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Hershel Shanks has defended the Bible as opposed to Herzog who attacked it for example at http://www.bib-arch.org/bswbBreakingIllSpecial2.html Here we seek to summarize and add to some of what Shanks has said.

To begin, it is said there is no documentation or archaeological proof the Israelites were ever in Egypt, and also no documentation or archaeological proof that 2 million of them ever wandered about in the desert before entering Canaan despite Exodus 12:37.  But are such allegations true?

Interestingly, the Bible detractors admit that "many [Egyptian] documents do mention the custom of nomadic shepherds to enter Egypt during periods of drought and hunger and to camp at the edges of the Nile Delta." Also, the Egyptians say these shepherds and others came from Asia and settled in the very area the Bible says the Israelites settled.

In fact an Austrian archaeologist found a 4-room house commonly associated with Israelites in Goshen in the Nile Delta where the Bible says the Israelites settled.  And an English Egyptologist noted that the price at which Joseph's brothers sold him was the price at the time when the sale is believed to have occurred instead of the much higher price for a slave when Bible opponents have alleged the story was written.

At that, even the Bible detractors admit that in the mid-second millennium B.C. some Asiatic interlopers called Hyksos ruled Egypt.  Interestingly when people make up stories about their ancestors they claim they were members of royalty or gods, so when the Bible says the descendents of Israel after Joseph were just everyday slaves in Egypt, this has the definite ring of truth.

Israelite settlement of Canaan is accepted as being in Iron Age I, 1200-1000 B.C.) when "hundreds of small settlements were established in the area of the central hill region of the Land of Israel" but detractors say the settlers Ancient Israel developed from many groups. 
In fact the Bible itself says when exiting Egypt there were not only the 12 tribes of Israel with Moses but also a vast mixed throng of peoples. 

Some tribes like Asher and Dan were associated with ships, (Judges 5:17) and Ezekiel 16:3 notes "By origin and birth you are from the land of the Canaanites—your father was an Amorite and your mother a Hittite." 
The Shechemites were circumcised for acceptance into Israel (Ge 34), and Gideonites were also of the Canaanites, and sometimes non-Israelites such as Uriah the Hittite converted and attained high rank.  This shows the Bible (and God) to not be eletist or racist.  

Opposers say archaeology does not show a sudden conquest of Canaan by Israelites.  In reality, although Joshua says that some cities were attacked and taken suddenly, the book of Judges shows that otherwise there was a slow continual series of efforts – sometimes with defeats - needed to take and hold the land, which thus backs up the archaeology. 

Excavations at Jericho and Ai do not show cities there when it is believed the Bible indicates Joshua conquered them, but on the other hand Hebrew University archaeologist Amnon Ben-Tor notes that Hazor was likely destroyed and burned by Israelite attackers just as Joshua 11:1-11 says.  
Also Jericho's destruction supports the Bible including as to the time of year and fallen walls, although the date for its fall so far has not agreed with when the Israelites supposedly appeared. 
Detractors denied that the United Kingdom under David and Solomon had ever existed and also denied that kings of those names ever existed.  But later reference to the House (Dynasty) of David was found upon a huge stele excavated by Avraham Biran at Tel Dan.

Detractors claimed that Yahweh, the God of Israel, had a consort and ancient Israel had more than one god until very late in its history.  In fact the Bible itself says some of the Israelites did indeed sometimes revert to worshipping other gods although the one Almighty God was Yahweh. 
The detractors also say thousands of clay figurines found, especially in Jerusalem, prove that the Israelites worshipped numerous gods instead of Yahweh as the Bible says.  But, again, the Bible itself says some ancient Israelites reverted to worshipping many gods, and besides such figurines were sometimes not used for worship in the Middle East but were used as tangible proof that their possessors were the rightful heirs of family properties.  

Why should it be surprising that Jerusalem had many such emblems of primary inheritors, given that even in ancient times it was a good-sized city?

It has been noted that little has been found from the time of the United Monarchy even at Jerusalem, also called the City of David, and despite years of digging south of the Temple Mount by archaeological greats such as Dame Kathleen Kenyon and Yigal Shiloh. 
Their work failed to discover a major city wall, but it was found by Ronny Reich and Eli Shukron near the Spring Gihon as well as 2-3 major towers protecting the spring in about 1800 B.C.  So sometimes items, even a high wall and towers can and do go undetected despite the best of efforts.

A famous Egyptian stele refers to "Israel" as a people in Canaan in 1208 B.C. and no scholar questions it, but detractors like Herzog have ignored it or argued it refers only to a geographic location, not a people, maybe referring to some other Israel but surely not the Israel noted in the Bible. 
Why? It would appear that, unfortunately detractors are sometimes less interested in truth for its own sake than in trying to promote their own views that fit their own agenda, be it political, philosophical, religious or otherwise.
