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Faith readers beware! This is not an essay about beliefs but rather is a rational analysis of biblical
prophecy that points out failures and flaws. There is a lot of other literature that is more suitable
for you to read. Please do not read any further.

Other Failed Biblical Prophecies
This is the fourth essay of my series about biblical prophecy. However it is not necessary to read
the other essays before you read this one. You can freely download the others on my website:
http://antspub.com and read them at your leisure.

Introduction
I have not yet seen a single biblical prophecy that has been rationally and empirically proven to
have been completely fulfilled as per what the text says. A clearly expressed prophecy or
prediction should be specific in what is supposed to happen and include at least a time frame of
when the event(s) should occur. I am not saying there isn’t one but just that I have not seen it. Of
course there are highly symbolic prophecies that have been interpreted in many different ways as
having been fulfilled but in these instances any interpreter has a lot of elbow room and can on the
surface make it sound like whatever they like. There is also the possibility that some alleged
fulfilled predictions were really historical events re-made in hindsight to look like it had been
predicted. This means that in evaluating so-called predictive fulfillments, evidence is everything. If
crucial evidence is missing then it cannot be determined whether any alleged fulfillment truly
occurred.
My focus is on rational proof and not on beliefs or emotionalism. The reader is again invited to
read my other essays and see how other prophecies I have discussed were taken out of context,
tailor remade to fit into preconceived conclusions, while some are outright ridiculous. This essay
looks at some other Old Testament (OT) prophecies that need to be evaluated within their
historical context to see whether they were truly fulfilled. None of the ones discussed here passed
the simple tests and some cases are extremely damaging to the often flouted idea the Bible is
infallible and/or that every scripture was inspired by the depicted biblical deities. If any such god
could see the future then why, as I will prove, did it not happen as clearly stated in the text?

The Promised Land
The OT god referred to as “Lord” had encounters with Abram who was later renamed “Abraham.”
The Lord told Abram that his descendants would become strangers in a foreign land and would
serve the habitants and be afflicted for four hundred years. In the fourth generation they would
return to the land Abram stood on (Gen. 15:13-16). This is the first allusion to the Egyptian
captivity, exodus and the conquering of the Promised Land. However we do not have any clear
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extra biblical evidence that it occurred as depicted in the OT (download my essay “The Day the
Sun & Moon Stood Still.”). In any case on the same day the Lord made a covenant with Abram
saying:
18 “To

your descendants I have given this land, from the river of Egypt to the great river, the River
Euphrates— 19 the Kenites, the Kenezzites, the Kadmonites, 20 the Hittites, the Perizzites, the
Rephaim, 21 the Amorites, the Canaanites, the Girgashites, and the Jebusites” (Gn. 15:18-21).
This is a huge area and notice the extent of the area the native tribes occupied before the state of
Israel was established. The above map is largely a biblically based depiction but archeological
studies show differences. Large areas of the land were not even occupied and even calls into
question key events of Joshua’s conquest.1 Parts of this property were later occupied by differing
empires over the biblical time span such as: the Assyrians, Babylonians, Persians, Greeks,
Egyptians, Seleucids and Romans. Even in the earlier period when the Bible depicts the Israelites
as initially and finally making it to the border of the land promised to Abraham, Moses gave the
people a stirring speech. He spoke to them from the land of Moab, which is on the opposite side
of the River Jordan. He told them to go to the mountains of the Amorites, to the plains, in the
south to the sea coast and to the land of the Canaanites and to Lebanon as far as the great river,
the River of Euphrates (Deut. 1:5-7). Moses did not mention the river of Egypt as the southern
border but in any case there isn’t any biblical mention of Israel ever conquering all the land
between the two rivers. After all, it was promised to the descendants of Abraham, Isaac and
Jacob (Deut. 1:8) yet it has never manifested.
You might think the promise to Abram’s descendants was conditional based on how goodly the
people behaved but this is not the case. Moses said they were not about to receive the land due
http://antspub.com Click on “Downloads” Button at the top of any page and chose “The Day the Sun & Moon Stood Still”
from the essay menu.
1
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to their
righteousness but in
spite of their sins. It
was an
unconditional
fulfillment of the
divine promises
made to Abraham,
Isaac and Jacob
(Deut. 9:1-7). Moses
went on to say the
Lord would go
before them as a
consuming fire and
bring down the
habitants so they
could drive them out
and quickly destroy
them. This did not
happen. The
accounts clearly say
they did settle on a
lot of land but were
often engaged over
a long period of
time, fighting other
peoples for territory.
Even though the
initial inheritance
was unconditional;
holding onto their
property and
belongings was
depicted as being
based on conditions.
However one would
think that they
should have firstly
possessed
everything that was promised before losing any of it. Much was said of great blessing for their
obedience and retribution for their sins. Should they break the covenant, their enemies would be
allowed to take their land and possessions and they would be scattered among the nations (Lev.
26).
It has been suggested by some that the Israelite King David’s Empire did grow to Abram’s extent
but this is far from sound. The OT says David’s son and successor Solomon expanded the
empire but even then Philistia and Phoenicia were still independent Mediterranean coastal states.
Also the northern part of the area up to the Euphrates River was not occupied by Israelites but
was under Solomon’s economic influence. If the OT account is accepted as accurate history then
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Israel never completely occupied the land promised to Abram’s descendants. (See the map: “The
Empire of David and Solomon”).

Is King David Fictionalized?
There are also other questions. An important issue is how do we even know that David was even
a real king of a United Israel? There are OT scholars who claim that King David was not any
more real than the fictional British King Arthur of the famed Round Table and leader of Camelot.
There are two main sides to such biblical issues. One is presented by the Maximalist OT scholars
and they give much credence to what the Bible says and tend to accept it as accurate. They
accept the idea of biblical inspiration. In other words this group tends to be populated by religious
people who were educated and trained in scholarship. The other side is presented by Minimalist
OT scholars and they reject the inspiration assumption and want to case out the evidence on its
own merit. This group is populated by those who are not swayed by religious ideas and hold the
evidence to a strict rational standard. In other words they do not accept the Bible at face value; in
fact they minimalize it unless there are other reasons to acknowledge it. This is the main issue
which forms the division but there are some who claim to straddle the fence. Of course both
groups value additional information as it is discovered but often differ in its interpretation. It should
also be said that various interpretations can and do differ all across the board; so it is not as
simple as it appears on the surface.
This having been said, we need to take a serious look at why some minimalists critique the extent
of the Davidic Kingdom as depicted in the OT. One problem is that at the time of David’s victories
that led to an essential unification of Israel; the then greater empires, Assyria and Egypt were
adversaries. It is hard to imagine either major power sitting idly by while David carved out his
empire. The kingdom of Israel was in the corridor between the two greater empires and if
anything David’s moves would have been
interpreted as a threat by both. Each power
might have suspected the assistance or
cooperation of the other; but neither got
significantly involved at this time. This is very
hard to accept.
Another problem deals with the richness and
detail of the literary accounts of David’s
victories. If they were written in the assumed
time frame such a single instance of advanced
literature would have appeared as if it had
fallen out of the sky. In other words this was
not a period of literary and cultural
development. Usually when markedly better
literature appears, it does so in clusters and
often in spurts. This alone has led some to
suspect the Davidic tales were written several
centuries later and there had been ample time
for the invention and/or exaggeration of many
themes and details.
Consider how David is depicted as a boy who
faced the giant Goliath with nothing more than
5

his sling and five smooth stones he picked out of a creek. The account claims David slew the
giant but this is hard to swallow. People die in war. Imagine Saul, Israel’s first king, not ordering
one of his top fighters to go out and combat the irate and boastful enemy soldier. Saul could have
also ordered a rain of arrows or spears over Goliath’s head. If the Philistines attacked, he could
have had a flank of soldiers ready to counter. Further Goliath during his boast, yelled out the
details of a challenge. He said if anyone defeats him the Philistines would serve the Israelites and
vice versa. Are we to assume King Saul send out a frail youth to fight a giant when the nation’s
fate hung on the outcome? A defeat would have amounted to the slavery of his people and the
loss of their land and much of their possessions.
The account makes Saul look as if he is brainless and everyone in his camp is sorrowfully afraid
except the adolescent, David. Then we have to accept that Saul allowed him to go out single
handedly to face a fully armed, seasoned, huge and obviously very powerful Philistine soldier.
Also, how likely would it be that Saul would have earlier dressed David in his armor? Saul was a
very tall man and his armor would have been custom made. The story claims the boy could not
even walk with it on, nor handle his sword. So he took it off. (I Sam. 17:38-39). It goes on to say
David killed Goliath with one stone, shot from his sling. It apparently lodged into his skull i.e.
forehead. How likely is that? Such a slung stone might have caused bleeding, perhaps knocked
him out or even fractured his skull. It is hard to believe it could have lodged in his forehead. Also
we are secondly told that David used the giant’s sword, which we can assume had to have been
larger and heavier than Saul’s, to kill him by cutting off his head (I Sam. 17:49-51). You can’t
have it both ways as any person, even a giant, can only die once. So did Goliath die by the stone
or the sword?
The Israelites roared after they saw what happened to the Philistine champion and attacked. The
Philistines took off running. The Israelis pursued them all the way to the entrance of the valley
and to the gates of Ekron. So which was it? Did they chase them to the valley or to the gates of
Ekron, which was a Philistine city on the cusp of the contested frontier between Philistia and
Israel? The account speaks of Philistine losses as they left their tents and belongings behind as
they ran away. However they did not surrender and become slaves to the Israelites (I Sam.
17:51-53). They lived on and remained free to fight the Israelites on other occasions.
These differing and contradictory themes strongly suggest the story drifted in meaning over time
and probably a later editor drew upon differing sources. If the boy who defeated a giant and later
became a king is not a myth or an invention, then what is? There are many cultural tales of
commoners becoming royalty and some youths lucking out and attaining higher ranks in the
highly stratified societies of yesteryear. Recall the stories of Snow White, Cinderella and Aladdin
just for starters. Each of these tales is known to come in several versions.
A good question to ask is: how does the story of David and Goliath differ in outcome compared to
numerous other cultural hero stories like the Greek/Roman myths such as of Hercules and those
about the much later English legendary King Arthur? The Roman stories are a good comparison;
as then many believed in their gods and in the canon containing their tales similar to how many
modern true biblical believers do today. The names of their gods differ and the stories in both
canons are questionable. Perhaps there were core historical personalities that inspired such
stories about mythical champions. When these kinds of tales circulate for a time, the details
change. Eventually they drift into differing local versions and it is not hard to believe the later
forms differ a lot from whatever the original story may have been. Maybe, like and perhaps in the
case of King Arthur, there was a King David-type whose feats were later exaggerated during
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inventive oral transition. In any event you can see why minimalist scholars have good reason to
question the veracity of biblical stories such as those about David.
Another issue is if King David was truly the great conqueror there should be ample evidence
about his “United Monarchy” in the land of Israel; but it has not surfaced. Also, we wonder why
there isn’t any direct mention of him by neighboring states. What we have are some scanty, later
and indirect references to him. These are artifacts with at least partially readable inscriptions on
slabs of stone or “stela” (also “stele,” which is an alternative spelling) which refer indirectly to a
“King David” and/or to Israel or Judah.
The Tel Dan inscription, or “House
of David” inscription, was
discovered in 1993 at the site of
Tel Dan in northern Israel in an
excavation directed by Israeli
archaeologist Avraham Biran.
After his team accidently
discovered a gate way in what
was the old Israelite city of Dan
they came across a wall and were
surprised to find a chuck of basalt
imbedded in it. It had writing on it
and it was later found to be a
piece of a ninth century BCE
stela. After they were studying it
they also found two smaller
pieces that fit with the larger one.
These were all once part of a
larger stela that had been destroyed and pieces were used in construction. The broken and
fragmentary inscription commemorates the victory of an Aramean king over his two southern
neighbors: the “king of Israel” and the “king of the House of David.”
Thirteen lines of inscription have been preserved and were written in neat Aramaic characters.
The Aramean king boasts that he, under the divine guidance of his god Hadad, vanquished
several thousand Israelite and Judahite horsemen and charioteers while defeating the king of
Israel and king of Judah i.e. “House of David.” Unfortunately, the recovered fragments do not
preserve the names of the specific kings involved in this battle. Many scholars believe the stela
recounts a campaign of Hazael of Damascus in which he defeated both Jehoram of Israel and
Ahaziah of Judah (I Kings 15:20, Judges 18:27-29). The implication is that Hazael was initially
victorious and had the stela publically displayed as a public battle memorial in the newly
conquered city of Dan. Later the Israelites retook the city and busted up the boastful plague and
used some pieces for construction.
What made the Tel Dan inscription one of the most interesting biblical archaeological discoveries
was its unprecedented reference to the “House of David.” The stele’s fragmented inscription, first
read and translated by the renowned epigrapher Joseph Naveh, suggests that King David was a
genuine historical figure. The stele had been set to stand more than a century after David’s death,
yet it still implied that he was the founder of at least the kingdom of Judah. Even if it really is the
oldest reference to David outside of the Bible, care must be taken to not assume everything in the
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OT about David is true based on this scanty and indirect
reference. The David depicted in the OT united the tribes as
one expanded nation. The division of the country, as we will
see, followed in the wake of the death of David’s son, Solomon.
Also the Tel Dan inscription does not, after all, refer to anything
David personally and really did. Even if someday something is
found that does, it still would not mean everything written in the
OT about him would be verified. We could still be looking at a
mix of some facts amidst much fiction and exaggeration.
The “House of David” inscription has its skeptics who dismiss
the reading or interpretation as implausible. In a “Biblical
Archeology Review” (BAR) article, Philip Davies argued that
the Hebrew term “bytdwd” refers to a specific place (akin
to “bytlhm” for Bethlehem) rather than to the ancestral lineage
of King David. On the other hand the inscription has convinced
many scholars of the essential historicity of King David. Nevertheless, they have reached little
consensus on the second problem about the nature and extent of his rule. Was David the great
king of biblical lore who founded his royal capital at Jerusalem and established an Israelite
kingdom? Or was David only a ruler of a tribal chiefdom, as Israel Finkelstein of Tel Aviv
University contends? Questions like these often continue to hang even in the wake of
archaeological discoveries. It all says much about the complex interplay with differing
interpretations of archaeological finds, historical records and the Bible.2
There is also the Mesha Stele which also known as the "Moabite Stone." It was discovered in
August 1868 at an ancient site of Dibon (now Dhiban, Jordan). The local villagers disputed over
its ownership and it was smashed. Luckily a paper mache impression call a “squeeze” had earlier
been made. However, from the stone fragments 613 letters out of about 1,000 were re-pieced
together. The original inscribed stone was set up around 840 BCE by King Mesha of Moab (an
ancient kingdom located in what is now modern Jordan). He tells how Kemosh, the God of Moab,
had been angry with his people and had allowed them to be subjugated to Israel. Eventually
Kemosh’s favor returned and he assisted Mesha to throw off the yoke of Israel. Mesha then goes
on to describe his many building projects.
The French scholar Andre Lemaire has reconstructed some incomplete letters on line 31 on the
stele as “BT[D]WD,” and suggested the translation "House of David", meaning Judah. This is not
universally accepted - Nadav Na'aman, for instance, read the same script as BT[D]WD[H], and
claimed it is "House of Daodoh", meaning a local ruling family. If Lemaire is right then it would be
the earliest evidence of the existence of the Judean kingdom and its Davidic dynasty. 3
Unfortunately we do not have a time machine and will have to wait and see if something else
emerges.
The earliest known stele that relates to Israel is of Egyptian origin. I am referring to the
“Merneptah Stele” and it is also known as the “Israel Stele” or “Victory Stele of Merneptah.” It is
an inscription by the Egyptian King Merneptah (reigned 1213 to 1203 BC). It was discovered by
2

http://www.biblicalarchaeology.org/daily/biblical-artifacts/artifacts-and-the-bible/the-tel-dan-inscription-the-first-historicalevidence-of-the-king-david-bible-story/
3
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mesha_Stele
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Flinders Petrie in 1896 at Thebes, Egypt and is now housed in the Egyptian Museum in Cairo.
Petrie and a German philologist on the team, Wilhelm Spiegelberg, attempted the first translation
of the inscription. The text is mostly an account of Merneptah's victory over the Libyans and their
allies; but the last few lines deal with a separate campaign in Canaan which was then part of
Egyptian holdings. Spiegelberg was puzzled by one symbol towards the end. It seemed to speak
to a people or tribe whom Merneptah (also written Merenptah) had subdued. It read "I.si.ri.ar"
Petrie suggested that it means "Israel!" and Spiegelberg agreed. This part of the inscription
seems to say “Israel is laid waste and his seed is not.” If this is correct it would be the first
reference to "Israel" in the archeological record. However its meaning does not suggest a settled
people.
Accent symbols in the Egyptian text of the part of the line translated as: “Israel is laid waste and
his seed is not” probably refers to a nomadic tribe that had been defeated, as opposed to a
settled community. We could very well have a reference to a nomadic tribe and who perhaps
were marauders. This seems highly likely since to depict “Israel,” the stele uses hieroglyphs
which refer to foreign peoples: “a throw stick plus a man and a woman over three vertical plural
lines.” This sign is typically used to signify nomadic groups or peoples without a fixed city-state.
In contrast the other defeated enemies mentioned in the stele such as Ashkelon, Gezer and
Yanoam are given the sign that depicts a city-state, "a throw stick plus three mountains
designating a foreign country." This clearly suggests that Israel, during Merneptah fifth year, was
depicted as a semi-nomadic people who lived a strictly rural lifestyle.4 This is a far cry from the
OT stories of an early Israelite hoard that arrived and rapidly conquered, occupied and settled the
land of Canaan.

In Fig. 1 (to the left) we see
hieroglyphs of a throw stick
plus the image of three mountains.
It depicts a foreign country.
In contrast notice the throw stick
above the man with the woman in
Fig. 2 (to the right). The three lines
at the bottom suggest plurality.

Hieroglyphs

for
nomadic
people i.e.
Israel.
In the 1970’s Egyptologist Frank Yurco claimed that fourearly
reliefs
or pictorial depictions on the walls
of the Temple of Karnack on the other side of the river also relate to the Merneptah Stele. It
should be noted that a fragmented copy of the famed stele was also found in Karnack.5 In any
case the reliefs or pictorials have commonly been associated with Ramesses II, who was
Merenptah's father. Yurco counter claimed these reliefs were really all about the activities of his
son and dovetail with his famed “Mereneptah Stele.” Three of the four reliefs depict the capture of
three cities but only one is clearly identified and it is of the city of Ashkelon. Yurco suggested that
the other two were Gezer and Yanoam. Yurco picked the other two cities from the stele’s line
referring to Merneptah's Canaanite campaign. It reads: “Canaan is captive with all woe. Ashkelon
is conquered, Gezer seized, Yanoam made nonexistent; Israel is wasted, bare of seed.”
4
5

http://pearlmancta.com/IsraelinCanaaanMerneptahStele.htm
http://pearlmancta.com/IsraelinCanaaanMerneptahStele.htm
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The fourth relief on the temple wall became Yurco’s puzzle’s prime piece. It actually depicts a
battle in open hilly country against an enemy shown to be Canaanite. He claimed this scene is
about Egypt’s victorious battle against the Israelites as is also suggested in the stele. While his
interpretations of the reliefs have influenced other theorists not all Egyptologists accept Yurco's
imaginative conclusions. This isn’t to say Yurco can’t be right but only we cannot say it is proven.
In any case you can see how diverse opinions can be when there is so little in the way of
concrete data.
There are other archeological findings that relate to the story of the founding of ancient Israel.
However interpretation and controversy continues. 1400 BCE is the accepted approximate
biblical time for the Israeli invasion of Canaan. This is said to follow on the wake of forty years of
wandering in the wilderness after they left Egypt. One of the early biblical stories is about Joshua
and the conquering of Jericho. The problem has been that in the 1950’s Kathleen Kenyan’s
archeological investigation showed there wasn’t even a walled city in that time frame. She
claimed the city was built later and occupied by Canaanites but was destroyed about 100 years or
so after the supposed biblical date, and most probably by Egyptians. In any case her conclusions
became the standard point of view. Of course this did not sit well with differing sectors of the
religious community. Others have digressed but most recently in 2009 Christian archeologist Dr.
Bryant Wood challenged the dating issues related to
Jericho as he thinks it all dovetails with the biblical account
of Joshua. This includes the tale of Joshua and his soldiers
causing the walls to come tumbling down after a series of
repeated blasts of their trumpets. His work has not yet
gotten the full attention of the scholarly community and
Kenyan’s conclusions still currently prevail.
The interpretation issues about archeological dating factors
such as pottery styles will likely continue but the central
issue about the prior Israeli enslavement in Egypt remains.
There isn’t any extra biblical evidence of it and of any
subsequent exodus of a hoard of people, of about two
million strong, who wandered and somehow survived in the
sparse and dry environment.6 Nomadic lifestyles cannot
sustain such populations even in the best of conditions. It
is very unbelievable as such a huge number of people and
animals require millions of gallons of water and tons of
food and feed, every day. The supplies they started out
with would have been very quickly depleted. Where do you
get all of that in such a sparse environment?
The OT writers got creative and solved the sustenance issue by claiming their god caused a
miracle food called “manna” to repeatedly appear and it fed the people. There are also some
mentions of early miracles about the sudden and even last minute finds of water. Moses, in one
story, is depicted as hitting a stone with his famous staff and caused a stream to pour out of the
rock face. The problem is the people kept moving. Where did they get their daily water supply and
6

The two million is a calculation based on Exodus 12:36 that mentions there were 600,000 men. When you add in the women
and children of their families and others one can easily surmise such a large group is implied.
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how did they feed their animals? Cattle need primary food that people cannot digest and vice
versa.
The writers did not think out all the details. Should we all simply and uncritically accept that such
a huge number of people, and their herds, lived for forty years in that harsh environment? I do not
think so; it sounds much more like snippets of an imaginary and theological history were written
and/or edited by priests of a later and more organized state. I would go as far as to say the
writers did not differentiate between real events and those said to be actions of their gods. They
most probably wanted to depict their history as one including active and startling divine
interactions; a state of affairs very unlike what they experienced in their daily lives. It is as if they
wanted people to think of their early history as special, being infused with miracles. After all they
believed they were God’s people and this needed some justification.
There are other formidable problems associated with their supposedly grand miracle filled exodus
from Egypt. Mount Sinai is one biblically noted location on their long journey to the Promised
Land. Here is where the all-important Law of Moses was supposedly given to the Israelis. The
problem is no one knows where this mountain really is. Surely there are several suggested places
and of course some believe in one location or another, but all fall short on proof. Also artifacts of
earlier Stone Age peoples who were once inhabitants of the Sinai have been found. However not
a single trace of evidence about the huge number of later Bronze Age Israelis who supposedly
wandered there has ever come to light. If there isn’t any archeological evidence of the Exodus
one has good ground to question whether it ever happened. If there isn’t any evidence for such
miracle filled stories how can we separate them from myths? Surely one can still say maybe
something will eventually be found but it is also true that anyone can write a story and invent
many details. The stories alone, do not make it history. If there wasn’t an earlier Exodus, there
also could not have been the biblically depicted horn blowing incident that caused the destruction
of the walls of Jericho. Other areas within Canaan also could not have also been subsequently
and rapidly conquered by the large horde of the then supposedly hardened Israeli nomadic
invaders.
There are also problems in dating the Exodus and the conquest of Canaan. Based on the text, it
has been calculated the Exodus took place around 1446 BCE. One such indicator is based on
Exodus 12:40. It says the Israelite slavery in Egypt lasted 430 years but this figure contradicts the
earlier prediction in Genesis of an Egyptian sojourn that was supposed to last only 400 years or
four generations, (Gen.15:13,16). Also I Kings 6:1 states that the Temple was constructed 480
years after the Exodus, during the fourth year of Solomon’s forty-year reign (I Kings 11:42). This
dates to 966 BCE. This implies the Israelites were enslaved in Egypt between 1876 and 1446
BCE. If, as the text also indicates, the Israelites wandered in the wilderness for forty years the
conquest should have begun around 1406 BCE.
None of these dates stack up with the archeological evidence. As we saw, the first clear historical
mention of an Israelite presence in Canaan is from Merneptah Stele and it dates to about 1207
BCE. In other words, the biblical claim of a 15th-century is off by about 200 years. Moreover,
other records demonstrate that Egypt controlled Canaan in 1446 and this makes even an attempt
at a large scale conquest extremely implausible.7

Balin, Carole (Rabbi), “Believing the Exodus,” MyJewishLearning,
http://www.myjewishlearning.com/texts/Bible/Weekly_Torah_Portion/urj-shmot.shtml
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A far more convincing picture of the early settlement of Canaan has been advanced. In a series
of regional surveys, Israeli archeologists in the 1970s found small hilltop farming villages in the
central hill country north and south of Jerusalem and in lower Galilee. We have now found almost
300 of them and these were built on bedrock or virgin soil. In other words they were not founded
on the ruins of destroyed Canaanite towns. There also was not any evidence of armed conflict in
most of these sites. In fact, of the thirty-one sites the OT says that Joshua conquered; few
showed any signs of war. Archeologists also discovered that most of the large Canaanite towns in
other areas were not ruined. Of the relatively small number of towns that were, it was due to
invaders such as sea peoples, Philistines, or other locals; certainly not Israelites. The early Israeli
settlements are simple farming villages and these only began to appear in the 1100’s. It simply
does not jive with either the biblical stories or even the slight mention of Israel in the Merneptah
Stele. Recall the later does not imply Israelites were a settled people like the other Canaanite city
dwellers also mentioned in the inscription.
Gradually a new picture has emerged. Many scholars now think that most of the early Israelites
were originally displaced and/or disgruntled Canaanites. They probably left or fled from the older
Canaanite cities in the lowlands and river valleys and started their own more basic settlements in
the highlands. It was more of a social and economic revolution than it was a military conquest. Of
course there could have been a historical kernel of truth to the later conquest stories. Some of
these early highlanders probably did at times raid a few of the more established Canaanite
settlements. Perhaps they had some charismatic leaders who led such attacks and later
exaggerated stories were eventually remade into the character of Joshua.
No doubt other people from outside areas also joined these settlements in the hills. Some
scholars think smaller groups of people may have succeeded in leaving Egypt and joined the
highlanders in Canaan. It is even possible that the worship of Yahweh was seeded by a group
called Shasu. They apparently lived in an area called Y.H.W. probably pronounced “Yahu,” and
was most likely the name of their patron god. It is surprisingly similar to Yahweh or YHWH, the
name of the Israelite god. We know of the Shasu from a carved inscription on the north wall of
Karnak in Egypt. This one depicts a victory by Seti the First, who was the father of Ramesses the
Great, over the Shasu. They dwelt in the desert regions of southern Canaan, now Jordan and
northern Saudi Arabia. This area is referred to as Midian in the OT and is the place where Moses
had his encounter with YHWH or the god in the burning bush. The biblical story continues and
includes the account of Moses leading the Israelites out of Egypt under the guidance of the god
Yahweh that he met in Midian. The connections are very interesting8 but the theory would be
bolstered by some archeological find directly
depicting Yahweh worship in the area.
There is little doubt the Israelites distinguished
themselves from their Canaanite ancestors and
neighbors particularly in religion; eventually a new
deity, religious laws and customs emerged. However
this took time. Within these 12th century early
settlements there weren’t any temples, palaces or
elaborate and elite residences. In 1968 William
Dever, Professor Emeritus at the University of
Arizona, discovered a surprising inscription in a
cemetery west of Hebron, in the hill country, at the
8

“The Bible’s Buried Secrets,” http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/nova/ancient/bibles-buried-secrets.html

12

site called Khirbet el-Qôm. It is written in Hebrew and dates to the 8th century BCE. It speaks of a
deceased male and includes his name but goes on to say "blessed may he be by “Yahweh and
his Asherah." The latter is the name of an old Canaanite Mother Goddess, the consort of El, the
principal deity of the Canaanite pantheon of gods. It seems that in the early popular Israeli
religion Yahweh and Asherah were a couple.
William Dever says he nearly had a heart attack when he first read the inscription on this slab. It
links the Israelite God, Yahweh, to the Canaanite Mother Goddess, Asherah. Photo credit: © WGBH
Educational Foundation
Of course in the later formal religion, the Israelite prophets and leaders denounced the Mother
Goddess and in fact all other gods and goddesses. However the worship of Asherah was wide
spread in ancient Israel. II Kings 23 describes the reforms of King Josiah in the late 7th century
and he speaks of purging the Temple of all the cult paraphernalia of Asherah. So the goddess of
the early folk religion had even penetrated the Temple in Jerusalem.
Thousands of clay figurines like this one suggest that the
early Israelites worshipped more than a single God.
Photo credit: © WGBH Educational Foundation
Also in the 1970s, Israeli archeologists digging in
Kuntillet Ajrud in the Sinai found a little desert fort of
the same period. There they found numerous
Hebrew inscriptions of "Yahweh and Asherah.” In
addition, over many years and differing locations in
Israel thousands of little terracotta female figurines
have been found in tombs, households, and many
other places. These have been dated all the way
from the 10th century to the early 6th century. It is
clear that many of the early Israelites were
polytheists and monotheism was a later development.9 The goddess figurines drop off particularly
after the return from captivity after the fall of Babylon to the Persians under Cyrus the Great. It is
at this time that Israelites emerged who were more like the Yahweh worshippers depicted in the
OT. All of the evidence suggests that the biblical account of the founding of Israel is largely
fiction.

The Sons of Solomon
OT implies David had conquered the city of Salem in 1000 BCE and it was later named
Jerusalem. However the story is not totally in favor of David. Since he was a warrior king, with
blood on his hands, his god barred him from building the first temple in the city. That task fell to
his son Solomon who had ruled 970 to 931 BCE (I Kings 6:1-38 & 7 & 8). Much is said in the OT
about the construction of the building but we still do not have any convincing archeological
evidence that there ever was a temple of Solomon. This is not to say nothing will ever turn up but
after much searching to date, nothing really convincing has been found. Eliat Mazar has
excavated what she thinks is the Palace of David in Old Jerusalem. There certainly are remains
of once large structure with dating evidence consistent to the 10th century. This dating is
generally compatible with the time of the biblical King David. However questions remain as some
“Archeology of the Hebrew Bible,” Interview of William Dever (posted 11.18.08)
http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/nova/ancient/archeology-hebrew-bible.html
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suggest it could have been an administrative center. In any event no one claims this is the
remains of the so-called Temple of Solomon.10
Eliat Mazar believes the Stepped Stone Structure once
helped to support a huge palace complex built into the
hillside. Photo credit: Courtesy Todd
Bolen/BiblePlaces.com
The Muslim shrine, the Dome of the Rock,
currently sits on the temple mount. It was erected
in 691 CE but has undergone decorative and
structural reconstruction since. The site is
believed by some to also have been where
Solomon’s Temple was built; but other nearby
sites are also possibilities. In any case it is more
certain to have been the place where the socalled “second temple” or the Temple of
Zerubbabel, was built in 520 to 518 BCE. This building was later added to and underwent some
redesign in the Roman period by King Herod the Great who died in 4 BCE. It had come to be
called the Temple of Herod but was destroyed by the Romans, beginning in 70 AD after the
Jewish uprising failed. So there has been a successive construction of different buildings on or
around the same site. The Muslims will not allow anyone to dig on their holy site and this impedes
archeological excavation. In the meantime many questions persist.
The OT tells us the Davidic Empire was short lived as after Solomon’s death there was a dispute
over high taxes and a request for more equitable treatment. In 931 BCE, Solomon’s son,
Rehoboam became the new king. Unfortunately he refused to give the northern tribes any tax
relief and threatened to be even more austere. Those tribes seceded and became an
independent nation, called Israel and Samaria became its capital center. It was initially ruled by
Solomon’s other son Jeroboam. The southern nation was called Judah and Jerusalem was the
capital city. It was firstly ruled by Rehoboam, the hard hearted ruler who instigated the breakup of
the nation. Over 200 years later in 722 BCE, Israel fell to the Assyrians led by Shalmanezer V
and they took the remnant people captive to Assyria. In 701 BCE the Assyrian Sennacherib even
led a siege against Jerusalem in Judah but was mysteriously unsuccessful. The biblical account
claims the angel of the Lord killed 185,000 people in Sennacherib’s camp. He departed and went
back home to Nineveh and was shortly afterwards killed by two of his sons (II Kings 19:35-37). In
any case the northern ten tribes disappeared off the pages of history. Their remnant was
undoubtedly assimilated amongst different peoples just like many other tribes who have vanished
over time without a trace.
There are several poetic predictions in the OT that warned of an Assyrian invasion of Israel or
Samaria (Isa. 7:17-25; 9:8-21 & there are others). There are also some that also foretold that the
exiles would return to Israel (Isa. 27:12-13; Jer. 3:18; Jer. 33:7). However as we have seen the
ten tribes never did and we are looking at another failed prophecy. Here is but one example:
And it shall come to pass in that day
That the LORD will thresh,
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From the channel of the River[a] to the Brook of Egypt;
And you will be gathered one by one,
O you children of Israel.
13 So it shall be in that day:
The great trumpet will be blown;
They will come, who are about to perish in the land of Assyria,
And they who are outcasts in the land of Egypt,
And shall worship the LORD in the holy mount at Jerusalem (Isa. 27:12-13).
Footnote:
a. Isaiah 27:12 That is, the Euphrates
Note the lands mentioned from which the Israelites are to return from are specified as Egypt and
Assyria. Even though Egypt still exists, the prophecy failed to occur when Assyria was a nation. It
also cannot occur today nor to any future so-called messianic time as again Assyria does not
exist.

The Nebuchadnezzar Prophecies
King Nebuchadnezzar reigned over the Babylonian Empire from 605 – 562 BCE. In his day he
was a considerable empire builder and was greatly feared by neighboring nations. The Jewish
Bible or OT often depicts him as a punisher of Judah for their wayward ways just as the Assyrians
had taken the northern Israeli tribes captive in about 721 BCE. They had dismantled Samaria and
took survivors into slavery. Like so many other former peoples their remnant was slowly
assimilated and became lost to history. Some of the northerners managed to flee the Assyrian
invasion and made it to Judah. The population of Jerusalem had swollen during their time of the
Assyrian invasion.
Over a hundred years later Nebuchadnezzar defeated the Egyptians and a remnant of Assyrians
at the battle of Carchemish in 605 BCE and it did not look like anyone could stop him. Syria and
Phoenicia were now under his control and in 597 A.D. Judah became a vassal state under the
puppet king Zedekiah. After King Zedekiah tried to organize an opposition collision among the
surrounding states, Nebuchadnezzar completely subjugated Jerusalem in 587 B.C. The temple of
Solomon was destroyed and most of the elite and perhaps about 10,000 Jews in total were taken
captive to Babylon. Nebuchadnezzar’s empire extended from the border of Egypt to Jerusalem
including Phoenicia, Philistia, Judah, Ammon, Moab and more. Nebuchadnezzar was greatly
feared and is referred to in more OT scriptures than any other foreign ruler. He is mentioned in II
Kings, I & II Chronicles, Ezra, Nehemiah, Esther, many times in Jeremiah, Ezekiel and Daniel.
Less than 25 years after his death the Persian conqueror Cyrus the Great overthrew the once
great Babylonian empire.
There are several prophecies about how completely Nebuchadnezzar would destroy the city of
Tyre, a prosperous trading center, on the coast of the Mediterranean Sea. It was to become bare
like the face of a rock and only a place for fishing nets to dry. The sea was to cover the city and it
would never be found again (Eze. 26). Nebuchadnezzar is named as the one who would
completely destroy Tyre (Eze, 26:7-21). These prophecies failed. The Babylonians only
succeeded in controlling the land side of the city but not the island fortress where most of the
valuables were stored. Strangely the deity changed his tune as in chapter 29 it’s claimed that
Nebuchadnezzar and his army didn’t gain from their attack on the Tyre therefore he was to be
given Egypt (Eze. 29: 7-21).
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Tyre fishing harbor.
Although Nebuchadnezzar had defeated
the Egyptians and Assyrians at the
battle of Carchemish in Syria, he was
never successful in subjugating Egypt.
Egypt continued to be autonomous long
after his death. Egypt did later fall to the
Persians but history doesn’t show us the
Babylonians ruled there. This
contradicts several prophecies that
specifically speak of a glorious and
complete victory over Egypt by
Nebuchadnezzar.
Jeremiah 29 predicts the utter and
complete destruction of Egypt. It claims its desolate land and cities would become completely
uninhabited. The Egyptians would be scattered among the nations and not even a foot of man or
beast would pass through it for forty years. Further Nebuchadnezzar is specifically named as the
one who’ll destroy the nation, pillage its wealth and literally take the country (Jer. 29:1-12). This is
re-emphasized in chapter 30 where he is to kill a multitude and fill the land with the slain (Jer.
30:1—12). None of this happened; it’s failed prophecy. Nebuchadnezzar has been dead for over
2,500 years and dead people cannot fulfill failed prophecies. Egypt continues to exist to this very
day; its people have never been scattered abroad amongst other nations and it’s one of the
oldest countries in the world. The city of Tyre is the fourth largest city in Lebanon. It isn’t barren
like a naked rock and people live and work there just like others do in cities all over the world.

The Modern Deceptions
You might wonder how some people are deceiving others into thinking these biblical prophecies
haven’t failed. To put it in a nut shell, they resort to tricky reading. If you want to understand any
written document, historical, biblical, a newspaper etc. you have to read it in context. The goal
should be to understand what the author is conveying in her/his writing. In scholarship we call it
exegesis and it simply means reading in context; you have to let the text do the talking. What you
think doesn’t matter; it has to go to what the writer is saying. It’s the other mode of reading that
causes confusion and misunderstanding. It’s called eisegesis and it means to read out of context
and to invent meaning that isn’t in the text. It is eisegesis of the biblical literature that I think is a
main reason why Christianity became such a diversified religion with over 40,000 differing groups
or sects. There is so much disagreement among the groups as per what various biblical themes
mean that it isn’t even funny. The number of differing doctrines is astounding and it goes to how
people are reading or misreading the Bible.
The biblical writers used terms and names they were familiar with in their time. When they refer to
Assyria, for example, they mean the Assyrian nation that existed in their day. It was a historical
kingdom that often warred with Israel and other nations but it no longer exists. There are several
unfulfilled prophecies that refer to Assyria or the Assyrians. Let’s Take Isaiah 19 for example. It
says, “In that day there will be a highway from Egypt to Assyria, and the Assyrian will come into
Egypt and the Egyptian into Assyria, and the Egyptians will serve the Assyrians (Isa. 19:23).
Firstly there never was a highway that extended from Egypt to Assyria. Further, this prediction
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cannot be fulfilled; simply because Assyria doesn’t exist. The Egyptians simply cannot serve the
Assyrians for the same reason; no one alive today is an Assyrian!
When these difficulties arise some true believers won’t accept what the text says and insist the
term Assyria or Assyrians means whatever they want it to mean; they might insist it means
Germany or Germans and that’s crazy enough; but who knows what else some people might
claim. This is eisegesis on steroids; but even though it is nonsense, it makes them feel better
than to admit there are failed biblical prophecies. Their arguments are also very silly. Some will
say it goes to the geographical area where Assyria once was, as the modern people who now live
in the region are those the Bible is referring to. Others will make say “Assyrians” refers to the
modern descendants of those who once lived. However there isn’t a single word in the text that
supports any of these ramblings. Also people intermarry and the genetic pool isn’t pure and
modern people cannot be clearly traced back to any one group who lived over 2,500 years ago.
It’s complete nonsense.
Isaiah 19 also predicts five cities in Egypt will speak the language of Canaan and swear by the
Lord of hosts. There will be an altar to the Lord in the middle of Egypt and a pillar to the Lord at its
border. The Egyptians will make a vow to the Lord and offer him sacrifices and offerings. It goes
on to refer to the Egyptians as “My People”, the Assyrians as “the work of My hands” and Israel
as “My inheritance.” (Isa. 19:18-25). Even the Jews haven’t sacrificed since the Romans
destroyed the temple in Jerusalem in 70 A.D. Why isn’t there a biblical prediction about modern
Jews resuming the sacrifices? No none knows what the language of Canaan even is and
supposedly the modern Egyptians who live in five cities are going to start speaking it. Yea …
right! In any case the Assyrians, Egyptians and Israel are supposed to be like three peas in a
Jewish pod. No, it won’t happen. Peoples have often believed their religion is destined to be
accepted by other peoples. Today many Jews, Christians, Muslims and others still claim their
religion will someday dominate the world. Religious insistence continues on today just as it had
by the true believers of yesteryears.
There are other biblical prophecies that suffer from similar difficulties; they are not fulfill-able as
the people they refer to no longer exist. However this doesn’t deter some from doing bizarre
eisegesis and making shoddy historical claims. British/Israel-ism is one such deception. The idea
expounded is the United States and the British Commonwealth countries are descendants of the
ten lost tribes that the Assyrians defeated and removed from Samaria in 721 A.D. Some people
even claim the modern European nations are also of the ten lost tribes. There is absolutely
nothing to support these strange claims. Captive peoples regularly become absorbed in the
culture and genetic pool of their captors. Over some generations most of them lose their identity
of origin and become just like the others; in fact they become one and the same. All of these
deceptions are intended to try and make the OT prophecies make twisted predictions that relate
to our world. The whole idea in some Christian churches is to try and make it seem as if the
biblical predictions are about our modern nations and the coming of the Son of Man and his
kingdom is just around the next corner. It’s not going to happen as the second coming predictions
clearly failed (Download my essay: “The Templegate Crisis & the Failed Second Coming.”)
Only you can guard the gate to your mind. Don’t let even well-meaning people deceive you. If you
do, then you’re taking a step away from reality and no thing is worth doing that. All that is (ATI) is
full of amazing wonders and you don’t need to be deceived to appreciate them!
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