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NEW
Updates
The 6th edition features major content and design 
enhancements. The new course includes two brand-
new chapters and increased coverage of early China, 
India, and Africa. Feature boxes are reimagined, and 
the visual presentation has been expanded with 
infographics, maps, and strategic visuals. Lessons now 
integrate collaborative activities and primary source 
analysis with a more accessible structure for teachers 
and homeschoolers alike.

Content Updates

	• Updated design, including increased number of images 
and more visual presentation of content through means 
such as infographics

	• Added two new chapters and 1 deleted one

	• Added many new pedagogical strategies

	• Added “History at Its Source” activities in SA, which 
implement the SOAPSTone method of literary analysis 
for primary and secondary sources

	• Chapter 3—added more focus on the history of early 
China and India

	• Chapter 9—added more comprehensive description of 
the history of early Africa (ancient to medieval times)

	• Chapters 5 and 6—divided the coverage of ancient 
Rome to give special attention to the rise of Christianity

	• Moved lesson plan overview charts to the beginning of 
each chapter

	• Added resources and assessments to Lesson Plan 
Overview charts

	• Extended chapter reviews in Student Edition to include 
summaries of chapter content and lists of terms by 
section

	• Organized teaching content through the teaching cycle

	• Included introductions to “History at Its Source” 
objectives in Lesson Plan Overview charts

	• Added spreads at the front of the Teacher Edition to 
explain implementation of BJU Press distinctives in the 
product

	• Added BWS two-page spread at the front of the Teacher 
Edition and BWS statements in TE lesson openers to 
provide more structure and guidance for worldview 
shaping

Textbook Snapshot

THE HISTORIAN’S CRAFT

Advantages and Limitations 
of Archaeology

Archaeology is the study of human history through 
the excavation of artifacts and the analysis of those arti-
facts and other physical remains. Movies have portrayed 
the science of archaeology as a romantic hunt for buried 
treasure, and sometimes it has been that. Mainly archae-
ology is the tedious task of putting puzzle pieces together 
without seeing the picture on the box. To produce a fact 
about the ancient world, an archaeologist must follow a 
long process. First, he must unearth a significant object. 
The object would have had to survive thousands of years 
of decay while being overlooked by hundreds of genera-
tions of robbers. What archaeologists can find from the 
ancient world is very limited. They can find the buried 
ruins of buildings, pottery, coins, clay tablets, or frag-
ments of pottery called ostraca, which are pieces of clay 
with writing on them.

In the Ancient Near East, when a city was destroyed 
by some calamity, the following generation built right 
on top of the destroyed city. They did this because the 
location of the former city was strategic, or because it 
contained resources for survival, or because the people 
wanted to express a tie between themselves and the 
former occupants. Sites where cities were built upon 
each other are called tells, or tels. The process of digging 
through the tels destroys the evidence of the more recent 
civilizations, so archaeologists must carefully document 
what they find as they search for more ancient remains. 
After archaeologists find something they think is of value, 
it must be studied and any writing translated; this can take 
years. Following the study, they will publish their findings 
in a journal so that other archaeologists can judge their 
conclusions, agreeing or disagreeing. Many times, they 
find not just one or two objects of value but several pieces 
of evidence, such as piles of broken pottery, which help to 
create a composite picture of the people that lived there 
in ancient times.

As with other sciences, the conclusions archaeolo-
gists make regarding their findings are largely based on 
their presuppositions. There are two schools of Ancient 
Near East archaeology: biblical maximalists and minimal-
ists. Maximalists believe the Bible is a useful source to help 
them in their quest to dig up this lost world. Minimalists 
believe that the Old Testament was written long after the 
events it describes and is therefore unreliable for revealing 
what went on in the ancient world. Because of this skep-
ticism, Christian archaeologists must be careful not to 
claim that their findings confirm the biblical account until 
they have substantiated all their facts. Some of the most 
noteworthy archaeological finds confirming the biblical 
account are the discovery of the Dead Sea Scrolls, the Tel-
Dan inscription naming the house of David, the Moabite 
stone, and the Sennacherib Prism, which matches an 
account in 2 Kings. Later you will study some of these 
discoveries more closely.

Contrast the presuppositions of the biblical mini-
malist and maximalist.

How is archaeology useful for studying the An-
cient Near East?

How would you respond practically and philo-
sophically to the archaeologist who says that 
since the mountains of Ararat have been com-
pletely explored with no sign of Noah’s ark, the 
account of Noah must be a fable? 
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THINKING STRATEGICALLY

Offensive vs. Defensive 
Warfare

Historically, two methods of warfare prevail: attrition, 
slowly wearing down the enemy, and maneuver, swiftly 
striking the enemy to break their will to fight. Attrition is 
defensive warfare while maneuver warfare is offensive. 
We have already seen that ultimate success often requires 
both strategies. In World War I the Germans lost a war of 
attrition because they were outnumbered. The same real-
ities existed in 1940. But with their new technologies, the 
Germans could now enact a modified Schlieffen Plan.

The French did have a plan for another German inva-
sion. They depended on the fortifications of the Maginot 
Line along their shared border with Germany. They then 

focused most of their tank and infantry force on their bor-
der with Belgium, since that was where the Germans had at-
tacked in World War I. They left the relatively small Ardennes 
Forest, north of the Maginot Line, lightly defended since 
they did not think tanks could maneuver around the trees.

The combined French and British force defending 
France was roughly the same size as the German invading 
force, so they should have had the advantage. Normally 
an attacking army should be much larger than the defend-
ing force in order to be successful. But the Allies had yet 
to gather the last necessary element for victory: will. It 
seemed the French did not have the stomach for another 
fight like World War I. The nation had factions—Com-
munists, monarchists (conservatives), and republicans 
(liberals)—and these factions weakened France. The army 
was made up mostly of monarchists who were not excited 
about fighting to defend a republic.
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Special Features

	• The Historian’s Craft (consideration of how historians 
work)

	• Hero or Villian? (evaluation of controversial characters in 
history)

	• Connections to Today (presentation of modern 
application of historical trends)

	• Science and Technology Highlights (analysis of major 
milestones in the history of scientific and technological 
development)

	• Biographies (descriptions of significant achievements of 
noteworthy historical figures)

	• Thinking Strategically (analysis of influential military or 
political strategies)

	• “History at Its Source” activities (evaluation of who really 
wrote history)


