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I purchased this book with high 

expectations but was quite disappointed 

after reading it.   The late Ted Stewart 

to his credit admitted he had no 

academic qualifications relevant to the 

subject at hand.  He was a Bible teacher 

in an obscure seminary and liked to 

think of himself as the shabby detective 

Columbo of the American TV series.  

The comparison is based on the fact 

that the detective (played by Peter Falk) 

came across as very unsophisticated but 

managed to solve crimes nonetheless. 

Now really I have no objection to 

“unsophisticated” amateurs writing 

books on historical or archaeological 

topics without degrees in those areas.  

Nevertheless, it does put an extra 

burden on them to live up to the highest 

standards of scholarship and 

methodology. 

Apparently wanting to shore up his 

credibility, Stewart sought outside 

evaluators to review his book:  Dr. Tom 

Langford, Peter C. Patton, and Dr. 

Dwayne Shafer.   However, Langford’s 

degree is in English literature, Patton is 

apparently a professor of computer 

science, and Shafer is a medical doctor 

and theologian. 

So the bottom line is that no one 

associated with Stewart’s book has any 

qualifications in relevant academic 

fields (archaeology or Egyptology).  

That is not fatal to Stewart’s thesis, of 

course, but as I said the burden of 

exacting scholarship was placed on 

Stewart. 

Stewart didn’t help his credibility by 

his association with the late Ron Wyatt.  

Wyatt was a hospital nurse and a 

Seventh Day Adventist, and claimed to 

have discovered the resting place of 

Noah’s Ark, the house of Noah and his 

wife, the sites of Sodom and Gomorrah, 

chariot wheels from the Exodus 

pharaoh’s army, the Ark of the 

Covenant, the sword of Goliath, and on 

and on. 

Whether or not Wyatt was right or 

wrong on any of his alleged discoveries 

is not the issue.  The issue is the poor 

methodology exhibited by Stewart in 

associating with Wyatt, who was 

considered by professional 

archaeologists to be a charlatan, and 

who might even have been mentally 

disturbed.  So far, Stewart was batting 

below 200 in the quality of his 

scholarship. 

Having admitted he had no academic 

qualifications, and also admitting his 

association with Wyatt, Stewart 

alarmingly proceeded to do his own 

archaeological research!  This 

“research” consisted primarily of 

picking up sacks of “sulfur balls” at the 

alleged site of Gomorrah. 

Stewart’s Israeli guide, Micah 

Ashkenazi, who has a Master’s degree 

in archaeology, advised Stewart these 

were not the remains of ancient cities.  

Stewart and his wife Dot, however, 

would not take no for an answer.  They 

took their powdered balls home with 

them to the U.S. and started giving 

talks about their “discoveries.” 
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Stewart did not take the 

methodologically safe route of having 

the powdered balls examined by an 

independent laboratory, with no 

knowledge of their background, but 

instead had a “scientist” named “Mr. 

Dutton” look at them.  Dutton works at 

the Southwestern Public Service Co. 

and heard Stewart’s talk on the balls.  

He supposedly examined them and 

concluded they were 96.14% sulfur and 

“could only have arrived on the ground 

from the sky.” 

I looked up the Southwestern Public 

Service Co., and it is apparently a 

privately held gas and electric company 

located on Tyler Street in Amarillo, 

Texas.  The only thing I could find out 

about “Mr. Dutton” is that he might be 

Ronald H. Dutton, a manager of air and 

water compliance at the company. 

Again, my point is not that Stewart was 

right or wrong about these “sulfur 

balls” or that Mr. Dutton is right or 

wrong in his belief about where the 

“sulfur balls” came from.  In fact, there 

is a lot of natural sulfur near the Dead 

Sea, so it’s not surprising Wyatt and 

Stewart found sulfur in the area. 

The issue rather is Stewart’s poor 

methodology in trying to do his own 

archaeological work, refusing to listen 

to an academically qualified Israeli 

archaeologist, and having a supporter 

rather than an independent lab run tests 

of the “sulfur balls.”  If Stewart wanted 

to be taken seriously by scholars, or 

even by other revisionists, he certainly 

needed to up his methodological game. 

My own view of where Sodom & 

Gomorrah are located is that I agree 

with archaeologists who believe the 

cities of the plain were located north of 

the Dead Sea, not south or west.  For 

instance, Tall el-Hammam has been 

suggested.  I don’t think this is correct, 

but I believe advocates of the northern 

theory are on the right track. 

Aside from the lack of academic 

certification and the poor methodology, 

Stewart’s positive thesis as to when 

certain Bible events happened is 

disqualified almost immediately due to 

his lack of interaction with 

archaeology.  Save for a chart near the 

end of the book, there is no discussion 

at all about archaeological strata.  For 

instance, Stewart places the Exodus 

during the time of Amenemhet IV, 

which means the Conquest would be 40 

years later in the reign of Userkare 

Kendjer of the thirteenth dynasty.    

Amenemhet IV was the last king of the 

Egyptian twelfth dynasty, and lived 

during a time of peace.  According to 

Susan Cohen, it was a time of 

“relatively frequent and relatively 

peaceable communication and contact 

between the Egyptian kingdom and the 

smaller polities of Canaan.”
1
  Contrary 

to Stewart, that doesn’t sound like the 

time of the Exodus at all. 

In addition, Amenemhet IV would 

correlate to the time of the MB2a strata 

in the Holy Land and Userkare Kendjer 

would correlate to the MB2a or perhaps 

near the beginning of MB2b strata.  In 

neither case were there any signs of 

widespread archaeological or cultural 

                                                           
1
 Cohen, Susan, Canaanites, Chronologies, and 

Connections, p. 50. 
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disruption in Egypt or in Canaan during 

that time. 

Amihai Mazar said: “The transition 

from MB IIA to MB IIB was a rather 

smooth and peaceful cultural 

development.”
2
  This does not rule out 

localized destructions or disruptions 

during these strata, but on the whole 

there was widespread peace and 

cultural continuity.  This is the exact 

opposite of what the Bible describes at 

the time of the Conquest. 

Since the archaeology of the Holy Land 

is in complete contradiction to 

Stewart’s alleged time of the Exodus 

and Conquest in Egyptian history, there 

is no need to evaluate any of his other 

claims about biblical events in relation 

to Egypt.   However, I’ll make one 

exception with regard to Stewart’s 

correlation of Abraham to the time of 

Hammurabi. 

I don’t think this is a correct 

correlation, but even if we accept it ex 

hypothesi, it makes no sense at all in 

                                                           
2
 Mazar, Amihai, Archaeology of the Land of 

the Bible, p. 191. 

the light of Stewart’s chronology.  As 

noted, he places the Exodus during the 

time of twelfth dynasty king 

Amenemhet IV.   

However, Stewart was apparently 

unaware of the fact that archaeologists 

have correlated Hammurabi to the time 

of Khasekhemre Neferhotep I , a 

pharaoh of the thirteenth dynasty.  

Since Neferhotep I reigned after the 

time of Amenemhet IV, the logic of 

Stewart’s chronology would require 

him to place Abraham after the time of 

Moses.  I don’t know how Stewart 

could have fixed this aspect of his 

chronology.  

Some minor points.  Stewart was in the 

irritating habit of calling all of his 

arguments “discoveries.”  He did this 

even though much of it has been known 

for years by archaeologists, 

chronological revisionists, and milk 

maids I think.  In keeping with his 

Columbo theme, Stewart should have 

called these arguments “clues.” 

Another problem with the book is that 

there is no index.  What is it with 

chronological revisionists and lack of 

indexes?  I believe it is incumbent on 

revisionists to imitate the methods of 

established scholars as much as 

possible, and indexing is part of the 

standard apparatus of scholarship. 

The main reason I would recommend 

Stewart’s book is because he provided 

a very good discussion and criticism of 

Sothic dating.  If you are into 

chronology, this discussion alone might 

be worth the price of the book.  In 

addition, Stewart has some good 

criticisms of the chronological theories 

of Velikovsky, Courville, and Rohl. 

The book is 418 pages long, with three 

appendices and a bibliography.  There 

are three or four maps in the book, but 

they are much too small to be read with 

ease.  I would recommend that any map 

used to illustrate a point in the book 

should be given a full page rather than 

be stuck in a corner, which 

unfortunately reduces the type to an 

unreadable size. 

Stewart provided a preview of Volume 

2, where he said he will discuss, among 
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other things, the discovery of the Red 

Sea Crossing (at Aqaba in his view) 

and the location of Mount Sinai (in 

Saudi Arabia apparently).  It looks as 

though Stewart drank deeply from the 

wells of Ron Wyatt’s errors, so my 

expectations regarding Volume 2, if it 

is ever published, will be much lower 

going in, and therefore my satisfaction 

with the book will undoubtedly be 

much higher. 

 

 


