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EGYFT TO THE EXOIUS

Now in the list for Dynasty Six there is ane men of special significance, mumber
4, who is called Phicps or Pepl or Neferkare (vol, one, page 72), who is undoubtedly
the "Pharaoh of the Oppressiam.”

And then number 5 is Meuthesuohis who wee his s, end died in the Exodus, who
is not the firstborn, If you read the eccaunt you will discover that this Pharaoh was
not the firstbcrn which is the reason he digd not die the night of the Passover as we
knou the story from the Biblical reccvd, /This meens that the firstborn of the family
mist have been a daughter

It took a long time to discover who the sctual Pharach of the Exodus was. It is
probably best to simply lebel hir Mersure II, a name reascnably easy to remember.
Note that this name is from the Turin Canan, not Mametho (niddle 1ist an p. 72). The
Pharaoh of the Exodus woald be Merenre II of Dynasty VI, Note that Merenre I prece-
ded Pepi the Great (Pepi II), and them Msrenre II would be the Pharach of the Exodus.

Now we went to rext analyze this Fourth Dynesty, having already established tﬁe
chroanological placement of Dynasty V.

We have some names that are quite easily identified. I do mot know who Spefru is
as an individual (but his coming an the scene may be linked up chranologically from
other material in this chapter), Next there was a Kmfwey (too of page 75) and then
there sre successors. Kmfwey (Checps) is given in the Fing-lists. Khafre (middle of
75) will turn out to be Ephraim, But this does not become clear until we turn to perge
76 to find the rest of the story.

There we discover that thers ere twvy Checpses, in that sense—Suphis I and Supris
II. The me is Job, the other Josephk—this has tc be the solutian, Rotice that here
we do not have any sequence in Manetho, we mst glready heve established the identity
of the individusls, and we mst have established certein dates., Then it is possible to
put the figures together, Yo ses, Manetho does not go in sequence; this mst be estab-
lished from archasoclogy enc the Turin Canai, Notice that the date for Kmufwey is 172¢
—we use that., From the Third Dymasty it has airsady been established that Joseph be-
gen his lang period of public service in 1734—~thet is, the 1734 is based on the Bibli-
cal record, and then we kmow from Dynasty 11T thaet he ended in 1668 so the figures be-
tweer ITI end TV match up correctly, We digcover from the Third Dynasty that he endec
in 1668—check number 5 m page 65, Soupnis, £fnd we know the beginning date should te
173 based on the 14 yeers (7 + 7) of prosperity and famine and alsoc the date of the
coming of Jaccb and his sons to Egypt (1726). Sc we discover that Joseph's entire €4
yeers' reign goes indeed in the pericd 1734~1668—and thus we know that Dynasties II-
and IV are parallel: Supbis' erding date ia ITI is the same &s in IV — 1668, So tne
1668 is the bagis for this computatimme

Machir

Menksure cculd be nane other, in the story, than Mechir the grandson of Josepk,
the son of Mamesseh (Gen. 50:23). Sc we have Meckir, the sop of Mesnasseh, and then
Chephren (p. 74)—which is the other spelling——or Ehatre (p. 75) who is Ephraim, As
Tor tre others in the 1ist, I have not spent the time tc determine their identity. We
do not know the full underlying storye. /39
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It mist be understood tiiat Checpa is juuc .actuer spelling of Suphis—archaeology has
shown us this, Thug "Chagps" Lz Y70 To5 21 fosesh, And Herodotus apparently did
not differentiats betwear tioe Li nooww U3 were cantemporaries, So if Chephren or
Cphraim is the "broiter™ of Jouzoh, L. lachir becomes the sm (not the grandsa) of
Joseph and we have a situatincn wiars J or 4 zenaraticns are boiled down to 21

To repeat: Heradotus vella ve taal - ;..1: 2l vas thae brother cf Cheops (Joseph in
this .ase). How, in e -.1.1,,,,&; Senezy g ¢ ld aut be true literally—Ephraim is
a sa of Joseph, But the wols wiiizr waeo 23 obviwy when We remember that Jacob
adovted Ephraim snd Manscseh 23 s s rng!  3u tne smd result 1s that both Ephraim and

¥messeh wers slevated to &% 3 v !senh and mads his brothers—they were
raised to the lavel of i3 s 4l owodsens) of Jacob! Thus Machir becomes tke
fgen" of Cheuvps (Josspo), 3Su in s taloy ,,'H:.z ‘m rgrr.do“‘us, the Greek historien,
can 2ay Shat Chegrren (Apiceiuy i o s oo new® of Cheops (Joseph in this case, not
Jebls

hese rulera of Iyoety “¢ caie Lt o lcd c;';} shepnerdg—that is, foreigners!
Mnc then, vhem we c¢ows Yo the rest oo owz 0blig Dynesty Xil, X11, ve will see to what ex-

tent all 12 brothers, i@ sans ol oo 0
come to that stery a Little iater igege .

Lo :,;,*a_n._nence oo the throne, We will
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Back again on page 72 ihsre :ro -iis lufsrestliug points in relatiom to the end of
Dynasty VI (vottom of ‘ne page ) L owopen cazs to the throne in 1487 named Nitocris who
ruled for 12 years, &nd uhien Lér 3 Wi na grow up--leferka—— was called "the young-
er® implying that Lig elcer Lroiber Lazd died

Thug the Pharach of the Zxodus, Pzisuse (I, diad in the Red Sea, His elder san had
idoy cams chrone, and her sam—not the older, but the

died the rnight before., ihen cwis xicuy
younger (the older cisd at the Faczower; we dom't even know his name—but we do know
the Fharaon's son was slain from ths story of the Mxodus, 3x, 12:29), All we lmow is

that Neferka was the younger som 420 zurvived, 3¢ here is 2 remarkable insight into
the Bible account, uhe Listory of Zigrpt suppiying valuable background materiall

oavsey IV, I would suspect, in relatiom te

, 2o 76, that some day we shall be able to ce-
teraine every we oi’ thesc i blical record if they were the male line of
Israel, There is the chance that in soue cises we are Gealing with a female who was an
heir and some of these ~ay "nave SeEn LETp Jowever, the story from the Greeks is
that all of those mulers here in DJ 165T7 e Porsigrers, not Egyptians, and e}l wers
shepherds, This derinitsly implies bthat s are basically cdealing with nothing but tze
family of Joseoh in Zgypt. e :)0 1"‘1.1_’-;: of Judah is not to be discounted but, as e
as Lo majar &en Of uhe story are concsrnad; we are dealing with Joseph, Ephraim and
Macrir,
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Now this Mycerinus or Menksure or Machir-—%pycerinus™ is just Herodoctus' spellin-
—1is a very interesting msm: He re-opened ihc tevmles thet Jecseph and Job clcsed be-
cause he believed in religiocus frezdam. And furthermore, if you read Herodctus, he be-
lieved in paying pecple who cauldn't affcrc to make o living! i

Q

There are many sttributes of this man that strike one—may I say so?—as typically
Americen in terms of our thinking!!

And if you read what Herodotus says you'll se> to what extent Machir hired frierds,
and he paid other people to become his friends, This is the kind of thing that was go-
ing on in that dgy—and for it God shortemed his (ifetime! And it is said that many
troubles then befell Bgypt becazuse God did not like what he hed done in opening these
temples and granting all kinds of religious freedom so the Egyptians could re-establish
their idolstry.

Notice on page 76 in the dating for Machir, Mencheres, Menkaure or Mycerinus (these
are simply just varistions of the saue rame!) that Le goes all the way down to 1605.
And it was during this time in 1627 ard €% (the ctarting detes for Dynasties V and ¥1)
that a totelly new line of ruiers arose. Thus,; even in the days of Joseph's own gremd-
children who believed in religious freedowm, those Egyptians were already coming to power
who didn't really remember what Jouseph Led deme (Exodus 1:6-8); and now they began to
bring many of the Children of Israel into subjecticn,

When Did the Onviessi o begdn?

However, this does not mean ths cpriessicn Lepan immediately after 1626, I think
it took a little lmger time yet tc develo. Tt probably began even after 1605, the
last year of Mach'r,

Notice the individuais on the nmiddie f puge 7€ numbered 5, 6, 7 and 8, What treir
resl identvity was is a matter for furtle: reszarch st this pcint., But notice that trey
parallel exactly the €3 years of Machia (16581605 which indicates he allowed them to
participate in the government,

So thig list goes down to 1605 wrich is just a shori time after 1627, It is very
probable that in the period 1627-1605 Egypt was consolidated under this new leadershi:
stemming from Dynasties VI and ¥ vhils ths infivence of the family of Israel was declin-
ing in the politicel picture because of peruissiveness toward idolatry and related sins.
And fram 1605 or around 1600, in other words--that peried of time—the persecution bezan.
We mist bear in mind that it could not have bsgm until the Children of Israel had rl-
tiplied enough in population to scare the Lyytpiams! (Exodus 1¢7-11.,) The Bible shows
that we have this persecutimn coming just e 1ittls bofore the birth of Moses, Now if
the Exodus is 1487 and you add €0 years for Moses (his age at the Exodus), you come to
1567—so that the persecution had alreacy begiw before this date, but not much before!

The Pergsecuticn Intensgilied

You see, there is & lot of the story ycu can fit intc this Sixth Dynasty frorm tz=
Bibliceal record., There was an initial attempt to have all the firstborm Israslite be-
bies slein by the nidwives (Exodus 1:15=21) but that didn't work, Hence Aaran escapedl
Then they came up with another idee—bearirg ia rina that Aaron was 3 years older th=—
Moses (Exodus 7:7, thus born in 1570)—and that was to drown all the little boye in tae
river! (Bxodus 1:22.) —

Now ¥'s review our chranological patcerm: Josepn died in 1654, the new dynastie:
—V and VI--arose in 1627-1626, ce braach of Dynasty IV ends in 1627 (p. 75) waile tae

i
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otber ends in 1605 (p. 76)e This gives ym the feeling of the movement of time, So
it was prcbebly somewhere arcund the 1570's that the advanced stage of the persecu-
tian (Txodus 1:22) must have begun.,

Yow we do not know specificaily whe is nmeant in the Biblical statement that
"there arose up a new king...which knew nct Joserh" (Ex, 1:8), Notice on the list of
Dymzsty VI on page 72 that it is the faiter »f Pepi II (the Great) who is in power in
1605 wken the last branch of Dynasty IV cezssd, 4nd the first paragraph an page 73
explains that this Pepl I actually came to power as early as 1614, Every indicatim,
in 1y estimation, is that Pepi I is the mne who initiated the first stages of the en-
slaverent tut that his younger son, Pepi the Great, carried out the bulk of it, (No-
tice on pp. 72-73 that number 3, Merenre I, the older brother of Pepi II, was mly
short-lived and apparently does not figure :irengly in the story,)

It 1s very probatle that it was the younig Pepl the Great who contrived the idea of
Zxodus 1:22 of drowning the tabies, The botiam of page 73 records the fact that he
care to the throne at age 6 in 1582 {hut reigned jointly with his father, Pepi I, whc

lived till 1561-—-page 73, first paragrapb) .fich means he was born in 1588, Th.ls
means that in 1568 he was 20 years of age and tiuis just a young men when Moses was
born in 157. He apparently was a young ruler with counsellors similar to those of
Rehcboam (I Kings 12). He probably conceived of this idea of drowning as a result of
the advice of his cmnsellors, Being young and inexverienced, he went shead with the
policy, This mst be the same ruler, then, who 40 years later drove Moses from the
cantry—his long life spanned enou:,h je:rs o cover all these events, He lived all
the way to 1488, or up to 39 years atfter tozes left, So all the time Moses was withk
Jethro, Pepi was still ruling., Then when he dicd in 1488 it was safe far lioses to re-
turn tc Bgypt (Brxodus 2:23; 4:19).

stire—it was visited in his son's, God

So the penalty wasn't visi 2
1:" Wwholly responsible, That's a lesson to

is
doesn't alwgys punigh the nen wh
be bocrne in aind,

din’nis
hiims

So here we have been twiching up some of the story, The Compendium merely gives
us the ‘ramowork and I have not goue chiead aad drawn a conclusion in every case going
through the Bihle wverse by verse and saying this one and this cne and this one is the
exact man in each ingtance of the story,

Relationatin of Dvnasties V and VI

3very indicatian is that the Fifih Dynasty was rads up of a royal, priestly fanily
or tranch of the ruling family of Bgypt while tkhe Sixth Dynasty was dominant and con-
sisted of thke actual political rulers. The indication seems to be that the rulers in
Six appointed to office those in the Fifth,

This and otner cynasties sive us am overall picture of the governmental structure
in zncient Egypt:

1s Zconowic or financial: Jeseph, Dynasty 11T,
2, Military: Mouses, Dymaasty XIII,
. Politicel: Amemermhet ITI, Dynasty LII,
Lo Religious: Unis, Dmasty V,
This weuld give us some clue as to how the varicus offices were arranged in Egypt.

‘he next siep is to go to Chapier Foaur and zet the story of Thebes and Heracleor >
lis down to the tine of the Exodus,

IYZ
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Moses in Drragsty XIJ3

We contimue witk "The Missing '.Jf of
partly contained in Josephus. The L(_”. L-;‘
near the bottom of psge 78, There was a.
in which case Mcses became "the Generul.”
in Bgypt in which there will be "thir Goven,
military career, In resding lhe siriy o
femous in this dgy beceause, whan e e, 4t 3
general—end he was known in histery ag "the Gereral.”

History," page 77. The story is
Ztkiopiens, Tharbis, is mentimed
ople Wer between Bgypt and the Bthiopians
i we are looking for, them, is a dynasty
1 o Josephus! description of Moses!
we: are tcld that Moses became very
of age, he became the appointed

s o gimp
B Cantl o G

Now if you look at g1l the Eg;/;--“ 3. G.ee. o0 el lists, stramgely enough, there 1s
only ane man in &1l the amnals of goue. [.n_ U W 1s czxiled "the Generall™ And that is
this man of the 13tk Dynasty (p 81‘ . He 2o muter 17 in the list. In this dynasty we
do not have individuel leagths of refg. t{exwwLt i certain scattered instances) but just
the rulers' names.

In other words, we'll disccwe™ th.. & v i.-¢ o vhese dynasties have po interngl
chranolegy—anly the total lengli of voe Gyl au piven, In this case we don't ever
Jnow the internal sequence of ail btiic narwe  frum lavethds record is preserved the gen-
eral, sumnary statement thav "sc L’u:.;'lf by reio00d 8o many years.® This means that the
dynastv was considered so unisporiz:t fo's transcribers—-Busebius, Africanus,
and Syncellus—that they did not bolis. Lo pragerve Lie nares (and some of them aré also
lost from the Turin Cezuf.r_'), Bui Zn thi: ce.f e e nct need to know all the names; if
that were necessary, God would have sesn 1o in! O.r oniy comcern is to know the exact
length of the dynasty as & whele, a&nd 1L L& bs vure that we have placed it correctly

>

in the overall picture of ancien®t B~ 4 (Youton of page 79),

So all the individuad rulers I ui: .. Jrrast. ere not irpoartant——vith the excer
tion of number 17, "the Genersal!™ iz u . ..o> nuwe was Semenkhare (top p. 80)., He wes
called Semenkhkare Mermeshoi—tierus s .o swano ), "lns General," Here, then, is a guicde
to the story,

wid aove Dymasty X111%
B e e e e 2N

We are told that some of th=sc were of Asiatic blood (bottom of pare
80 )—this is knowr: from archzeolcgic i The ruler just before the General, nur—
< b
ber 16 in the list, is Userkare Fhardle. ‘ton of pare 21)—="the latter being an wn-Ezpt-
3

ian personal name," In shorv, "khnendjex® i not Barpt

low it is certainly strante thet & h should adopt Moses (Ex, 2:10,
—a shepherd, a foreigner—1ir tals Frore 2 gyptianl This gives the impli-
cation that when Pharaoh's deughter adonte? livzes  thot Ceughter herself wes not ar abgo-
lute Egyptign (thougk naybe in part she 2 nin s elweys possib e thrcmgh prevmw
intermerrisge ir the line), Dut the irmaiicavis. Ls trnere was some foreign blood iIn this
family—meaning, in thic case, Aramaic ¢r Felrwy o something of this nature that khad
come into the family,

Ml o 7 o~y - $ < S s e -
The Governmsnial Siraciale of Eompt

Wow notice theat in this 1
Thebes, However "tne versicn
revealg that for s time tne coa
bastis in the Deltsz fecr the Tir

ing with the story ol
ail from Menetho., I
at
&

Thebes, but =t zu-
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Now ve know that ancient Egypt was divided into two kingdoms, Lower and Upper—-the
Lower and Upper Egypt that we commonly refer to, And there were two different crowns
—gscmxtines a king wore both crowns, scmetizmes one or the other, What archaeolegists
have not been aware cf is that, in many caces, the ruler of Lower Egypt could wear thLe
crown of btoth Lower and Upper if he (ointly -hsred the government and there was reasom-
sble equality, A&imilarly, the man in Uoper Ecypt could wear both crowns if thers was
ressonable equality, if they came to agree—-they both governed both kingdoms but each
one hzd also the intermsl policy within his cwn realm,

We have this same type of thing in the modern Soviet Union as an illustratim:
There is a certain kind of eutonoiyy with White Russia, the Groat Russien area, and the
Ukraine, Or, as another example, pecrle talk about Kaiser Wilhelm of the First World
War, not realizing that there were other kiniss in Germany too who determined policy in-
ternally, Of course, then asbove the local king of Prussia there was the Xing of Prus-
sia who was also Bmperor--Bgypt dudnté have quive this pattern, Bat we clearly have
a Pharaoh in Lower Sgypt and a Pharach in Upper Egypt. In Lower Egypt in the dgys of
Joseph it was the Third Dyrasty—.also thc Fourth, meaning "shepherds," Joseph was
second in the kingdam, you remember,

And in relation to Joseph being second in thie kingdam, I want you to notice vhat
the 3Scripture says: Whenever people wanted food thay 81l came to Joseph—it doean't
say they all came to Pharaoh! This means that even in foreign policy, interms of deal-
ing with foreignars ccming into Bgypt, it wes poszsible to deal with this foreign fam-
ily given dynastic level--Dynasty IVi—axd aot have to deal with EBgyptian Pharachs di-
rectly, The governrent was set up so thet it vas possible sometimes for Tforeigners,
you see, to deal with one or the other of the naclve royal [amilies who were responsi-
tle for certain feamures of ths governrent., FHRead the Biblical recerd and you will ncie
that. The Third Dynasty was local in Meophis, the Fourth was also quite prominent ther-
at Merphis, tut them apparently the Twelfth of Thebes {which actually carried an the a
ministration fram Lisht near Yemphis) was the mest dominamt of all,

Comparing Userkare dnend sr «nd Pspi the Great

Well, we must ncw determins .here Moses is since we've deermined basically the
‘point of the Exodus and them work backward and forward from there,

We discover a nman by the rams of Krendier {page 81 again) and, interestingly enaugh,
no descendent of his comes on the throme—tine jmplication being that his descendent, Ty
adoption, was Moses! It is very protable, them, from this point of view, you see, that
the Pheraoh who had no heir was of the 13th Dynasty while the young man who was doing
the rersecuting was cf the 4thl Bgypt had two divisias—Upper Egypt and Lower Egypt:
Dyrasty VI was fram Thebes but the first 153 years of Dynasty XIII were, remember, fram
Putzstis in the Delta (bottcm page 79). This XKhendjer was a very important mam, probably
even more impartant than the younger man from the Sixth Dynasty in his earlier yearg.

Proof That Dynzasties VI and XITYI were Parallell

Jow notice the last paragraph un page 81:®The kings of this period oftem have tieir
nares associated with King Neferkere on royal seals." Now turn back to the list an pace
72 Ifor Dynmasty VI and notice that one of the names cf Pepi the Great or Phiops was leler-
iare! {(lumber 4 in the list,)

L Rad

In other words, we Lave docurents shoulng tnat iing Neferkare or Pepi ruled jointl
wito cthers fram elsewhere in Bgypt., They have aunc scerasbs—now a scarab is a sacre
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~ved end vworshipped—which was
fines & scarab or scarsbaecus
the sncient Zgyptiams as sy~
ittle bug was looked upa =s
elg—-were in the form of this

e Bgyptology section of aur
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as "A larce blac;;, ¢, or neerly black, dul :
boliec of recurrection &id im.ovh 70077
sacred, #nd being sscrel, all X T
beetle, a scarsb, Ard v : '
library in the books where ~lu 3¢7 o s wrr o ohaelc
1y over ths yesii.

This nawe kel S T bers is plain proof that he was con-
temporary witi soo Cu s =*,, "4ore then one name on a scaret
has puszied msny 11‘3 ! Li g :.J eeneruzlly by only one king at e time,

5

But literally i S ;4. L.i.. 'mer are generally treated with

discrect srile:u:f B+ P e ’ ez ooy wande revolubtionize the history cof
Egptin cFegs P, L% aw LIRS T : . tu.oinown, €, Haves' The Sceptre of Zgvut,
Volure 1, pege 347,

$op it e Lot .t -y iore hiew ib s possible for a royal seal
to have & neme froon Diiilevy “0 o« oo oo et Saon irmiosty XiIl--1t doesn't make sense!l

Sc they conclude—iY tag: cout. il . s04 ot ihois could be termed "archaizing," or
makirg a sori of fetdia oot of loantooae. o0 : Put this doesn't make any sensé!

You would not stago witi your =.7.2 .7 o . sl witE lne name of scme Pharach whc had
beer living four o , £ e Ke led ‘¢ nonsense! Now you might heve
sone anticue vesssl i pems Too 0T Lt S ",J“’ sing——1like moybe someome in Amer-
ice might have = pisce from tne Moo s W0 o saeloin g-mut thatfs not the questim.
Weer you ere dewling with e rores S0 o PR J.‘ —). with the source of authority
which wes new wish 6vess Hagy -4l © a0 .i0 0 cno 0 wiri pany nov scarab-seals made year
by year! The snswmy dg fuss o Feor o irsohe nnasties were contemporary!
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30 we are discovering that the government of 3gypt apparently was based on the
fact that certain men were rilitary comnanders, others were the political rulers, some
hed the function of the priesthocd and the maintenance of the religious traditiamms,

snd others ray have been in finsnce handling the financial situation in the government.
Later you nay discover that, instead of varicus dynastles like it started out, there
wouli be e dynasty with vizisrs handling these functimns—men who were princes but
didn't establish a separate, indeperdent dynasty, This would depend upon how unified
or uzunified the country mignt have bemm,

Thus we have an indicasiom that, if Moses is the 17th ruler, with the 25th king
everything descends to darkness, 3 description which clearly reflects the calamity of
the 3xodus, Having teen given two lengihs for the dynasty—153 and L53—we may logicsal-
1y lay it cut, Read the material cerefully here and you will see how the story fits
together free of any chronclogical conflict,

Placing Dvnasty ZIIT

Jotice the bottcm of page & carsiully so ve mhow where to place the story, This
Dynasty XIIT 1s sometimes given 153 years——or 453 years (page 79), there are these var-
imt figures, Hotice how we reconstruct it: We 2o back Ifrom 1487 a period of 40 years,
and then 153 more, You ses, we don't xnow why the dynasty is assigned in cne case 153
and in anothar 453. The answer 1s that She foomer fiure must mean the dynasty began
153 years befcre some “amous evaphbe-eltlsr tne Acodus itself (1487) or 40 years earlier
(1527) when tre Bgyptians were delivered from the 3tnoicpians under the leadership of
Moses, I we wcrk teck fram 1527 we come to 12.80; then we werk back more and suddenly
the whole picture besins to make @rse—and then we lmow that reither the 453 or the 153
were scribal errors. .nstead, we now realicze that thase are two distinct figures meant
to tell us s story. Now we Ac not know ‘rom the figure—listea carefully—what the e-
vent misht have ten, wut we tave an indicstim teet the ovent was either when Egypt wao
delivered from the Rthiovims (when Hoses was 40 years of age) or the Exodus (when he
was 50), We try tha date of 1527 when hs was 40 and the whole story fits cut. There-
fore that is the =xplanstioui Timis the [i,urss that are given become, in a sense, the
clue tc the rest of the story even thougn you might bave to go to the Biblical recard
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Cvnestles T, £, Xi, and A11

Wnen we lay it out we discover also the neaming of Jynasties IX and X; and, having
done this, we cun dco go beck to Dmasty X1 and show when it began. And in Dynasty I
—tco of SBh4-—we have the whole period, Jynasty XII alsc coming up skortly., In other
words, the placement of XIII cn the basis cf Moses! caresr allcws us to build the ckron-
clogy strairht back up through {II and ZI whence ve arrive at the year 2025!

And then we nave a secondary dymasiy which is now inmcwn to be contemporary —Dynes-
ties I{ and X at Heracleopolis (paze 25), There was 2 struggle in IX and X at Heracleop—
olis and also involving Dynasty {I of Thebes., Now study carefillly the material there—
~ut it all togethor--and you will see that in every case the divergent figures, the di-
ver-ent lengths of reign, are nmerely figures given to represent varied events of the
rdstory of the dmasty!

1 nzges 88 and 89 we have trhe entire picture summarized in chart form. It takes
& ceparete chart on paper to get the full picture ol what was happening., e have to
r€2d about the vers toat brought one dymssty *to prominence instead of another. For
inctance, at Heracleopclis there were sctually two contemporary dynasties in the same
city—IX and X! It mearnt that cne of them continued the cld traditions of the family
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—the old one still dominated—but another to counter-balance it (we might use that term
since we don't know ell the detzils), to represent Thebes at Heracleopolis was established.

And we have these two opposing dynasties continuing in parallel from the same city—
from Heracleopolis,

Now notice the pattern an psges 88-89: We go fram Dyrasties I to II at Thinis, aud
then we go to III at Memphis. Alsc in 2035, the second year of Shem's reign, he esteb-
lishes a dynasty gt Thebes (XI) which coptinues through XIT and XIII in sequence—ycu
see? Dynesties XTI, XII, and XIII at Thebes ere indees in sequencel r__’g the same time—
2035--a8 it comss out exactly, gnother dynesty was established at Heracleopolis (bottam
of p. 88)., Shem divided up the linzdar twe years after he came to prominemce in 2037,
Go back tc page 57 and look at his reign--mumber 7, Semempses, 2037-2019, So there you
have the parallel placemert of Dymasties IX and X: There was a struggle in 1935—1in which
year Egypt was complately united under Mentuhotpe II of XI (pp. 84,87). Then notice
next that Dynasty X ends in 1750 which is the beginning of Dynasty IV (campere the bot-
tam of p. 8 with the top of 89)—that's Snefru, remember? Check page 75 again, So we
find that we go ckhrenologically frar IX to & to IV and then to V, yau see?—1627, Tau
go fram IV to V, top of page 89, But we mist reslize, going down the chart on 89, that
there is smother method of reckening becsuse Heracleopolis has Dynasty IX continuing for
a8 l-o-0o-n-g time—409 yeers insiesd of 10C! Now tlie scholars all say the 409 must be in
error, the 100 might be right, But the 409 brings us down to 1626 and now we understand
why the Sixth Dynasty began in 1626, which beginning date has not yet been previously
explained anywhere here in the Comperciunm (tecause, remember, we built back up to VI by
working back fra: the end of VIII through VII to VI, pp. 71-72). The Fifth Dynasty be-
gen in 1627 ac the successcr tc IV, but the Sixth Dynasty was the successor tc number IX
in 1626. It goes dowa to 1445. Than Dynagty VII wes only a few months or weeks plus
the 6 kingless years (pictured in the Turin Canon by the bee taking flight——the king was
gmel); and then the Eighth Dynasiy goes on tc 1299 completeing the 955 years of the
Turin Cancn—remember the irjortert exvlaneiic: beck on page 62 about the 955 years since
Meres, Lay it wat end you will see that the actusl lengths of reign tell a part of the
story--there is elweys e logical reascn for variunt lengths of reign (different dates
are asasociated with differing key everts—impartant junctures in history)e.

Now we can firish the stary very quickly up to page 91 by pointing out that the
rest of the 12tk Dynasty that has besn previously referred to is given here, Iou will
see thai the Dedecarchy givea cu §%, or the "rule of twelve''—=and if you go back you
will discover that tnere was indeed & very importient Pneraoh whc was calied Lamares or
Amenemhet III (1741-1692—psage 90). This men (whose name is also spelled Amenerhe or
Ammenemes’ certainly could be name other, if you read the document, than the Pharach
whor Josepk dealt with, Trough the royal family cawe from Thebes, the capital city of
the country wes located in Lower Eeypt near Memphis at & place called Lisht, In other
waords, the gevernment was just outside of Memphis which was, in a sense, the great ec-
anomic certer of the kingdaw, but this was a Thebs: dynasty nevertheless, But the gov-
ernment wae exercised frox this city of Lisht very neer tc Memphis, So we have the two
lists for Dynasty XII (pp. 90 and 91) showing there wvere overlaps end contemporaries in
this period: &nd s- we carclude that from 1722-170C the ferily of Joseph must have ccme
to prominence (page 91—the Dodecarchy)}. Note that the date 1722 is late in the period
of the 7 years! famine: This implies tnat Joseph was allowed to associate his brothers
with him on the throne of Egypt to help handle the increasing economic protlems of tris
critical period. This is an importamt match-up and cross-link with Dynasties III and IV!

And finelly, in this chapter, we have a little bit of the story to the Exodus yet
to finish—ané thet is, Wno 1s thet Ramsses of Gemesis 47:117 Mnd elso how do we esrlain
the Rasmses of Erodus 1:11 if, as historians suppese, there never wes a Ramses prior to
to the Nineteenth Dynasty? Is there a historical document of some much earlier kdngs with
the name Rameses or Ramses (there are variaus spelliings)? This is what we want to dis~
cover. This last sectiam proves there was! Class disnissed, 47



