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biblical traditions and the alleged Aramaean emigration from Qir belong
to this range of problems.

1. EARLY OCCURRENCES OF ARAM

A toponym A-ra-mu¥ is already attested in the third millennium B.C.
at Ebla2, in a list of geographical names first known from Tell Abu
Salabih and partly attested also among the lexical texts from Uruk.
These versions of the list must derive from an older source which was
probably composed in Mesopotamia?, in a period when the often alleged
Hurrian origin of the toponym* can probably be dismissed. The place
name ought to be considered as pre-Semitic, pre-Sumerian, and pre-Hur-
rian, just as many geographical names of Northern Syria in the third and
second millennia B.C. that reveal a protopopulation of unknown linguis-
tic affiliation, neither Semitic nor Hurrian’. Since A-ra-me! is apparently
the genitive of A-ra-mu, the same place name may occur in a date for-
mula from the reign of Naram-Sin, found on two tablets from Tell
Hafage®:

2 G. PETTINATO, L’atlante geografico del Vicino Oriente antico attestato ad Ebla e ad
Abii Salabikh, in Or 47 (1978), p. 50-73 and PL VII-XII (see p. 70, No. 233); Ip., Testi
lessicali monolingui della biblioteca L. 2769 (MEE 3), Napoli 1981, p. 224, No. 56, XI,
4; cf. p. 237, No. 234. Also similar place names, as Arimu, Arramu®, Ar-"a-muM, occur
in documents from Ebla, but they cannot be reasonably linked with the Aramaeans. Ref-
erences to the texts are collected in A. ARCHI - A. PIACENTINI - F. POMPONIO, I nomi di
luogo dei testi di Ebla (ARES II), Roma 1993, p. 109-110, 150-151, 168-169, while ref-
erences and an attempt at locating the places, at least approximately, can be found in M.
BONECH], I nomi geografici dei testi di Ebla (RGTC 12/1), Wiesbaden 1993, p. 45-46, 50-
51, 56. Besides the area of Ebla itself, proposed for Arramu¥, the région of the Middle
Euphrates, between Carchemish and Emar, is taken into account by the author, who
quotes earlier suggestions as well.

3 R. BicGs, The Ebla Tablets. An Interim Perspective, in BA 43 (1980), p. 76-87 (see
p. 84-85); Ip., Ebla and Abu Salabikh, in L. CAGNI (ed.), La lingua di Ebla, Napoli 1981,
p. 121-133 (see p. 130-132).

4 Thus, recently, R. ZADOK, Elements of Aramean Pre-History, in M. CoGaN - L
EpH‘AL (eds.), Ah, Assyria... Studies in Assyrian History and Ancient Near Eastern His-
toriography Presented to Hayim Tadmor (Scripta Hierosolymitana 33), Jerusalem 1991,
p. 104-117 (see p. 106).

S Cf. LJ. GELB, art. cit. (n. 1), p. 39-40; Ip., Ebla and the Kish Civilization, in L.
CAGNI (ed.), La lingua di Ebla, Napoli 1981, p. 9-73 (see p. 64-60).

6 1.J. GELB, Sargonic Texts from the Diyala Region (MAD 1), Nos. 217 and 224. See
also D.R. FRAYNE, Naram-Sin. A, in RLA 1X/3-4, Berlin 1999, p. 169-174, in particular
p. 173, §4.13.4.
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Akkadian verb na’arum, “to smite”, “to strike”, with the morpheme -am
of the ventive!l. In consequence, the much discussed passage of this
text should be read [*Na-ra-am-4]EN.ZU LUGAL [ki-ib-ra-t|im ar-ba-im i-
nu Hur-$a-ma-at< en-a-ra-am i AM in qdb-1d-ni Di-ba-ar sa-di-im su,-
ma u-sa-am-qi-it-su, “Naram-Sin, king of the four (world’s) quarters,
when he had smitten HurSamat and he himself had killed a wild bull in
the middle of the mountain Dibar...” The location of the land or town
of HurSamat and of Mount Dibar is unknown, because it is unlikely that
Hur§amat has something in common — apart its name — with the
North-Anatolian city of Hur§amma!2.

However, a city A-ra-mi* is mentioned after A§-nun¥, ie. E$nunna,
present-day Tell Asmar, in a Sumerian administrative document from the
Ur-III period, which lists animals brought to the central cattle-park at
Puzri§-Dagan, near Nippur, at the site now called Drehem"?, while an Old
Babylonian tablet refers to Ar-ra-mu’ in Subartu!®. Since ESnunna lies
east of the Tigris, while the Subarians of that time probably lived in the
east-Tigridic foothills of the Kurdish mountains, A-ra-mi* and possibly
Ar-ra-muX must be the same city as the A-ra-me* mentioned with Simur-
rum at the time of Naram-Sin. In any case, these texts clearly refer to a
town and A-ra-mek was governed in the 22nd century B.C. by an ensi or
i§$i’ alduwm, while most Aramaeans of the 12th-11th centuries B.C. were
still half-nomadic tribesmen of the Gazira and of the Syrian steppe. There

can hardly be any relation between these various ethnic entities.
Nevertheless, the mention of the town of A-ra-mi® in the Ur-III docu-

B ™ e

ment and the almost contemporaneous reference to an employee called
A-ra-mu in another text from Puzri§-Dagan'> were considered in some
quarters as a sufficient evidence of Aramaean presence in the east-
Tigridic region of Mesopotamia's. However, a distinction should be

-

Il E. SOLLBERGER, Princes fantomes, in RA 64 (1970), p. 173-174; I. - J.-R. KUPPER
Inscriptions royales sumériennes et akkadiennes (LAPO 2), Paiis 1971 p. 108, § I

12 H, OTTEN, HurSam(m)a, in RLA 1V, Berlin-New York 1972-75, p. 521b.

13 The text was published by P. DEMEL, Miszellen, in Orientalia 2 (1920), p. 62 (Wen-
gler 22). Cf. D.O. EpZARD - G. FARBER, Die Oris- und Gewdissernamen der Zeit der 3.
Dynastie von Ur (RGTC 2), Wiesbaden 1974, p. 15; D.R. FRAYNE, art. cit. (n. 7), p- 263.

14 7 J. FINKELSTEIN, Subartu and the Subarians in Old Babylonian Sources, in JCS 9
(1955), p. 1-7 (see p. 2).

IS C.E. KEISER, Cuneiform Bullae of the Third Millennium B.C. (Babylonian Records
in the Library of J. Pierpont Morgan 3), New York 1914, No. 159.

16 The relative cautiousness shown by N. SCHNEIDER, Aram und die Aramder in Ur
[II-Zeit, in Biblica 30 (1949), p. 109-111, is conspicuously missing in the articles by S.
MoscaTl, Sulle origini degli Aramei, in RSO 26 (1951), p. 16-22, and A. DUPONT-SOM-
MER, art. cit. (n. 10), p. 40, 43.
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made between the place name and the personal name, which shows no
characteristic Semitic morpheme indicating the alleged derivation from a
toponym, e.g. -I or -ay. On the contrary, the name seems to be based on
an element appearing also in compound Hurrian anthroponyms and can
therefore be considered as Hurrian.

This conclusion can hardly be deduced from one-word names like A-
ra-am-mu'’, A-ra-am-me'®, A-ra-ma'®, or A-ra-mu®, because the mean-
ing of aram- is unknown, but a name like A-ra-am-mu-§u-ni?! is cer-
tainly Hurrian and means “Aram is the righteous one”?%. Considering the
weakness of the r// phoneme in Hurrian and the occasional interchange
r/l in its notation?3, one can interpret the name of A-ra-am-ma-da-ra,
presented as the earliest member of the first dynasty of Babylon®, also
as Hurrian *Aram-adal-, “Aram is strong”%. Besides, it seems that arim
is a dialectal and perhaps a later variant of aram; it appears, among oth-
ers, in the same names A-ri-mu-Su-[ni]* and in A-ri-im-a-da-al’’. The
weakness of r, which is sometimes elided altogether in the middle of a
name, allows also for a Hurrian interpretation of the Old Babylonian
name Mu-ti-a-ra-mu®3, read Mutri-aramu in parallelism with Mu-ut-ri-
ITesub(®) and Mu-tara/i-sTorM at Emar®. The element ’arm vocalized

17 J-M. DURAND, ARM XXI, Paris 1982, No. 399, 10; F. JOANNES, Nouveaux
mémorandums, in Miscellanea Babylonica. Mélanges offerts a Maurice Birot, Paris 1985,

p. 97-113 (see p. 101-102: A 1401 = No. 4, line 14): Mari (early 17th century); D. 1.
WISEMAN, The Alalakh Tablets, London 1953, p. 128b: names from Alalakh VII (early

16th century B.C.).
18 H. H. FIGULLA, Letters and Documents of the Old-Babylonian Period (UET 5),
London 1953, No. 197, 4.
19 D.J. WISEMAN, loc. cit. (n. 17): name from Alalakh VII (early 16th century B.C.).
20 M. BIROT, in ARM XVI/1, Paris 1979, p. 66: Mari (early 17th century B.C.).

21 D.J. WISEMAN, loc. cit. (n. 17): name from Alalakh VIL.
2 58 T snmarir ncoaire Ao la lanaies ﬁnurvrf{) r[ ( — p”ﬁ ql‘-l\ pﬂrIQ 1070 n 172

=] BR L.JAKUL.I'IE., JIUOOUEIC Ul tU treg e fivni rue

23 E.A. SPEISER, Introduction to Hurrian (AASOR 20) New Haven 1941, p. 27

24 ] J. FINKELSTEIN, The Genealogy of the Hammurapi Dynasty, in JCS 20 (1966), p.
95-118 (see p. 96, line 1; cf. p. 98-101, 114-115).

25 E. LAROCHE, Glossaire de la langue hourrite | (= RHA 34), Paris 1978, p. 35. The
equation a-da-al-lu = ga-ds-ru, “strong”, in a Babylonian list of synonyms shows that the
meaning of adal- was known among the Assyro-Babylonian scribes.

% D.J. WISEMAN, op. cit. (n. 17), p. 129b: from Alalakh IV (15th century B.C.). See

lon A_ri_pn_&o (rhnf the same neriod)

alom l
QLOV JATT LR O | EL k., A=y

27 M. BIROT, in ARM XVI/1, p. 66: Mari, a slave (early 17th century B.C.).

2 .. LEGRAIN, Historical Fragments (PBS 13), Philadelphia 1922, No. 56, 4.

29 D. ARNAUD, Textes syriens de I’dge du Bronze Récent, Sabadell-Barcelona 1991,
Nos. 20, 20; 36, 30; 72, 28; 76, 19; 84, 1.10. Hieroglyphic seal impressions: H.
GONNET, ibid., p. 202 (No. 36¢), 206 (No. 76b), 207 (No. 84); etc. For the element
mutri, cf. E. LAROCHE, op. cit. (n. 22), p. 171-172, s. v. mudri, and see also mu-ti-be-es-
$a (ibid., p. 171).
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case of the early Urartian leader Ar(r)amu (9th centuryB.C.)*, whose
name would instead mean “Aramaean” according to some authors*!. As
for the noun a-ra-mi-ma at Ugarit, it is the Ugaritic genitive plural in
-ima of a noun ’aram, haram, or ‘aram which qualifies a certain type of
fields. It is used without any determinative and, in consequence, can
hardly be considered as a gentilic. Since Babylonian arammu, South-
Arabian ‘rm, and Arabic ‘arim mean “dam”, one could propose for
eqléet™ a-ra-mi-ma the translation “fields with dams”, i.e. “dammed
fields”. This interpretation is strongly supported by the Arabic derivative
‘arim, “irrigated land”, developed from the notion of fields surrounded
by ridges of earth which retain water for irrigation*2. A derivative of the
verbal root ‘rm, “to heap”, occurs in Ugaritic as a place name®.
Attempts have also been made in order to discover a mention of the
Aramaeans in Egyptian texts. A toponym P3-irm(w) occurs in a topo-
graphic list of Amenhotep III’s (ca. 1386-1349 B.C.) funerary temple#
and in Papyrus Anastasi III from ca. 1210 B.C.%. Since this name does
not have the “country” determinative, but rather the “man” determina-
tive, it was interpreted as “(Place) of the Aramaeans” and tentatively
located somewhere in southern Syria, perhaps in the Beqa‘ Valley or in
the oasis of Damascus*. According to Papyrus Anastasi II, this was the
district including the “Town of Merneptah”. This indication seems to
preclude any identification of P3-irm(w) with a region of Syria. In fact,
Egyptian suzerainty was not maintained in inner Syria under Merneptah,
although there is clear evidence of the restoration of Egyptian power in

4 APN, p. 28a; PNA I/1, p. 132-133.

41 M. VAN LooN, Urartian Art, Istanbul 1966, p. 7, n. 24; p. 26, n. 131; M. SALVINI,
La formation de I’Etat urartéen, in Hethitica 8 (1987), p. 393-411 (see p. 399-400); Ip.,
Geschichte und Kultur der Urartder, Darmstadt 1995, p. 26-27.

2 M.A. GHOL, Early Southern Arabian Languages and Classical Arabic Sources,
Irbid 1993, p. 189-193. This explanation is now more appealing than our previous attempt
to divide a-ra-mi-ma into two distinct words; cf. E. LIPINSKI, Aramder und Israel, in TRE
III, Berlin-New York 1978, p. 590-599 (see p. 591).

B KTU 4.68, 22: place name ‘rm; KTU 4.33, 5, and 4.51, 13: gentilic ‘rmy. One
should also mention the personal name ‘rmn (KTU 4.93, I, 13), Ar-mu-na in syllabic
cuneiform (J. NouGaYroL, PRU III, p. 203, lines 10-12 and 20).

“ E. EpEL, Die Ortsnamenlisten aus den Totentempel Amenophis III., Bonn 1966,
p. 28-29.

% BM. 10246, rev. V, 5, facsimiled in G. MOLLER, Hieratische Lesestiicke 111, Leipzig
1935, p. 27. Transcription into hieroglyphic in A.H. GARDINER, Late-Egyptian Miscella-
nies (Bibliotheca Aegyptiaca 7), Brussels 1937, p. 32. Passage in ANET, p. 258b-259%.

4 E. EDEL, op. cit. (n. 44), p. 28-29; M. GORG, Aram und Israel, in VT 26 (1976),
p. 499-500; ID., Namenstudien III. Zum Problem einer Friihbezeugung von Aram, in BN 9
(1979), p. 7-10, reprinted in ID., Beitriige zur Zeitgeschichte der Anfiinge Israels. Doku-
mente-Materialien-Notizen (Agypten und Altes Testament 2), Wiesbaden 1989, p. 157-160.
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Serabit al-Hadim where mining operations went on under Merneptah’s
reign®. The place was known to Diodorus and Strabo’, and to pilgrims
in Late Roman times, as vividly expressed in the appendix to the Ifine-
rarium Egeriae, which calls the site Arandara’®, and in the Antonini Pla-
centini Itinerarium, where this pleasant place, ubi applicuimus duos dies
delectati, is called Surandala®®. However, no pre-Roman remains were
discovered there and an alternative location was thus proposed for Elim
at Bi'r Qatya, the largest oasis in northern Sinai, about 10 km south of
the Al-‘Arf§ - Qantara road®. Extensive Nabataean ruins have been
uncovered on the site, going back to the Hellenistic period®!, but there is
no evidence pointing to Merneptah’s time. Thus, the equation with P’rn
seems at present to provide the best location for P3-irm(w), that no indi-
cations link so far with the Aramaeans.

This equation may also provide an explanation of the name. In
fact, a descendant of Seir is called *Aran in the Hebrew text of Gen.
36,28 (= I Chron. 1,42) and Apop in the Greek text, also in other
versions and in some Hebrew manuscripts. Mount Seir is personified
in the genealogy of Gen. 36,20-30 as the fictitious ancestor of the
indigenous tribes and clans living in the Negev and the Sinai Penin-
sula. Their location in this area is decidedly suggested by the juxta-
position of Mount Seir with Mount P(h)aran and Mount Sinai in early
poetic texts, like Deut. 33,2 and Hab. 3,3. Egyptian P3-irm seems
thus to refer to one of these tribes. In later times, Qapav occurs in

% AH. GARDINER - T.E. PEET, The Inscriptions of Sinai, 2nd ed. by J. CErNY, London
1952, Nos. 266-267A.

*" DIODORUS SICULUS, Bibliotheca Historica 111, 43 (Fapwvdaveis); STRABO, Geogra-
phy XV, 4, 18 (Tapwvdaion).

8 Itineraria et alia geographica (CCSL 175), Turnhout 1965, p. 102, §12. Also At-
Tar, in the southwestern part of the Sinai, was identified in the Late Antiquity with Elim;
cf. P.-L. GATIER, Les traditions et I’histoire du Sinai du IV¢ au VI siécle, in T. FAHD
(ed.), L’Arabie préislamique et son environnement historique et culturel, Leiden 1989,
p- 499-523, in particular p. 500-503.

9 [tineraria et alia geographica (n. 58), p. 150, §41, 2-7, and p. 172, §41, 8-13.

% M. pu Bur, Elim, in DEB, Turnhout 1987, p. 402.

81 J. CLEDAT, Fouilles & Qasr Gheit (mai 1911), in ASAE 12 (1912), p. 145-168 and
PL I-III; Y. MARGOVSKY, Three Temples in Northern Sinai (in Hebrew), in Qadmoniot 4
(1971), p. 19-20; E.D. OReN - E. NETZER, Seftlements of the Roman Period at Qasarweit
in Northern Sinai (in Hebrew), in Qadmoniot 10 ( 1978), p. 94-107; E.D. OREN, Survey of
Northern Sinai, in Z. MESHEL - 1. FINKELSTEIN (eds.), Sinai in Antiquity (in Hebrew), Tel
Aviv 1980, p. 129-146; Ip., Excavations at Qasrawet in North-Western Sinai, in IEJ 32
(1982), p. 203-211 and P1. 27-29; Y. TSAFRIR, Qasrawet: Its Ancient Name and Inhabi-
tants, in IEJ 32 (1982), p. 212-214; E.D. OREN, Qasrawet, in NEAEHL, Jerusalem 1993,
vol. IV, p. 1213-1218.
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la-me-e *"Ar-ma-a-ia™%). I brought about their defeat from the city Tad-
mar (Palmyra) of the land Amurru, Anat of the land Siihu, as far as the
city Rapiqu of Karduniash (Babylonia). I brought their booty (and) pos-
sessions to my city Ashur”®,

A somewhat different picture of the events emerges from a fragment of
a Middle Assyrian chronicle which describes a serious famine that
occurred in the later part of Tiglath-pileser’s reign, probably in 1082 and
108166, The Assyrians, pressured by starving Aramaean tribes, took then
refuge in Kirruri, in the Zagros area, northeast of Erbil®’, and the Ara-
maeans probably captured Nineveh before Tiglath-pileser I could respond
to the threat by marching to Katmuhu, on the eastern edge of the Tir
‘Abdin, from which the Aramaeans had apparently pushed their way
into Assyria proper by advancing down the Tigris river. The text, though
very fragmentary and in parts obscure, certainly refers to the “houses” or
clans of the Aramaeans, without characterizing them as Ahlamii:

27) “[...], the people ate flesh of each other, [...]

3’) [...] the ‘houses’ of the Aramaeans

4%) [...] the relief, they seized the roads,

5’) [...] they conquered, they took [the...] of Assyria.

6’) [...] to the mountains of Kirruri [...] life.

7’) [...] took their [gold], silver, and all their property.

8’) Marduk-nadin-ahhé passed away; Marduk-sapik-zéri,

9*) nnnnn ,-1 Mihe lseana A ED L‘H;L 1an _ladlll 1[’[‘}: had

[n DUIIJ, entered [tne house of his awne|r. Marduk-

reigned 18 years.

10’) [...] the entire crops of the land of Assyria [...]

117) [...] became numerous, they seized (or: afflicted) the ‘houses’ of the
Aramaeans,

12’) [...] the side of the fortress of Nineveh, the country downstream [...]

13%) [...Tiglath-pil]eser, the king of Assyria, [went] to Katmuhu™®,

65 RIMA 11, text A.0.87.4, p. 43, lines 34-36; cf. text A.0.87.3, p. 37-38, lines 29-35,
with the variant: “... their defeat from the foot of Mount Lebanon, the city Tadmar...”.
“Lebanon” is probably an error for “Bi§ii”, which is mentioned in earlier inscriptions,
ibid., text A.0.87.1, p. 23, line 59; text A.0.87.2, p. 34, line 29.

6 The events are dated by the mention of the death of Marduk-nadin-ahhe, king of
Babylon (ca. 1099-1082 B.C.), and that of the accession of his son, Marduk-§apik-zéri
t’ca 1081-1069 B. (1] cf. J.LA. BRINKMAN, Marduk-nadin- nho‘w and Marduk-§ m'mfr-w:r; n
RLA VII, Berlin 1987 90, p. 377 and 378.

67 For the geographical location of this area, see L.D. LEVINE, Kirruri, Kirriuri, in
RLA V, Berlin 1976-80, p. 606-607.

68 For the location of Katmuhu, see J.N. POSTGATE, Katmuhu, in RLA V, Berlin 1976-
80, p. 487-488.

% AK. GRAYSON, Assyrian and Babylonian Chronicles (TCS 5), Locust Valley, N.
Y., 1975, p. 189. For a discussion of this passage, cf. H. TADMOR, The Decline of Empires
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(LAPO 17), Paris 1998, p. 505-511.
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YSu-ti-*>. Two groups are apparently distinguished in an inscription of
Simbar-Sihu (1025-1008 B.C.), the first king of the second dynasty of the
Sealand, who recorded the attack of “hostile Aramaeans and Sutaeans”,
Ynakru A-ra-mu i Su-tu-u, under the reign of Adad-apla-iddina (1068-
1047 B.C.). The various texts referring to this invasion show however
that Aramaeans and Sutacans were no distinguishable groups by that
time®. Certainly in the first millennium B.C., the Sutaeans seem to have
lost their actual significance and they are rather referred to as a historical
reminiscence of nomadic populations which were comparable with early
Aramaeans because of their way of life, but cannot be identified with
them on strictly historical grounds in an earlier period, before the 11th
century B.C.%.

2. THE LAND OF QIR

According to an obscure tradition reported in Am. 9, 7, Qir was the
original homeland of the Aramaeans. This biblical passage clarifies the
significance of Amos’ threat of exiling the people of Aram to Qir (Am.
1, 5), a threat fulfilled by Tiglath-pileser III according to II Kings 16,
9%. “Thus, what the prophet is actually implying is that the Aramaeans
are about to experience a reversal of their history by being sent back to
their ultimate place of origin”®’. On the basis of Is. 22, 6, which lists Qir
alongside of Elam, the opinion was sometimes expressed that Qir should
be located in the vicinity of Elam, but the poetical parallelism of that
verse does not justify any geographical conclusions. Unjustifiable, as

%2 C.J. Gap, Inscribed Prisms of Sargon II from Nimrud, in Iraq 16 (1954), p. 173-
201 and P1. XLII-LI (see p. 192-193, lines 57-58; cf. also p. 186-187, lines 71-72). Else-
where Sargon II describes the Aramaean Gambiilu, Hindaru, and Puqiidu tribes of Baby-
lonia as “Sutaeans, people of the steppe of the land Yadburu”, thus in line 32 of the
inscription published by G. FRAME, The Inscription of Sargon II at Tang-i Var, in Or 68
(1999), p. 31-57 and PI. I-XVIIL

% RIMBII, text B.3.1.1, p. 73, line 10; cf. A. GOETZE, An Inscription of Simbar-Sihu,
in JCS 19 (1965), p. 121-135 (see p. 121-122, lines 10-14).

% See here below, p. 409-412.

% Cf. J.-R. KUPPER, op. cit. (n. 36), p. 106-107, 138-145; M. HELTZER, op. cit. (n. 81),
p. 92-98.

% The reading “to Qur” does not appear in II Kings 16, 9 as read in several manu-
scripts of the Septuagint, but it is confirmed by the Lucianic recension anokicey v
noAv, which reveals a correct understanding of the noun gir, that means “city” in some
of the Westsemitic languages.

7 Sh.M. PAUL, Amos, Minneapolis 1991, p. 55.
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appears from some proper names like fA-bi-gi-ri'®2, “My father is my
wall / rampart”, "Qi-ri-%KURr'%, “My wall / rampart is Dagan”, or the

13 ,‘_‘
hypocoristicon ™Qi-ri-ia'®. However, the text refers to “the people of

the land of Qir”, thus implying a wider area, the centre of which was a
stronghold, called Qir'®. One might think of the fortress of Tell Faq’iis,
some 12 km below Emar, on the right bank of the river. This place,
excavated in 1978, was certainly depending from Emar in the period
concerned'®. Since $ir is the Aramaic equivalent of gir'®?, one might
also surmise that Qir corresponds to the place called later in Aramaic
Sira da-Ramayé, “Stra of the Romans”, in Greek 20vpa, in Parthian
Swr'y, and in Arabic Siira r-Riim, an important centre located east of
Al-Hammam, some 63 km by road to the southeast of Emar!%. Despite
the distance involved, one might finally propose to identify Qir with the
important Roman fortress of Qraya, located about 200 km by road to
the southeast of Emar and 14 km above Dayr az-Zawr (Der ez-Zor)'%.
This site seems to be called Byrt” Kwpn in the Parthian version of the
great inscription of Sapor I from Nag$-i Rustam!'’. In other words,
one might suppose that the first element of the full old name Qir was
simply translated in Sapor’s inscription by Byrz’, “fortified place”, while
it was somehow preserved in the local toponymy. In fact, Qraya is a

12 D. ARNAUD, op. cit. (n. 101), No. 31, 8; Ip., La Syrie du Moyen-Euphrate sous le
protectorat hittite: contrats de droit privé, in Aula Orientalis 5 (1987), p. 211-241 (see p.
236, No. 15, 11); Ip., Textes syriens de I’dge du Bronze Récent (Aula Orientalis. Supple-
menta 1), Sabadell-Barcelona 1991, No. 39, 33.

103 D. ARNAUD, op. cit. (n. 102), Nos. 24, 8.9; 36, 24; 67, 12.

' D. ARNAUD, Tableties de genres divers du Moyen-Euphrate, in Studi micenei ed
egeo-anatolici 30 (1992), p. 195-245 and PI. I-1I (see p. 198, No. 2, 5).

' The translation “town” in DNWSI II, p. 1025, is too general, as indicated by the
military context of gr in the Mesha inscription.

106 J.-Cl. MARGUERON, Aux marches de I’Empire hittite: une fouille a Tell Faq’ous
(Syrie), citadelle du pays d’Ashtata, in La Syrie au Bronze Récent, Paris 1982, p. 47-66.

107 Tt is used in Old Aramaic inscriptions and proper names, where it appears as the
predicate of a nominal clause which has a deity as subject, e.g. Hadad-§iri. In this con-
text, Sir7 does not mean “my wall” in general, but “my rampart” “my circumvallation”.
Cf. DNWSI I, p. 1190.

1% On Sura, see A. MusiL, The Middle Euphrates (Oriental Explorations and Studies
3), New York 1927, p. 190-191, 323-325; Ip., Palmyrena (Oriental Explorations and
Studies 4), New York 1928, p. 242-243.

199 The site of Qraya (or Gariya) was discovered by A. POIDEBARD, La trace de Rome
dans le désert de Syrie (BAH 18), Paris 1934, p. 85-88 and 149, Pl. LXXXVI-LXXXVII.

Poo Cactne Thyi Cannrie D.
110 E. HONIGMANN - A. NIARICO Recherches sur les Res Gestae Divi uupuu), Diti-

xelles 1953, p. 146, No. 2, and p. 161-163; P. GIGNOUX, Glossaire des inscriptions pehle-
vies et parthes, London 1972, p. 50. It is the BeipOa OxBavev (metathesis kw//ok) of
Pap. Euphr. 2. The same place is possibly called I'adeipBa, “the fortress”, by PToLEMY,
Geography V, 18.
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dialectal form of garya, “village”, which is phonetically and even ety-
mologically related to gir. The “land of QIr” would then correspond to
the area between the Gebel al-Biii and the Middle Euphrates.

These hypotheses are based not only on toponymy, but also on the
fact that we first meet the “Aramaeans” some seventy years later in the
Euphrates valley, from the land of Sthu as far as Carchemish!!!, Cross-
ing the Euphrates in pursuit of the Aramaeans Tiglath-pileser I burnt six
“towns” at the foot of Mount Bisri, that is, near Dayr az-Zawr. We may
assume therefore that “the people of the land of Qir”, mentioned in the
Emar text, were already Aramaeans who began settling down on the
fringes of the Syrian desert around 1200 B.C. For the same reason, the
Aramaeans may have been responsible for the fall of Emar!'2. Judging
from a tablet found on the floor of a private house in Emar and dated to
the 2nd year of king Meli-Shipak of Babylon, the fall of the city had
taken place sometime after 1185 B.C., if we date the reign of Meli-
Shipak to ca. 1186-1172!3, However, this hypothesis needs to be sub-
stantiated by some new information. The latter should have a bearing
also on the link between the title “king of the people of the land of Qir”
and the events alluded to in the same Emar inscription: “Misfortune was
to befell Emar, but Pilsu-Dagan lifted his eyes to Adad and Adad
rewarded him in accordance with his wish!!%, The troops of the inner
city and of the rampart went with him, he fought and saved the city of
Emar”!">, These events could be linked with the phrase “Year of war and
hardship”, often found on Emar records!!®. Instead, they cannot be iden-
tified, as it seems, with the siege of Emar by the Hurrians!!?, which
probably was the time when the king of Emar had to give his four

I See above, p. 35-36.

112 As rightly assumed by H. KLENGEL, Geschichte des hethitischen Reiches, Leiden
1999, p. 318, n. 35. Instead, it is unlikely that the “Sea Peoples” have ever reached the
Euphrates and destroyed Emar, as suggested by G. BECKMAN, Emar and Its Archives, in
M.W. CHAVALAS (ed.), Emar: The History, Religion, and Culture of a Syrian Town in the
Late Bronze Age, Bethesda 1996, p. 1-12 (see p. 5).

113 D. ARNAUD, op. cit. (n. 101), No. 26, 9-12. Cf. J.-Cl. MARGUERON, Meskene
(Imar*/Emar). B. Archdologisch, in RLA VIII, Berlin 1993-97, p. 84-93 (see p. 85a). Date
proposed by J.A. BRINKMAN, Meli-Sipak, in RLA VIII, Berlin 1993-97, p. 52a.

114 We propose reading tentatively Adad igréti huggi $a libbisu iddinasu, supposing
that igreti is a dialectal plural for igre, “wages, reward”, and that huggi corresponds to the
Old Arabian preposition hg / hng, “like”, and belongs to the local language of Emar.

"5 D. ARNAUD, op. cit. (n. 101), No. 42, 10-16.

116 D. ARNAUD, op. cit. (n. 101), Nos. 111, 36; 121, 1; 139, 42; 149, 38; 158, 14; St.
DALLEY - B. TEISSIER, Tablets from the Vicinity of Emar and Elsewhere, in Iraq 54
(1992), p. 83-111, see No. 2, 33, on p. 94-95.

17 This siege is alluded to in D. ARNAUD, op. cit. (n. 102), No. 9 (ME 50), 21-22.
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the various dignitaries bringing their namurtu or freely given gift which
they were used to present to the king when the latter granted them an
audience. This text is very similar to a document dating from the reign
of Ninurta-tukulti-Ashur and should thus go back to the same period!4.
The mention of the Ruqahaean sheikh, whose name and title are lost,
implies that the Aramaean tribe had a recognized territory on the Middle
Tigris by the mid-12th century and that it maintained good relations with
the Assyrians. There is little doubt that its presence in the area can eas-
ily go back to an earlier period.

The name of the tribe must derive from the root r§h, well known in
Arabic (radaha) and in Hebrew (rdsah)'**. The Aramaic phoneme,
which had developed from the emphatic fricative lateral § (d), is tran-
scribed in Assyrian by signs with g or }, like in the name Ragianu /
Rahianu of a king of Damascus!®. The transcription with } or ¢ also
occurs in the Aramaic tribal name X"Ra-%i-ha'*®, ""Ra-hi-qu'4” or Re-hi-
hu'*®. The nominal pattern ruggah or rugah is used in North-Arabian to
form the “broken” plural of nouns of the types fa ‘il or fa il that designate
persons!4’. The use of the same pattern may be assumed in Aramaic,
since there seems to be little doubt that Early Aramaic made use of “bro-
ken” plurals like Arabic and other Semitic languages'™. The verb
radaha means in Arabic “to break, to smash”, and Hebrew rasah is often
used with the sense “to kill”. The Aramaic active participle ragih may
thus mean “smasher” or the like, and its plural rugqah or rugah be used
as a tribal name.

The names of seven Ruqahaeans mentioned in a Nimrud text from the
8th century B.C.>! might raise doubts about the Aramaean origins of the
tribe. In fact, the first man of the group, called ™Sa-[alb-har-ru, bears
the North-Arabian name Sabb harr, “ardent young man”!>?, while the
fourth name, ™Nab/p-’-d[u]-lu or "Nab/p-’-i[l]-lu, does not seem to be
Semitic. However, these seven men did not form a normal tribal unit,

143 A R. MILLARD, art. cit. (n. 142), p. 172-173; J.N. POSTGATE, Taxation and Con-
scription in the Assyrian Empire (Studia Pohl: Series maior 3), Rome 1974, p. 161-162;
R. ZADOK, art. cit. (n. 4), p. 117.

144 The root might appear as rdh in Sabaic: Sabaic Dictionary, p. 115.

145 Cf. Tigl. HI, p. 292 (index).

146 ABL 830, 1. 4.

187 Tigl. 1II, p. 158, line 6; cf. p. 272, n. 10. See also here below, p. 450-451.

148 Sennacherib, p. 25, line 44; p. 49, line 12; p. 54, line 55; p. 57, line 14.

1499 W. FISCHER, op. cit. (n. 79), p. 52-53, § 90.

150 SAIO I, p. 54-56, 63, 68, 77-78, 98; cf. LIPINSKI, Semitic, § 31.23-34.

B CINTI, 119, 1-8.

152 See here below, p. 456.
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vowel was originally long in Aram but it could alternate dialectally with
a stressed 7 (Arim), since the Greek language borrowed the name of the
Aramaeans in the 9th or 8th century B.C. under the form ‘Apipot!®.
Thus, referrmg to Typhon who personified the Mount Saphon, the pre-
sent Gebel al-’Aqra*, Ilias 1I, 783 celebrates the Storm- -god Zeus who is
thundering and striking the earth with ligthnings around Typhon’s den
elv "Apipoig, i.e. “among the Aramaeans” or “in the land of the Ara-
maeans”. Hesiod follows Homer in his Theogony 304, and also Virgil’s
Aeneid IX, 715-716 is inspired by the same Homeric passage. Despite the
form ’Apipot, already Posidonius of Apamea (ca. 135-ca. 50 B.C.),
quoted by Strabo, understood perfectly that /lias II, 783 was referring to
the Aramaeans populating the whole of Syria!”, As for the initial a of
‘Aram/’Arim, which is never reduced in ancient transcriptions, not even
when the name receives an ethnic or plural affix, it has to be long or
semi-long, thus 'Aram/’Arim. Both long vowels were preserved in Syriac
'Aram, with the eventual change @ > 6 to "Orom in western dialects.
Now, the word ’Gram is identical with the Arabic “broken” plural
‘aram, “white antelopes”, in older languages “wild bulls” or “buffa-
los”*7%. Since the singular is ri’m in Classical Arabic, rim(um) in Akka-
dian, and rayma or rémd in Aramaic, a variant “broken” plural *’ar’im
> *’arim, eventually reflected in Greek *Apiuot, is also conceivable in
the light of Ge‘ez "ansart, plural of nasr < *nisr, “eagle”; ’abqal, plural
of bagl, “mule”; "ashal, plural of sahl, “cup”, etc. The existence of sim-
ilar formations of “broken” plurals can be inferred also for early stages
of Aramaic, since we ought to admit the use of “broken” plurals in the
Tell Faharlya inscription from the mid-9th century B.C.!72, unless we are
ready to accept the presence of unexplainable mistakes in this text.

If the true etymology of ’aram is “wild bulls”, such an appellation of a
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eople or a tribe implies a totemic social and religious structure, an essen-
1 p culiarity of which is the association of groups of persons or clans

1¢ same species and constituting the
totem species. This conception is usually connected with a belief in some
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sort of kinship between the clan and the totem. Although worship of the
totem never occurs — animal worship has little in common with
totemism — it is not unusual fm‘ the totemi p to believe that mem

ic g"" up 1o believe that mem-
in the case contemplated —

169 E. LIPINSKI, art. cit. (n. 76), p. 40-41.

170 STRABO, Geography XVI, 4, 27; cf. 1, 2, 34; XI1, 8, 19; XIII, 4, 6.

' For the phonetical development, see W. FISCHER, op.cit. (n. 79), p. 24, § 41b.
172 SAIO 11, p. 54-56, 63, 68, 77-78.









