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~ SUMMARY OF OLD TESTAMENT CHRONOLOGY
by James B. Jordan

This newsletter summarizes everything that has been tionalistic oddities common to many Iate-lgth  cen-
written and argued in Bib/ica/ Chronology to date. Back tury evangelicats (not the province only of the fot-
iaeuas of Bib/ice/ Chmndogy can be obtained either from lowers of Darby or BcoMd) (8C 22).

~, *___ -+?:-Ptrifb”lk%.rro’ri  %bndm oFBMe &ro&lmv+s  a sum-
7571 1), or from Biblical Horizons (Box 1096, Nice~lle, FL
32588). A donation is required to cover expenses.

The Bible is filled with chronological information. Some
would dismiss the idea that this chronological information
can and should be systematized. We have to say, how-
ever, that if the scattered information about the triunity of
God can and should be systematized, then there is no
good reason to refuse to systematize any other information
in the Bible, including chronokrgical  information (BC 1:1).
The Church, until recently, has always accepted the chro-
nology of the Bible (BC 1:2 & 2:1).

Probtems Wtth Pravlous Efforts
e’ Since the late Wth century, the prevailing opinion in

evangelical scholarship is that there are gaps in the chro-
nology of the Old Testament. We saw that there is no foun-
dation in the text of the Bible for this notion. The Bible
provides no gaps, and clearly intends to provide an accu-
rate chronology from the date of creation to the destruction
of Jerusalem (BC 2:2).

Theologically, the chronology is tied to the Old Cove-
nant in this way: The Old Covenant was characterized by
a heaven, an earth, and a priest-king. The old heavens
were calendrically regulated by the sun and moon, accord-

—ingdo-Gem3ais-~
central sanctuary, according to Genesis 2. The old priest-
king was genealogically descended from and related to the
first Adam. These three aspects of the firat creation contin-
ued until they were judicially transformed at the resurrec-
tion of Christ, and the vestiges of these three aspects were
eliminated in A.D. 70. Sacred time, sacred space, and
sacred personage were transformed in Christ into new
modes. The chronology of the Old Testament is the chro-
nology of the firat Adam. In the new age of the gospel, the
chronology exists in union with Christ. The new earth (as-
sembly of people), the new heavens (calendar of liturgical
events) and the new priest-kings are determined on a new
principle (BC 1 :3).

Earlier works delineating Old Covenant chronology
have been flawed in several ways, and this is why a new
attempt has been required.

1. Martin Anstey’s Romance of Bible Chronology, also
— published as Chronology of the Old Testament,

though by far the best and most valuable (yea, in-
dispensable) work on the subject, is marred by his
use of “s ~iritual vears” to account for the rei( Ins of

3.

4.

ma~ of Anstey’s work, without the dispen-~tionalism.
Mauro continues to promote the idea of “spiritual
years” during the period of the Judges, ,however
(BC 2:2).
The work of E.W. Faulstich is interesting and chal-
lenging at some points, but Fautetich is naively com-
mitted to the notion that there have been absolutely
no changes whatsoever in the rotation and revolu-
tion of the earth during the last 6000 years, an idea
completely at variance with known facts. The earth-
moon system does undetgo alight accelerations and
decelerations in motion due to tidal and other forces.
Faulstich’s  commitment to questionable ancient
ecfipse data and his reliance on computer dating
methods force the data of history into a procrustean
mold. Additionally, Faulstich repsatedty plays havoc
with Biblical statements in order to make them
square with his computer chronology and his unique
and bizarre prophetic and numerological schema
(BC 2:1, 5, & 7).
As concerns the period of the kings of Israel and
Judah, Edwin R. Thiele’s Mysterious Numbers of the
Hebrew Kings (various editiins) has been vefy in-
fluential in evangelical circles, but is more a curios-

—
incredible, “and ~s tied to an erroneous in~erpretation
of data from ancient Assyria. O.T. Allis long ago
pointed out the errors here (BC 2:9, 10; 4:1, 2, & 3).

5. Finally, C.G. Ozanne’s The First 7000 Years, while
containing a valuable critique of Thiele, is marred
by extreme schematizing and another curious pro-
phetic scheme (BC 2:5 & 6).

One of the sadder aspects of etmoet atl previous chow
logical work, I found, is that author after author is commit-
ted to some kind of date-setting approach to the second
coming of Christ. There is a general failure to understand
that the chronological principle is tied to the Old Covenant
genealogical principle, the history of the first man.

I will be so bold as to write here that detailed prophetic
predictions are also pan and parcel of the Old Covenant
order, in that they are always phrased in terms of the okt
heavens and earth, and in terms of the chronological prin-
ciples. The New Testament predictions that are detailed
all have to do, I am convinced, with the events Ieadlng
down to A.D. 70. (This includes, I believe, not only the
I



eraf terms.
General  Flndlngs  and Tbntative Foslttons

Since Biblical Chronology has inwhed me in a pro-
gressive study over three years, there are errors in earfier
essays that have been corrected in later ones. The follow-
ing tentative conclusions reflect my latest f incfhgs:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

Genesis 1 must be taken as six normal days; there
is no gap between Genesis 1:1 & 2; and there are
no gaps in the chronology of Genesis 5. This puts
the Flood in the year Anno Mundi (year of the workf)
1656 (BC 2:3 & 3:6).
There are no gaps in the chronology of Genesis 11,
and a comparison of Genesis 11:26 with Acts 7:4
puts the birth of Abram in A.M. 2008 (BC 2:4,5, & 6).
Exodus 12:40-41  says that Israel was in Egypt 430
years, and a careful study of Genesis, together with
Numbers 26:59 and Galatians 3:17 reveals that the
Egyptian domination bagan with Abram’s first de-
scent into Egypt (Genesis 12). The exodus from
Egypt came in A.M. 2513 (BC 2:7).
1 Kings 6:1 states that the fourth year of Solomon
was the 460th year after the exodus from Egypt. In
this year, A.M. 2993, the foundatkma of the Temple
were laid. The Tempts was compfeted  seven years
later, A.M. 3000 (1 Kings 6:36). If we add up the
years of the judges in the book of Judges, we come
up with more than 460 years, but a careful reading
of Judges shows which judges ruled coterminwsly
(6C 2:8; 3:7& 8).
A careful study of the chronology of the kings of
Israel and Judah yielded the following results. First,
the definitive “Adamic  chronology” is tied to the
Temple-maintaining kings of Judah. Second, the
deatrdm of Jetueafam came in A.M. 3425 (or there-
abouts) (6C 3:9 – 4:7). Third, current Bible Diction-
aries and Encyclopedias err in the way they attempt
to reconcile Bibliil chronology with the Assyrian
King Lists (6C 4:1-3).

7.

8.

the people of God, focu~ on the coming of the
last Adam. The fi~, 49 years in length, carries
through the reign ‘d good empror Darius, who is
also the Artaxerxea@  Ezrq-Nehemiah, and pmbabfy
also the Ahasuems of ~ti (6C 3%5).
Daniel’s 70 weeks. .shoulqJ “be, seen as weeke of ~
years, and should be taken Me@. They must start -
with the decree of Cyrus in A.M. 3474 (or there-
abouts). The chron@ogy of the time between Cyms
and Christ that has been used in the Church for
centuries is baaed on the vwy quadionabfe chro-
nology of Ptolemy. There are many reasons to quee-
tion it, and good reasons t~ fayor taking Daniel 9’s
chronology Iiteraliy (6C 2:1, 11 & 12; 3:1).
The chronokrm carries us to the crucifixii of Jaaus
Christ mid-w=y through the 70th week of Daniel
9:24-27, which is A.M. 3960. If this happened in
A.D. 30, the deafrWm. of the Tsmpfeandof Jetuea-
Iem, which was in A.D. 70, happened in A.M. 4000
(BC 4:7).

Whfther B/b//ca/ Chronology?
Thenext  fewiaaueeofthii newsMar will deal with

New Tea@ment chronology andparhapsacoupla of extra
details from the Old Teatammt. Then, iftha newafeW con-
tinues, I shall summarize various revisionist approaches
that are currently in the wind, which y#ill be of interest to
those who wish to pursue this topic further.

What is needed beyond this is for a number of scholars
(perhaps graduate stude@a)  who have studied the ancient
Near East in detail and who have access to the relevant
material, to integrate Biblical chronology with what is known
of ancient history. This is not my field, and even if it were,
I have access to nothing here in Niceville, Fforida. If such
a project interests you, however, I ask that you write me <
% Bibfii Horizons, Box l@6, Niceville, FL 32566. Our lorg-
term goal must be the pr@ction of an ancient hietoq text –

that is true to the Bible and uaeable in Christian schools
and Christian home achoofs.
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