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Introduction 
Within the biblical framework, there is not a more 
demanding field of study deserving of our attention than the 
subject of Egyptology. When considering the steady growth 
of Egyptology through archeology and seeing Egypt (i.e. 
Egyptians, Egyptian) over 700 times in Scripture it is 
paramount that Christianity has a corresponding model.     
 
Biblical Egyptology brings to the table the conflicting issues 
that permeate between the fields of Egyptology and Scripture.  
For starters, consider in the following:  
 

• Why does the early history of Egypt seem to predate 
the Flood of Noah?  

• Why is there a lack of evidence for the migration into 
Egypt during the 7-year famine in Genesis?  

• Why is Israel’s bondage in Egypt missing from 
Egyptology? 

• Why have we not confirmed Moses’ identity in his 
Egyptian life, the daughter of Pharaoh that pulled him 
from the ark of bulrushes, or the Pharaohs of Exodus? 

• What is significant about the 158 years of missing 
history (1689-1531 B.C.) that underlies the time frame 
between Genesis chapter 50 and Exodus chapter 1? 

• Why haven’t we recognized a timeline that unifies both 
Egyptology and the Bible?   

 
In recent years, the Christian community has come short in 
providing a workable model that correlates the Bible’s epochs 
within the structure of Egyptology. One Egyptologist 
mentioned it like this:   
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If one looks at the Exodus as an historical 
narrative, as many do, which rulers were 
involved?  The story involves two pharaohs… 
Egyptologists and biblical scholars have devoted a 
lot of energy to trying to figure out who these 
pharaohs might have been, to tie the Exodus 
firmly into historical chronology.  After years 
and years of discussion, there is still no 
consensus…1 

 
All the missing biblical criteria from Egyptology stamps a 
question mark on the Bible’s validity, thus the sacred religion 
of Christianity.  Biblical Egyptology will bring understanding 
to these perceived contradictions and decipher the unnerving 
confusion between the Bible and Egyptology.  In doing this 
we will identify several key problems (e.g. timing, 
correlation, contradiction, genealogy, and historical) and 
unify the conflict with a model that is complimentary to both 
fields. Let’s briefly view these problems now. 
 

A Timing Problem 
From 3100-2250 B.C., we see in Egyptology’s Early Dynastic 
record, the era which covers the pyramid sites in the Nile 
Delta.  As it stands today, this entire block of history 
contradicts the proposed flood model as propagated by 
modern-day Christian leaders—seemingly extending the 
Bible’s timeline 800-years beyond Noah’s Flood.  If 
Egyptology is correct, the Bible appears to fall short in its 
historical narrative.   

                                                 
1 Ryan, Donald P., Ancient Egypt, The Basics, Chap. 6 Influences and effects, pg 156-7  
Rutledge, 2016.  
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Another timing issue arises when we consider the Bible’s 
many details concerning the Pharaoh that knew not Joseph 
and had a daughter of significant prominence. This is an 
identifiable marker that we call the zero-year marker.  
Furthermore, scripture provides a 40-year marker when 
Moses vanishes from Egyptian history.  Lastly, we have an 80-
year marker when a Pharaoh with distinct warrior traits dies 
in the Red Sea episode, whose heir cannot be his firstborn. 
Each time a variable is added to a marker it compounds the 
probability of its truthfulness if it can be identified in history, 
or in this case Egyptology.  If all of this can match in both 
timelines the odds carry astronomical evidence for the Bible’s 
accuracy.    
 
As one can easily see, the timing problem has forced a 
division between Egyptologists and many new-age Christian 
leaders concerning the Pyramid Era and the Exodus narrative. 
If Egyptology and archeology have an incorrect model, the 
Christian community needs to explain why they are 
drastically mistaken in their timing, rather than just blatantly 
pitting their findings against the Bible, Christianity, and 
Judaism.   
 
Below one of the largest Christian organizations made this 
charge against Egyptology: 
 

Though traditional chronology dominates the 
modern understanding of ancient history, 
traditional chronology is inconsistent with the 
Bible. When there is a discrepancy between 
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traditional chronology and the Bible, scholars 
usually ignore the Bible.2 

 
If the Christian community is going to make such an 
allegation against the whole of Egyptology, then we owe it to 
them and our followers to provide documentation where 
Egyptologists are lacking and why they have not provided 
accurate information to the public.  Furthermore, we need to 
provide a model revealing why we have an accurate model to 
Egyptology as a whole. These complaints do nothing more 
than drive unnecessary wedges between us and them.      
 
Biblical Egyptology will prove that it is completely 
unnecessary for a Reconstruction Model to Egyptology from 
the standpoint of Scripture because a timeline between 
ancient Egyptology and the Bible does exist; specifically, with 
the pyramid era, the famines in Genesis, the migration of the 
Hyksos, the Pharaohs of the Exodus, the identity of Moses in 
his Egyptian life, and the 0, 40, and 80-year markers. 
 

A Correlation Problem 
The Christian community has yet to identify the Pharaohs of 
the Bible, the Exodus event, or Moses within the fabric of 
Egyptology.  All of which will come together as we discuss 
several different biblical theories concerning Egypt; namely, 
the Early Date Theory, the Common Date Theory, the Late Date 
Theory, and the Shift Theory.  By accepting both the Bible and 
Egyptology as factual, the Common Date Theory – as proposed 
by both groups – will prove that there is an accurate 
interrelationship between the two. 
                                                 
2 The New Answers Book 2, Ken Ham, Chapter 24, Doesn’t Egyptian Chronology Prove 
that the Bible is Unreliable, by Dr. Elizabeth Mitchell, Master Books, pg. 245. 
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The timeline found in The Common Date Theory unifies 
Egyptology to where there is no contradictions with Noah’s 
Flood, the three famines in Genesis, and the Exodus’ 
chronology. Furthermore, other ancient texts will be utilized 
to shine light on a connection between the Great Pyramid of 
Giza and the unfinished Tower of Babel mentioned in 
Genesis 11, Psalms 118:21-24, Matthew 21:42, Mark 12:10-11, 
Luke 20:17-18, and 1st Peter 2:7. 
 

A Contradiction Problem 
Most Christians do not recognize that the Bible appears to 
propose different timeframes for Israel’s bondage in Egypt.  
For instance, in Exodus 12:40-41, it says their bondage lasted 
430 years.  In Genesis 15:13, the Egyptian bondage 
encompassed 400 years.  In Galatians 3:16-18, the bondage in 
Egypt was approximately 215 years, when seen from the 
promise given to Abraham to the giving of the Law was a 
total of only 430 years.  In Acts 7:6, a 400 year time frame is 
revealed with both the sojourning and bondage of Israel.  This 
can be severely contradictive and confusing to many people 
without a knowledge of Biblical Egyptology. 

 
A Genealogy Problem 

A genealogy problem occurs when tracing Kohath’s 
genealogy.  Kohath was the son of Levi (Gen. 46:11).  He 
lived 133 years (Exod. 6:18) and was alive when the 70 
descendants of Abraham entered into Egypt (Gen. 46:11).  
Kohath had a son named Amram that lived a total of 137 
years who was the Father of Moses and Aaron (Exod. 6:20).  
This genealogy – which is mentioned several times in 
scripture – poses a problem when trying to allocate a 400 or 
430-year timeframe of Israel being in Egypt.   
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If we add the entire life spans of Kohath, Amram, and Moses 
at the time of the Exodus (Exod. 7:7; Acts 7:23, 30; Deut. 
34:7), mathematics informs us that from the 70 entering into 
Egypt (Gen. 45:6) to the Exodus event is no greater than 350 
years; making a timeframe for 400 or 430 years of bondage 
impossible.  
 
There is also a genealogy problem in Genesis 11:10-29 which: 
shortens the years, cascades the genealogy, and omits Canaan 
(Lk. 3:36-37) completely from the record.    
 

A Historical Problem 
Scholars and commentaries from around the globe differ in 
their views concerning the historical evidence behind the 
book of Exodus.  In order to provide a biblical model to 
Egyptology which validates the Bible’s accuracy, preciseness, 
and truth within the common date theory, we’ll need to 
examine the historical facts gathered from Scripture’s 
Egyptian epochs in light of Egyptology’s historical narrative.   
 
It is in Egyptology’s historical narrative that we will find 
several missing links which answer the Bible’s fragmented 
history between Israel’s prominence in Egypt in Genesis and 
its demise in Exodus.   
 
Consider the following: 
    

• Joseph, being a Hebrew, was personally responsible for 
the salvaging of the known world by interpreting 
Pharaoh’s dreams which led to Israel’s favor in Egypt in 
Genesis (41:40-43; 47:6-11). This Pharaoh respected 
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Jacob and the patriarchs, giving them the best of the 
land of Egypt. 

• In Genesis 46-50, we journey from: a) a dream come 
true to a nightmare in Exodus 1-2, b) a blessed Israel to 
an Israel in bondage, c) a king in Egypt that loved and 
respected Israel to one that commanded all their 
newborn males to be killed, and d) a time when a Jew 
was the highest ranking individual in the world (Gen. 
41:40) to the nation’s enslavement.  

• Turning the page from Genesis to Exodus, we travel 
158 years. The history that happened during this time is 
action packed, to say the least.  To unravel this block of 
time we will look at several of the leading voices in the 
field of Egyptology.  
 

Without the historical narrative of Egypt at this time, we are 
left to our own conclusions as to what events took place, 
what the political situation was like in Egypt, and why the 
chaos, jealousy, and slavery began on a sudden notice at the 
timing of Exodus chapter 1?  
 
Think about it.  With millions of Jews living in Egypt, how 
could a Pharaoh ascend the throne that doesn’t know Joseph 
(Exod. 1:8)?  This tangled history brings puzzling questions 
that demand a closer look into Egyptology’s historical 
narrative. 
 
May God bless as we uncover Egypt’s contributions to the 
Bible: showing us eminent genealogies, the Tower of Babel 
Narrative, the Genesis famines, the treasure of the seven-year 
famine, the Hyksos invasion, the Pharaohs of the 0, 40, and 
80-year markers, Moses in his Egyptian life, the amazing star-
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chart of Senenmut, and the miraculous translation of the 
Septuagint (LXX).   
 
      
 

Daniel G. McCrillis, Th. D. 
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So in Genesis 9:1, God takes a past act (aorist) and adds a 
present command (imperative) for this past action to be 
performed in the present, or at a specific time in the future.  
Telling Noah to “replenish the earth,” didn’t just mean fill the 
earth, but to begin filling it again—with the understanding 
that it was going to take time. Since only Noah, his sons 
(Shem, Ham, and Japheth), and their families were on the ark, 
it would be through them that the earth would become 
repopulated after the Flood (Genesis 9:1).   

 
The Third Premise 

The third premise is that Noah’s posterity settled in the Land 
of Ham, putting a halt to the dominion mandate.  At this time 
in world history (roughly 3,000 B.C.), the Bible informs us in 
Genesis 11:1-2 that “tthhee  wwhhoollee  eeaarrtthh  wwaass  ooff  oonnee  llaanngguuaaggee  aanndd  
ooff  oonnee  ssppeeeecchh..  AAnndd  iitt  ccaammee  ttoo  ppaassss  aass  tthheeyy  jjoouurrnneeyyeedd  ffrroomm  tthhee  
eeaasstt,,  tthhaatt  tthheeyy  ffoouunndd  aa  ppllaaiinn  iinn  tthhee  llaanndd  ooff  SShhiinnaarr;;  aanndd  tthheeyy  
ddwweelltt  tthheerree.”  This is important in that it shows the migration 
of Noah’s posterity after the flood slowly moving west; thus, 
the western section of the land of Shinar.  It is here that the 
Bible gives us the infamous Tower of Babel Story, which 
violated the dominion mandate.   

 
The Fourth Premise  

Shem, Ham, and Japheth migrated west from the Ararat 
Mountains, multiplying as they journeyed, and finally settling 
in a place that we know of as the City and Tower of Babel.  
The important thing to notice is that where they settled, in 
relation to where they got off the ark was West, not East.   
 

AAnndd  tthhee  ssoonnss  ooff  HHaamm;;  CCuusshh,,  aanndd  MMiizzrraaiimm,,  aanndd  PPhhuutt,,  
aanndd  CCaannaaaann..  AAnndd  tthhee  ssoonnss  ooff  CCuusshh;;  SSeebbaa,,  aanndd  HHaavviillaahh,,  
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Adam Clarke’s Commentary on the Bible said that “Egypt is 
called the land of Ham or Cham because it was peopled by 
Mizraim the son of Cham.”7  In the following verses the Bible 
tells us that the the Hamites (descendants of Ham) enslaved 
Israel:    
 

1) Psalms 78:51, “AAnndd  ssmmoottee  aallll  tthhee  ffiirrssttbboorrnn  iinn  EEggyypptt;;  tthhee  
cchhiieeff  ooff  tthheeiirr  ssttrreennggtthh  iinn  tthhee  ttaabbeerrnnaacclleess  ooff  HHaamm.”  

2) Psalms 105:23-27, “IIssrraaeell  aallssoo  ccaammee  iinnttoo  EEggyypptt;;  aanndd  JJaaccoobb  
ssoojjoouurrnneedd  iinn  tthhee  llaanndd  ooff  HHaamm..  AAnndd  hhee  iinnccrreeaasseedd  hhiiss  
ppeeooppllee  ggrreeaattllyy;;  aanndd  mmaaddee  tthheemm  ssttrroonnggeerr  tthhaann  tthheeiirr  
eenneemmiieess..  HHee  ttuurrnneedd  tthheeiirr  hheeaarrtt  ttoo  hhaattee  hhiiss  ppeeooppllee,,  ttoo  ddeeaall  
ssuubbttiillllyy  wwiitthh  hhiiss  sseerrvvaannttss..  HHee  sseenntt  MMoosseess  hhiiss  sseerrvvaanntt;;  aanndd  
AAaarroonn  wwhhoomm  hhee  hhaadd  cchhoosseenn..  TThheeyy  sshheewweedd  hhiiss  ssiiggnnss  
aammoonngg  tthheemm,,  aanndd  wwoonnddeerrss  iinn  tthhee  llaanndd  ooff  HHaamm.” 

3) Psalms 106:21-22, “TThheeyy  ffoorrggoott  GGoodd  tthheeiirr  ssaavviioorr,,  wwhhiicchh  
hhaadd  ddoonnee  ggrreeaatt  tthhiinnggss  iinn  EEggyypptt;;  WWoonnddrroouuss  wwoorrkkss  iinn  tthhee  
llaanndd  ooff  HHaamm,,  aanndd  tteerrrriibbllee  tthhiinnggss  bbyy  tthhee  RReedd  sseeaa.” 

 
All of this is important when coming into the story behind 
Biblical Egyptology.  In the following map, we can see that the 
posterities of Shem migrated to the East, Japheth to the 
North, and Ham to the West, but only after the Tower of 
Babel’s narrative.   
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
7Clarke’s Commentary on the Bible, by Adam Clarke, Abingdon- Cokesbury Press, New 
York – Nashville. 
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WWhhiicchh  wwaass  tthhee  ssoonn  ooff  JJaaccoobb,,  wwhhiicchh  wwaass  tthhee  ssoonn  ooff  
IIssaaaacc,,  wwhhiicchh  wwaass  tthhee  ssoonn  ooff  AAbbrraahhaamm,,  wwhhiicchh  wwaass  
tthhee  ssoonn  ooff  TThhaarraa,,  wwhhiicchh  wwaass  tthhee  ssoonn  ooff  NNaacchhoorr,,  
WWhhiicchh  wwaass  tthhee  ssoonn  ooff  SSaarruucchh,,  wwhhiicchh  wwaass  tthhee  ssoonn  
ooff  RRaaggaauu,,  wwhhiicchh  wwaass  tthhee  ssoonn  ooff  PPhhaalleecc,,  wwhhiicchh  wwaass  
tthhee  ssoonn  ooff  HHeebbeerr,,  wwhhiicchh  wwaass  tthhee  ssoonn  ooff  SSaallaa,,  
WWhhiicchh  wwaass  tthhee  ssoonn  ooff  CCaaiinnaann,,  wwhhiicchh  wwaass  tthhee  ssoonn  
ooff  AArrpphhaaxxaadd,,  wwhhiicchh  wwaass  tthhee  ssoonn  ooff  SSeemm,,  wwhhiicchh  
wwaass  tthhee  ssoonn  ooff  NNooee,,  wwhhiicchh  wwaass  tthhee  ssoonn  
ooff  LLaammeecchh.  (Luke 3:34-36) 
 

After reviewing Luke’s genealogy, we can 
see that he followed the Septuagint by 
adding Cainan.  Throughout the study of 
Biblical Egyptology, important insights can 
be gathered from the Septuagint translation 
of the original Hebrew Bible in the 3rd 
Century B.C.   
 
In addition to the extra person (Cainan), 
the Septuagint also gives us lengthier ages in 
the genealogy list of Genesis 11.  These age 
differences makeup for the missing years 
found in Egyptian history.  Since the Bible 
expounds on this same genealogy in Luke by quoting the 
LXX, we then need to ask how much room do we have 
within Textual boundaries of synthesis and analysis with the 
LXX?  After all, that extra name does mean extra years.   
 
If we consider the Text that Luke provided, our dates from 
the Flood to the Exodus are roughly 1,677 years.  This is 
interesting because it matches Egyptian chronology exactly, 

If history without 

chronology is dark 

and confused; 

chronology without 

history is dry and 

insipid. 

Noah Webster 
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 Genesis 46:27 “υἱοὶ δὲ Ιωσηφ οἱ γενόμενοι αὐτῷ ἐν γῇ 
Αἰγύπτῳ ψυχαὶ ἐννέα. πᾶσαι ψυχαὶ οἴκου Ιακωβ αἱ 
εἰσελθοῦσαι εἰς Αἴγυπτον ἑβδομήκοντα πέντε.” 

 
 Acts 7:14 “TThheenn  sseenntt  JJoosseepphh,,  aanndd  ccaalllleedd  hhiiss  ffaatthheerr  JJaaccoobb  

ttoo  hhiimm,,  aanndd  aallll  hhiiss  kkiinnddrreedd,,  tthhrreeeessccoorree  aanndd  ffiifftteeeenn  
ssoouullss.” KJV/LXX 

 
 Acts 7:14 “ἀποστείλας δὲ ᾿Ιωσὴφ μετεκαλέσατο τὸν 

πατέρα αὐτοῦ ᾿Ιακὼβ καὶ πᾶσαν τὴν συγγένειαν αὐτοῦ ἐν 
ψυχαῖς ἑβδομήκοντα πέντε.” 

 
In short, of the nearly 300 quotes of the Old Testament in the 
New Testament, only 10 seem to differ substantially from the 
LXX. Throughout this work, there are several New 
Testament verses which are influential in the study of Biblical 
Egyptology, that are quoted from the LXX over the Masoretic.  
Because of this it must be our sixth premise.  As can be seen, 
the Septuagint’s timing is more reasonable and doesn’t cascade 
both ways.  In it, we see Shem passing off the scene 700 years 
before Abraham is born; whereas, the Masoretic has him alive 
during Abraham’s time.   
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the Masoretic view proposes that there was a 
civilization in Egypt that could produce a workforce of 
over a hundred thousand men to work on the pyramid 
at Giza for a quarter of a century—not including several 
other Egyptian pyramids and works. How could this 
be? 

(2) It has to relocate approximately 800 years of Egyptian 
History and integrate it within other years.  

(3) It provides an incomplete genealogy in Genesis 11:20-27 
according to Luke chapter three. 

(4) It doesn’t allocate for the migration, settling, and 
multiplying of Shem, Ham, and Japheth’s posterities 
before, during, and after the Tower of Babel.  

(5) It presents more problems in the archeological record 
than it solves, making a mystery out of the entire field 
of study. 

(6) It doesn’t agree with any other ancient biblical Texts. 
(7) It disagrees with the ancient Egyptian historians that 

carried Egypt’s history down though time, making 
Herodotus, Manetho, Josephus, and other ancient 
histories to be mere fabrications instead of absolute 
history for no apparent reason.  

(8) In the Masoretic model, we have several different 
numerical values that the New Testament writers 
somehow knew and gave to us.  This was not new 
revelation, but transcended from the LXX.  

(9) The Masoretic doesn’t properly place the Tower of 
Babel episode into its timeline.   

(10) It is a biased model.  The Masorets were not Christian 
and despised Christianity. 
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The New Testament and the LXX contain the answers, fill in 
the gaps, and provide additional insight to the subject of 
Egyptology.  In the remainder of this book, we will utilize 
this model in order to properly integrate facts from both 
fields and create a sound and workable model that unifies 
Egyptology and Christianity.  Biblical Egyptology will be built 
on these premises.  


