CHAPTER 32	Comment by Copyeditor: AU: The Zondervan website suggests the inclusion of only one chapter, so this is optional. However, it does illustrate well your methodology and emphasis.  It is well argued and organized and I have no general comments about it.
The End of Conquest 
(ca. 1130 BC)
The Land that Yet Remained
At the end of the Conquest Yahweh said to Joshua, “You are old and advanced in years, and there remains yet very much land to possess” (Josh 13:1). Though the victories of Joshua established the Israelites in the Highlands, the peripheral territories and fortified cities within tribal allotments could not be taken. 
The regions of the Philistines and the Geshurites (SE of Philistia) were among those areas.[footnoteRef:1] From the Shihor (border of Egypt) to the boundary of Ekron the land was initially counted as Canaanite, though it was held by the five Philistine rulers in the time of Joshua (Josh 13:2–4).[footnoteRef:2] Unconquered territory extended along the Sharon and Acco plains north to the city of Gebal (Byblos), east to Baal Gad below Mt. HermanHermon, and thence north to Lebo Hamath in the Beqaa Valley.[footnoteRef:3] [1:  Joshua 13 is the first mention of the Philistines in the book of Joshua. The fact that the Philistines had not been a factor in the Conquest narrative supports the idea that the emerging Philistine power base on the coast did not gain momentum until the period of the later judges in the early- to mid-11th century—though they were apparently there from ca. 1177 BC (according to Egyptian documents; cf. Exod 13:17). The excavators of Tell es-Safi/Gath, Aren Maeir and Louise Hitchcock (2017: 248, 256–257), believe an early arrival date should be seen as evidence strengthening the argument for the long and gradual emergence of the Philistine culture from mixed origins—not just the Mycenaean. Note that the Geshurites mentioned in Josh 13 are a people southeast of Philistia. Geshur (“Geshurites”) were also located in the Golan region; see G. J. Petter (1992).]  [2:  Reference to this southern coastal region as “Canaanite” seems to reflect the period before the Philistines became the dominant polity (they would soon displace the Geshurites [last mentioned in 1 Sam 27:8] and Avvim in this region). The report of the Israelite spies dispatched from Kadesh Barnea (Num 13:29) identified Canaanites along the sea with no mention of the Philistines. As pointed out in note 1, however, the rise of the Philistines to dominance in the region likely began in the first half of the 11th century BC. That these conditions were developing at the end of Joshua’s life suggests he lived well into the time of the Judges.]  [3:  Lebo Hamath is commonly mentioned in the Bible in boundary descriptions (Num 13:21; 34:8; Judg 3:3; 1 Kgs 8:65, and others).] 

There are several references to Israel’s inability to drive out the Canaanites.[footnoteRef:4] The net effect of the Conquest was not the extermination of the indigenous population but the destruction of any single or potential allied force that could drive the Israelites from the lands they occupied in the Highlands. Though much territory was conquered, the dispersed tribes would be tasked individually with continuing the Conquest of their tribal lands within once-defeated regions. This would be occurring throughout the time of the Judges and beyond. [4:  See, e.g., Josh 13:13; 15:63; 16:10; 17:12–13.] 
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Map 32.1. Late- 12th/early- 11th centuries BC: Unconquered Territories territories (dark green tint) in southern Canaan included lands along the coast and the Jerusalem corridor (Josh 13). Cities in white font in Judah, Dan, and Benjamin were not conquered during the early tribal occupation period. (Røhr Publications.)
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Map 32.2. Late- 12th / early- 11th centuries BC: Unconquered Territories territories in the north (dark green tint) (Josh 13). Though some of these towns were initially defeated, cities in white remained unconquered during the early tribal occupation period. (Røhr Publications.)
Tribal Allotments 
The process of allotting the land west of the Jordan began at Gilgal when Caleb staked his claim to the area of Hebron (promised to him by Moses for having given a good report when he spied out the land [Num 13:30]). The occasion of this land- grant provides a textual basis for determining the duration of the Conquest from the text.	Comment by Copyeditor: AU: Do you mean the date when this land grant was given can be used to extrapolate the duration of the Conquest?
Caleb testified that 45 years had passed since the time he spied out the land (before the wandering period began). He was 85 when he requested his allotment.[footnoteRef:5] Allowing a 40forty-year period for the wandering it follows that the Conquest had been in progress approximately five years when the allotment of the land west of the Jordan began (Josh 14:6–15).  [5:  The forty years of wandering are presumably literal. It defined the passing of a generation. Thereafter, forty may have become formulaic for a (not-necessarily-literal) generation. In contrast, the frequent use of “forty” in the Judges (or fractions/multiples) may be more figurative of a generation than literal.] 

Initial allotments west of the Jordan were also given to Judah, Manasseh, and Ephraim while Israel was still encamped at Gilgal. The next step in the allotment process occurred at a convocation of the people in the Highlands at Shiloh. At that time the land lay “subdued” before the Israelites. Seven tribes had not yet received their allotments nor had the allotted tribes apparently gone up to possess their lands. 
Surveyors went throughout Canaan defining regions by natural boundaries. They returned to Shiloh where the allotments were assigned by lot. 
An important center of Israel’s cultic life had just been established at Shiloh—though the ark of the covenant may have resided at Bethel. The apparent shift of the focal point of Israel’s communal life from Gilgal to Shiloh marked a transition onto the Highlands associated with the beginning of the occupation of the land. 
The establishment of an Israelite cultic site on the vacant ruins of Shiloh constitutes a synchronism between the archaeological and the biblical record. If Finkelstein’s assessment is correct, the tell of Shiloh lay fallow for two centuries before it was reoccupied in the latter 12th century BC, a sequence that matches the chronology of this study. 
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Map 32.3. Southern Tribal Allotments (Rohr Publications)
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Map 32.4. Northern Tribal Allotments (Rohr Publications)
The Archaeology of Shiloh
The archaeological site of Shiloh (Khirbet Seilun/Tell Shiloh) is located on a hill ten miles north of Bethel. It began as a small unwalled village in the Middle Bronze II period (1750–1650 BC). In the Middle Bronze III (1650–1550 BC) the four-acre site was surrounded by an elaborate defense system consisting of a solid city wall as much as 18eighteen-feet thick reinforced by an earthen rampart. And yet there is no evidence of residential dwellings at this site in this period. This site was destroyed at the end of the Middle Bronze III (ca. 1550 BC), with evidence of renewed activity in the Late Bronze Age.[footnoteRef:6] [6:  Israel Finkelstein (1993a). Note these dates are Finkelstein’s designation of the Middle Bronze Age phases. ] 

Finkelstein interpreted the presence of The Late Bronze Age material indicated to I. Finkelsteinas indicating that the ruin was and had been a cult site. He believes suggests that pottery vessels were brought to the site containing offerings were brought to the site; . the The vessels were broken after presentation to the deity (since they were holy and could not be reused) ; they and were buried in a favissa together with numerous bones that remained from animal sacrifices.[footnoteRef:7] The Most of the Late Bronze Age material is mostlydated from  Late Bronze I (1550–1400 BC), according to Finkelstein.[footnoteRef:8]  [7:  A favissa refers to a burial of sacred utensils and vessels that could no longer be used for secular purposes. Colin Renfrew (1985: 2-4, 11–26) has developed a guide to drawing inferences from excavated materials that may identify a cultic site. This insight arose from his excavations of a Late Bronze Age cultic site on the Aegean island of Melos.]  [8:  S. Bunimovitz and I. Finkelstein (1993: 135).] 
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Map 32.5. (Rohr Publications)	Comment by Copyeditor: AU: Please provide a caption.
What appears to be a dump site containing hundreds of vessels indicates that later workers preparing the ground for new buildings in the Iron I period cleared out a Late Bronze Age favissa of the cult site (or perhaps the cult place itself) and threw this materialits contents into a large robber pit. Shortly after this, Iron I silos were cut into this dump.[footnoteRef:9]  [9:  I. Finkelstein (1993b: 381–82; 1992a).] 

This Iron I reoccupation is Israelite, occurring on the eve of the dispersal of the tribes to their allotments. This site would serve as the central place of sacrifice and a focal point for the tribal assembly during the occupation of the allotted lands. But not everyone agrees with this dating at Shiloh.
Reoccupation and Use of the Sacred Site by the Israelites
Scott Stripling of ABR (Associates of Biblical Research), who has renewed excavations at Shiloh, proposes a continuous occupation of the site from ca. 1485 BC to ca. 1050 BC. The objective of ABR’s excavations is evidentlyis to find proof of a ca. 1400 BC Conquest, which would be in agreement with theirir understanding of 1 Kgs 6:1’s dating of the Conquest.[footnoteRef:10] To support this chronology, an Israelite reoccupation of Shiloh must had to begin have commenced in the late 15th century BC and continued uninterrupted to until the Iron II period, when the site was destroyed. [10:  See ch. 30 for a discussion of ABR’s claims for locating biblical Ai at Kh. el-Maqatir, a claim based on pottery analysis that has not been widely accepted. Similar skepticism may attach to typological claims (pottery dates spanning the Late Bronze Age) at Shiloh. Until peer-reviewed publications validate ABR’s claims of continuous occupation, this claim remains uncertain.] 

Israel Finkelstein (excavator at Shiloh from 1981 through 1983) disagrees with this claim. He says claims that the site had beenwas abandoned for two hundred years before the Israelites rehabilitated it in the latter 12th century BC.[footnoteRef:11] If Finkelstein is correct, the Israelites did not arrive earlier than the late- 1100s or early- 1000s BC.[footnoteRef:12] (A date of ca. 1130 BC for the Israelite arrival at the site agrees with Finkelstein’s conclusions.) [11:  In a personal communication with Israel Finkelstein (Aug 14, 2019), he reaffirmed confidence in his original findings. He says there was limited activity at Shiloh in the Late Bronze IIA followed by a gap until the late 12th century or so. He dates a main occupation gap between the late Middle Bronze and the Iron I at ca. 1550–1100 BCE. ]  [12:  See S. Bunimovitz and I. Finkelstein (1993: 135); see also Finkelstein (1993b: 381–83) and A. Kempinski (1993d). Excavations began again in 2017 at Shiloh by ABR (Associates of Biblical Research). Scott Stripling [on their website abr@biblearchaeology.org, (“The Shiloh Excavations, Archaeological Claims about Shiloh” and “The Israelite Tabernacle at Shiloh”) believes Shiloh was continuously occupied throughout the Late Bronze Age (which he dates from 1485–1173 BC). He believes the Israelites arrived at the site ca. 1400 BC and immediately erected the tabernacle. The site was destroyed ca. 1050 BC, presumably by the Philistines. In a summary of a 2012–2013 excavation of the northern platform at Tel Shiloh, Reut Livyatan-ben Arie and Hananya Hizmi (2017) mention finds in the platform area dating only to the Middle Bronze, the Iron I, and in the Iron IIA/B (10th to 8th centuries BC). ] 

Shiloh’s Iron I floruit (which Finkelstein attributes to the Israelites) was short-lived, amounting to about fifty years or a little longer, mainly in the first half of the 11th century BC. It continued to be nonot as an ordinary village with a cult place, but rather as a religious temenos (sacred enclosure). Of all Iron I hill country sites Shiloh is the only one to exhibit regional cultic activity.[footnoteRef:13]	Comment by Copyeditor: AU: Are you referring here to the time the settlement flourished? [13:  The faunal remains dating to the Iron I indicate sacrificial and sacral feasts. Of the 1,350 bones identified and stratified in the Iron I, 75% were from sheep and goats, and 22.7% were from cattle. See S. Hellwing, M. Sade, and V. Kishon (1993: 311, 315–316). ] 

The sacral aura of the site evidently persisted from the Middle Bronze II to the Late Bronze IIA and then through the Israelite Iron I period.[footnoteRef:14] (As noted earlier, “holy” sites continued in use irrespective regardless of the deity previously honored at the site.)[footnoteRef:15]  [14:  I. Finkelstein (1993b: 388). ]  [15:  The site of a temple (regardless of the deity honored) was regarded as sacred ground by successive inhabitants of a site. The recognition of this principle is the basis for identifying an otherwise indeterminate structure as a temple when over- or underlain by a clearly cultic installation. (See R. Mullins 2012: 130.) One apparent means of desecrating “holy sites” (i.e., making them thereafter unusable) was to burn human bones on the altar. In this way Josiah defiled the high places and the shrine at Bethel (2 Kgs 23:6–20). Another method was to install a latrine on the site (as at Samaria, 2 Kgs 10:27). A toilet was recently discovered in a high place or cult room at Lachish—evidently placed there by Hezekiah’s administration (see Kari Rohde, Nov 12, 2016, “Toilet at a Holy Site; Evidence of King Hezekiah’s War on Idolatry?”; http://patternsofevidence.com/blog/author/krohde/.)] 

The Location of the Ark of the Covenant
The Israelite tent of meeting was probably established at Shiloh (Josh 18:1) by ca. 1130 BC (end of the Conquest), where it would continue to serve as a central cult site until the site was destroyed (ca. 1050 BC). There are, however, some uncertainties about the location of the ark of the covenant in the earliest period of the Judges. 
Some scholars believe interpret the text of Judg 2:1 indicates to mean that the ark was first transferred from Gilgal to an unknown location called Bochim (“place of weeping”). This place was at (or near) Bethel, according to the LXX.[footnoteRef:16] By the time of Samuel’s boyhood, however, the ark was at Shiloh. [16:  “Going up” is the language of processions. The LXX at Judg 2:1 says, “An angel [messenger] of the Lord went up from Gilgal to the Place of Weeping, to Bethel and to the house of Israel” (Brannan et. al, 2012). This may suggest that the ark resided in Bethel until it was transferred to Shiloh. ] 

The Iron I destruction Destruction of Shiloh
Iron I Shiloh was destroyed in a conflagration sometime before the end of the 11th century BC. The site’s destruction may have been the work of the Philistines following their victory overafter they defeated the Israelites at the battle of Ebenezer. Since the ark had been captured at Ebenezer, the glory had departed Israel (1 Sam 4:21–22). The destruction of the site may have been the final blow to Israel’s hopes in that period.[footnoteRef:17] Shiloh was not inhabited subsequently until late in the Iron II when a small and insignificant settlement appeared on the mound.  [17:  The destruction of Shiloh is mentioned twice by Jeremiah. He proclaims to the people in the name of Yahweh, “Go now to my place that was in Shiloh, where I made my name dwell at first, and see what I did to it because of the evil of my people Israel” (Jer 7:12). See also Ps 78:60. (The ark found its way to Kiriath-jearim where it spent 20 years before being retrieved by David and brought to Jerusalem.)] 

The Language of the Joshua Conquest

Earlier critics of the Joshua and Judges traditions claimed these books are memories of two different accounts of the establishment of the Israelites in the land (one a Conquest and the other a peaceful infiltration). These supposed differences of perspective in the two books have been narrowed refined in recent times by literary analysis and the identification of distinctive features and emphases within them. 	Comment by Copyeditor: AU: Or “recount two different narratives of the establishment…”?
As indicated in the last chapter, the Conquest narrative of Joshua is deliberately hyperbolic in keeping with the literary standards of the era.[footnoteRef:18] In describing his victory over the Amorite coalition in the southern Highlands, Josh 10:40–42 says, [18:  This is readily apparent in the conquest annals of such kings as Thutmose III (1479–1425 BC), Ramses II (1279–1213 BC), Merenptah (ca. 1209 BC), Tiglath-pileser I (1114–1076 BC), and Shalmaneser III (858–824 BC). Joshua’s conquest narrative shares literary features common to ancient Conquest texts that employed fixed idioms and emphases. See Lawson Stone (2014: 159) for implications of K. Lawson Younger’s (1990) study. See also K. L. Younger (2009: 33–35, 44–45). Ancient Near Eastern history writing was imaginatively constructed from a particular point of view.] 

So Joshua struck the whole land, the hill country and the Negeb and the lowland and the slopes, and all their kings. He left none remaining, but devoted to destruction all that breathed, just as the LORD God of Israel commanded. And Joshua struck them from Kadesh-Barnea as far as Gaza, and all the country of Goshen, as far as Gibeon. And Joshua captured all these kings and their land at one time, because the LORD God of Israel fought for Israel.[footnoteRef:19]  [19:  Compare Josh 11:16 in which Joshua is declared the victor over the north as well. The limits of his victories therefore stretched from Mt. Halak in the south (likely between Kadesh-Barnea and the southern tip of the Dead Sea) to Baal-gad below Mt. Hermon in the Lebanese Valley and westward.] 

At first reading, the readerone might assume the passage in Joshua is claiming the literal depopulation of the Highlands by the Israelites. But in reading more carefully, it seems Joshua is saying he engaged the enemy throughout the range of this territory. The claim to have destroyed “all that breathed” likely applied only to towns he entered where he was obligated to destroy all life; but however, a more likely interpretation is that this was customary hyperbole. 
At the end of the northern campaign when Joshua returned south to eliminate the Anakim (Josh 11:21–22), all his victories leading to the culmination of the Conquest are summarized: 
So Joshua took the whole land, according to all that the LORD had spoken to Moses. And Joshua gave it for an inheritance to Israel according to their tribal allotments. And the land had rest from war (Josh 11:23)..
Again, while the impression from several passages may be that he had annihilated the inhabitants of the land this is obviously not the case as subsequent texts in Joshua indicate. The claim of thein above textJosh 11:23 can mean only mean that no single or allied force remained to challenge Israel’s presence in the Highlands. 
The account description of these achievements constitutes a historical account, as modeled in other cultures of the later Bronze and early Iron Ages. K. Lawson Younger says history writing in this era was not unbiased; , it was not “objective,”; and it was not neutral in tone. Rather, history writing in the time of the Conquest and the Judges, a history was artistically constructed with no requirement to follow a strict and objective chronological framework. 
More importantly, the writer was not expected to simply record facts without interpretation. Throughout the Bronze Ages supernatural beings were always involved in war. Conquest accounts did not just record the exploits of men but also of gods as well. These assumptions of supernatural involvement historical writing of Joshua’s time was styled by assumptions that explained events in the life of the writer and his people. , therefore shaping his writing of history. 

Transition from the Conquest to the Era of the Judges
The first twelve chapters of Joshua deal with the wars of Conquest that neutralized the indigenous threat to Israel’s occupation of the heartland and the Canaanite coalition in the north. While the Israelites could not be driven out of the land, regional war would continue into the time of the monarchy—but not primarily against the indigenous population. 
Joshua  chapters 13–21 laboriously meticulously defines the perimeters of the allotments for each tribe and the distributions to the Levites, the cities of refuge, and the parcel of land given to Joshua. These chapters constitute a rich source of historical geography in whichthat mentions towns are mentioned whose occupation in this period can be attested in the archaeological record. The existence of these towns in the 12th–11th centuries BC provide multiple accommodations ofsynchronize with a 12th 12th-century BC Conquest.
When the Israelite Occupation Began: Identifying a Literary Device 
The currentThis study proposes that the books of Joshua and Judges are entirely complementary. Overall, Judges smoothly continues the story of the Israelites as tribal entities suffering the theological consequence of accommodation of the Amorite culture in the conquered territories. The book of Judges appears to be a unified literary composition arguably written to illustrate this single truth. 
The transition from Joshua to Judges is attested in two different (and incompatible) ways.  based on The transition has to do with when the occupation of the land began. One impression (the most reasonable and obvious) is that the occupation occurred during the lifetime of Joshua (Judg 1:16). A second impression regarding when the occupation process beganinterpretation is suggested in Judges 1:1. It says,: “After the the death of Joshua the people of Israel inquired of Yahweh, ‘Who shall go up first for us against the Canaanites, to fight against them?’” This verbiage text suggests that the Israelites had made no efforts to occupy the land until after Joshua died but were content to continue to live in their tents on the Plains of Jericho.
This latter interpretation does not seem reasonable nor is it consistent with other passages. Joshua probably lived another 20–25twenty to twenty-five years after the Conquest was completed (, which is dated here to ca. 1130 BC). He died at 110 years of age (Josh 14:6–15; 24:29; Judg 2:8). ), when he was no longer residing inHe was evidently not living at Gilgal at that time. And when he summoned all the tribes to Shechem for a final warning and exhortation they apparently converged from their allotted lands. During this latter period of his life, he probably maintained moral authority but exercised no effective leadership once the people of Israel had devolved toover the autonomous tribes. There were no apparent structures of government nor any leader with the necessary to unify the tribes and no single leader possessed the political or moral authority to bring the tribes into united action.
The statement, “after the death of Joshua,” in Judges 1:1, must, therefore, represent a literary device and is not intended as a literal fact.[footnoteRef:20] (The use of other problematic literary transition devices continue to occur throughout the Judges episodes—to be discussed in the next chapter.) What seems likely is that the Israelites began to occupy the land immediately after the allotments were defined at Shiloh, or even before.[footnoteRef:21]  [20:  Robert Mullins (personal communication 10/7/18) notes the possibility that Joshua and Judges were originally a single text that was later separated. If true, this may affect how these verses should be interpreted.]  [21:  Josh 22:12 says the whole assembly of Israel gathered at Shiloh (rather than Gilgal) to make war against the Transjordan tribes for building an altar at the Jordan River. This event occurred just after the final allotments. The text implies that the tribes converged at Shiloh from their tribal holdings.] 

While Joshua Was Still Alive
Certain Several important events in the book of Judges had likely already occurred by the time Joshua gave his final address at Shechem near the end of his days. These events include the migration of elements of the tribe of Dan to Laish in the Upper Jordan Valley (Judg 17–18) and the Benjaminite war (Judg 19–21). 
Once the Israelites disbanded as a people and dispersed into their allotted lands, their attempts to occupy prime lands held by the indigenous people raised generated a multitude ofmany conflicts and challenges. Weary of war perhaps, Israelites began to compromise and interact with their neighbors. In so doing they broke their covenant with Yahweh. They failed or were reluctant to break down the pagan altars of the people of the land, in direct disobedience to the commands of Yahweh. For this reason, Yahweh said, “I will not drive them out before you, but they shall become thorns in your sides, and their gods shall be a snare to you” (Judg 2:3).[footnoteRef:22] [22:  Josephus (Antiq. 5:132–135) says the Israelites in their tribal areas quickly lost their martial spirit. ] 

Some initial tribal warfare with the indigenous people occurred. Judges 1 describes the initiative of the tribe of Judah. 
Occupation of the Land: The Book of Judges
Tribal warfare with the indigenous people ensued. Judges 1 describes the initiative of the tribe of Judah. According to Judges 1, Judah and Simeon were the first to go up into the land to occupy their allotment. They defeated ten elephs (“thousands”) of Canaanites and Perizzites at Bezek. They also captured and burned Jerusalem (Judg 1:8). Successive battles occurred against Hebron, Debir, and towns in the Negev, and along the coast (Gaza, Ashkelon, and Ekron). 
In these early forays into the coastal plain These Judah claimed military victories early forays into the coastal plain by Judah claimed military victories over Gaza, Ashkelon, and Ekron, cities that in a matter of several generations would come under the complete domination of the Philistines. The failure to mention the Philistines in this account suggests a periodthey occurred in the late 12th century BC.[footnoteRef:23] Recent studies cited by I. Finkelstein indicate that Monochrome and Bichrome styles attributed to the Philistine culture appeared only after the departure of the Egyptians from Canaan and not before the latter 12th century BC.[footnoteRef:24]  [23:  Compare Judg 10:7 and 13:1–2 where the author records that the five Philistine lords dominated the coastal plain in the days of Jephthah and Samson.]  [24:  I. Finkelstein (2018: 227).] 

Power was still retained by the “Canaanites” (or Amorites) on the coast. They possessed iron chariots [(i.e., iron axles]. ). (Note that it was Amorite dominance of the coast that also prevented the Danites from descending from the hills. This was before the rise of the Philistine hegemony on the coastal plain.)
The ephemeral nature of some tribal victories is illustrated in the case of Jerusalem. Judges 1 claims that Judah (and Simeon) captured and burned the city. But the Israelites did not occupy the city (, which lay in Benjamin’s tribal allotment) was not occupied by the Israelites. T, and the indigenous population promptly reasserted control. It was not permanently conquered and occupied by Israel until the time of David, after nearly a century of attempts to conquer it.
Abbreviated sketches in Judges 1 describe the progress of Benjamin in occupying its allotment. Also mentioned was the progress of the Joseph tribes (noting specifically the capture of Bethel by Ephraim using stealth rather than direct assault, an indication that it was walled). 
Resistance and Constraints
Manasseh was unable to take the fortified cities in the Jezreel Plain, and Ephraim could not neither take Gezer, nor the Jerusalem corridor. Zebulon was forced to live among the Canaanites they could not dislodge. Asher and Naphtali were in similar circumstances. And the Amorites pressed the people of Dan back into the hill country; , where they would soon take action to find more land (at Laish).
Manasseh could not take possession of the towns of Beth-Shean and its villages, Ibleam and its villages, nor Dor and its villages. They couldNeither could they not dislodge the inhabitants of En-dor and its villages, the inhabitants of Taanach and its villages, nor the inhabitants of Megiddo and its villages. These towns steadfastly resisted efforts of the tribe of Manasseh to occupy them. Though the Canaanites persisted in dwellingremained in the land, in time the people of Israel grew strong enough to put them under in forced labor (Josh 17:11).
Joshua’s Final Farewell
Near the end of his life Joshua summoned the tribes from their lands to Shechem for his final farewell.[footnoteRef:25] He warned the people once again that if they clung to the remnant of the nations remaining in their midst, married into their pagan culture, or even associated with them, the Israelites were to know for a certainty that the LORD God would no longer drive out these nations before them. Those nations would become a snare and a trap for them, a whip on their sides and thorns in their eyes, until they [(Israel] ) perished from the land the LORD God had given them (Josh 23:13; cf Judg 2:3). [25:  Chapters 23 and 24 may represent two different convocations at different times near the end of Joshua’s life. If there were two such assemblies, the first may have occurred at a location other than Shechem.] 

In the final chapter of his account. Joshua demanded demands that Israel “choose this day whom you will serve, whether the gods your fathers served in the region beyond the River, or the gods of the Amorites in whose land you dwell. But as for me and my house, we will serve the LORD” (Josh 24:15). And “Joshua wrote these words in the Book of the Law of God” (Josh 24:26). The people went to their inheritance. and Joshua died at the age of 110 years.
Conclusions
Despite the hyperbolic language, Joshua did not exterminate the indigenous population of Canaan, nor was the Conquest comprehensive, as a literal reading of the text might suggest. This seemingly difficult language mirrors the verbiage of conquest narratives in this ancient period. Mesopotamian and Egyptian documents contain the same hyperbole and similar theological claims. Joshua’s use of this kind of phrasing authenticates the antiquity of the account.
The text of Joshua establishes several important dating synchronisms between the biblical text and the archaeological evidence. One has to do with the rise of the Philistines. This people group emerged as a prominent military force in the later lifetime of Joshua (13:2–4). This development ballparks 12th century BC dates for the Conquest and the beginning of the era of the Judges. 	Comment by Copyeditor: AU: Please clarify “ballparks.” Do you mean the dates are in the ballpark? Or are accurate?
Early efforts by Judah and Dan to claim allotted lands on the coastal plain were resisted by Canaanites; by the time of the Judges, it was the Philistines that prevented these tribes from occupying the coastal plain. 
The five-year war of Conquest ended when the Israelites rehabilitated the cultic site of Shiloh, defined the tribal allotments, and disbanded. Archaeological evidence at Shiloh, supported by textual evidence, suggests a date for the reconstruction of Shiloh ca. 1130 BC coincident with the beginning of the period of the Judges. This is a second significant synchronism between the text (dated by a 12th 12th-century BC chronology) and the archaeological evidence. 
This chapter addressed the relationship between the books of Joshua and Judges, arguing that the books are a continuous history, not two different accounts of the establishment of the Israelites in Canaan, as some have proposed. The next chapter examines the book of Judges as a literary composition and the archaeological evidence supporting a conclusion that the era of the Judges occurred over a one-hundred100-year period.
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