF THE SAME NAME, who
un der Mentuhotep II. [of the pre vi ous dy -
nasty] ex e cuted com mis sions of im por tance. 
At any rate, he makes NO PRETENSION
TO ROYAL ORIGIN, and the prob a bil ity
would seem to be that he at tained the throne
NOT THROUGH ANY CLAIM OF
RIGHT, but by his own per sonal mer its.
(His tory of An cient Egypt. Dodd, Mead &
Co., N.Y. 1882. Pps.146-147).

“His own personal merits” probably included conspiracy:

We have to sup pose that at a given mo ment he CONSPIRED AGAINST HIS ROYAL
MASTER [last king of the 11th Dy nasty], and per haps af ter some years of con fu sion
mounted the throne IN HIS PLACE. A re cent dis cov ery lends col our to this hy poth e sis. A
Dyn. XVIII in scrip tion ex tracted from the third py lon at Kar nak names af ter Nebhepetre
and Sankhkare a ‘GOD’S FATHER’ SENWOSRE who from his ti tle can only have been
the NON-ROYAL PARENT of Ammenemes I [Greek form of Amenemhet]. (Egypt of the
Pha raohs, by Sir Alan Gar di ner. Ox ford Uni ver sity Press, Eng land. 1961. P.125).

The in scrip tions on the mon u ments make it clear that his el e va tion to the throne of Egypt
was no peace ful he red i tary suc ces sion, but a STRUGGLE for the crown and scep ter that con tin ued
for some time.

Amenemhet I



The 11th Dy nasty suf fered an abrupt ter mi na tion within fif teen years of the death of
Mentuhotep I; and ev i dence from this time in di cates a di sas trous civil war. Early in the reign of
Mentuhotep’s suc ces sor (Neb-towi-re Mentuhotep III) a pe riod of “ter ror,” per pet u ated by the
king’s house, cre ated civil strife in which op por tun ists named Nehy and Khnumhotep took sides
with the am bi tious Amenemhet in his bid for the throne of Egypt.

A great bat tle took place in an area called Shedyet-sha which in volved for eign mer ce nar ies
as well as Egyp tian troops; and when Amenemhet won out he un der took pu ni tive cam paigns
through out the land. He fought his way to the throne, and was ac cepted as king only be cause he tri -
umphed over his ri vals. Af ter the fight was ended and the towns of Egypt sub dued, the new pha raoh
be gan to ex tend the bor ders of Egypt.

The fact that the 12th Dy nasty was a “mav er ick” dy nasty -- one that did not con form to the
royal blood line of the pha raohs -- was well known in the 18th Dy nasty. Ac cord ing to in for ma tion
pro vided by the fam ily ped i grees in sev eral tombs of the 18th Dy nasty, and by texts en graved or
painted on cer tain ob jects of a se pul chral na ture, the ANCESTOR of the royal fam ily of this dy -
nasty was wor shiped in the per son of the old Pha raoh MENTUHOTEP OF THE 11th DYNASTY,
the 57th king of the great Ta ble of Abydos.

The royal fam ily of the 18th Dy nasty com pletely by passed the rul ers of the 12th Dy nasty in
de ter min ing their ped i gree or royal line -- they con sid ered the dy nasty of Amenemhet I to be an ab -
er ra tion!

According to Henry Brugsch:

The trans mis sion of the PURE BLOOD of Mentuhotep to the king Amosis (Aahmes) of the
EIGHTEENTH DYNASTY was made by the he red i tary prin cess Aahmes-Nofertari (‘the
beau ti ful con sort of Aahmes’), who mar ried the said king, and whose is sue was re garded as
the LEGITIMATE RACE of the Pha raohs of the house of Mentuhotep. ( A His tory of Egypt 
Un der the Pha raohs. Sec ond edi tion. John Murray, Lon don. 1881. P.314).

Damien Mackey writes that “the reign of Amenemes I [Amenemhet I] was, de lib er ately, an
abrupt break with the past. The be gin ning of the 12 Dy nasty marks not only a new dy nasty, but an
en tirely new or der. Amenemes I cel e brated his ac ces sion by adopt ing the Horus name:
Wehem-Meswt (’He who re peats births’), thought to in di cate that he was ‘the first of a new line,’
that he was ‘thereby con sciously iden ti fy ing him self as the inaugurator of a re nais sance, or new era
in his coun try’s his tory’” (The Old King dom from Abra ham to He ze kiah -- A His tor i cal and
Strati graphi cal Re vi sion, p. 9).

Thus, with the as cen sion of Amenemhet I of the 12th Dy nasty, the crown had “NOW
COME INTO ANOTHER FAMILY.”

The 13th Egyptian Dynasty

Af ter Amenemhet I brought sta bil ity and law to Up per and Lower Egypt, he moved his
head quar ters from Thebes to Lower Egypt -- to a place he named Itj-tawy, “Seizer-of-the-



Two-Lands.” Lo cated nearly 20 miles south of the old cap i tal of Mem phis (and close to the Fayum), 
Itj-tawy be came the new power cen ter of the 12th Dy nasty.

This event is men tioned by Sir Alan Gar di ner: “...now he [Amenemhet I] and his son
Senwosre I con tin ued to hon our Thebes with their mon u ments, though wisely adopt ing as their cap -
i tal a site more cen tral be tween the Delta and Up per Egypt....In the eyes of later gen er a tions It-towe
[Itj-tawy] “Seizer of the Two Lands,” to give the new cap i tal its Egyp tian name, be came the typ i cal
royal res i dence, not merely that of Dyn. XII...” (Egypt of the Pha raohs. Ox ford: The Clarenden
Press. 1961. Pps. 126-127).

Be fore he left Thebes, how ever, Amenemhet es tab lished a line of sub-kings or pha raohs,
sub ser vi ent to him, to guard the south ern bor ders of Egypt. This line of kings (ap par ently of the 11th 
Dy nasty blood line) is known to us as the 13th Dy nasty. At this point I rad i cally de part from the
chro nol ogy of mod ern his to ri ans and Egyptologists -- who make the 13th Dy nasty suc ces sive to the 
12th.

The fact that the Egyp tian king-list, in scribed on the walls of the tem ple at Abydos, has a
HUGE GAP be tween Amenemhet IV of the 12th Dy nasty and Ahmose I of the 18th Dy nasty has al -
ways both ered me. The king-list to tally ig nores the 13th, 14th, 15th, 16th and 17th Dy nasties -- as if
they never ex isted. If the 13th Dy nasty was suc ces sive to the 12th and the last dy nasty of the Mid dle 
King dom be fore the hated Hyksos in vaded the land, you would think that it would be men tioned in
the Abydos king-list -- but there is to tal si lence. If, on the other hand, the 13th Dy nasty was
PARALLEL to the 12th -- and a MINOR LINE sub ser vi ent to the pow er ful pha raohs of the 12th --
only the main line of the 12th Dy nasty would be men tioned in the Abydos list, which is what we
find.

Not only that, but the Tab let of Kar nak clearly in di cates that the 12th and 13th Dy nasties
were con tem po rary! No tice what D. Davidson and H. Aldersmith say in The Great Pyr a mid -- Its
Di vine Mes sage:

In the Tab let of Kar nak, as orig i nally placed on the walls of the Tem ple cham ber, the names
of the first three kings of Dy nasty XIII [13] ap pear as Kha-ka-Ra (?); Kha-nefer-Ra
(Sebekhotep); and Kha-seshes-Ra (Neferhotep), and were OPPOSITE the names of THE
FIRST THREE KINGS OF DYNASTY XII [12], Amenemhat I, Senusert I, and
Amenemhat II, on the other side of the cham ber, thus ap par ently im ply ing CONTEM-
PORANEITY.

The next name in the Kar nak List of Dy nasty XIII [13] is that of Sekhem-suaz-taui-Ra
(Sebekhotep). This king ap pears OPPOSITE the po si tion of Senusert III, and is fol lowed by
Sekhem-khu-taui-Ra (Sebekhotep), OPPOSITE the po si tion of Amenemhat III.

The next king of the XIIIth Dy nasty, ac cord ing to the suc ces sion of the Kar nak List, is
Sankh-ab-Ra, iden ti fied as Ameni-Antef-Amenemhat on a ta ble of of fer ings at Cairo. In the 
Tu rin Pa py rus -- but in the re verse or der of the Kar nak List -- a mon u men tally known king
Ra-smenkh-ka, iden ti fied as MER-MESHAU, oc curs be tween Sekhem-khu-taui-Ra and
Sankh-ab-Ra Ameni-Antef-Amenemhat. As the lat ter, in the Kar nak List, was placed



OPPOSITE AMENEMHAT IV, in ac cor dance with the scheme of the List in di cat ing
CONTEMPORANEITY, the po si tion of MER-MESHAU should be CONTEMPORA-
NEOUS with Amenemhat III (Lon don: 1926, p. 318).

Maspero, in his Dawn of Civili sa tion, adds that “the way in which the mon u ments of
Sebekhotep Sekhem-khu-taui and his pa pyri are MINGLED with the mon u ments of Amenemhat
III at Semneh and in the Fayum show that it is dif fi cult to sep a rate him from that mon arch” (page
527, foot note).

Davidson and Aldersmith fur ther con firm the fact that the 12th and 13th Dy nasties were

con tem po rary by stat ing -- 

...The first four years of Sekhem-khu-taui-Ra, whom the [River] Nile lev els were re corded
[at Semneh], should fall within the pe riod dur ing which Amenemhat III was co regent with
Senusert III [Sesostris III]. This was dur ing the last 20 years of Senusert III, and there fore,
dur ing the first 20 years of Amenemhat III. From this, the Nile level re cords of the first four
years of Sekhem-khu-taui-Ra fall in the four years pre ced ing the first Nile re cord of
Amenemhat III in his 5th year, or in the four years be tween the 9th year re cord and the 14th
year re cord of Amenemhat III (p. 319).



When these facts are placed in a ta ble for mat, the con tem po rary na ture of these two dy nas -
ties be comes very ap par ent --

LENGTH
OF REIGN DYNASTY 12 DYNASTY 13

(1) 1754 - 1725 Amenemhat I (1) Kha-ka-Ra

(2) 1725 - 1680 Senusert I (Sesostris I) (2)    
(3)

Kha-nefer-Ra (Sebekhotep I) 
Kha-seshes-Ra (Neferhotep I)

(3) 1680 - 1646 Amenemhat II (3)
Kha-seshes-Ra (Neferhotep I)
(As above)

(4) 1646 - 1627 Senusert II (Sesostris II) (4) Sekhem-suaz-taui-Ra
(Sebekhotep II)

(5) 1627 - 1600 Senusert III (Sesostris III) (5) Sekhem-khu-taui-Ra
(Sebekhotep III)

(5)
(6) 1600 - 1590 Senusert III (As above)

Amenemhat III (5) Sebekhotep IV (Khaneferre)

(6) 1590 - 1545 Amenemhat III (As above) (6) Sebekhotep IV (Khaneferre)
Ra-smenkh-ka mer-meshau

(7) 1545 - 1534 Amenemhat IV (7) Sankh-ab-Ra
Ameni-Antef-Amenemhat

(7) 1534 - 1533 Amenemhat IV (As above) (8) Dudimose (Tutimaos)

The above syn chro nism of the kings of Dy nasties 12 and 13, by con firm ing the or der and se -
quence of Dy nasty 13 kings, and their syn chro nous plac ing op po site Dy nasty 12 kings in the Kar -
nak List of Thutmose III, also es tab lishes that the Kar nak List places its Dy nasty 14 kings
CONTEMPORANEOUS with the kings of Dy nasty 12 and 13.

The Jewish Historian Artapanus

Proof that the 13th Dy nasty was in deed PARALLEL to the 12th is fur nished by the early
Chris tian his to rian Eusebius in his work Evanglicae Preparationis -- “Prep a ra tion for the Gos pel.”
In this work Eusebius re fers to the writ ings of a Jew ish his to rian by the name of Artapanus. This au -
thor ev i dently com piled a his tory of the na tion of Is rael en ti tled Peri Ioudaion -- “Con cern ing the
Jews.” While Artapanus’ orig i nal work has not sur vived, we have a num ber of ex tracts para phrased
by Eusebius, and also a sec ond par tial sum mary in Clem ent’s Stromata. Notes his to rian Da vid M.
Rohl, “...this Jew ish his to rian re searched and com piled the ma te rial for Peri Ioudaion in Egypt dur -



ing the late third cen tury B.C. and prob a bly had ac cess to an cient re cords which were housed in the
great Egyp tian tem ples and per haps in the fa mous li brary at Al ex an dria founded by Ptol emy I”
(Pha raohs and Kings: A Bib li cal Quest. New York: Crown Pub lishers, Inc. 1995. P. 252).

Mo ses’ early life as an Egyp tian prince, and his sub se quent flight to Midian, is re lated in
con sid er able de tail by Artapanus, but is ev i dently dif fi cult to in ter pret due to Artapanus’ writ ing
style -- he freely mixes fan tasy with tra di tional lore. Da vid Rohl sep a rates out the ba sic el e ments of
the story as fol lows:

“1/.  A pha raoh named ‘Palmanothes’ was per se cut ing the Is ra el ites liv ing in Egypt. He built the
city of KESSAN and founded a TEMPLE there. He also es tab lished a tem ple (or shrine) at
Heliopolis.

“2/.  Palmanothes had a daugh ter called ‘Merris.’ She adopted a He brew child who grew up to be -
come PRINCE MOUSOS.

“3/.  Merris mar ried a Pha raoh KHENEPHRES ‘who was king over the re gions BEYOND
MEMPHIS, for at that time there were many kings of Egypt.’

“4/.  Hav ing grown to man hood, Prince Mousos ad min is tered the land on be half of Khenephres and
be came very pop u lar with the peo ple of Egypt. ‘For merly the masses were dis or ga nised and would
at one time ex pel kings, at oth ers ap point them, of ten the same peo ple but some times oth ers.’

“5/.  Prince Mousos led a mil i tary cam paign against the Ethi o pi ans who had in vaded Egypt. He be -
sieged the city of Hermopolis. Ac cord ing to Artapanus, the war lasted ten years.

“6/.  Upon Mousos’ re turn, King Khenephres tried to have the prince killed be cause he was jeal ous
of him, but ‘Mousos fled to Ara bia and lived with Raguel, the ruler of the re gion, whose daughter he 
mar ried.’

“7/.  Raguel or dered the Arabs to plun der Egypt but with held them from a full cam paign be cause
Mousos re strained him for fear of the safety of his own He brew breth ren still liv ing in the Black
Land [Egypt].

“8/.  Khenephres died and Mousos eventually returned to Egypt to face a new pharaoh.

“9/.  The plagues struck Egypt, the last of which was of hail and earth quakes. Mousos then led the
Is ra el ites out of Egypt.

A num ber of the above points, sep a rated out from Artapanus’ work by Da vid Rohl, clearly
show that the 13th Dy nasty was PARALLEL to the 12th. In point num ber 1  the “city of Kessan”
ap pears to be the Egyp tian “Kes” or “Ges” -- which is to be found in the Sep tu a gint ver sion of the
Old Tes ta ment as “Kessan” or “Gesem” -- the same as the name “GOSHEN,” the area where the Is -
ra el ites lived. The “city of Kessan,” there fore, is the “city of Goshen” or AVARIS. Heliopolis, of
course, is the Egyp tian city of On where the sun cult of Egypt had its prin ci pal tem ple.



In point num ber 1  the Greek name “Palmanothes” has not yet been identified as the name
of a par tic u lar pha raoh, but there was a pha raoh of the 12th Dy nasty who built up the city of Avaris
and es tab lished tem ples or shrines at Heliopolis. This pha raoh was SENUSRET III -- also known as 
Sesostris III. Ac cord ing to Pe ter A. Clay ton: “Much of the wealth ac quired in the Nubian cam -
paigns [of Senusret III] was di rected to wards the TEMPLES IN EGYPT and their re newal”
(Chron i cles of the Pha raohs. New York: Thames and Hud son. 1994. P. 86).

Ev i dence of this is found in the ar chae o log i cal re -
cords of Tell ed-Daba (Mound of the Hy ena) -- the site of
an cient Avaris and Ramesses in the Delta of Egypt. In 1937
Zaki Sous of the Egyp tian An tiq uities Ser vice dis cov ered
some gran ite blocks (pre vi ously ex am ined by the ar chae ol -
o gist Naville) that be longed to the gate way of the court of
Amenemhet I in Avaris, and found that these had later been
“re stored” by Senusret III. Fur ther more, in 1955, an other
Egyp tian ex ca va tor, Mohamed Shehata Adam, dis cov ered a 
large tem ple built by Amenemhet I and “ex tended by
Senusret III.” Also, ac cord ing to Don ald Redford, “The
town [Avaris], orig i nally a planned, walled set tle ment, was
ex panded in the 12th Dy nasty...BY SENWOSRET III
through the ad di tion on the north side of a KU-TEMPLE
ded i cated to the founder of the house, sur rounded by large
MUD-BRICK houses of the priests and ad min is tra tors”
(Egypt, Ca naan, and Is rael in An cient Times, 1992:
Prince ton Uni ver sity Press, NJ. P. 114).

There is also ev i dence that Senusret III ei ther re built
or es tab lished a tem ple in Heliopolis.

Now on to point num ber 3 . This point, in con junc -
tion with point num ber 1, es tab lishes the fact that Dy nasties
12 and 13 were PARALLEL. Re gard ing point num ber 3
Da vid Rohl notes that “Artapanus states that Khenephres
ruled Egypt BEYOND Mem phis. This can be in ter preted in
two ways: ei ther he ruled the Delta (north of Mem phis) or
he ruled the Nile Val ley (south of Mem phis). It seems more
likely, given the Hel le nis tic view point (based at Al ex an -
dria), that ‘be yond Mem phis re fers to UPPER EGYPT (i.e.

up-stream from Mem phis) and that Khenephres had his cap i tal some where in the Nile Val ley
[Thebes]. His fa ther-in-law, Palmanothes [Senusret III], would then have been a ruler based in the
Delta [or close to]” (Pha raohs and Kings, p. 253).

The ref er ence to “many kings of Egypt” at this time sug gests here that we are deal ing with
the lat ter part of the 12th Dy nasty. In Manetho’s ac count of the 12th Dy nasty he in cludes a
dodecarchy or “RULE OF TWELVE” dur ing or fol low ing the reign of Amenemhet III. Also, run -
ning PARALLEL with the 12th Dy nasty, was the 14th Dy nasty -- founded circa 1709 B.C. at Xois
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in the west ern Delta and con tin u ing on to 1225 B.C. Thus there were “many kings of Egypt” dur ing
the lat ter part of the 12th Dy nasty.

The Dynasty at Xois

Ac cord ing to Manetho “XOIS (Qedem, near Qafr el-Sheikh), the prin ci pal town in the Sixth 
Nome, was also the cap i tal of the Four teenth Dy nasty, WHICH WAS CONCURRENT BOTH
WITH THE THIRTEENTH DYNASTY AND WITH THE HYKSOS DYNASTY that was to be
es tab lished at Avaris” (A His tory of An cient Egypt, by Nich o las Grimal. Blackwett Pub lishers,
Cam bridge, MA. 1994. P. 184).

Also, in a book of the same name, au thor George Rawlinson writes that “it would seem that,
long be fore the fee ble and mul ti tu di nous princes of the 13th Dy nasty had ceased to reign in Thebes,
the West ern Delta had be come in de pend ent un der A LINE OF PRINCES WHO HELD THEIR
COURT AT XOIS...” Con tinuing, he states that “at Xois we are told that there were 76 kings in 184
years, which would im ply a state of con tin u ous dis tur bance in that lo cal ity. To ward the East two
Shep herd [Hyksos] dy nas ties bore rule, Manetho’s 15th and 16th, ei ther con tem po ra ne ously in two
ad ja cent king doms, or con sec u tively over the whole East ern Delta” (New York: 1882. Vol. II).

Dy nasties 13 and 14 were, in fact, con tem po ra ne ous. The lat ter part of Dy nasty 13 even
meshed with the be gin ning of Hyksos Dy nasty 15.

Who Was Khenephres?

Now let’s con cen trate on KHENEPHRES -- who was this pha raoh men tioned by Arta-
panus?

Fur ther iden ti fi ca tion of this pha raoh is made pos si ble by find ing the Egyp tian equiv a lent to 
this Greek vo cal iza tion:

Let us be gin the ex er cise by ex tract ing el e ments of an cient Egyp tian names/words from
Manetho’s king-list which was also vo cal ised in Greek. Manetho gives the name of the third 
ruler of the 5th Dy nasty as “Nepherkheres” and the mon u ments [of Egypt] iden tify him as
Neferirkare. We can im me di ately see the three el e ments of the name (1) Nepher = Nefer[ir]; 
(2) khe = ka; and (3) res = re. There are lit er ally doz ens of ex am ples of the end ing “res” for
“re” and a num ber of “nepher’s” for Egyp tian “nefer.” The el e ment “khe” also rep re sents
“kau” (the plu ral of “ka” as in Menkheres = Menkaure = Mykerinus and also, as a num ber of 
schol ars have sug gested, “kha” (Pha raoh’s and Kings, p. 255).

Armed with this in for ma tion we can now dis sect the name “KHENEPHRES.” Let’s di vide
the el e ments as fol lows: Kheneph[er]-res; and then sub sti tute the Egyp tian coun ter parts --
Khanefer-re. It is now ob vi ous to see that the Greek name “Khenephres” rep re sents the Egyp tian
royal name “Khaneferre” mean ing “the per fec tion of Re shines in the ho ri zon.”

Is there a pha raoh in any of the dy nas ties of the time un der con sid er ation that bears the name 
“Khaneferre”? In deed there is -- in fact only ONE pha raoh in the ENTIRE HISTORY OF EGYPT



is known to have used this name! And he was a pha raoh of the 13th Dy nasty! Re veals Da vid Rohl:
“Fol low ing the death of Neferhotep I and his short-reigned son, Sihathor, a youn ger brother of the
for mer took the throne as the twenty-third ruler of the 13th Dy nasty. At birth he was given the
name Sobekhotep (”Sobek is con tent”) but he took at his cor o na tion the prenomen
“KHANEFERRE” (ibid., p. 255).

So the early life of Mo ses COINCIDED with the com ing to the throne of the 13th Dy nasty
of a pha raoh named Khaneferre Sobekhotep IV who was the SON-IN-LAW of Senusret III of the
12th Dy nasty! In Khaneferre’s mar riage to the daugh ter of the great Senusret III (Palmanothes) we
prob a bly see a clever po lit i cal move which brought the mi nor Theban king dom of the 13th Dy nasty
back un der the con trol of the MAIN 12th Dy nasty line.

The Ethiopian War

Moving to point num ber 5 we read about a mil i tary cam paign against the Ethi o pi ans to the
south who had in vaded Egypt. Mo ses led this cam paign and be sieged the city of Hermopolis -- the
war last ing (ac cord ing to Artapanus) ten years. We also read about this cam paign in the works of the 
Jew ish his to rian Josephus, who goes into greater de tail -- and in the rab binic writ ings. No tice
Josephus’ ac count:

The Ethi o pi ans, who are next neigh bours to the Egyp tians, made an in road into their coun -
try, which they seized upon, and car ried off the ef fects of the Egyp tians, who, in their rage,
fought against them, and re venged the af fronts they had re ceived from them; but, be ing
over come in bat tle, some of them were slain, and the rest ran away in a shame ful man ner,
and by that means saved them selves; where upon the Ethi o pi ans fol lowed af ter them in the
pur suit; and think ing that it would be a mark of cow ard ice if they did not sub due all of
Egypt, they went on to sub due the rest with greater ve he mence; and when they had tasted
the sweets of the coun try, they never left off the pros e cu tion of the war; and as the near est
parts had not cour age enough at first to fight with them, they pro ceeded as far as Mem phis,
and the sea it self; while not one of the cit ies was able to op pose them. The Egyp tians, un der
this sad op pres sion, be took them selves to their or a cles and proph e cies: and when God had
given them this coun sel, to make use of Mo ses the He brew and take his as sis tance, the king
com manded his daugh ter to pro duce him, that he might be the gen eral of their army.

Continues Josephus --

...he [Mo ses] came upon the Ethi o pi ans be fore they ex pected him; and, join ing bat tle with
them, he beat them, and de prived them of the hopes they had of suc cess against the Egyp -
tians, and went on in over throw ing their cit ies, and in deed made a great slaugh ter of these
Ethi o pi ans. Now when the Egyp tian army had once tasted of this pros per ous suc cess, by the
means of Mo ses, they did not slacken their dil i gence, in so much that the Ethi o pi ans were in
dan ger of be ing re duced to slav ery, and all sorts of de struc tion; and at length they re tired to
Saba...(An tiq uities of the Jews, Book II, Chap ter X, Sec tion 1 & 2).

At this point in his ac count Da vid Kohl goes astray and makes a ri dic u lous state ment:
“Artapanus’ lo ca tion of the con flict in Mid dle Egypt (around Hermopolis) seems to be er ro ne ously



sim ple be cause, as far as we know, the Ethi o pi ans in vaded Egypt for the first time in the eighth cen -
tury B.C.” Ev i dently, Rohl does n’t know the his tory of the 12th Dy nasty! No tice what fa mous
Egyptologist George Rawlinson says: “In stead of fol low ing in his pre de ces sor’s [Senusret III’s]
foot steps, and di rect ing the forces of Egypt to the oc cu pa tion of new ter ri tory, he [Amenemhet III],
AFTER ONE WAR WITH THE NEGROES, WHICH WAS PERHAPS PROVOKED BY AN
INCURSION, threw the whole en ergy of him self and
peo ple into the ac com plish ment of an en ter prise...tend -
ing to in crease greatly the pros per ity of a nu mer ous peo -
ple” (His tory of An cient Egypt. New York: Dodd, Mead
& com pany 1882. P. 165).

James Baikie, in A His tory of Egypt, also makes
men tion of this in ci dent dur ing the reign of Amenemhet
III --

The long reign of Amenemhet III, who suc -
ceeded Senusret af ter his brief co-re gency, is not
marked by any great feats of war. There are in -
deed RELICS OF HIS AS FAR SOUTH AS
KERMA, where they were found by Dr. G. A.
Reissner. One of these is a stele which re cords
the com ple tion of a build ing in the con struc tion
of which 35,300 bricks were laid. If these things
are in their orig i nal po si tion, THEN THERE
MUST HAVE BEEN A VERY CONSID-
ERABLE ADVANCE OF EGYPT INTO THE
SUDAN, as Kerma marks the fur thest limit of the 
prov ince over which Hepzefi was gov er nor un -
der Senusret I, AND SUCH AN ADVANCE
COULD SCARCELY HAVE TAKEN PLACE
WITHOUT WAR; but we have no fur ther re cord
[apart from Josephus and Eusebius] of any cam -
paign (Lon don: A.& C. Black, Ltd. 1929. Vol. 1,
p. 332).

Now such a war would be within the time-frame of an adult Mo ses, who had not yet reached
the age of 40 -- the age when he fled to Midian!

The fact that a war with Ethi o pia erupted dur ing the reign of Amenemhet III is not at all sur -
pris ing! The pre vi ous pha raoh, Usurtasen III (Senusret III) was known and re vered as the con queror 
of Ethi o pia! Writes Pe ter Clay ton: “With the in ter nal sta bil ity of the coun try as sured, Senusret III
was able to con cen trate on for eign pol icy. He ini ti ated a se ries of DEVASTATING CAMPAIGNS
IN NUBIA [ETHIOPIA] quite early in his reign, aimed at se cur ing Egypt’s south ern bor ders
against in cur sions from her BELLICOSE NEIGHBOURS and at safe guard ing ac cess to trade
routes and to the min eral re sources of Nubia...Senusret was forced to bring the Nu bians into line on
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sev eral oc ca sions, in years 12 and 15 of his reign, and he was clearly proud of his mil i tary prow ess
in sub du ing the re cal ci trant tribes” (Chron i cles of the Pha raohs, p. 85).

The Ethi o pi ans, smart ing un der the vic to ries of Senusret III, were just look ing for an op por -
tu nity to even the score and, ev i dently, found a weak ness in the south ern de fenses of Egypt dur ing
the time of Amenemhet III. There are re cords of in sur rec tions tak ing place dur ing the time of the
13th Dy nasty at Thebes -- maybe the Ethi o pi ans took ad van tage of such a break down.

The 13th Dy nasty was PARALLEL to the 12th, and con tin ued on in Thebes long af ter the
12th Dy nasty to the north suc cumbed to the on slaughts of YEHOVAH God and the Hyksos.

With this re align ment of the 13th Dy nasty in re la tion to the 12th, the Egyp tian king-list at
Abydos and the Tab let at Kar nak are brought into har mony with the state ments of Artapanus as re -
corded by Eusebius.

Moses “the General”

In the sec tion “The 13th Egyp tian Dy nasty” we learnt that a 13th Dy nasty king by the name
of MER-MESHAU was rul ing at the same time as Amenemhet III of the 12th Dy nasty. Who was
this Mer-Meshau, and what was his role in Egyp tian his tory? Both Egyptologists Gar di ner in Egypt
of the Pha raohs (page 440) and Weigall in His tory of the Pha raohs (pages 136, 151-152) state that 
the Egyp tian word for “the Gen eral” was Mer-Meshau or Mermeshoi. No where else in the an nals of 
Egypt does this ti tle ap pear again as the per sonal name for a ruler of Egypt. Two large and ex qui -
sitely made gran ite stat ues of Mer-Meshau -- the Gen eral -- have been found in the Delta re gion of
Egypt at Tanis. That this gen eral was none other than Mo ses will be dem on strated by a com par i son
with con tem po rary his tory.

Notes Herman L. Hoeh --

When Mo ses was made Gen eral or Com mander of the Troops, he au to mat i cally in her ited
royal au thor ity, as did Jo seph be fore him. Only KINGS could have the su preme com mand
of the army. That ex plains his ap pear ance in this list....About 40 years af ter the reign of the
Gen eral, Egypt col lapsed. With the reign of the 25th [? -- should be 36th] king of the dy -
nasty, nearly all con tem po rary ev i dence cease. For eigners [Hyksos] in vade the coun try.
This pe riod is sum ma rized by Sir Alan Gar di ner by the dis mal words: “...dark ness de scends
upon the his tor i cal scene, leav ing dis cern ible in the twi light lit tle be yond royal names...”
(page 155 of “Egypt of the Pha raohs”). -- Com pen dium of World His tory, Vol. 1).

One might be sur prised at the im pli ca tion here that Mo ses was him self a great pha raoh, but
Jew ish tra di tion calls him a “king.” That some one like Mo ses could re al is ti cally have be come a
prince of Egypt is af firmed by ar chae ol o gist J. Hoffmeier. The Egyp tian court, he says, did rear and
ed u cate for eign-born princes, who then bore the ti tle “child of the nurs ery.” Hoffmeier be lieves that 
Mo ses was one of these priv i leged for eign ers -- some of whom went on to serve as high of fi cials in
their adopted land (Is rael in Egypt, as re ferred to in TIME’s “Who was Mo ses?” De cem ber 14,
1998).



As we read in the last sec tion, Mo ses’ gen er al ship was care fully re corded by Josephus in an
en tire chap ter of his work An tiq uities of the Jews. The fi nal vic tory was gained at the city of Saba
(later Meroe), where the daugh ter of the Ethi o pi ans -- Tharbis -- turned over the city as the price of
her mar riage to Mo ses.

Mo ses, it should be re mem bered, was HEIR to a throne in Egypt. The rul ing Pha raoh had a
daugh ter (Merris) -- but no grand chil dren. Josephus ex plains Mo ses’ pe cu liar po si tion at the end of
chap ter ix of Book II: “If Mo ses had been slain (af ter his adop tion), there was no one, ei ther akin or
adopted, that had any or a cle on his side for pre tend ing to the crown of Egypt.”

“Now the Egyp tians,” con tin ues Josephus in the next chap ter, “af ter they had been pre -
served by Mo ses...told the king he ought to be slain. The king...also...was ready to un der take to kill
Mo ses, but when he (Mo ses) had learned be fore hand what plots there were against him, he...took
his flight through the deserts, and where his en e mies could not sus pect he would travel.”

So here we have all the needed clues -- a dy nasty in which a leader called “the Gen eral” (a ti -
tle no other pha raoh ap pears to have taken) is prom i nent, and one that was par al lel to the pow er ful
12th Dy nasty which we have seen was the dy nasty in which the Is ra el ites suf fered at the hands of
cruel task-mas ters. And not only that, but the time that “the Gen eral” was prom i nent in the Delta re -
gion was at ex actly the same time that Amenemhet III made his in cur sion into Ethi o pia. The Egyp -
tian re cords at Kar nak show this to be true. Also, the dy nasty that “the Gen eral” was a part of
col lapsed 40 years af ter his time when the Hyksos en tered the land.

“The General” could have been none other than Moses!

What About Tutimaos?

While the Egyp tian king-list on the walls of the tem ple at Abydos clearly shows that the
12th Dy nasty of the Mid dle King dom came to an abrupt end with the in va sion of the Hyksos, what
about the pas sage in Josephus’ Against Apion that claims the plagues and in va sion of Egypt oc -
curred dur ing the time of pha raoh named TUTIMAOS?

Who was Tutimaos?

Let’s read this passage -- which is a quotation from Manetho by Josephus:

TUTIMAOS. In his reign, for what cause I know not, a blast of God smote us; and un ex pect -
edly, from the re gions of the East, in vad ers of an ob scure race marched in con fi dence of vic -
tory against our land. By main force they eas ily seized it WITHOUT STRIKING A BLOW;
and hav ing over pow ered the rul ers [no tice -- PLURAL] of the land, they then burned our
cit ies ruth lessly, razed to the ground the tem ples of the gods, and treated all the na tives with
a cruel hos til ity, mas sa cring some and lead ing into slav ery the wives and chil dren of oth ers.
Finally, they ap pointed as king one of their num ber whose name was SALITIS. He had his
seat in Mem phis, levy ing trib ute from UPPER EGYPT, and al ways leav ing gar ri sons be -
hind in the most ad van ta geous po si tions....In the Saite [Sethroite] nome he found a city very
fa vour ably sit u ated on the east of the Bubastite branch of the Nile, and called AUARIS af ter



an an cient re li gious tra di tion. This place he re built and for ti fied with mas sive walls, plant -
ing there a gar ri son of as many as two hun dred and forty thou sand heavily-armed men to
guard his fron tier (Book I, Sec tion 14).

In A His tory of An cient Egypt by Nicolas Grimal we read that “the Thir teenth Dy nasty had
by then reached its thirty-third or thirty-fourth king, Dedumesiu I. If this king is to be identified
with Manetho’s TUTIMAIUS, then it would have been dur ing his reign that the Hyksos be came
rul ers of Egypt. This iden ti fi ca tion would ap pear to be con firmed by the fact that DEDUMESIU is
the LAST KNOWN KING OF THE THIRTEENTH DYNASTY IN THE INSCRIPTIONS ON
THEBAN MONUMENTS at Thebes, Deir el-Bahri and Gebelein. The Thir teenth Dy nasty was by
no means to tally ex tin guished at this point, but hence forth it was to weld only lo cal power and even -
tu ally...it dis ap peared al to gether from the writ ten re cords” (Blackwell Pub lishers, Cam bridge, MA
1994. P. 185).

If we look at col umn VII of the frag men tary Royal Canon of Tu rin, we find a list of 13th
Dy nasty rul ers with num ber 36 in the list named [DUDI]MOSE. The first part of the name -- Dudi -- 
is the ex act Egyp tian equiv a lent of “Tuti” in Tutimaos. The end ing “mose” is the Egyp tian equiv a -
lent of “maos” or “maeus.”

Notice what Donald Redford says --

Now at viii, 27, and ix, 9 of the Tu rin Canon, oc curs a name, partly dam aged, that prob a bly
is to be read Dd[ms]{f’}. Scholars have long con sid ered most prob a ble an iden ti fi ca tion of
this king with dd-htp-r (var. Dd-nfr-r’) Ddwms, a king who is men tioned in sev eral con tem -
po rary texts from the Thebaid, and have con strued both forms as the HISTORICAL BASIS
OF THE TUTIMAIOS OF MANETHO, un der whom the Hyksos in va sion is sup posed to
have taken place. Un for tu nately the con tem po rary in scrip tions say noth ing about the in va -
sion [not sur pris ing -- the Egyp tians rarely re corded events that went against them], al -
though one might in fer from them that DED-MOSES’S ACTIVITIES WERE CONFINED
TO UPPER EGYPT and that THE NORTH WAS OUTSIDE HIS JURISDICTION. But in -
scrip tions, all from the south, from about this time do con vey a some what bel li cose air,
which would be con so nant with the sud den erup tion of war like ac tiv i ties within Egypt.
Com mon ep i thets in clude “a mighty king be loved of his army...over throw ing the {re frac -
tory} who had re belled against him, who di rects slaugh ter against them that had at tacked
[him];...who re pels all for eign lands and res cues his city...who over throws them, that had
tres passed...who acts with his mighty arm,” and so forth. Two of the stelae men tion ing
DEDMOSE come from mil i tary men, for tress com man dants who worked for him (Egypt,
Ca naan, and Is rael in An cient Times, p. 104).

Redford con cludes that “these oblique ref er ences to strife are, in fact, to be un der stood as in -
di cat ing HOSTILITIES that broke out pur su ant to an INCURSION of ‘for eign lands,’ and that the
lat ter were the Hyksos is vir tu ally PROVED by Kamose’s ubiq ui tous al lu sions to them...later. They 
are ‘Asiatics’ who have ‘de stroyed the land’; they hail from ‘the land of the Asi atic,’ their leader is a 
‘Syr ian chief’; they have ‘over run Egypt’” (ibid., pp. 104-105).



Evidently this Dudimose was well remembered by later generations and stood out in their 
minds for some reason:

The name of the last [not true -- there were some mi nor lo cal rul ers fol low ing him] of these
rul ers of the Thir teenth Dy nasty was DEEPLY SEARED into the minds of the Egyp tians of
later gen er a tions. Ap par ently he was a king known in the na tive tongue as DUDUMOSE,
and we have ob jects of two dif fer ent rul ers [maybe it was just one -- the pha raohs had many
names, i.e. birth name and throne name] who bore that name from whom to chose. Of these
two kings it was prob a bly the first who had the doubt ful honor of be ing ruler of Egypt, or OF 
AN IMPORTANT PART OF THE LAND [UPPER EGYPT], at the time of the [Hyksos]
in va sion....Of the first, DJED-NEFER-RE DUDUMOSE, mon u ments have been un earthed
in the elev enth dy nasty tem ple at Deir el Bahri, and at Gebelein...(The Mid dle King dom in
Thebes, pp. 94-95).

It seems ob vi ous that the rea son this pha raoh was well re mem bered by later gen er a tions was 
be cause he was one of the pha raohs in power at the time of the plagues and the Hyksos in va sion -- a
time of un par al leled de struc tion and chaos that was in del i bly etched into the Egyp tian con scious -
ness.

The fore go ing clearly shows that the Tutimaos of Manetho’s ac count in Josephus’ Against
Apion was the Dudimose of the 13th Dy nasty. But if the 13th Dy nasty suc ceeded the 12th -- as most 
mod ern schol ars con tend -- then the Egyp tian king-list at Abydos, or the Karmak tab let, does not
agree with this align ment. Mod ern schol ars get around this ob sta cle by in sin u at ing that the Egyp -
tians did n’t re ally un der stand their own chro nol ogy and his tory -- and there fore must be dis missed
when build ing the chro nol ogy of an cient Egypt! Such is the ar ro gance of mod ern schol ar ship!

Velikovsky and King Thom

Late in the 19th cen tury an un im pos ing shrine of Ptol e maic times was un cov ered at el-Arish
to the east of Egypt. Though badly dam aged, the shrine had some 74 lines still in tact. Known as the
el-Arish in scrip tion, the text has been trans lated sev eral times -- the first into Eng lish by F. L. Grif -
fith in 1890; and the sec ond into French by Geor ges Goyon in 1936.

The shrine it self was hol lowed out from a sin gle block of stone stand ing some four and a
half feet high. It was orig i nally fit ted with doors and prob a bly con tained some sort of statue. The in -
scrip tion or text is on the out side -- on the back and both sides. The sec tion on the right-hand side
(fac ing the front of the shrine) is al most en tirely de stroyed, but the other two sec tions are well-pre -
served, ex cept at the very be gin ning and end of each line.

Im man uel Velikovsky, in two of his books en ti tled Worlds in Col li sion and Ages in Chaos,
re fers to the el-Arish in scrip tion and makes a num ber of claims re gard ing its trans la tion. This
strange text, writes Velikovsky,

has been re garded as rather myth o log i cal, though kings res i dences, and geo graph ical places
are named and an in va sion of for eign ers de scribed. The names of de i ties ap pear ing in the
text are royal cog no mens….In this in scrip tion the name of KING THOM is writ ten in a



royal cartouche, a fact that points to the his tor i cal back ground of the text (Ages in Chaos,
pp. 39-40).

Velikovsky claims that this “King Thom” was the pha raoh of the Ex o dus -- the one who was 
drowned in the Red Sea as he pur sued the flee ing Is ra el ites. His state ment that “kings…are named”
in the in scrip tion is to tally mis lead ing. The Egyp tians pic tured their gods as be ing ruled by kings,
just as they them selves were. In pri me val times, they be lieved, Egypt had been ruled by gods -- liv -
ing on earth among men. These facts are well known.

Notes Sean Mewhinney --

It is in con sis tent for Velikovsky to take gods here to be his tor i cal per son ages, when or di -
narily he takes them to be plan ets. Osiris, for ex am ple, is sup posed to rep re sent Sat urn,
while Isis, Horus, and Amon are names for Ju pi ter, ac cord ing to Velikovsky (El-Arish Re -
visited, 1986. P. 8).

So, then, who are the de i ties men tioned in the in scrip tion? We have Shu, the son of Ra or
Atum, Tefnut, and Geb, son of Shu. In the theo log i cal sys tem based in Heliopolis, Atum or Ra was
the pri me val cre ator. His chil dren, Shu and Tefnut, were the first cou ple. From their un ion sprang
Geb and Nut -- or earth and sky (who in turn pro duced Osiris, Isis, Set, Nephthys and Horus). 
Atum-Ra, Shu and Geb suc ceed one an other as rul ers of cre ation. This same or der of suc ces sion is
fol lowed in the el-Arish in scrip tion.

With this in mind, ex actly WHERE does Velikovsky’s “King Thom” fit in? In Worlds in
Col li sion (p. 88) he was “Taoui-Thom”; in Ages in Chaos, “Thom” or “Thoum.” The prob lem is --
none of these spell ings ap pears in ei ther trans la tion! Grif fith’s “Tum” is Goyon’s “Toum” -- pro -
nounced the same. The in ser tion of an “h” ac cen tu ates its sim i lar ity to the “Pithom” of the Book of
Ex o dus. And Taoui? “In Ages in Chaos,” as serts Velikovsky, “ev i dence will be pre sented to iden -
tify the pha raoh of the Ex o dus as Taoui Thom, the last king of the Mid dle King dom. He is Tau
Timaeus (Tutimaeus) of Manetho…The name of his queen is given in the naos of el-Arish as
Tephnut” (Worlds in Col li sion, p. 82, note 3).

The fact is, how ever, “Taoui” is NOT a part of this name at all! “Hy-taoui” is the name of the 
ROYAL PALACE of the XIIth Dy nasty, south of Mem phis, as Goyon ex plains in a note. Ap par -
ently Velikovsky joined these two un re lated el e ments with a hy phen and cre ated an other form,
“Tau Timaeus,” in ter me di ate be tween this com bi na tion and Manetho’s “Tutimaeus.” It seems ob -
vi ous that Velikovsky must have had an other look at the el-Arish text be fore re leas ing Ages in
Chaos, be cause in that book we find only the forms “Thom” and “Thoum.”

Notes Sean Mewhinney --

But TUM is merely a vari ant form of Atum: Tum, Atum, and Ra are used in ter change ably in 
the text. At the very be gin ning of his trans la tion, Goyon notes that “in the con tin u a tion of
the nar ra tive, the first king of the uni verse is some times Ra, some times Toum.” Cartouche
or no cartouche, none of these names is any more his tor i cal than the oth ers (El-Arish Re -
visited, p. 8).



While it is true the Tum of the el-Arish text is the same name found in the in scrip tion that
helped Edouard Naville to sup pos edly iden tify the Bib li cal Pithom with Tell el Maskhuta, it is only
THE NAME OF A GOD -- not a man.

Un for tu nately, Velikovsky’s in ter pre ta tions of the el-Arish in scrip tion are bla tantly wrong
in so many par tic u lars. We find names al tered and com bined, words mis trans lated, char ac ters con -
fused with one an other or split into two, and events set in the wrong time-frame and place. “To per -
mit Velikovsky to make the as so ci a tions he does,” writes Mewhinney, “one would have to take a
sledge ham mer to the shrine, smash it to bits, and re as sem ble the pieces in a dif fer ent or der” (ibid.,
1986, p. 14).

All the per son ages named in the el-Arish text -- in clud ing Tum or Thom -- are gods and god -
desses. The whole in scrip tion has ab so lutely noth ing to do with his tor i cal events at all, but is about
the myth o log i cal god-kings of Egypt. A study of Grif fith’s Eng lish, or Goyon’s French, trans la tion
of the text makes this self-ev i dent.

Courville and Koncharis

Don o van Courville, in his book The Ex o dus Prob lem and Its Ram i fi ca tions, lays down cri -
te ria which he feels must be met in plac ing the Ex o dus in its cor rect time-frame. Among the main
ones he lists the fol low ing --

1/.  An unconcealable crisis in Egypt -- both economically and politically.

2/.  This should be fol lowed by sev eral cen tu ries of de creased po lit i cal power be cause of the se ver -
ity of the ca tas tro phe as so ci ated with the Ex o dus.

3/.  The Ex o dus should fol low -- by a cen tury or less -- the ap pear ance of a king named Ramesses.

4/.  This king should be a builder us ing BRICK -- es pe cially in the Delta re gion where the Is ra el ites
mainly lived.

5/.  The Exodus should be preceded by a record of an extended famine in Egypt.

Cri te ria #1, ac cord ing to Courville, is eas ily met by the con di tions de scribed in the Ipuwer
Pa py rus. This I would agree with, and Velikovsky cov ers it well in his Ages in Chaos.

Cri te ria #2 was met by the Hyksos pe riod when, in the words of Queen Hatshepsut of the
18th Dy nasty, “men who knew not Re” ruled the land.

Cri te ria #3 was met by the in for ma tion we stud ied in the first part of this ar ti cle. Since one
of the cit ies the Is ra el ites were pressed into build ing was called Raamses (Ex o dus 1:11), it is rea son -
able to as sume that the pha raoh who or dered it built bore the same name. The best-known pha raohs
with that name come from the 19th Dy nasty or later -- but noth ing re corded dur ing these dy nas ties
vaguely ap proaches the cat a strophic events found in the Bi ble ac count of the time lead ing up to the
Ex o dus. So, as we showed ear lier, it is nec es sary to look else where for a pha raoh named Ramesses.



Scanning the names of pha raohs from ear lier times pro duces no ob vi ous can di date. How -
ever, it should be noted that for a large part of Egypt’s his tory each king had FIVE NAMES -- but
most writ ings and chro nol o gies tend to list only one or two of these names.

Courville points out -- as we al ready have -- that the Sothis King List names six kings who
bore names re lated to Ramesses. Most Egyptologists and his to ri ans con sider these to be a du pli ca -
tion of the kings of the 20th Dy nasty but, as we have al ready seen, com par i son of the lengths of
reign clearly show that these kings DO NOT fit any where in the 19th or 20th Dy nasties.

So, the iden ti ties of the Ramesside kings in the Sothis list must be looked for else where. As
we al ready noted, the six Ramesside kings of the Sothis King List are fol lowed by kings rec og nized
as be ing early Hyksos rul ers who, in turn, are fol lowed by the kings of the 18th Dy nasty. Then, as
Courville ag gres sively points out, KONCHARIS falls be tween the Ramessides and the Hyksos
kings. Courville then goes on to the o rize:

A se ries of kings who bore the name Rameses ruled, any one of which might be the builder
of the trea sure city, Raamses. They were fol lowed by a king named KONCHARIS. Fol low -
ing his reign was a time of de cline in po lit i cal power, un der Hyksos rule, un til the emer -
gence of the XVIIIth Dy nasty (The Ex o dus Prob lem and Its Ram i fi ca tions).

Courville now takes a leap in logic, which is un der stand able if it were not for the fact that he
con tra dicts his own con clu sion! He says: “This ex actly fol lows the Bi ble nar ra tive and points to
Koncharis as the Pha raoh of the Ex o dus. The end of the Ramesside names sug gests the end of a dy -
nasty, plac ing Koncharis, first of a new dy nasty, as a king who ‘knew not Jo seph.’ Fol low ing him is
the di sas ter of Hyksos rule” (ibid.).

Ac cord ing to Courville the name Koncharis, re vers ing the rules by which Egyp tian names
are trans lit er ated into Greek, be comes Ka-ankh-ra -- a name that ap pears among the names of the
13th Dy nasty kings on the Ta ble of Kar nak: “The name Koncharis is a Greek trans lit er a tion of an
Egyp tian name. Re versing the rules by which Egyp tian names are trans lit er ated into Greek, we are
led from the Greek name to the orig i nal Egyp tian name Ka-ankh-ra. This name ap pears among the
names of the XIII [13th] Dy nasty kings on the Ta ble of Kar nak. Brugsch lo cated this name, and by
com par i son of the briefer Kar nak list with the more com plete Tu rin list, he con cluded that
Ka-ankh-ra was to be iden ti fied as Sobekhotep IV of the Tu rin list” (ibid., Vol. 1, p. 127).

The prob lem with this, how ever, is that Courville, on page 166 of the same vol ume, states
that “the Sothis King List DOES NOT INCLUDE the names of any kings of Dy nasties II, III, VI to
XI, AND XIII [13], as well as kings within other dy nas ties whose pe riod of rule was en com passed
by that of other kings”! This is right af ter he iden ti fied Koncharis of the Sothis King List as be ing
the same as Sobekhotep IV of the 13th Dy nasty!

Fur ther, we noted ear lier that Courville “ar gues that it [the Sothis King List] is com plete in
that it lists ONLY the kings who were the MAJOR POWER at any given time -- and OMITS other
kings whose reigns co in cide with these ma jor kings.” Herman Hoeh, in his Com pen dium of World
His tory, agrees with this. There fore, equat ing Koncharis with the pha raoh of the Ex o dus is very ten -
u ous, to say the lest! Since two of the three pha raohs of the Ex o dus were mi nor kings who reigned



for rel a tively short pe ri ods of time prior to the Hyksos in va sion, the chances are that the pha raohs of 
the 13th and 14th Dy nasties were over looked when the Sothis King List was com piled by
Syncellus.

In fact, D. Davidson and H. Aldersmith state that Koncharis was none other than Sesostris
III of the 12th Dy nasty! No tice --

Breasted (in his “His tory of Egypt,” p. 189) spe cif i cally iden ti fies Senusert III as the orig i -
nal Sesostris of Egyp tian leg end. He, in fact, names him Sesostris III in pref er ence to
Senusert III. Thus, Senusert III is var i ously styled in the Lists, Sesostris, Sesosis, Sesorthis,
Tosorthos, and from his Suten Bat name, Kau-Kha-Ra, is named Kankharis or
CONCHARIS in the Lists (The Great Pyr a mid -- Its Di vine Mes sage. Lon don:1926. “An -
no ta tions (D) To Ta ble XV).

The Enigma of King Hor

North of Amenemhet III’s pyr a mid at Dahshur -- in the court yard be tween the in ner and
outer per im e ter walls -- a row of ten shaft tombs was dis cov ered by Jacques de Mor gan and Geor ges 
Legrain in the lat ter part of the 19th cen tury. They learned that these shaft tombs be longed to mem -
bers of Amenemhet III’s royal fam ily. In the sec ond tomb from the east, one of the pha raoh’s
daugh ters -- Prin cess Nubheteptikhered -- was bur ied.

Strangely, how ever, one of these tombs, the
first one from the east, con tained the body of a lit -
tle-known 13th Dy nasty king by the name of Hor
Awibre. Along with the body an ex tremely
well-carved and well-pre served ka statue of Hor
was found -- as well as many more fu ner ary ob -
jects in clud ing an in scribed rect an gu lar wooden
cof fin, al a bas ter and pot tery ves sels, an of fer ing
ta ble, two stelae and a canopic chest .

Most Egyptologists to day take the view that
King Hor usurped this tomb in Amenemhet III’s
com plex be cause they be lieve the 13th Dy nasty
was suc ces sive to the 12th. No tice what Miroslav
Verner says in Pyr a mids --

How ever, an other rather enig matic and still not
en tirely ex plained ob ject was found in the tomb:...a wooden canopic chest was found that
bore on its seal the throne name Nimaatre. But this was Amenemhet III’s name! Some
Egyptologists used to as sume that Hor ruled jointly with Amenemhet III. To day the pre vail -
ing view is that the name Nimaatre re fers to Khendjer, one of Hor’s suc ces sors who later
took the name Userkare...(Grove Press, New York: 1998. P. 426).

Amenemhet III’s pyramid complex at Dahshur



The enigma, how ever, is eas ily solved when it is un der stood that the 12th and 13th Dy -
nasties were par al lel in stead of suc ces sive! It is easy to un der stand that King Hor Awibre was a
CONTEMPORARY of Amenemhet III. States Jean-Frederic in A 13th Dy nasty Model: “This king
def i nitely was a con tem po rary of Amenemhet III, who SEALED Hor’s canopic chest!” (page 2).
The name “Nimaatre” was def i nitely a name for Amenemhet III -- NOT Khendjer!

The fact that Hor was bur ied next to Prin cess Nubheteptikhered could very well in di cate
that he was the Prin cess’s hus band -- that he had mar ried into Amenemhet’s fam ily! 

The very fact that Amenemhet III sealed King Hor’s canopic chest with his own per sonal
seal clearly points to Hor hav ing died dur ing the reign of Amenemhet III.

Bricks of Mud

Cri te ria #4 clearly lim its the time of the Ex o dus to the later part of the Mid dle King dom --
ex clu sively the 12th and 13th Dy nasties!

In Ex o dus 1:13-14, we read: “And the Egyp -
tians tyr an nized over the chil dren of Is rael by
force. And they em bit tered their life by hard
la bours, IN THE CLAY AND IN BRICK-
MAKING, and all the works in the plains....”
(Sep tu a gint ver sion).

This is reiterated in Exodus 5:5-8:

And Pha raoh said, “Look, the peo ple of the
land are many now, and you [Mo ses and
Aaron] make them rest from their la bor!” So
the same day Pha raoh com manded the task -
mas ters of the peo ple and their of fi cers, say -
ing, “You shall no lon ger give the peo ple
straw TO MAKE BRICK as be fore. Let them
go and gather straw for them selves. And you
shall lay on them the QUOTA OF BRICKS
which they made be fore. You shall not di min -
ish it. For they are idle; there fore they cry out,
say ing, ‘Let us go and sac ri fice to our God.’”
(NKJV).

We can only con clude from these verses that the main thrust of the Is ra el ites’ work in Egypt
was MAKING BRICKS. We find no men tion of cut ting or quar ry ing stone, or pre par ing any other
type of ma te rial.

What, then, did the He brew slaves build with all these bricks? No tice Josephus again:
“...they [the Egyp tians] be came very abu sive to the Is ra el ites...for they en joined them...to build

Mud brick core of Sesostris II’s pyramid at el-Lahun



walls for their cit ies...THEY SET THEM ALSO TO BUILD PYRAMIDS, and by all this wore
them out....” Not only did the Is ra el ites build walls around the cit ies they con structed, but they were
also forced to raise up great FRONTIER BARRIERS. No tice --

Amenemhet (I.) ruled Egypt with a STRONG HAND, re es tab lish ing law and or der
through out the realm. Un der him, the na tion un der went a re vi tal iza tion of pros per ity, and
GREAT BUILDING PROJECTS were again re sumed....He...es tab lished new land marks
and bound aries and ex pelled the Asiatics from Egypt, BUILDING A GREAT BARRIER
across the Wady Tumilat to keep them out. No trace of this wall ex ists, though, as it was
prob a bly BUILT OF MUD-BRICK. Ac counts of this wall in di cate a pro ject on the scale of
the FRONTIER WALL OF BRITAIN, built by the Ro man em peror Hadrian (The Egyp tian 
Pyr a mids, by J.P. Lepre. P.198).

This very wall that the Is ra el ite slaves built for Amenemhet I. was used to keep them con -
tained within the con fines of Egypt!

As well as this east ern bar rier con structed in Egypt dur ing the 12th Dy nasty, a SOUTHERN
BOUNDARY for ti fi ca tion was erected in the Su dan dur ing the reign of Amenemhet III when Mo -
ses led the forces of Egypt against the Ethi o pi ans. Re cord of this was dis cov ered on a stele which
states that one build ing alone in this bar rier re quired the lay ing of 35,300 mud-bricks!

The ma jor ity of the bricks the He brews made would have gone into the HUGE PYRAMID
com plexes the pha raohs liked to con struct for them selves and their fam i lies. These com plexes took
the best part of a mon arch’s reign to com plete, and would have uti lized most of the Is ra el ites’ la bor.

Why am I be la bor ing this point about the bricks used to build walls and pyr a mids? Be cause
this is a VITAL KEY to de ter min ing the dy nasty of the op pres sion!   The   En cy clo pe dia Bri tan nica 
ex plains:

The usual con struc tion of pyr a mids is a mass of ma sonry com posed of hor i zon tal lay ers of
rough-hewn BLOCKS, with a small amount of mor tar; and this mass in the LATER
FORMS be came more and more rubbly, un til IN THE VIth DYNASTY it was merely a sys -
tem of re tain ing walls of rough stones and mud, filled up with loose chips, and IN THE XII
DYNASTY THE BULK WAS OF MUD BRICKS (Vol. 18, 1943 edi tion. Ar ti cle “Pyr a -
mid,” p. 792).

If you con sult J.P. Lepre’s book The Egyp tian Pyr a mids, you will find con fir ma tion of this
fact. Prior to the 12th Dy nasty and up to the fourth king of this dy nasty (Senusert II.) ALL THE
PYRAMIDS WERE CONSTRUCTED OF LIMESTONE with cas ings of gran ite or pol ished lime -
stone. Starting with Senusert II, and con tin u ing with the re main ing pha raohs of the 12th Dy nasty,
ALL of the pyr a mids were built with a BRICK CORE! No won der the Is ra el ites were so busy mak -
ing bricks!

“In its su per struc ture also, the pyr a mid of Sesostris II [Senusert II] DIFFERED in many re -
spects from its pre de ces sors. To a height of 40 feet from the ground, the INNER CORE con sisted of
a knoll of rock; above that, in place of rock, there was a frame work of re tain ing walls with the in ter -



ven ing spaces FILLED WITH MUD-BRICKS. This core was cased in the nor mal man ner with
blocks of fine lime stone....” (The Pyr a mids of Egypt, p.225).

The sixth king of this dy nasty -- Amenemhat III. -- was one of the MIGHTIEST pha raohs
ever to rule Egypt. He built TWO PYRAMIDS, the fa mous “Lab y rinth,” the LARGEST of all
Egyp tian tem ples, and, of course, the lake and ca nal sys tems to con trol the Nile, that Diodorus de -
scribed.

The first pyr a mid of Amenemhet, along with that of Sesostris II, lie to the north and south of
the pyr a mid of Amenemhet II, and fol low “the ex am ple set by Sesostris II, both in the
EMPLOYMENT OF BRICK for the in ner core of the su per struc ture and in the elab o ra tion of the
sub struc ture into a kind of maze of cham bers and cor ri dors” (ibid., p. 226). Also, Amenemhet’s
pyr a mid “lay within an INNER BRICK ENCLOSURE wall de signed with al ter nate pro jec tions and 
re cesses like the stone en clo sure wall of Sesostris II’s pyr a mid” (ibid., pps.233-234).

Of Amenemhat III’s sec ond pyr a mid, at Hawara, the au thor [J.P. Lepre] made the fol low ing 
ob ser va tions in March of 1987: “Now a shape less heap om i nously ris ing from the flat, desert ter -
rain. COMPRISED OF SMALL,
MUD BRICKS (ap prox i mately
12" long by 8" wide by 4" high)”
(The Egyp tian Pyr a mids, pps.
214-215).

Not only was the pyr a mid 
of Amenemhet III. built of brick,
but the res i dences of the priests
on the north side of the cause way
to the pyr a mid were also!

At the same time the pha -
raohs of the 12th dy nasty were
con struct ing their pyr a mids with
mud-brick cores, and build ing
fron tier bar ri ers of the same ma -
te rial, the kings of the 13th dy -
nasty were con struct ing lesser known and prob a bly in fe rior pyr a mids in their quest for im mor tal ity. 
Writes Miroslav Verner in The Pyr a mids:

Among the pyr a mids of the Thir teenth Dy nasty, which have been lit tle in ves ti gated, only
two have thus far been iden ti fied with cer tainty: Khendjer’s pyr a mid in South Saqqara and
Ameny Kemau’s pyr a mid in South Dahshur. The oth ers, in which no in scrip tions giv ing us
di rect ev i dence are ex tant, have been as signed to this pe riod on the ba sis of the ar range ment
of their sub struc tures (Grove Press: New York. 1997. P. 437).

Re cently an Egyptologist by the name of Aidon Dodson dealt with the ques tion of the 13th
Dy nasty and laid out the fol low ing list of known and prob a ble pyr a mids of this dy nasty --

Mud brick remains of Amenemhet III’s pyramid



1/.  Ameny Kemau’s pyramid in South Dahshur

2/.  The North Pyramid in Mazghuna (nameless)

3/. The South Pyramid in Mazghuna (nameless)

4/.  Khendjer’s pyramid in South Saqqara

5/.  The pyramid that lies south of Khendjer’s (nameless).

The su per struc ture of Ameny’s pyr a mid has been al most com pletely de stroyed and no
mud-brick ev i dence has been found. If, how ever, this ruler of the 13th Dy nasty was par al lel to the
early part of the 12th Dy nasty, then mud brick was prob a bly not used in the con struc tion of his pyr a -
mid.

When we come down to Khendjer we find a dif fer ent sce nario -- his pyr a mid had a
MUD-BRICK CORE cov ered with an outer man tle of lime stone blocks. It ap pears that the build ers
of Khendjer’s burial cham ber es sen tially fol lowed the lay out used by the later 12th Dy nasty build -
ers.

The pyr a mid ly ing to the south of Khendjer’s pyr a mid was ev i dently built in a sim i lar
time-frame, but its owner is not known. The mud-brick core of its su per struc ture was not com -
pleted, and an un du lat ing mud-brick wall ran around the per im e ter of it. 

A Time of Famine

Courville’s 5th cri te ria states that the Ex o dus was pre ceded by a time of ex tended fam ine
in the land of Egypt. This was also cov ered by Velikovsky in Ages in Chaos where he dis cussed the
Ipuwer Pa py rus, which is the Egyp tian ver sion of a great ca tas tro phe. The pa py rus is a script of
lam en ta tions from the Mid dle King dom, a de scrip tion of ruin and hor ror. No tice --

Papyrus 2:10: Men shrink from tasting -- human beings, and THIRST AFTER WATER.

Ex o dus 7:24: And all the Egyp tians digged round about the river for wa ter to drink; for they could
not drink of the wa ter of the river.

The fish in the lakes and the river died.

Papyrus 4:14: Trees are destroyed.                                                                                                     
Papyrus 6:1: No fruit nor herbs are found...

Exodus 9:25: ...and the hail smote every herb of the field, and broke every tree of the field.

It was af ter the next plague that the fields be came ut terly bar ren. Like the Book of Ex o dus
(9:31-32 and 10:15), the pa py rus re lates that no duty could be ren dered to the pha raoh for wheat and 



bar ley. And, as in Ex o dus 7:21 (”And the fish that was in the river died”), there was no fish for the
royal store house:

Papyrus 10:3-6: Lower Egypt weeps...The entire palace is without its revenues. To it belong (by 
right) wheat and barley, geese and fish.

Ex o dus 10:15: ...there re mained not any green thing in the trees, or in the herbs of the fields,
through all the land of Egypt.

Pa py rus 6:3: For sooth, grain has per ished on ev ery side.                                                                                        
Pa py rus 5:12: For sooth, that has per ished which yes ter day was seen. The land is left over to its
wea ri ness like the cut ting of flax.

Only hail, fire or lo custs could 
have left the fields as though af ter
“the cut ting of flax.” The plague is
de scribed in Psalms 105:34-35 in
these words: “...the lo custs came,
and cat er pil lars, and that with out
num ber. And did eat up all the herbs
in their land, and de voured the fruit
of the ground.”

Papyrus 6:1: No fruit nor herbs are 
found...HUNGER.

Also, the cattle were in a
pitiful condition:

Papyrus 5:5:  All animals, their
hearts weep. Cattle moan....

Ex o dus 9:3: ...the hand of the LORD is upon thy cat tle which is in the field...there shall be a very
griev ous mur rain.

Hail and fire made the frightened cattle flee --

Pa py rus 9:2-3:  Be hold, cat tle are left to stray, and there is none to gather them to gether. Each man
fetches for him self those that are branded with his name.

Ex o dus 9:19:  ...gather thy cat tle, and all that thou hast in the field...                                                                
Ex o dus 9:21: And he that re garded not the word of the LORD left his ser vants and his cat tle in the
field.

When did the events pic tured in the Ipuwer Pa py rus oc cur? Scholars who have stud ied the
doc u ment agree that it is a copy of a still older pa py rus: “The scribe used a manu script a few cen tu -

A page from the Papyrus Ipuwer containing the narrative of the
plagues



ries older” (The Ad mo ni tions of an Egyp tian Sage from a Hieratic Pa py rus in Leiden, by Alan H.
Gar di ner. 1909, p. 3). The copy was ev i dently writ ten some time dur ing the 19th Dy nasty, but “The
spell ing is, on the whole, that of a lit er ary text of the MIDDLE KINGDOM...” (ibid., p. 2).

Ac cord ing to one ex pert the time de scribed is that of the in va sion of the Hyksos. Alan H.
Gar di ner, who trans lated the pa py rus in 1909, agreed with this as sess ment and added: “The view
that our Leiden pa py rus con tains al lu sion to the Hyksos has the better sup port from the his tor i cal
stand point.”

With out a doubt the lan guage of the doc u ment is not that of the New King dom but of an ear -
lier time. The text con tains some ref er ences to the es tab lish ment of “Great Houses” -- law courts --
which be came ob so lete “in or soon af ter the MIDDLE KINGDOM.” The fact that these Great
Houses are de scribed in the pa py rus as fallen down and trod den upon by the throngs who dug in the
ru ins points even more pre cisely to the time when the Mid dle King dom col lapsed.

Ac cord ing to Gar di ner the phil o log i cal con sid er ations show that the text has all the signs of
be ing a lit er ary prod uct of the Mid dle King dom. Notes Velikovsky -- “When the his tor i cal and phil -
o log i cal proofs are com bined, all point to the end of the Mid dle King dom and the very be gin ning of
the in va sion of the Hyksos” (Ages in Chaos, p. 50). Con tinues Velikovsky: “Gar di ner is right
in...that the lat est pe riod from which the text could have orig i nated is the time of the Hyksos....and
Sethe is right in the his tor i cal ar gu ment that the events de scribed are those of the in va sion of the
Hyksos af ter the fall of the Mid dle King dom” (ibid., p. 50).

The Ipuwer Pa py rus was com posed im me di ately af ter the fall of the Mid dle King dom and
at the very be gin ning of the Hyksos pe riod.

Evidence of the Israelites

Be fore Mo ses the Bi ble tells us that the Is ra el ites were en slaved by their Egyp tian hosts --
see Ex o dus 1:8-14. In the Brook lyn Mu seum re sides a pa py rus scroll num bered Brook lyn 35:1446
which came into the hands of one Charles Wilbour late in the 19th cen tury. This pa py rus dates to the 
reign of Sobekhotep III of the 13th Dy nasty and is a de cree by the pha raoh for a trans fer of slaves.
Of the 95 names of slaves men tioned in the scroll, 50% are Se mitic in or i gin. Fur ther more, it lists
the names of these slaves in the orig i nal Se mitic lan guage and then adds the Egyp tian name that
each had been as signed -- which is some thing the Bi ble re cords the Egyp tians as do ing. Some of the
Se mitic names in the scroll are bib li cal and in clude:

*  Menahem -- a Menahem is recorded as the 16th king of Israel in 743 - 738 B.C.

*  Issachar and Asher -- both Patriarchs of Israel and sons of Jacob.

*  Shiprah -- the name of one of the Is ra el ite mid-wives who were in structed to kill Is ra el ite new -
born males in Ex o dus 1:15-21.

Since 50% of the names in the scroll are Is ra el ite, there must have been a very large group of 
them in the Egyp tian Delta at that time, cor rob o rat ing the tes ti mony of Ex o dus 1:7 which al ludes to



how nu mer ous the Is ra el ites be came. Not only that, but the fe male slaves on the scroll out num ber
the male slaves by about 3 to 1, again hint ing at the cull ing of male He brew chil dren by the Egyp -
tians. There was no mil i tary cam paign into Pal es tine dur ing the 12th and 13th Dy nasties to ac count
for these large num bers of slaves.

That the Is ra el ites were par tic u larly abun dant in Egypt at this time is ap par ent from the
Cam bridge An cient His tory: “The Asi atic in hab it ants of the coun try at this pe riod [of the 12th Dy -
nasty] must have been many times more nu mer ous than has been gen er ally sup posed...” (Vol. 11, pt. 
1, p. 49). D. Down re lates the ac count of Sir Flinders Petrie who, work ing in the Fayum in 1899,
made the im por tant dis cov ery of the [pyr a mid build ers’] town of Illahun [Kahun], which Petrie de -
scribed as “an un al tered town of the twelfth dy nasty” (Petrie, as quoted in Dig ging Up the Past. Oc -
to ber, 1986, p. 3).

Of the “Asi atic” pres ence in this pyr a mid build ers’ town, Rosalie Da vid (who is in charge of 
the Egyp tian branch of the Man ches ter Mu seum) writes: “Ev i dence is not lack ing to in di cate that
these Asiatics be came slaves.” The En cy clo pe dia Bri tan nica adds that “Asian slaves, whether
mer chan dise or pris on ers of war, be came PLENTIFUL in wealthy Egyp tian house holds [prior to
the New King dom]” (1964, vol. 8, p. 35).

Amenemhet I com pletely reor ga nized the ad min is tra tion of Egypt, trans fer ring the cap i tal
from Thebes in the south to Itj-tawy in the north, just be low the Nile Delta. He al lowed those
nomarchs who sup ported his cause to re tain their power and he built on a grand scale. Egypt was
em ploy ing mas sive slave la bor -- not only in the Giza area, but also in the east ern Delta re gion
where the Is ra el ites were said to have set tled at the time of Jo seph. Pro fes sor J. Breasted pro vided
am ple ev i dence to show that the pow er ful 12th Dy nasty pha raohs car ried out ENORMOUS
BUILDING PROGRAMS whose cen ter was in the Delta re gion of the coun try. More spe cif i cally,
this build ing oc curred in the EASTERN DELTA REGION which in cluded the very area that com -
prised the land of Goshen where the Is ra el ites first set tled. In A His tory of Egypt we read:

...In the east ern part [of the Delta], es pe cially at Tanis and Bubastis,...mas sive re mains still
show the in ter est which the Twelfth Dy nasty man i fested in the Delta cit ies (Blackwell,
1988. Pps. 189-200).

To day, ar chae ol o gists rec og nize the ex tant re mains of the con struc tion un der these kings as
rep re sent ing a mere frac tion of the orig i nal -- the ma jor part hav ing been de stroyed by the van dal -
ism of the New King dom pha raohs such as Ramesses II.

The grim-faced de pic tions of the 12th Dy nasty kings, Amenemhet III and Sesostris III, have 
been com mented upon by con ven tional and re vi sion ist schol ars alike. In fact, the Cam bridge An -
cient His tory com ments on the for mer: “The nu mer ous por traits of [Amenemes] III in clude a group 
of stat ues and sphinxes from Tanis and the Faiyum, which, from their CURIOUSLY BRUTAL
STYLE and strange ac ces so ries, were once thought to be mon u ments of the Hyksos kings.” For
those who truly un der stand the time-frame of the Op pres sion and the Ex o dus, these pha raohs
clearly rep re sent the cruel task mas ters who forced the Is ra el ites to build us ing bricks mixed with
straw (Ex o dus 5:7-8).



Amenemhet III, ac cord ing to Grimal,

...was re spected and hon oured from Kerma to Byblos and dur ing his reign nu mer ous east -
ern work ers, from peas ants to sol diers and crafts men came to Egypt. This in flux of for eign
work ers re sulted both from the growth in Egyp tian in flu ence abroad and from the need for
ex tra work men to help ex ploit the valu able re sources of Egypt it self. For forty-five years
[Amenemhet] III ruled a coun try that had reached a peak of pros per ity...and the ex ploi ta tion 
of the Faiyum went hand in hand with the de vel op ment of ir ri ga tion and an enor mous
growth in min ing and quar ry ing ac tiv i ties (A His tory of An cient Egypt, p.    ).

The Faiyum (or Fayum) was a huge oasis, about 36 miles south west of Mem phis, which of -
fered the pros pect of a com pletely new area of cul ti va ble land. Ex o dus 1:14 tells of the Is ra el ite
slaves do ing “all kinds of work in the fields.” Mining and quar ry ing would also have been part of
the im mense slave-la bor ef fort. Ex plains Grimal:

In the Si nai re gion the ex ploi ta tion of the tur quoise and cop per mines reached un prec e -
dented heights: be tween the ninth and forty-fifth years of [Amenemhet III’s] reign no less
than forty-nine texts were in scribed at Serabit el-Khadim....The sea sonal en camp ments of
the min ers were trans formed into vir tu ally per ma nent set tle ments, with houses, for ti fi ca -
tions, wells or cis terns, and even cem e ter ies. The tem ple of Hathor at Serabit el-Khadim
was en larged....The ex pe di tions to quar ries else where in Egypt also pro lif er ated....(pps.
80-81).

Here, with out a doubt, was all the or ga ni za tion and slave work force needed for the con -
struc tion of the 12th Dy nasty pyr a mids!

The Egyp tian texts point to Amenemhet III be ing a COMPLETE DICTATOR -- no tice:

The eco nomic ac tiv ity formed the ba sis for the nu mer ous build ing works that make the
reign of [Amenemhet] III one of the sum mits of state ab so lut ism (ibid., p. 89).

The Grim Remains

Ac cord ing to the Book of Ex o dus (1:15-16), not only did the Egyp tians en slave the Is ra el -
ites to keep them in check, but the Pha raoh even gave or ders for all their male ba bies to be slain at
birth to stem the num bers. In light of this grim ep i sode, an in trigu ing as pect of Sir Flinders Petrie’s
dis cov er ies was the un usual num ber of in fant buri als be neath the floors of the houses in Illahun.
Rosalie Da vid de scribes Petrie’s dis cov ery as fol lows --

Larger wooden boxes, prob a bly used to store cloth ing and other pos ses sions, were dis cov -
ered un der neath the floors of many houses at Kahun. THEY CONTAINED BABIES, some -
times bur ied two to three to a box, and aged only a few months at death....In tern ment of
bod ies at do mes tic sites was not an Egyp tian cus tom, al though such prac tices oc curred in
other ar eas of the an cient Near East (as quoted in Dig ging Up the Past, Oc to ber, 1986. P. 8).



Petrie him self wrote: “Be neath the brick floors of the rooms was, how ever, the best place to
search; not only for hid den things, such as stat u ette of a dancer and a pair of ivory cas ta nets, but also 
for nu mer ous buri als of ba bies in wooden boxes. These boxes had been made for clothes and house -
hold use, but were used to bury in fants, of ten ac com pa nied by neck laces and other things. On the
neck laces were some times cyl in ders with the kings’ names; and thus we know for cer tain that these
buri als, and the in hab it ants of the town, is of the twelfth dy nasty, from Usertesen (Sesostris) II on -
ward” (Ten Years Dig ging in Egypt, pps. 116-117).

Da vid Rohl (A Test of Time), more over, also noted that mul ti ple graves in the Delta re gion,
at Tell el-Daba dur ing the same ap prox i mate pe riod, had an EXCESSIVELY LARGE pro por tion of
ba bies. No tice --

...It was dis cov ered that there was a higher per cent age of in fant buri als...than is nor mally
found at ar chae o log i cal sites of the an cient world. Sixty-five per cent of all the buri als were
those of chil dren un der the age of eigh teen months. Based on mod ern sta tis ti cal ev i dence
ob tained from pre-mod ern so ci et ies we would ex pect the in fant mor tal ity rate to be around
twenty to thirty per cent. Could this be ex plained by the slaugh ter of the Is ra el ite in fant
males by the Egyp tians? (Lon don: Ran dom House Cen tury, 1995. P. 27).

Con clu sion

When we un der stand that the 13th Dy nasty was par al lel to the 12th, then ev ery thing falls
into place and the anom a lies are re solved. Artapanus clearly stated that “there were at that time
MANY KINGS IN EGYPT.” A mod ern au thor ity (with a lit tle more com mon sense than most)
states that “in the Thir teenth Dy nasty, as in the Tenth and Elev enth Dy nasties, MORE THAN ONE
FAMILY OF KINGS oc cu pied dif fer ent ones of the in nu mer a ble thrones of the day AT THE
SAME TIME, but they are listed as though they fol lowed one af ter the other” (The Mid dle King -
dom in Thebes, p. 94).

The 6th Dy nasty must be ruled out as be ing too early; and the time of the Hyksos as un ten a -
ble. The 18th and 19th Dy nasties were much too late -- be cause they were con tem po rary with the
king dom of Is rael! The par al lel dy nas ties of the later apart of the Mid dle King dom (the 12th, 13th
and 14th) fit all the re quire ments; and when this is re al ized, the events of the time fall into place and
make sense. Un for tu nately, mod ern his to ri ans stum ble along in the dark, forc ing events into
time-frames that are not meant to re ceive them -- com ing up with hy poth e ses that bor der on the ri -
dic u lous! Truly, the wis dom of this world is fool ish ness to YEHOVAH God!

The Egyp tian em pire of the 12th Dy nasty in par tic u lar ap peared to the world of that time as
the cen ter of civ i li za tion, and of all prog ress in the ar eas of in tel lec tual, ar tis tic and com mer cial ac -
tiv ity. Art, in the dif fer ent spheres of its ac tiv ity, reached a height and per fec tion never again to be
at tained; and the in scrip tions cut into the stone me mo ri als and tomb walls were of the fin est in sym -
me try and pre ci sion.

The bril liance of this dy nasty was, with out a doubt, the di rect re sult of the bril liance of the
He brew slaves toil ing in the harsh Egyp tian sun to con struct the pyr a mids and me mo ri als and ca -



nals that so amazed the rest of the then known world. This, in it self, is a di rect proof of the Is ra el ite
pres ence in the land of Egypt dur ing this stage of the na tion’s de vel op ment.

The Parallel Dynasties of the Exodus 

DATE (B.C.) 12th DYNASTY 
(ITJ-TAWY)

13th DYNASTY 
(**THEBES)

14th DYNASTY 
(XOIS)

*OLD
TESTAMENT
& JOSEPHUS

1754 - 1725 Amenemhet I Kha-ka-Ra         
(c.1734)

Death of Jacob
(1731)

1725 - 1680 Senusret I
(Sesostris) 

Sobekhotep I      
Neferhotep I

Commencement
of 14th Dynasty
(c.1709)

1680 - 1646 Amenemhet II Neferhotep I Death of Joseph
(1677)

1646 - 1627 Senusret II
(Sesostris) Sobekhotep II

1627 - 1590 Senusret III
(Sesostris) 

Sobekhotep III
Sobekhotep IV
(Khenephres    
1615 - 1594)

Moses Born 1613

1590 - 1545 Amenemhet III

Sobekhotep IV
Mermeshoi  
(”the General”
c.1583 - 1573)
Auibre Hor

Moses Leads
Invasion of
Ethiopia (1583?)  
Moses Flees to
Midian (1573)

1545 - 1533 Amenemhet IV
Sankh-ab-Ra
Dudimose 
(c.1534 - 1533)

Exodus Out of
Egypt (1533)

1533 - 1530 Sobeknefru

* Old Testament dates according to internal Biblical evidence                                                                                                                                         
12th Dynasty configuration according to Peter Clayton in Chronicles of the Pharaohs , with adjusted dates
13th Dynasty configuration according to the Tablet of Karnak                                                               
Commencement of 14th Dynasty according to adjusted information from Compendium of World History  by
Herman L. Hoeh                                                                                                                                                            
** For the first 153 years the 13th Dynasty held court at Bubastis in the Delta as well as at Thebe s




