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PREFACE

THE second volume of this History begins with events which
occurred at a time when the Amorite dynasties in Western Asia
were vying with each other for supremacy, making and break-
ing alliances but nevertheless maintaining the great Sumero-
Akkadian culture which they had inherited from the con-
quered populations. It was the era of the Western Semites and,
in particular, of the most outstanding of the Semitic dynasties,
that of Hammurabi, the ‘lawgiver’. The Semites were, however,
not destined to remain in control for long. Foreigners from the
north-east, the Kassites, soon took possession of Babylonia and
held it under their sway for five centuries, thereby establishing
the longest dynastic succession in the history of the land. Mean-
while, in Anatolia, the rise of the Hittites marked the beginning
of the first Indo-European empire which was eventually to deal a
death blow to Amorite rule in Babylon.

Disturbances in Western Asia soon began to affect life in the
Nile Valley. Asiatic elements moved southwards until they
occupied most of the Delta and penetrated into Middle and
Upper Egypt, asserting their authority as they went. Manetho
called these Asiatic settlers the Hyksos, and he claimed that they
achieved their domination ‘without a battle’. While there is
nothing in contemporary evidence to suggest that they estab-
lished their position by any other way than by a process of
gradual infiltration, they were certainly helped by the possession
of superior weapons, notably the horse-drawn chariot, and by
Egypt’s political and military weakness at the time. Like other
invaders, both before and after them, they soon adopted Egyp-
tian customs, but they were never accepted by the populace and
were always regarded as foreigners. Their expulsion, after about
150 years, led to the rise of a succession of warrior kings, the
Eighteenth Dynasty, who extended their realm to the banks of
the Euphrates in the north-east and far into the Sudan in the south.
The fruits of their conguests swelled the treasuries of the pharaohs
and their temples for two centuries and raised the standard
of life, at least for the upper classes, to its highest level of pros-
perity. Under Amenophis III, however, stagnation set in, not-
withstanding outward appearances to the contrary, and his reign,
the last period of Egyptian history described in the present part,
marks the end of an epoch.

[ xix]
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xx PREFACE

Within the Aegean region the outstanding civilization of this
age was that of Minoan Crete. Its most striking monuments are
the great palaces at Cnossus, Mallia and Phaestus, and we learn
much of the society and life of the times from the scenes which
are so beautifully portrayed on frescoes, gems, sealings and metal
objects. Meanwhile on the Greek mainland the Middle Bronze
Age began with invasions by people who spoke an Indo-Euro-
pean language which was the remote ancestor of the Greek of
the Homeric epics; it ended with the rise of Mycenaean civiliza-
tion which owed much to the influence of Minoan Crete but
finally overthrew the rulers of the island. One of the inventions
of Minoan civilization was a linear script, and the Mycenaean
conquerors of Crete used a successor to this script which has been
deciphered and provides us with the earliest texts in the Greek
language. ,

A number of the contributors to this Part have taken advantage
of the invitation of the Syndics of the Cambridge University
Press to include in their chapters information which was not
available when the chapters were first published as fascicles. No
doubt the number would have been larger if Professor Gadd,
whose death was mentioned in the Preface to Volume 1, Part 2,
and Dr W. C. Hayes had lived until this volume was prepared for
the printer. Professor Gadd had begun to gather notes for his
chapter on ‘Hammurabi and the End of his Dynasty’ but his
work was only in its initial stage and the Editors decided to leave
the text unchanged, apart from making small adjustments neces-
sary for the present publication.

In the Preface to Volume 1, Part 1 an explanation was given of
the code used in the footnotes for references to the bibliographies;
the same system has been adopted in this Part. References are
also given in the footnotes to plates which will be published as a
separate volume after the completion of Volume 2, Part 2. In
accordance with the intention expressed in the fascicles, sketch
maps have been inserted in the text of this edition. Also included
here, but not in the fascicles, are text-figures for Chapters 111 and
x1, plans of palaces in Chapter x11, and a genealogical table of
Hittite kings, descendants of Tudkhaliash II, in Chapter xv.

Two chapters have been translated by Mr C. E. N. Childs,
formerly Assistant Keeper in the Department of Printed Books,
British Museum, Chapter 1 from French and Chapter vir from
German. Chapter 1v(%) and Chapter xi1 have been translated
from German by Mr W. J. Dale, Headmaster of Tettenhall
College.
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PREFACE xxi

Although, with one exception, all the chapters relating to
Western Asia had already been published as fascicles before the
death of Professor Gadd, the preparation of a large part of the
present volume for the printer involved extra editorial work
which required special knowledge of that field. The Syndics of
the Press therefore accepted a request from the two surviving
Editors and appointed Dr E. Sollberger as an additional Editor.

Professor Sterling Dow wishes to express his gratitude to
Mr John Chadwick for his generous help and advice in the
writing of Chapter x111(4); he 1s also indebted to W. E. McLeod
for data about potters’ marks from Lerna, and to J. L. Caskey,
the excavator, for permission to publish them. Dr R. H. Dyson
is indebted to the following scholars for allowing him to include in
Chapter xvi some of the results of their excavations and archaeo-
logical surveys before they were published : C. A. Burney (northern
Azarbayjin), C. Goff (eastern and southern Luristin, Tepe Biba
Jan, near Niirabad in Luristan), L. Levine (Kurdistan), J. Meld-
gaard (western Luristan), O. W. Muscarella (Dinkha Tepe), D.
Stronach (Gurgan and Hamadan region, Yarim Tepe), H. Thrane
(western Luristin), M. van Loon (Schmidt data on Kamtarlan,
Chigha Sabz, Surkh Dom), and T. C. Young, Jr. (southern
Azarbayjan, Kurdistan, north-eastern Luristan, Godin Tepe).

The Editors have continued to receive from the Staff of the
Cambridge University Press the utmost help and they wish to
record their appreciation both of their friendly cooperation and of
their skill and care in the production of this book.

LLE.S.E.
N.G.L.H.
E.S.
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CHAPTER I

NORTHERN MESOPOTAMIA
AND SYRIA

I. SHAMSHI-ADAD I

ScaRrCELY thirty years ago the figure of Hammurabi, the unifier
of Babylonia, still stood out in striking isolation. In fact, at the
time he ascended the throne another centralized empire already
occupied the whole of northern Mesopotamia: it was the personal
creation of Shamshi-Adad I, to whom recent discoveries have
made it possible to give his place in history.

Whereas Hammurabi had inherited a considerable territory
from his father, Shamshi-Adad had more modest beginnings. He
belonged to one of the numerous nomad clans which had infil-
trated into Mesopotamia after the break-up of the Third Dynasty
of Ur. His father, Ila-kabkabu, ruled over a land bordering on
the kingdom of Marl, with which he had come into conflict.? It is
not well known what happened next. According toone version, the
authenticity of which is not certain, Shamshi-Adad made his
way into Babylonia, while his brother “succeeded to Ila-kabkabu.
Later on he seized Ekallatum; the capture of this fortress, on the
left bank of the Tigris, in the Southern reaches of the lower Zab,
laid the gates of Assyria open to him.2 The moment was pro-
pitious, for Assyria had only lately regained her independence,
having previously had to submit to Naram-Sin of Eshnunna, who
had advanced as far as the upper Khabur.® But Naram-Sin’s
conquests had been ephemeral: on his death, Assyria had shaken
off the yoke of Eshnunna, only to fall beneath that of Shamshi-
Adad. Once installed on the throne of Ashur, the latter soon set
about extending his dominion in the direction of the West.
Among the archives of the palace of Mari has been found a letter
from a prince of the ‘High Country’ seeking Iakhdunlim’s
protection. He feels that the encroachments of Shamshi-Adad,
who has already taken several of his towns, are a threat to him;
until then he had victoriously resisted the attacks of his neigh-
bours from the lands of Aleppo, Carchemish and Urshu. But

1 G, 6, 207f, 212. 2G,7,34£;G,6, 211581, 5, 26 f.
8 G,6,8n.1. ¢ G, 1,vol.1, 22, no. 1.

(r]
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2 NORTHERN MESOPOTAMIA AND SYRIA

Iakhdunlim himself was to pass from the scene, assassinated by
his own servants,! who perhaps acted on Shamshi-Adad’s mstlga—
tion. At all events, he turned the affair to account by occupying
Mari, while the heir to the throne, Zimrilim, took refuge with the
king of Aleppo. The annexation of Mari represented a consider-
able gain in territory, for lakhdunlim had controlled the middle
Euphrates valley at least as far as the mouth of the Balikh.

In possession, from now onwards, of an empire which stretched
from the Zagros hills to the Euphrates, Shamshi-Adad shared his
power with his two sons.2 He installed the eldest, Ishme-Dagan,
in Ekallatum, with the onerous task of keeping the warlike in-
habitants of the mountains in check and of mounting a vigilant
guard against the kingdom of Eshnunna, which was to remain his
chief enemy. In Mari he left his younger son, Iasmakh-Adad,
who would have to exert himself mostly against incursions of
nomads from the Syrian steppe.

The correspondence between the king and his two sons re-
covered at Mari, along with a small collection of archives coming
from Tell Shemshara, the centre of a district government in
southern Kurdistan, make it possible to determine the limits of
Shamshi-Adad’s authority. In the direction of Eshnunna the
frontier—if one may speak of ‘frontier’ at this date—must have
run more or less along the ‘Adhaim, at least along the Tigris
valley, since the eastern marches remained in dispute. Thus it
was that Shamshi-Adad had to struggle with Dadusha, the succes-
sor of Naram-Sin, for the possession of Qabra,? in the district of
Arbela, while the Turukkians made it impossible to retain Shu-
sharra (Tell Shemshara).t Here it was not only the almost con-
tinuous hostility of Eshnunna which had to be faced, but the
turbulent inhabitants of the foot-hills of the Zagros as well—the
Gutians and Turukkians. These last must have been particularly
dangerous opponents. On the occasion of a peace treaty Mut-
Ashkur, the son and successor of Ishme-Dagan, married the
daughter of a Turukkian chieftain called Zaziya,> and even
Hammurabi of Babylonia did not disdain to seek this man’s
alliance.®

The whole of Upper Mesopotamla proper was in Shamshi-
Adad’s hands. The Assyrian ‘colonies’ in Cappadocia were
showing renewed activity at that time, but it is not known how
far the new ruler’s real authority extended in the direction of the

1 G,7,350n. 28;§1,3,63. 2 §1, 5, 27.
3 §1, 7, 441. Cf. below, p. 6. 4 §1, 6, 31.
5 G, 1, vol. i1, 9o, no. 4o. 8 G, 1, vol. v1, 54, no. 33.
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SHAMSHI-ADAD I 3

Anatolian plateau. In the west it must have stopped at the
Euphrates, where began the kingdom of Iamkhad, with its capital
at Aleppo. When Shamshi-Adad boasts of having erected trium-
phal stelae on the Mediterranean coast, in the Lebanon,! it can
have been only upon one of those short-lived exped1t1ons, more
economic than military, in the tradition established by Sargon of
Agade years before. However, Shamshi-Adad did not neglect to
extend his influence so as to neutralize Aleppo. He was in
alliance with princes of Upper Syria, notably the prince of
Carchemish, and he sealed his good relations with Qatna by
a marriage: his son Iasmakh-Adad married the daughter of
the king of that city, Ishkhi-Adad.2 In the south, finally, he
dominated the middle Euphrates valley almost to the latitude of
Eshnunna.

The empire which Shamshi-Adad had carved out for himself
in this way was vast and prosperous. Crossed by several great
trade routes, it embraced the prolific Assyrian plain, the humid
belt bordering on the Anatolian plateau and the fertile valleys of
the Khabur and Euphrates. Naturally, it was coveted to an equal
degree by all his neighbours—the half-starved plunderers of the
mountains and steppes, and the ambitious monarchs of Aleppo,
Eshnunnaand Babylon. Shamshi-Adad was to manceuvre through
these manifold dangers with clear-sightedness and skill, energy
and tenacity. We have seen that he gave his sons the duty of
watching the two flanks of his realm. On Ishme-Dagan, who was,
like himself, a forceful soldier not afraid to risk his own skin, he
could rely unh651tat1ngly Nor did he omit to hold him up as an
example to his second son, who was far from following in his
footsteps. Feeble and hesitant, Jasmakh-Adad more often de-
served blame than praise:® ‘Are you a child, not a man,’ his
father reproached him, ‘have you no beard on your chin?’ He
tells him some blunt home-truths: ‘While here your brother is
victorious, down there you lie about among the women. ...’
Ishmc—Dagan too does not scruple to admonish his younger
brother: ‘Why are you setting up a wail about this thing ? That
is not great conduct.’ Later, he suggests, either as a political
manceuvre or out of a genuine desire to help his brother, that he
should not address himself to the king, their father, directly, but
use him as intermediary: ‘Write me what you are intending to
write to the king, so that, where possible, I can advise you my-
self.” Elsewhere he exclaims: ‘Show some sense.” It is under-

1§15, 1,15, 2 See below, p. zo0.
8 See §1, 3, 68 f. ¢ G, 1, vol. 1v, g6 ff., no. 70.
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4 NORTHERN MESOPOTAMIA AND SYRIA

standable that Shamshi-Adad, whose commendable intention was
to school his son for exercising power, should give him advisers
who had his confidence and were kept informed of the instructions
Iasmakh-Adad received from his father.! At the same time, the
latter kept his hand on everything. His letters deal not only with
questions of high policy, with international relations or military
operations, but frequently concern themselves with matters of
lesser importance, such as the appointment of officials, caravans
or messengers passing through, measures to be taken with regard
to fugitives, the watch to be kept on nomads, the despatch of
livestock or provisions, boat-building, the projected movements
of Iasmakh-Adad, not to mention private matters concerning
individuals.

If Shamshi-Adad kept a strict control over things, it was still
not his intention to take all initiative away from his sons or
officials. For instance, it was for Iasmakh-Adad himself to fill the
post of governor of Terqa, or of mayor of the palace at Mari.2 It
was often the matter of his father’s complaints: ‘How long will
you not rule in your own house? Do you not see your brother
commanding great armies?’3 On the other hand, the whole run-
ning of affairs did not rest solely on the sovereign’s shoulders, for
the administrative service was organized on a sound basis at all
levels. Each district was entrusted to a governor assisted by
other career-officials, all carefully selected on the dual ground of
competence and loyalty.# Other high officers were specialized,
like the one concerned with the preparation of censuses, who was
attached to Iasmakh-Adad’s ‘headquarters’.> Chancellery and
accounting services were organized with the same concern for
efficiency. Fast-moving couriers regularly passed through the
land, and Shamshi-Adad often emphasized the urgency of mes-
sages which were to be passed. That is why he sometimes dates
his letters, a practice uncommon at that time, in certain cases even
going so far as to specify the time of day.® The king and his sons
were always on the move, but the correspondence addressed to
them nevertheless ended by being sorted and catalogued in the
archive rooms of the central administration. There was the same
strictness about the drafting and the keeping of financial docu-

G, 6, 194. 2 G, 1, vol. 1, 38, no. 9; 120, no. 61.
G, 1, vol. 1, 182, no. 108.

G, 1, vol. 1, 38, no. 9; 52 ff,, no. 18; 122, no. 62; 200, no. 120.

G, 6, 194.

G, 1, vol. 1, 42, no. 10; 128, no. 67 (cf. A. L. Oppenheim, F.N.E.§. 11 (1952),
131 £).
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SHAMSHI-ADAD I s

ments. Thus, Shamshi-Adad required that detailed accounts
should be produced concerning the cost of making silver statues.!

Military affairs were naturally organized with no less care
than the civil administration. Garrisons, no doubt small in num-
bers, were permanently stationed in the towns, and troops were
levied for each campaign, both from the fixed population and the
nomads; the Khanaeans, especially, provided valued contingents.
On their return, the men were demobilized. It sometimes
happened that they were sent to rest in their homes for a few days
between two engagements, and for the same reason, measures
were taken to relieve fortress garrisons pcrlodlcally Before
marching, a list of the men taking part in the campaign was
drawn up, and the distribution of provisions was settled. Some-
times troops operated in considerable numbers: for the siege of
Nurrugum, the capture of which represented, on the evidence of
Shamshi-Adad himself, one of the most important military events
of his reign, the figure of 60,000 men is mentioned.2 Censuses,
which involved at the same time purificatory rites and the
registering of inhabitants on the army muster-rolls, were insti-
tuted sometimes at district level, sometimes throughout the king-
dom.? Although the Mari texts make no mention of it, the army
must have included some specialized personnel in its ranks. It
was perfectly equipped for siege-warfare, about which previously
our only information was derived from Assyrian sources. All the
methods which may be called classic were employed—the throw-
ing-up of encircling ramparts to strengthen the blockade of a
besieged town, the construction of assault-banks of compacted
earth making it possible to reach the top of fortifications, digging
of galleries to undermine walls, and the use of two kinds of
siege-engines, the assault-tower and the battering-ram.? Prepara-
tions for conquests were made far in advance: recourse was had to
spies, and a propaganda campaign, carried out by natives who had
been bought over, opened the way for the military offensive. The
alm was to get the populace to come over to the invader’s side of
its own accord. Finally, the invading columns were preceded by
advance guards, whose duty it was to carry out reconnaissance.’

Whether it was to lead his troops into battle in person, or to
inspect them, to meet foreign princes, or simply to make sure that

1 G, 1,vol. 1, 138 ff, no. 74.

2 See J. Lassoe in Assyriological Studies, 16 (1965), 193.
3 G,6, 231

4 See J.-R. Kupper, R.4. 45 (1951), 125 f.

5 1%id. 123 f.
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6 NORTHERN MESOPOTAMIA AND SYRIA

his orders were carried out intelligently and to keep in working-
order the bureaucratic machine he had created, Shamshi-Adad
was continually on the move. It cannot really be said that he had
a capital. To judge from the letters that have come down to us,
he was not often at Ashur or at Nineveh, but preferred living
in a city on the upper Khabur, which we must probably look for
at the site of Chagar Bazar,! where a repository of financial
archives has been found. '

This city was called Shubat-Enlil in honour of the god of
Nippur, who pronounced the names of kings and delivered the
sceptre to them. The ambition of Shamshi-Adad was in propor-
tion with his success, and he did not hesitate to proclaim himself
‘king of all’, a title borne of old by Sargon of Agade. In accord-
ance with this claim he invoked the patronage of Enlil, whose
lieutenant he was pleased to style himself, and built a new temple
for that god at Ashur2 It was probably in the same line of
conduct that he repaired the ruins of the temple of Ishtar, built in
former days at Nineveh by Manishtusu, and that he dedicated a
temple to Dagan in his town of Terqa,3 for Dagan was the god
who had once accepted the worship of Sargon, and granted him
in return sovereignty over the ‘Upper Country’.

"It is not yet possible to write a history of Shamshi-Adad’s
reign. Thanks to the letters from Mari we know some of its
outstanding events, but they give us only momentary glimpses.
They are not arranged chronologically, and they cover, irregu-
larly no doubt, only part of the reign, which is said to have lasted
thirty-three years in all. Texts were dated in two manners,? the
Assyrian practice of appointing annual eponyms being much
more widely used than the Babylonian system of naming years
after an event. Nevertheless, the numerous references to military
operations in the king’s correspondence indicate that his reign
was far from peaceful. One of the principal campaigns had the
region of the Lesser Zab as its objective. This ended with the
capture of several important towns, notably Qabra, Arrapkha and
Nurrugum.® Many operations, conducted with varying fortune
against the Turukkians, also took place in the mountainous
region of the eastern marches.® A most carefully organized
expedition was made in order to conquer the land of Zalmaqum,
the name given to the region of Harran.” Only a few echoes reveal

1G,7,36;G,6, 2 . 28§, 1,131
38§1n,1,9f,17.5ee§1,8, 25 f. 4 §1,2,53f
5 §1,6, 72 ff. 8 §1,5,28n. 1.

7 G, 1, vol. 1, 40, no. 10; 72, no. 29; 110, no. 53; 116 ff,, no. 6o,
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the hostilities with Eshnunna; we know, from a year-name of
Dadusha’s reign, that he defeated an army commanded by Ishme-
Dagan.! A series of letters deals with another defensive campaign
waged against the armies of Eshnunna, but it is composed only of
messages exchanged between Iasmakh-Adad and his brother
Ishme-Dagan. All the evidence suggests that these events took
place only after their father’s death.

Shamshi-Adad, in fact, must have passed from the scene at the
height of his career. In Eshnunna, Dadusha’s son and successor,
Ibalpiel I1, called the fifth year of his reign ‘the year of Shamshi-
Adad’s death’, which suggests that about this time he had become
a dependant of the great king. This is confirmed by a letter in
which Ishme-Dagan, having ascended the throne, reassures his
brother, saying in particular that he has the Elamites on a leash
as well as their ally, the king of Eshnunna.? However, Iasmakh-
Adad’s fears were well-founded. Here the testimonies bear one
another out. Several letters recovered at Mari indicate the ad-
vance of the troops of Eshnunnaj; they had reached the Euphrates
at Rapiqum, three days’ march above Sippar, and were moving
upstream. The names of the eighth and ninth years of Ibalpiel 11,
for their part, commemorate the destruction of Rapiqum and the
defeat of the armies of Subartu and Khana, by which we should
understand Assyria and Mar1.3 Ishme-Dagan had not been able
to come to his brother’s aid effectively. No doubt he was engaged
elsewhere against other adversaries, for the conqueror’s death had
certainly spurred all his enemies on to attack his dominions. As
soon as he was reduced to his own resources, lasmakh-Adad, a
colourless individual, was doomed to be lost from sight in the
storm. The precise circumstances accompanying his downfall are
not known. A passage in a letter implies that he was driven out
of Mari after a defeat inflicted on his elder brother.?

The army of Eshnunna did not get as far as Mari, for Ibalpiel
makes no reference to the city’s capture. But the representative
of the dynasty which had been dispossessed, Zimrilim, took ad-
vantage of these events in order to regain the throne of his fathers.
He could count on the support of King Iarimlim of Aleppo, who
had made him welcome during his long years of exile and had
given him his daughter in marriage.> Perhaps the defeat suffered
by Ishme-Dagan was inflicted on him by troops from Aleppo,
who had then expelled Iasmakh-Adad in favour of Zimrilim. In

1§1,7, 440 f. 2 G, 1, vol. 1v, 36, no. zo.
3G,7,38£;81,7, 445 . 4 §v, 4,981 n. 1.
5 §u1, 4, 236 f.
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8 NORTHERN MESOPOTAMIA AND SYRIA

a letter to his father-in-law Zimrilim declares: Truly it is my
father who has caused me to regain my throne.’? It is never-
theless a fact that the king of Eshnunna’s campaign had opened
the way for Zimrilim’s reconquest by invading Shamshi-Adad’s
former empire from the south.

As for Ishme-Dagan, he succeeded in holding his own, but
only in Assyria, losing at one stroke the middle Euphrates and
the greater part of Upper Mesopotamia, which either regained
its independence or passed under Zimrilim’s control.2 Even the
region of the upper Khabur, along with his father’s residence
Shubat-Enlil, passed out of his hands.? He did indeed attempt
several counter offensives in this direction, but apparently with-
out success, at least during Zimrilim’s reign. We do not know
whether he succeeded in regaining a foothold in this portion of
his father’s herxtage after Eshnunna and Mari had fallen under
Hammurabi’s onslaughts: from that moment our sources fall
silent, leaving in obscurity the rest of the reign of Ishme-Dagan,
to whom the royal lists give the high total of forty or even fifty

ears.t

! To judge from his father’s letters Ishme-Dagan seemed never-
theless to have the stature to carry on the work which had been
begun. The fact was that the empire Shamshi-Adad bequeathed
him was difficult to maintain. It was rich and populous, but
lacking in cohesion, formed by a juxtaposition of several quite
distinct provinces. Besides, exposed along all its frontiers, its
geographical situation made it particularly vulnerable; there was,
for example, no direct communication between Mari and Ashur.
Hemmed in by powerful and ill-disposed neighbours, Aleppo and
Eshnunna, it could not survive the man who had created 1t by his
personal qualities alone, by his unflaggingenergy, his military
genius, and his abllmcs as an organizer.

II. MARI

Like Shamshi-Adad, Iakhdunlim, his unsuccessful opponent at
Mari, was a Western Semite whose forebears had abandoned the
nomadic life in order to settle in the Euphrates valley. The
origins of his dynasty are obscure. Of his father Iagitlim we
know only that he came into conflict with Shamshi-Adad’s father,
after having been his ally.® But it was Iakhdunlim who seems
to have laid the foundations of Mari’s greatness. In a building-

1§y, 4, 235. % §y, 5, 29. 3 G,6, 30.
‘4 G’ 75 36’ §1) §s 31. 5 G, 6, 33.
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record,!] which by its flawless material execution and brilliant
literary qualities shows how far the sons of the desert had adopted
Babylonian culture, lakhdunlim recalls the triumphant cam-
paign he had waged, as the first of his line, on the Mediterranean
coast and in the mountains, from which he had brought back
valuable timber, while at the same time forcing the country to pay
tribute. It has been seen that Shamshi-Adad boasted that he had
done the same thing (above, p. 3), which cannot be considered
a real conquest. Moreover, Iakhdunlim’s power was not wholly
secure in his own territory; he had to withstand both attacks by
the petty kings of the middle Euphrates and the incursions of
nomads, Benjaminites and Khanaeans. It was against the last of
these that he had his most striking successes, imposing his rule
on them from that time onwards. Once the country was pacified
he was able to build a temple to Shamash and to undertake great
irrigation projects, designed, notably, to supply water to a new
city. It is a fact, as he himself claimed, that he had strengthened
the foundations of Mari.?2 Although his kingdom was shortly to
fall into Shamshi-Adad’s hands, his work was not in vain, since
it was eventually taken up by his son Zimrilim.

The latter did not wait long after the usurper’s death to ascend
the throne of Mari. We are no more in a position to give an
account of the new king’s reign than to understand how the re-
conquest took place. More than thirty year-names have been
recovered, but the order of their succession is not known. State
correspondence makes it possible to reconstruct certain events,
but the constant instability of the political situation in Meso-
potamia at this time obliges us to show extreme caution in
arranging the letters.

Basically, Zimrilim’s kingdom was made up of the middle
Euphrates and Khabur valleys. To the south it cannot have
reached farther than Hit. To the north it undoubtedly included
the mouth of the Balikh, but beyond that it is uncertain whether
there lay territories directly dependent on Mari and administered
by district governors, or simply more or less autonomous vassal
princedoms.® In his attempts to expand Zimrilim directed the
best part of his efforts towards the ‘High Country’, that is to
say Upper Mesopotamia, which in those days was split up into
numerous little states. In particular the region, bordering on the
upper Khabur, which at Mari was called Idamaraz, appears to
have been under his control all the time.# But Zimrilim’s policy

1§, 2. 2G,6,33f.
3§11, 4, 163, 4 G, 1,vol 1x, 348 £.5 G, 6, 10.
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1o NORTHERN MESOPOTAMIA AND SYRIA

was to impose his tutelage on the petty monarchs of the ‘High
Country’, or even simply to draw them into alliance with him,
rather than to annex their countries—no doubt because he had
not the resources to do so. This line of conduct was fairly general.
We have only to listen to the report of one of Zimrilim’s cor-
respondents: ‘No king is powerful by himself: ten or fifteen kings
follow Hammurabi, king of Babylon, as many follow Rim-Sin,
king of Larsa, as many follow Ibalpiel, king of Eshnunna, as
many follow Amutpiel, king of Qatna, twenty kings follow
Iarimlim, king of Iamkhad.. ..t Grouping their vassals about
them, the ‘great powers’ of the time entered in their turn into wider
coalitions, aiming at supremacy, but these formed and broke up as
circumstances and the interests of the moment dictated.

In this changing world, between negotiations and battles,
Zimrilim’s policy nevertheless kept certain constant factors in
view—it remained loyal to the alliances with Babylon and Aleppo.
In this the king of Mari obeyed a vital necessity, for his country
was above all a line of communication linking Babylon with
northern Syria, and he needed to retain the goodwill of the powers
which guarded both ends. These powers, for their part, had
every interest in protecting the freedom of trade and leaving the
burden of doing 1t to an ally. But once Hammurabi, after unify-
ing Babylonia, felt strong enough to assume control himself and
reap the profit from it he did not hesitate to subjugate Mari.

It is understandable that in these conditions political intrigue
was extremely vigorous, leading constantly to fresh conflicts.
Zimrilim recognizes this in a message which he sends to his
father-in-law the king of Aleppo: ‘Now, since I regained my
throne many days ago, I have had nothing but fights and battles.’2
The opponents were manifold; first, enemies outside, the most
dangerous of whom was Eshnunna, frequently operating in
concert with its ally Elam, and not afraid to send its troops into
the heart of the High Country 3 There were also rebellious
vassals whose loyalty had to be enforced. Lastly, and perhaps
above all, there were the nomads, constantly on watch at the
edge of the desert, whom no defeat could disarm once and for all.4
Zimrilim boasts of having crushed the Benjaminites in the Khabur
valley, but a victory like this could, at the most, procure only a
momentary respite, for the struggle between nomads and settlers,
having its origins in physical conditions, could never cease. With-
out any respite, new groups came to replace those who had left

1.G, 3, 117; 8§11, 4,230 f. 2§, 4, 235.
3 See below, p. 15. 4 See below, pp. 25 ff.
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the desert to install themselves in the sown lands. The threat was
there each day. Not content with raiding the flocks or plundering
the villages, the nomads became bold enough to attack important
localities, whether caravan cities or towns on the banks of the
Euphrates. The anxiety to ensure the policing of the desert and
to contain the movements of the nomads must have been among
Zimrilim’s main preoccupations. No negligence could be per-
mitted, lest it should be the start of a catastrophic invasion, for
every advance of the nomads brought with it an inevitable process
of dlsmtegratlon Desplte the measures taken, securlty remained
precarious. Sometimes it happened that the nomads infested the
whole countryside and were brought to a halt only before the
ramparts of the towns. The king himself was advised not to leave
the capital. Clearly, a struggle like this must have been a con-
siderable embarrassment to Zimrilim’s policy, using up his re-
sources and weakening the country’s economy.

This state of affairs was certainly not what the country had
known in the time of Shamshi-Adad. Relations with the Ben-
jaminites, in particular, had distinctly deteriorated. Shamshi-
Adad was at the head of a powerful, centralized state, making the
nomads, whose movements he could control over vast areas of
land, acutely aware of his authority. Zimrilim, on the other hand,
absorbed in exhausting competition with other sovereigns, had
relatively limited means at-his disposal and reigned over a smaller
territory, entirely surrounded by steppe. However, the archives
seem to reflect the image of a prosperous, vigorous country. The
palace of Mari enrolled a large staff, in which singing girls, for
example, are to be counted in tens.! We see executives in move-
ment all the time, hurrying in from all the surrounding countries,
while reports pour in addressed to the king by his representatives
and by the ambassadors he maintains at the principal foreign
courts.? The inventories bear witness to the wealth of precious
things,® and the accounts record the arrival of foodstuffs and
luxury products, the latter generally sent by kings of neighbour-
ing lands, to whom Zimrilim replied in kind.

Archaeological discoveries have given this picture material
form. We have a message in which the king of Aleppo communi-
cates to Zimrilim the wish expressed to him by the king of
Ugarit to visit the palace of Mari.# This palace is in fact the most
remarkable monument that excavations have found there.? It is of
gigantic proportions. More than 260 chambers, courtyards and

1§, 1, 59. 2 811, 3, 585 .5 G, 1, vol. vi1, 333.
3 G, 2, 104. ¢ §uy, 4, 236. 5 See Plate 65.

Cambridge Histories Online © Cambridge University Press, 2008



12 NORTHERN MESOPOTAMIA AND SYRIA

corridors have already been counted, arranged according to a
plan in the shape of a trapezium, but one part of the building has
entirely disappeared; the complete structure must have covered
an area of more than six acres. The decoration of the private
apartments and some of the reception rooms is up to the standard
of this royal architecture. The brilliant art of the fresco-painters
is displayed particularly in the great compositions of the central
court, leading to the chamber with a podium and the throne room.
In the scene which has given its name to the main painting, the
king is receiving investiture at the hands of the goddess Ishtar,
shown in her warlike aspect.! The luxurious refinement of the
decoration has its counterpart in the comfort of the domestic
installations. But the palace was not simply the king’s residence;
it was also an administrative centre, with a school for training
scribes, its archive-repositories, its magazines and workshops.

It is impossible to believe that a building like this could have
been the work of a single person. Moreover, the successive
stages in the plan or in the construction can be picked out without
difficulty. ButZimrilim was responsible for the latest architectural
phase and left his mark in the form of bricks inscribed with his
name.? The occupant of such an imposing palace, which excited
the admiration of contemporaries, needed abundant resources, as
reading of the records suggests. Hence arises the question of
Zimrilim’s resources—what did his wealth come from? The
reports of his provincial governors reveal the attention paid by the
king to agriculture and to the irrigation-works upon which it
depended.? There was an extensive network of canals, the most
important of which (still visible today) had been dug on the
orders of lakhdunlim.* These made it possible, at the cost of
unremitting efforts, to extend the area under cultivation. But
despite their fertility the Euphrates and Khabur valleys, closed
in by arid plateaux, are not enough to explain Mari’s prosperity, for
as a result of a famine, caused no doubt by war, we even find
Zimrilim having corn brought from Upper Syria.

The geographical position of Mari provides the answer to our
question: the city controlled the caravan-route linking the Persian
Gulf with Syria and the Mediterranean coast. Merely to trace the
main destinations of trade on the map establishes how much it
followed this route. Along it Babylonia received the timber,

1 See Plate 66.

2 §11, 10, 169 f.5 §11, 8, part1, 18, 47, 52, and passim.
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stone and resinous substances of Lebanon and the Amanus
mountains, the wine and olive-oil of Syria.l Other products too
reached Mari from more distant countries, perhaps to be re-
exported. Thus Zimrilim sends Hammurabi of Babylon some
object, or a piece of cloth, coming from Crete.2 On the other
hand the Cypriot copper which is several times mentioned in the
accounts,® no doubt remained at Mari, because Babylonia had
other sources of supply. In any case, the city kept up close rela-
tions with the Mediterranean ports of Ugarit and Byblos,* and
even with Palestine. Babylonian messengers went through Mari
on their return from a long stay at Hazor in Galilee.® In the other
direction, Babylonia had little to export. But she kept up a
vigorous flow of trade with Tilmun, the island of Bahrain, from
which she got notably copper and precious stones. An embassage
from Tilmun to Shubat-Enlil has been observed returning home
by way of Mari—this was in the reign of Shamshi-Adad.®
Moreover there were other routes, bringing the products of
central Asia, which ran into Babylonia. Along one of these lay
Susa, another came down the Diyala valley. It was no doubt by
this route that lapis-lazuli, quarried in Afghanistan, was brought.
One text does in fact mention lapis-lazuli as coming from Esh-
nunna.” It was also through Mari that the tin imported by
Babylonia from Elam passed westwards towards Aleppo, Qatna,
Carchemish and Hazor.?

The chamber of commerce (kdrum) of Sippar had good reason
to keep a mission in the capital of the middle Euphrates,® which
was one of the cross-roads of international trade. The numerous
stores and repositories of the palace, in which even now rows of
enormous jars have been found, bear witness perhaps to Zimri-
lim’s direct participation in this profitable business, without
taking into account the revenue he got from it to swell his trea-
sury. In spite of the struggles caused by inter-state rivalries the
whole of western Asia at that time shared a common civilization.
There was no splitting up into compartments, and despite tem-
porary restrictions men and merchandise could move about from
the Persian Gulf to Upper Syria, and from Elam to the Mediter-
ranean coast.

§m, 5, 102 F5 A, 2,73 .5 A, 6, 115. 2 G, 2, 111.

1bid. 4 Jbid.
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14 NORTHERN MESOPOTAMIA AND SYRIA

It was the prominent part played by Mari in these exchanges
which guaranteed its material prosperity and placed Zimrilim on
a level footing with the principal sovereigns of his time, permitting
him to finance expensive campaigns or to act as intermediary
between the kings of Aleppo and Babylon. But in the last
analysis, this power was artificial and could give only a false
security. The glamour is deceptive, the wonders of Mari more
brilliant than solid. Without natural defences and without hinter-
land, spread out along the Euphrates and Khabur valleys, and
plagued by the disturbing proximity of the nomads, the country
could not put up any serious resistance to the pressure of a real
military power. So long as Hammurabi was kept occupied on
other frontiers, he played Zimrilim skilfully, leaving him the
profit he gained from his situation as well as the duty of protecting
the route to the west. But as soon as his hands were free he
changed his policy. Mari was eliminated in two stages, the second
ending in the city’s occupation and final ruin!” Here is the
palpable weakness of its position: the middle Euphrates would
never again seem a political factor of any importance. Mari’s
prosperity was vulnerable because it depended to a large extent
upon external circumstances. Its high point coincided with a
moment of equilibrium, the fortunate conditions of which did
not recur. Zimrilim had the merit of turning it to the best
possible account.

III. ESHNUNNA, IAMKHAD, QATNA
AND OTHER STATES

Among the chief powers of the day enumerated by one of Zimri-
lim’s correspondents? are two Syrian kingdoms, Qatna and
Iamkhad, and at the other extremity of the Fertile Crescent, in
the region beyond the Tigris, the kingdom of Eshnunna. There
is good reason for the last of these states figuring on the list: the
best proof of this is found in the direct interference of its kings
in the affairs of Upper Mesopotamia. Naram-Sin, the first of
them, who had gained a foothold in Assyria, penetrated far into the
region and seized Ashnakkum, a locality in the district of Upper
Idamaraz.® This exploit was to have no lasting result for Esh-
nunna, because Naram-Sin was shortly to be driven out of Ashur
by Shamshi-Adad. During the latter’s reign relations with Esh-
nunna were not good,? but the theatre of military operations was

1 See below, p. 28. 2 See above, p. 10.
3 See above, pp. 1 and 9. 4 See above, p. 7.
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on the eastern frontiers of Assyria. Ishme-Dagan guarded
Ekallatum strongly, and in spite of a defeat inflicted on him by
Dadusha, Naram-Sin’s brother and successor, he barred the way
into Upper Mesopotamia. It has been seen that on Shamshi-
Adad’s death, Ishme-Dagan reassured his brother Iasmakh-Adad,
declaring that he held Elam and Eshnunna on a leash (above,
p- 7)- The alliance of these two powers was of long standing, for
it is frequently recalled in the correspondence of Zimrilim, who
seems to credit Elam with the leading role.! However, Dadusha’s
son, Ibalpiel II, who occupied the throne of Eshnunna at that
time, was not long in opening hostilities by attacking the weak
spot. His troops pushed on as far as the Euphrates, then moved
up the valley in the direction of Mari. The campaign ended with
the expulsion of Iasmakh-Adad and with Zimrilim’s return to the
throne of Mari.2

It is hard to believe that this was all that Ibalpiel intended, yet
the king of Eshnunna does not seem to have exploited his success
in any other way. But the dismembering of Shamshi-Adad’s
empire had freed Upper Mesopotamia. It is in this direction
that Eshnunna once again set its sights, managing from time to
time to get the co-operation of its former enemy: Ishme-Dagan
had held on to Assyria only, and was naturally trying to regain the
lands he had lost. The troops of Elam and Eshnunna took again
the road to Idamaraz and to the town of Ashnakkum.? They laid
siege to Razama, a town not yet located; it was in the hands of
one of Zimrilim’s vassal princes. The prize was important, for
Hammurabi of Babylon got reinforcements through to his ally in
Mari.t Zimrilim’s correspondence seldom names the king of
Eshnunna, we do not know when Silli-Sin succeeded to Ibal-
piel I1.5 But the days of the dynasty were numbered. The 32nd
year of Hammurabi’s reign takes its name from a great victory
won against Eshnunna and its allies. Zimrilim, who was to be
the future victim of Babylonian expansion, advised Hammurabi
to set himself on the throne of Eshnunna or to designate one of
his adherents.®

If the armies despatched by Eshnunna were able to advance
so far into Upper Mesopotamia, it was no doubt because they
had met with support, but also because they had not come up
against any organized force. Apart from the time when it was
unified under the sceptre of Shamshi-Adad, Upper Mesopotamia

1§, 6, 333 f. % See above, p. 7.
3 G,6, 10n. 2. ¢ G, 6, 86;§m, 6, 338 f.
5 G, 2, 109; §111, 6, 140, 200. ¢ G, 3, 120,
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16 NORTHERN MESOPOTAMIA AND SYRIA

was split up into a series of small principalities. The Mari letters
contain references to the kings of Subartu and Zalmaqum and
the princes of Idamaraz.® The most influential of them, like the
kings of Kurda or Nakhur must, at the most, have ruled over a
few towns. The humid belt of higher country between the Tigris
and Euphrates is rich in agricultural resources, and the numerous
tells scattered across 1t, especially in the Khabur ‘triangle’, reveal
how densely it was populated in ancient times. But this prolifera-
tion of towns close together is unfavourable to the formation of
wide territorial units. Moreover this was a corridor zone, open
to migratory movements and to the armies of conquerors.

The Mari documents name some of these petty kings; the
majority of them have ‘West Semitic’ names, the rest Hurrian.®
About the people themselves we have no information, except at
Chagar Bazar, the possible site of Shubat-Enlil.3 Here the
Akkadian element is foremost, exceeding by a clear margin the
Hurrians, who themselves outnumber the ‘ Western Semites’. It
is therefore likely that a double stream, originating in the moun-
tainous periphery and the Syrian steppe, had come in and mingled
with the old element under Babylonian influence, supplanting it in
the political structure.

To find a country which has a place in international relations,
even in the second rank, one has to go as far as the Euphrates:
this was the kingdom of Carchemish. Hemmed in between the
important kingdom of Iamkhad in the south, and that of Urshu
in the north, the territory under the sway of Carchemish cannot
have been very extensive. But its situation on the great bend of
the Euphrates, where the mountains open out, was highly favour-
able for large-scale trade: it was the gateway to the Taurus and to
the Anatolian plateau. That is why its princes sent to Mari not
only local products such as wine, honey and olive-oil, and also
manufactured articles—clothing and vases—of unknown proven-
ance, but cedar-wood from the Amanus mountains and horses
bred in Anatolia.4

In the interests of both cities relations between Mari and
Carchemish were always friendly, although the two participants
cannot have dealt with one another as equals. It is known that
exchanges of gifts between sovereigns were only a form of trade,
but Aplakhanda of Carchemish showed himself remarkably atten-

1 G, 1, vol. 11, 80, no. 35; vol. 111, 60, no. 37; G, 3, 109; §11, 10, 173; §v, 4,
986, 9g92. See also G, 1, vol. 1x, 346 ff.

2 G,6,230n.1. 3 G, 6, 229.

4 G, 1, vol. vi1, 337; vol. 1x, 346; §u1, 1, 119 £.; §111, 2, 48; §11, 5, 103.
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ESHNUNNA, IAMKHAD, QATNA 17

tive in fulfilling the wishes of lasmakh-Adad. He calls Shamshi-
Adad his father, and, on the latter’s evidence, joined in his
alliance.! The change of régime at Mari did not make any differ-
ence to the good relations. On Aplakhanda’s death his son
[atar-ami made a declaration of fidelity to Zimrilim, which reveals
his position as a vassal.?

In fact, the position of Carchemish on the borders of one of the
most important states of the time, the kingdom of Iamkhad, or of
Aleppo, from the name of its capital, was peculiarly delicate.
While other sovereigns could reckon between ten and fifteen vas-
sals, twenty princes followed Iarimlim, the first king of Iamkhad
whose memory has been preserved in the letters of Zimrilim.
Little is known of his country’s history before him. A certain
Sumuepu‘ of lamkhad is named among the opponents of Zimri-
lim’s father Iakhdunlim. He is referred to several times in the
correspondence of Shamshi-Adad, who launched an attack on
him with the help of the princes of Khashshum, Urshu and Car-
chemish. Some have therefore proposed to see in him a king of
Iamkhad preceding Iarimlim,® but neither lakhdunlim nor
Shamshi-Adad gives him the royal title, and the latter does not
even mention the land of Iamkhad in connection with him.

At all events, the Aleppo monarchy was well-established before
Zimrilim’s return to Mari, for it was in Aleppo that the latter
found sanctuary during his exile, and it was owing to the support
of Tarimlim, who had become his father-in-law in the meantime,
that he was able to reconquer his paternal throne. The letters of
Shamshi-Adad’s time practically ignore Aleppo and the land of
Iamkhad, but this was not on account of the distance, for Shamshi-
Adad maintained excellent relations with the king of Qatna, who
was another Syrian prince. It is probable that there was some
hostility between larimlim—or his predecessor—and Shamshi-
Adad. As the latter did not seek to enlarge his empire on the
right bank of the Euphrates at the expense of his western neigh-
bour, one may conclude that he had there a serious opponent.
Perhaps it was as much in order to contain this neighbour as to
find an opening on to the Mediterranean that Shamshi-Adad had
concluded an alliance with Qatna.

It would seem that the kingdom of Iamkhad was at the height
of its power under Iarimlim, although it is often difficult for us to
make a distinction between his reign and that of his successor
Hammurabi. As regards Iarimlim there is no lack of evidence

1 §u, 8, 28. % §m, 1, 120,
3 §u1, 8, 44 .5 §vi1, 4, 114.
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18 NORTHERN MESOPOTAMIA AND SYRIA

to bear witness to his prestige and power. We need only observe
the marked deference Zimrilim shows him,! the report already
quoted in which he appears as the foremost sovereign of his age
(above, p. 10), and a letter addressed to the prince of Der, re-
covered at Mari where it had been held up in transit.2 In this
message, larimlim reminds his ‘brother’ that he had saved his
life fifteen years before, at the time when he was coming to the
help of Babylon, and that he had also given his support to the
king of the town of Diniktum, on the Tigris, to whom he supplied
five hundred boats. Outraged by the prince of Dér’s ingratitude
he threatens to come at the head of his troops and exterminate
him. The campaign thus recalled by the king of Aleppo took
place in the north of Babylonia and in the region beyond the
Tigris, as far as Badrah, the modern site of Dér. The only op-
ponent it can have had seems to be Eshnunna, and it might have
been a counter to Ibalpiel IT’s advance along the Euphrates. In
that case, it would be as a consequence that Zimrilim returned to
Mari. Whatever the circumstances of the expedition were, it says
a great deal for the military power of larimlim, who led the
soldiers of Aleppo as far as the borders of Elam.

The assistance which Iarimlim had given to Babylon explains
the consideration Hammurabi showed to the ambassadors of
Aleppo at his court.? The friendly understanding survived the
decease of Iarimlim, for his son Hammurabi was persuaded to
send a contingent of troops to his namesake in Babylon.? It is
likely enough that the new king’s reign was less brilliant than his
father’s, although Zimrilim’s more relaxed demeanour is not
proof of this. The consolidation of his authority and the prevailing
prosperity he had brought about may have given Zimrilim more
assurance, besides the fact that he was now dealing with a younger
prince. The king of Mari went to Aleppo again in the time of
Hammurabi, but perhaps his veneration for Adad, the great god
of Aleppo, had something to do with his journey.5 There was
never a break in the friendly relations between Aleppo and Mari:
letters and accounts reveal messengers making frequent journeys
in both directions and numerous ‘presents’ exchanged by the
two courts.®

The kingdom of Iamkhad occupied a privileged position for
trading relations. To the east it bordered on the Euphrates; to
the west it stretched as far as the Mediterranean coast, if not

: zm, 4, 235 f.5 §1m1, 8, 56. : gm, g 6
111, 4, 232. i, 8, 62.
6 §1m, 2, 49; §1, 4, 233. ¢ §111, 4, 236 £.; §u11, 8, 58, 64 f.
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directly, at least through the intermediary of a vassal state. It
was through Aleppo that merchandise imported by sea, bound
for either the upper Tigris or for Babylonia and the Persian
Gulf, entered Mesopotamia. Caravans and travellers going from
Babylonia to Syria or Palestine were obliged to pass through
territory belonging to Aleppo, if they wished to avoid the dangers
of the desert route through Palmyra. In exchange for tin Aleppo
sent much the same commodities as Carchemish—clothes, vases
and local products.! The city must also have served as a staging-
post for copper from Cyprus and luxury goods from the Aegean.?
It is known from other evidence that there were herds of elephants
in northern Syria, and tusks have been found in the palace of
Alalakh, a town on the lower Orontes, on the way from Aleppo to
the coast.® It is therefore likely that the profitable ivory trade
was controlled by the kings of Aleppo, whose power was based
at once on the economic prosperity of their country and on its
pivotal strategic position between the Mediterranean world and
Mesopotamia.

The few names of persons at Aleppo so far recovered can be
assigned to the ‘West Semitic’ category.* Nevertheless, the
tablets discovered at Alalakh have established that there must
have been Hurrians in Upper Syria at this time. Indeed, the
oldest group of tablets, which is about half a century later than
the Mari documents, gives us a glimpse of a society in which the
Hurrian element occupied an important position and revealed its
presence in various fields.® This presupposes that the Hurrian
penetration was already of relatively long standing. A further
indication is to be found in the Hurrian names of several of the
princes of Upper Mesopotamia. None the less at Aleppo, as at
Babylon and Mari, the royal power was in the hands of Amorites.

An Amorite dynasty also ruled over the neighbouring kingdom
of Qatna. The city of Qatna stood at the centre of a district rich in
cereals, the plain of Homs, where the vine and olive-tree also
flourished. It was at one extremity of the caravan-route running
from the Euphrates through Palmyra, and its communications
with the sea were secured by the Tripoli pass, which cleaves
its way between the Lebanon and the Ansariyyah mountains.
Numerous ancient ze//s survive in this area to bear witness to the
importance of Qatna. To the east a belt of pasture-land, fre-
quented even today by sheep-rearing tribes, forms the transition

1 G, 1, vol. vii, 337 f.; vol. 1, 346; §111, 2, 48.
2 See above, p. 13. 3 §vi, 10, 102; §V11, 11, 74 f.
¢ §u, 4, 237 £ G, 6, 232 f. 5 See below, p. 23.
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20 NORTHERN MESOPOTAMIA AND SYRIA

between the lands under cultivation and the desert steppe, stretch-
ing as far as the Euphrates valley; the Mari letters refer to the
rich pastures of the land of Qatna.! How far the kingdom ex-
tended to west and south is not known.

The two states of Aleppo and Qatna appear to have developed
almost simultaneously. We are better informed about the history
of the second during the reign of Shamshi-Adad because he was
the ally of Ishkhi-Adad, who occupied the throne of Qatna at
that time. The agreement between the two monarchs had been
sealed by a marriage, lasmakh-Adad, the viceroy of Mari, having
married Ishkhi-Adad’s daughter.2 Co-operation was political and
military as well as economic. There were frequent movements of
troops between MMari and Qatna, and it seems likely that a detach-
ment from Mari was stationed in the Syrian town.? The presence
of these foreign soldiers at Qatna does not seem to indicate a
relation of dependence, for Ishkhi-Adad himself insists on their
being sent, and invites his son-in-law to take part in an expedi-
tion which seems likely to yield some spoils.# It was Shamshi-
Adad who had taken the first steps towards the marriage, stressing
to his son that the house of Qatna had a ‘name’. He also dealt on
level terms with Ishkhi-Adad, whom he called his brother.5

The end of Ishkhi-Adad’s reign is still obscure. Committed
as he was to the ‘Assyrian’ alliance his position must have been
considerably weakened by the crumbling of Shamshi-Adad’s
empire. From then onwards he could rely only on his own forces
to defend himself against his powerful northern neighbour, the
king of Aleppo, who, for his part, helped Zimrilim to evict
Iasmakh-Adad from Mari. It 1s possible that another faction
then gained power in Qatna. At all events a new name appears
in Zimrilim’s correspondence, that of Amutpiel, who had there-
fore succeeded to Ishkhi-Adad in the interval. Owing to a change
of political trend, or merely to its very favourable geographical
situation, Qatna seems to have been able to recover its position
quickly. The city maintained constant relations with Mari, from
which it obtained tin, and a succession of messengers journeyed
in both directions.® Wlth its prosperity founded on trade, Mari
had every interest in being on good terms with the important
city of the middle Orontes on the other side of the Syrian desert.
It was no doubt Zimrilim in person who worked for a reconcilia-
tion between the former enemies, Qatna and Aleppo, and the

: §G, 6,8172;f§m, 5, 422. i 2:11, 45 231;f§m, 5y 417.
I, 8, 76 f. 1, §, 420 f.
§ §11i, 8, So. 8 G, 1, vol. vi1, 337 f.; §11, 8, 83.
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treaty restoring peace was concluded in Aleppo.! This step need
not be interpreted as a gesture of submission on the part of the
king of Qatna. His multifarious diplomatic relations with Mari,
Babylon, Larsa, Eshnunna, Arrapkha and even Susa? fully es-
tablish his independence. Iarimlim of Aleppo no doubt had a
greater number of vassals at his disposal, but in this respect
Amutpiel could rival Hammurabi, Rim-Sin or Ibalpiel.? Qatna
was looked upon during his reign as one of the great capitals of
the Fertile Crescent.

Immediately to the south of Qatna, it seems, began the country
of Amurru, which was divided up between several petty kings.
The name of Damascus has not yet appeared in the Mari docu-
ments. The town of Apum, in which some have proposed to find
Damascus under the name known from the Amarna letters,® also
figures in the Cappadocian tablets; it must have been in Upper
Mesopotamia.® Syria really occupied a peripheral position in
relation to Mari, and since the Mari documents are the only
source for this period at our disposal, information is spasmodic
and fragmentary. It naturally becomes more scarce the farther
one gets from the Euphrates. Of the coastal towns, only two are
mentioned in the Mari texts, Ugarit and Byblos. The first does
not seem to have had any direct relations with Mari, for it is
through the king of Aleppo, whose ally or vassal he was, that the
king of Ugarit expresses his wish to visit Zimrilim’s palace.?
Byblos, which had contacts with Mesopotamiafrom the time of the
Third Dynasty of Ur,8 is often encountered, especially in finan-
cial documents.® Its messengers accompanied those of Aleppo
and Qatna, and the king of the city gave Zimrilim a golden vase.
The name of this king, Iantin-Khamu, is ‘West Semitic’, as are
also those of his predecessors, known to us from objects dis-
covered in their tombs.1® A dynastic seal, still used by the kings
of Ugarit in the fourteenth and thirteenth centuries, proves that
‘West Semitic’ kings ruled over the city at about the beginning
of the First Dynasty of Babylon.l! Adding these facts to the
information supplied by the Egyptian execration texts, we may
conclude that the Amorites had succeeded in imposing them-
selves everywhere, even in Palestine, to the west of the Syrian

1§, 5, 423. 2§, 8, 83. 8 See above, p. 10.

4 G, 6, 179. See now G. Dossin in R.8.0. 32 (1957), 37.

5 Cf. G,7, 11510, 234.

6 See M. Falkner in Arch. f. Or. 18 (1957), 2.

7 §u, 4, 236; §111, 8, 69.

8 See E. Sollberger in Arck. f. Or. 19 (1959-60), 120 f.

2 G,z 111. 10 &1, 8, 88. 1 G,6, 235.
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desert.! This conquest is not merely of political significance. It
must have helped to make Syria look towards Mesopotamia and
play a more intimate part in the common civilization which had
developed there in this period.

IV. THE HURRIANS .. 1800 B.C.

The Hurrians had already penetrated into northern IMesopotamia
in the Sargonic period. However, under the Third Dynasty of Ur,
their main centres of population were still to the east of the Tigris.
The situation does not appear to have changed during the period
of the Mari documents. A tablet from the Chagar Bazar excava-
tions contains a list of workers in the palace of Ekallatum, where
more than half of the names are Hurrian.2 At Shusharra, on the
lower Zab, to the south-east of Rania, the majority of the
population was Hurrian.3 Probably on Shamshi-Adad’s death the
town had to be abandoned under pressure from the Turukkians.4
One of the chiefs of the latter, Zaziya, has a name which appears
to be Hurrian; two other Turukkians mentioned in a letter from
Mari answer to names which certainly are such.® It is conceiv-
able, therefore, that the whole warlike race of Turukkians, which
lived on the slopes of the Zagros and entered into conflict with
Hammurabi himself, belonged to the Hurrian family.

For Upper Mesopotamia the Mari documents yield the
names of a score of princes, the majority of them ‘West Semitic’.
Four or five of them, however, are Hurrian, like Adalshenni of
Burundum and Shukru-Teshub of Elakhut.® In some cases, there-
fore, the advance of the Hurrian population achieved political
ascendency. This did not necessarily mean that the country had to
be densely occupied. At Chagar Bazar, the only place where we
can take a test of the personal names, the Hurrians must have
constituted a little less than a third of the population, the Ak-
kadian section supplying the biggest contingent.” Apart from
Harran, where the king was an Amorite, none of the towns in
which the princes in question reigned has been definitely located.
For this reason it is not known where in Upper Mesopotamia the
Hurrian principalities lay, whether grouped together or scattered
across the whole region.

In Syria power was generally in the hands of the Amorites, but
Hurrians had nevertheless crossed the Euphrates and conquered

1 Cf. §v, 5, 38 1L 2 G,6,227f. 3§15, 6, 75.

4 G, 1, vol. 1v, 44, no. 25. Cf. §1, 6, 371. 581,6,73; G, 6,232 1n. 1.

8 G, 6, 230 n. 1. See now A. Finet, R.4. 60 (1966), 17 f. 7 G, 6, 229.
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some territories on the right bank. The principalities they occu-
pied, like Khashshum and Urshu! were situated to the north of
Aleppo, between the river and the foot-hills which prolong Mount
Casius and the Amanus. Here the division between the Hurrian
and the Amorite zones may have been fairly close to the limit
which today separates the Kurdish from the "Arabic-speaking
inhabitants.

This geographical division holds good only on the political
plane, for it is probable that the Hurrian population had already
swarmed farther southwards. Our evidence on this point is very
poor, only.a few names of royal messengers from Aleppo and
Qatna, all ‘West Semitic’.2 On the other hand, we have in the
Alalakh tablets a more recent source which nevertheless allows
us to make an instructive comparison. These tablets divide up
into two main groups, the older (level VII) going back to the
time of the First Dynasty of Babylon. In the society there
described the Hurrians appear to be firmly established. Leaving
aside the throne, on which there are Amorites, they occupy high
civil and religious offices, while the religious practices bear traces
of their presence. The texts contain a number of Hurrian terms,
particularly in technical matters, and certain indications suggest
that possibly Hurrian was the language of the scribes.2 Such a
state of affairs makes it necessary to push the beginnings of
Hurrian penetration back to a more remote date. Between these
texts, however, and the Mari documents, there is a gap which we
shall see reason to estimate as at least fifty years.? The second
group of Alalakh tablets (level IV), which belongs to the fifteenth
century, reveals a society Hurrianized in every respect; the ‘ West
Semitic’ element represents no more than a tiny minority.> The
Hurrian advance had therefore persisted and gathered force in
the interval between the two groups, but it must already have
been in progress at the time the tablets of level VII were written.
The deed by which king Abbael of Aleppo cedes the town of
Alalakh to his vassal Iarimlim shows that the great Hurrian
goddess Khepat had been accepted into the official religion at
this time.® The existence, during Zimrilim'’s relgn, of Hurrian
kingdoms in the north of Syria is another pointer tending to
prove that the Hurrian expansion in Upper Syria had begun at
the time of the Mari documents.

It is now possible for us to appreciate the scope of the Hurrian

1 G, 2,109. See also A, 5, 258 ff. 2 G,6,232f, 236.
3 G,6 2341;8v, 5, 39. 4 See below, p. 3I.
5 G, 8, 9. See also below, p. 35. 8 See below, p. 41.
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movement as a whole about 1800 B.c. The heaviest concentrations
can be observed to the east of the Tigris, but there are also
Hurrians in Upper Mesopotamia, where they control several
small states, and they have gained a foothold on the western
bank of the Euphrates. It looks as if, coming from a generally
north-easterly direction, the Hurrians moved down in_ ever-in-
creasing numbers from the mountainous border of the Fertile
Crescent, and advanced to meet the Amorites, who for their part
had come out of the Syrian steppe. At Chagar Bazar, in the heart
of Upper Mesopotamia where the two streams meet, it is the
Hurrians who come off best. On the other hand, to the south, at
Mari, on the edge of the desert, the Amorites are completely
triumphant. There the Hurrians play hardly any part, although a
few religious texts written in Hurrian have been discovered in the
palace,! and a fragment of a letter indicates that the language
was understood in Zimrilim’s chancellery.2 On the other side of
the desert, at Qatna, the situation must have been roughly the
same as at Mar1, while at Aleppo and Alalakh the Hurrians made
their presence felt more markedly.

V. THE BENJAMINITES AND OTHER NOMADS,
AND THE HABIRU

The steppe occupies a great part of the territories now under
consideration. The valley of the Euphrates, which separates
Syria from Mesopotamia, is but a fertile ribbon unrolling along
a desert landscape. Between the land under cultivation and the
desert proper, the limits of which are determined by the annual
rainfall, stretches a belt of steppe on which the flocks of nomads
find enough to support them. To the west of the Euphrates, this
belt goes down as far as the region of Palmyra; to the east, it takes
in the region traversed by the Balikh and the Khabur.

In fact, the people in question were semi-nomads. Nomadic
life in the full meaning of the word depends on the use of the
camel. At the period now reached, the camel was still unknown.?
The herdsmen were sheep-rearers, who move slowly from one
place to another, and cannot go too far away from the rivers or
watering-places. They generally have more or less precarious
settlements in the valleys, to which they have to return to work
at seed-time and harvest. Living on the edge of the desert in this
way, close to the cultivated lands, these were in permanent contact

1 See below, p. 40. 2 Cf. E. Laroche in R.4. 51 (1957), 104 .
3 G, 6,x;8v,5, 27.
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with the settled population, and gradually many of them allowed
themselves to become rooted to the soil and ended by joining the
ranks of the peasants, while, unremittingly, other groups formed
behind them.

As has been established by study of the names, all the tribes
at this time were closely related. They belong to the great complex
of “West Semitic’ peoples commonly called ‘ Amorites’, who had
originally come out of the Syrian desert. After the fall of the
Third Dynasty of Ur they had spread into Babylonia and as far
as the other side of the Tigris, leaving traces of their settlement
in the place-names and founding new dynasties. Advance guards
had broken into the old Babylonian cities in earlier years, and had
peopled the towns along the desert which bordered the rivers, but
the mass of nomads, constantly recruited, nevertheless continued
to wander across the steppes of Syria and Upper Mesopotamia,
keeping up unremitting pressure on the fixed population. The
most vivid evidence of this is to be found in the Mari documents.

Pre-eminent among this turbulent population, which the texts
have made known to us, are the Benjaminites.! They were
scattered over a wide expanse of territory, their encampments
spread out along the Euphrates, but they were continually on the
move between the river banks and the pasture-lands of Upper
Mesopotamia, and were especially active in the region of Harran.
Their grazing-routes also led them over to the right bank of the
Euphrates, and sometimes they took their flocks to feed on the
western fringe of the Syrian desert, in the lands of Aleppo,
Qatna and Amurru. The Benjaminites in fact formed a vast con-
federation, made up of a number of tribes. Four of them are
known to us; two of them gave their names to the localities of
Sippar-Amnanu and Sippar-lakhruru, while Sin-kashid, founder
of a dynasty at Uruk, came of the Amnanu tribe.

At the head of the Benjaminites were shaikhs and, occasionally,
‘kings’, that is, war-chiefs, a distinction which also exists among
the Bedouin.? Their relations with the settlers were most fre-
quently strained, if not openly hostile, especially during Zimri-
lim’s reign. The reports which that king received about them
talk of surprise attacks, assaults on towns, suspicious gatherings
which might degenerate into general insurrection. The Benjamin-
ites were continually making raids which sometimes took on

1 §v,4;G, 6, 47 ff.; G, 1, vol. vi1, 224. This name has been retained as quasi-
traditional, but it would be more exact to call them ‘Iaminites’; cf. §v, 3, 49, and

§v, 5, 37 £
2 G, 6, 59;§v, 6, 120.
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considerable proportions. Moreover, the petty kings of northern
Mesopotamia and even the king of Eshnunna himself did not
hesitate to take sides with them. There were times when the only
places of safety were inside the towns. In this struggle, naturally,
setbacks alternated with successes. In one of his date-formulae
Zimrilim commemorated the severe defeat he inflicted on the
Benjaminites at Sagaratim, in the Khabur valley, massacring their
leaders. But, by its very nature, the conflict was unending, and
faced with opponents like this, who were as tenacious as they were
elusive, the established authority could never relax its vigilance.

The Benjaminites, moreover, were not the only ones threaten-
ing the peace. To the west of the Euphrates the danger came
" from the Sutians,! who dominated the Syrian desert. The Sutians
have long been identified as scattered intruders into Babylonia at
the time of the First Babylonian Dynasty, but we now learn
where the main body of this people, which also included several
tribes,? was to be found. According to the Mari correspondence,
the Sutians were bold and inveterate plunderers. Their activities
extended over the whole Syrian steppe and along the edge of the
desert beside the Euphrates, as far as the approaches to Babylonia.
Like the Benjaminites, they were not afraid to attack towns—now
a locality situated on the Euphrates, downstream from ‘Anah,
now a staging-post on the route from Palmyra to Damascus, now
they would take it into their heads to raid the great caravan city
of Palmyra itself. They sometimes operated in strength, for
Iasmakh-Adad was warned that a body of 2000 Sutians was on
the march towards the Qatna region. It is rare for the texts to
record peaceful relations.

There is less to be told about other similar peoples. Some of
them were perhaps related to the Benjaminites, like the Rabbians,?
who lived in the Jamkhad region and were called brothers of the
Benjaminites. From their name, the Ben&-sim’al,% that is to say
‘sons of the north’, seem to be a group analogous to the Benjamin-
ites, ‘sons of the south’. Until.now, they have been seldom
encountered, and only in the ‘High Country’. Their disposition
appears to have been more friendly. About the Numkha and
Iamutbal tribes® we know hardly anything, but it is interesting
to note that there were still groups of these peoples moving about
the middle Euphrates in this period, at a time when other groups
had long ago given their names to localities on the left bank of
the Tigris.

1G,6, 83f.; G, 1, vol. vij, 224. % §v, 7, 198,

3 G,6,53. ¢ G,6,541;A,5,2581. 5 G,6,216f.
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About the Khanaeans, -on the other hand, whose history is
intimately bound up with that of the kingdom of Mari, there is a
great deal of information.! They were established in strength in
the Euphrates and Khabur valleys, for the district of Terqa alone,
between Mari and the mouth of the Khabur, could muster several
thousands. They were found in Upper Mesopotamia, particularly
in the grassy steppes extending between the Balikh and the upper
Khabur. They too were semi-nomadic, but already on the way to
fixed habitation, transferring from their encampments on the
steppe to their settlements on the banks of the Euphrates, where
they occupied land granted by ‘the Palace’ in reward for their
services. The Khanaeans were in fact soldiers by profession, for
they had taken armed service with the kings of Mari ever since
Iakhdunlim had succeeded in subduing them. They are found
mounting guard in the palace, manning local garrisons, keeping
order in the desert, and serving in all campaigns. A few minor
incidents apart, they seem to have done their duty loyally. They
were completely under the control of the central power, and their
shaikhs were unobtrusive, though their tribal organization was
respected; in their quarters, the Khanaean troops were grouped
by their clans, of which about ten are known. The important
part played by the Khanaeans at Mari earned their name the
privilege of being used occasionally, by extension, for all the
‘“Western Semites’ in the kingdom. The possibility that it some-
times had the general meaning of ‘nomads’ is not excluded.?

A final group was formed by the Habiru.® Gathered in battle
formations, the Habiru plundered towns, or else fought intermit-
tently for the petty kings of the ‘High Country’. Their field of
operations was chiefly in the west of Upper Mesopotamia, that
is, in the territory bounded by the Euphrates and the upper
Khabur. Later on, during the reign of King Irkabtum of Aleppo,
we find them making their appearance in Syria as well.

As regards the name Habiru, despite numerous studies devoted
to it, a lively controversy still subsists, but the idea that it bore
an ethnic signification is more and more abandoned. The Mari
tablets have accentuated this by showing that Habiru could be
recruited among ‘West Semitic’ nomads, for a Sutian and men
belonging to the tribe of Iamutbal are designated as Habiru.
Consequently it seems that the Habiru do not form a distinct
group within the great nomad family. Their name has a de-
scriptive sense, but its origin and significance are unknown. Its

1 G,6, 14,6, 107. 2 §v, 5, 37.
3 G, 6, 249 f£.; §v, 2, 18 fF,, 26; §v, 7.
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applications certainly varied according to time and place,! but at
the time of the Mari documents it denoted bands of ‘free com-
panions’ who devoted themselves to brigandage and spread dis-
order in Upper Mesopotamia.

VI. HAMMURABI’S CONQUESTS IN THE NORTH
AND THE DECLINE OF THE EASTERN
AMORITE STATES

The diplomatic archives discovered at Mari say nothing about
the circumstances of the sudden rupture between Hammurabi
and Zimrilim. Even with an inkling of the underlying reason,?
we still do not know the train of events which was to bring about
the ruin of Mari. Only the list of regnal years of the Babylonian
monarch has preserved the memory of a victory over Mari (date-
formula for the 33rd year), then, two years later, of the dis-
mantling of the city (date-formula for the 3sth year). It is
probable that in the intervening time Zimrilim had sought a re-
trial of his lost cause either by resort to arms or in the diplomatic
field. The first defeat, however, had been severe. It had been
followed by an occupation which left its mark in the form of
military registers and labels of tablet-baskets, dated in the 32nd
year of Hammurabi.? While the conqueror’s soldiers were
quartered in the city, therefore, the officials who had come with
them were rearranging the palace archives.

The Babylonian conquest cannot have finished its course at
Mari. The 33rd year of Samsuiluna is dated from works which
Hammurabi’s successor had carried out at Sagaratim, an impor-
tant locality on the Khabur, which had previously been the princi-
pal town of a province dependent on Mari.* From this it will be
deduced that Hammurabi had annexed all the territory of Zimri-
lim’s former kingdom to his empire. But did he advance any
farther in the direction of the ‘High Country’? To the north-
west he ran the risk of coming into conflict with the land of
Iamkhad, because the disappearance of Mari certainly prompted
the kings of Aleppo to extend their influence on the left bank of
the Euphrates. In the north it is sometimes allowed that Ham- -
murabi got as far as Diyarbakr, but this statement is unfounded.s
If he seized Assyria, while Ishme-Dagan took refuge somewhere,
it was by going up the Tigris valley.

1 See§v, 1, 131. 2 See above, p. 10. 3
4 §v1, 3, 22. 5 G,6,
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A thick veil now falls over Upper Mesopotamia. For the
Amorite principalities which dominated the greater part of the
country in Zimrilim’s time, that silence was to be final; one after
the other they were to be engulfed in the Hurrian tide. When the
darkness disperses, nearly three centuries later, it is the Hurrian
state of Mitanni which emerges in full power.! As for Mari, the
town survived, but went into a complete decline. The land of
Khana which was subsequently born out of the ruins of its king-
dom adopted Terqa, about forty-five miles north of Mari, as its
centre.? Terqa, formerly the chief town of a district during
Zimrilim’s reign, housed the principal sanctuary of Dagan, the
supreme god of the middle Euphrates. The official title of the
sovereigns of Mari comprised a threefold designation: ‘King of
Mari, Tuttul, and the land of Khana.’3 The town of Mari,
abandoned as the capital, could no longer count, while Tuttul
was certainly not under the new princes’ control. Of the old
title, all that was left was the land of Khana, which was identified
with the Mari region and took its name from the Khanaeans
established there.

The history of this kingdom of Khana, which might help to
clear up some greater problems of chronology, is still very con-
fused. It is known only from a small group of documents which
have preserved the names of six sovereigns,® and there is un-
certainty about the exact period to which they should be assigned.
To judge from the script they are scarcely different from the
Mari tablets, though they do reveal certain divergences in the
utilization of signs, and they employ values of signs attested only
at a more recent date. The most reliable criterion seems to be
provided by the seals imprinted upon them. The collection of seal
cylinders and cylinder imprints recovered at Mari now offers a
sound basis for comparison. The glyptic art of Mari follows the
Babylonian classical tradition fairly closely, but tends to diverge
towards the so-called Syrian style.® The seals on the tablets from
Khana display different characteristics, either the style peculiar
to the end of the First Babylonian Dynasty or the style heralding
the Kassite period.® Clearly, therefore, there is a break in the
glyptic tradition. It can be explained both by a new impulse, due
no doubt to a lengthy Babylonian occupation, and by a certain
separation in time.

The order of succession of the six princes of Khana is itself

1 See below, p. 37. 2§11, 4, 154 ff.
3 G,6, 30. 4 See G, 5, 63 f.; §vi, 2, 205.
5§11, 8, part 3, 248 ff. % G,s5, 631
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uncertain. It is probable that they followed one another fairly
rapidly on the throne, like the kings of the first ‘West Semitic’
dynasties in Babylonia. In any case, the documents belong to the
same period, and from the names preserved, the population seents
stable. With one exception, the royal names are ‘ West Semitic’—
Ammimadar, Hammurapi‘, Isikh-Dagan, Isharlim, Shunukh-
rammu. In the populatlon as a whole the Akkadian element
predominates. There are no Hurrian names and no Kassite
names apart from that of a king Kashtiliash.! The latter followed
the same traditions as the other kings of Khana. According to the
Babylonian custom he named one of his regnal years after an act
of social justice (mifarum), and he took oath by the gods Shamash,
Dagan and Iturmer.? Nothing in these documents lends support
to the hypothesis of a real Kassite kingdom established in the
middle Euphrates valley. From his name Kashtiliash must have
been connected with the family which seized power in Babylonia,
and thus, in spite of certain difficulties, he may be taken as the last
known king of the dynasty of Khana3

Born out of Babylonia’s weakness, the land of Khana was
doomed to a proportionate mediocrity as the decadence of Baby-
lonia itself became more pronounced, bringing with it the closing
up of the roads. At the other end of the great river-way, the
Hittites were shortly to intervene in Upper Syria. The small
kingdom of the middle Euphrates was fated to disappear in the
upheaval caused by the encroachments of the Hittites and the
advance of the Hurrians whose empire progressively extended
over the whole of Northern Mesopotamia.

VII. THE ‘GREAT KINGSHIP’ OF ALEPPO

Until the discovery of the Alalakh tablets, the history of Syria
at the time of Hammurabi’s successors in Babylon was un-
known. It was clear, however, that the city of Aleppo had con-
tinued to play the same dominant role as in the days of Zimrilim.
The famous treaty, known as the Treaty of Aleppo, concluded
between Murshilish II and Talmi-Sharruma of Aleppo in the
fourteenth century B.c., gives the history of relations between
Aleppo and the Hittites. It recalls, in particular, that in former
years the kings of the land of Aleppo had a ‘great kingship’, to
which Khattushilish, the great king of the land of Khatti, had put

1 Cf G, 7, 64. 2 Texts quoted in G, 5, 64.
3 Cf. G, 5, 65. In this detail we suggest an order differing from the scheme of
this History.
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an end; after him, his grandson Murshilish had ruined the king-
ship and country of Aleppo.! The term ‘great kingship’ is
significant, for it tells us that the Hittites considered the kings of
Aleppo as their equals.

The chronology of the Alalakh texts is not yet definitely
established. Most of the tablets of the earlier group (level VII)
were found in a chamber adjoining the central court of the palace,?
so it is certainly a collection of archives. They cover the reigns of
two princes of Alalakh, Iarimlim and his son Ammitaqum. This
is a normal span for administrative archives and it fits the
archaeological observations, which assign only a fairly short life
to level VII.2 But for the same length of time the documents
name six kings of Aleppo, who succeed each other mostly, if not
all, in a direct line. It is likely that the first of these, Abbael, was
nearing the end of his reign when he handed over Alalakh to
Iarimlim. On the other hand Hammurabi I1, the last but one of
his successors, must have had but a short reign, for he is known
only by a few tablets dated in his accession-year.* But the pair
Hammurabi and Samsuiluna alone occupied the throne of Baby-
lon for eighty-one years. By assigning the maximum to the
reigns of larimlim and Ammitaqum one might probably allow
them seventy-five years, so it is not impossible to include w'thin
the same span the end of Abbael, the four kings who succeeded
him, and the first years of Iarimlim III, in whose time the records
of Alalakh come to an end. The texts make it certain that Am-
mitaqum was contemporary with four kings at Aleppo.®

To set in time the period which we have thus defined is
another problem. It is generally assumed that Abbael’s father,
named Hammurabi, was identical with the king Hammurabi
who ruled Aleppo in the time of Zimrilim. It is now known from
the res gestae of Khattushilish I, discovered at Bogazkdy in 1957,
that the Hittite king sacked Alalakh in the first years of his reign.®
To this event must be ascribed the radical destruction which
closes level VII at Alalakh.” Taking our earlier conclusions into
account, we are able to date Iarimlim’s accession and the oldest
Alalakh tablets from the end of the eighteenth century s.c., that
is to say, probably during the reign of Abieshu‘ at Babylon.
Roughly ffty years, therefore, separate the disappearance of
Zimrilim from the foundation at Alalakh of a vassal dynasty of

1 G, 7 52n. 8q. 2 G, 8, 121 f.; §vi1, 10, 102.
3 §vn, 10, 91. 4 §viy, 4, 111,
5 G, 5,70n. 181 45 §vi1, 4, 110f, 8 §vi, 5, 78.

7 §vi, 11, 83 L.
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Aleppo. There is still, however, one difficulty: Iarimlim certainly
seems to be the brother of Abbael 1 that is to say the son of
Hammurabi of Aleppo, Zimrilim’s contemporary, and this
vents us from bringing the date of his installation in Alalakh too
far forward.

The Alalakh tablets throw only an indirectand most incomplete
light on the history of Aleppo. The principality of Alalakh was
created after a rebellion by Abbael’s brothers. In particular the
town of Irrid, which belonged to Iarimlim already or was destined
for him, rose against the king of Aleppo. The latter captured and
destroyed the rebel city, but he decided to give Iarimlim, who had
remained loyal to him, the city of Alalakh in exchange for it—in
return for an act of vassalage drawn up in due form.2 The episode
demonstrates that at this time the king of Aleppo had brought
territories beyond the Euphrates under his domination, because
the town of Irrid was to the east of Carchemish. After Abbael
the dynasty carries on from father to son, with Iarimlim II
(Iarimlim I being the father-in-law of Zimrilim), Nigmiepu‘ and
Irkabtum. That the two last sovereigns, Hammurabi II and
Iarimlim III, were father and son cannot be proved but it is
probable.? Hammurabi II has been seen as but a transitory
figure on the throne of Aleppo, and Iarimlim III had occupied 1t
only a few years when Khattushilish came and destroyed Alalakh.
Several year-names commemorate important events: they inform
us that Nigmiepu® seized Aranzik on the Euphrates, almost on a
level with Aleppo, and that Iarimlim III gained a victory over
Qatna.t

The res gestae of Khattushilish, for their part, carry on from the
Alalakh tablets and give glimpses of the history of the last years
of Aleppo, before it fell under the blows of the Hittites.5 After
his action against Alalakh, Khattushilish turned against Urshu
and laid the country waste. From the well-known account of the
siege of Urshu, of which there is no mention in the Khattushilish
text, it is known that the town had the support of Aleppo and
Carchemish.® After this, Northern Syria had a brief respite.
While Khattushilish was engaged in operations against the land
of Arzawa he was taken in the rear by the Hurrians, who dealt
him some hard blows before he was able to break out of their
grip. The attack he launched on Khashshum marks his return

1 Cf. §viy, 8, 129; C.4.H. 5, pt. 1, p. 213. 2 §vin, 1, 27 £5 §vi1, 8, 129.
3 For their order of succession see C.4.H. 13, pt. 1, pp. 213 ff.

4 §vi, 4, 110 f. 5 §vu, 5, 78 f.; see below, pp. 14 ff.
8 G,7,64n.157;A,5,261f.
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to the offensive to the south-east of the Anatolian plateau. In
spite of reinforcements of troops sent by Aleppo, the Hittites
triumphed; they seized Khashshum and plundered the town,
carrying off a rich booty.

With the aid of this Bogazkéy document, we can now follow
the manceuvres directed against Aleppo. The Hittite king, reach-
ing Syria via the passes through the Amanus mountains, struck
first at Alalakh, in order to interrupt direct communications
between Aleppo and the sea. Then, in a sort of enveloping move-
ment, he attacked the neighbouring states of Urshu and Khash-
shum, to the north-east of Aleppo. It was in the course of a
campaign against Khahhum that he crossed the Euphrates for
the first time in pursuit of the opposing army.! The res gestae
make no reference to the ill-fated operations against Aleppo itself.
It fell to the successor of Khattushilish, Murshilish I, to avenge
the defeat and destroy the city before launching an expedition
against Babylon.2 But the protocol of the Treaty of Aleppo was
not at fault in asserting that it was Khattushilish who had begun
the weakening of the ‘great kingship’ of Aleppo. It will be noted
that the sovereigns of Aleppo, faithful to ancient custom, kept to
the title of ‘king of lamkhad’. The Alalakh texts sometimes give
them that of ‘great king’, but only after Ammitaqum had desig-
nated himself as king.3

The status of Alalakh before it was ceded to Iarimlim is not
known; perhaps the city was directly dependent on Aleppo, unless
it had been confiscated from one of the king’s rebellious brothers.
It had an excellent situation near the Orontes, bordering on a
plain, which was then fertile and well populated, whereas its
central depression is today occupied by the marshy lake of the
‘Amugq.4 It dominated the road linking Aleppo with the Mediter-
ranean, and being near to the Amanus mountains, it must also
have benefited from the timber trade. The resources afforded by
this favourable situation enabled the princes of Alalakh to build
themselves an imposing palace, the state rooms of which were
decorated with frescoes.® They were also able to raise strong
fortifications,® which bore witness at once to their power and their
virtual independence. But it is quite possible that the territory
under their sway was confined to the plain mentioned above.

Iarimlim lived on into the reign of Nigmiepu’. His son
Ammitaqum, who succeeded him, soon began to assume the title

1 §vi, 5, 83. 2 G, 7, 530n. 89; 64
3 G, 7, 53 n. 90; §vi, 4, 109. 4 §vi, 11, 17 f.
5 See Plate 67(a). ¢ See Plate 67(4).
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of ‘king’, no longer satisfied to be called ‘man of Alalakh’, and
he occasionally made use of his own date-formulae.! He had
married a Hurrian princess, who had given him a son named
Hammurabi, and the deed ratified in the presence of Iarimlim,
by which Ammitaqum appointed Hammurabi as his heir, has
been discovered.? The latter does not seem to have come to the
throne; at all events, the archives leave off before his accession.
Ammltaqum s reign was very long, for it began under Nigmiepu*
and ended only in the time of Iarimlim III, third successor to him.

The land of Iamkhad must have had more than one vassal
state. The Alalakh archives mention the names of a number of
important towns, such as Carchemish, Qatna, Ugarit, Ibla, Emar
and Tunip, without giving any details of their political status.?
The first two were capitals of independent kingdoms. It is im-
possible at present to form an opinion regarding Ugarit, but
Ibla does appear to have been a vassal city. As for the last two
towns, they may have been directly under the rule of Aleppo.
But caution is in place here for we find ‘kings’ at the head of
places less prominent than these, such as Nashtarbi and Tuba.?
The case of Nashtarbi, the site of which is unknown, makes an
interesting study. Towards the end of Iarimlim’s reign the town
was still a dependency of Alalakh, and after some dispute, sanc-
tions were prescribed against anybody who disputed his posses-
sion of it,% but under Ammitaqum the town had a ‘king’ of its
own.S Should we see in this fact'a sign of a tendency for the
territory to split up? Here is the same phenomenon of a decline
in the central power which might have led Ammitaqum to take
the title of king. The title “great king’ with which the sovereigns
of Aleppo were graced would do no more than mask an increasing
weakness, which, in the long run, would have suited Hittite
designs very well. This enfeeblement might be traced to Hurrian
penetration, the newcomers gradually attaining power and re-
moulding the governing classes.

The Hurrians did, 1n fact, leave a deep impression on the
Alalakh archives.?” Hurrians figure among those occupying high
positions, their language was widely used, even in the cultured
sections of society, they had introduced names of months into
the calendar, and kmg Abbael recalls the help he received from
their goddess Khepat in reconquering Irrid. In the aggregate,
however, to judge from the personal names, Hurrians were in the

1§C§né4.,ul. ¢ 2 G, 8, 33, no. 6. :g,g, 134.&'.
2 ,on,no.3 7' 2 )3 » NO. IT.
8 G, 8, 86, no. 269. 7 G, 6 233 f;8§v, 5, 39.
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minority, the Semites being almost twice as numerous. Attention
has also been drawn to a series of names belonging to a people
not yet identified. This people, which must have been established
in the country for a long time, reveals its presence also in the
place-names, where Semitic and Hurrian names are the excep-
tion.1 This ancient layer had been followed by the ‘West Semitic’
element, and the period covered by the archives had, in its turn,
experienced an intensive penetration by Hurrians. The trend in-
creased; towards the middle of the millennium the Hurrian ele-
ment was predominant at Alalakh (level IV), and the organization
of society itself bore the Hurrian stamp.2

Practically nothing is known of the rest of Syria. The Alalakh
tablets mention only the names of Qatna3 and Ugarit,* together
with the land of Amurru,’ already known to the Mari documents,
which was situated to the south of Qatna. Later documents in-
form us that in about the fifteenth century B.c. Hurrians were
numerous at Qatna, where their influence made itself strongly
felt. The Ugarlt texts, on the other hand, bear witness to a much
higher proportion of Semites, and there too are found many more
Semitic place-names than at Alalakh.? It seems that during the
period under consideration the surge of Hurrians had spread
southwards, but with varying results from region to region.

So far we have not had occasion to speak of the Hyksos. Some
historians have, in fact, turned their eyes upon Syrla, seekmg far
away from Egypt the starting-point of the Hyksos invasion.® The
different opinions expressed upon this still-debatable subject are
largely dependent upon the view which is taken of chronology.
It is generally allowed that the Hyksos period opened in Egypt
towards the end of the eighteenth century, the invaders having
occupied Avaris in the Delta about 1720 B.c.® Regarding Syria
and Mesopotamia we are not on such firm ground. According to
the system adopted in the present work, the date of the occupation
of Avaris falls in about the middle of the reign of Samsuiluna at
Babylon. In view of the conclusions we have reached, it would be
placed in the interval between the Mari documents and those of
Alalakh; the latter would all be included within the Hyksos
period. Neither in the Mari tablets, where one surely ought to
perceive some anticipatory signs, nor in those of Alalakh, is there
any trace of a new political power which could be connected with

1 §V: Ss 39f 2 G, 7> 56 ff.; §Vll, 7> 19 f.
3 §vi1, 9, 25, no. 259; see also above, p. 32.

4 G, 8, 99, no. 358. 5 @G,6,179. 8 §vii, 2, 13 0. 1.

7 G, 4, 69;§v, 5, 40. 8 §vii, 2, 81. ? See below, p. 52 (Ed.).
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the Hyksos. Itis true that certain movements of peoples may have
escaped attention, but there are some facts already known which
bear upon the origin of the Hyksos. At the time when these were
moving into the Delta the Hurrians were just beginning to spread
into Northern Syria, the only route they could have followed to
Egypt. This being so, it is impossible, without pushing Ham-
murabi’s date considerably farther back,! to connect the Hyksos
with the Hurrian migration. In the same way there can be no
influence of the Indo-Aryans, who appeared distinctly later,
certainly after the period of level VII at Alalakh.2 To sum up,
the local evidence leads one to believe that Syria played no part in
the Hyksos invasion. This result is not simply negative; it gives
the direction in which a solution to the Hyksos problem as a
whole will be found.

VIII. DEVELOPMENT OF THE
HURRIAN STATES

Urshu and Khashshum, the northern neighbours of Aleppo,
were under Hurrian rule at the time of Zimrilim, and there is no
doubt that their Hurrian transformation was of long standing.
Several figures of deities appear among the spoils which Khat-
tushilish brought back from Khashshum, and these belonged to
the Hurrian pantheon.? On the other side of the Euphrates the
Hurrian states of Upper Mesopotamia must have continued to
spread, but this region is plunged into almost total obscurity.
After the disappearance of Mari our sources fall silent. Towards
the beginning of the fifteenth century, when the silence is finally
broken, we are suddenly confronted with an important state,
Mitanni, which has united the whole of Northern Mesopotamia
and already extended its influence beyond the two rivers.* No-
thing is known about the phases of its development.

At the time of the Mari documents the Hurrians already
dominated several principalities in the north of Mesopotamia,
where conditions favoured their expansion. The unification of the
country by Shamshi-Adad had been ephemeral, and his territory
was divided up among numerous small states.® Some of them had
submitted more or less completely to the authority of Zimrilim, but
the fall of Mari freed them from any kind of tutelage, because
Hammurabi does not appear to have extended his conquests as
far as the ‘High Country’. With the break-up of the Babylonian

1 Cf. §viy, 4, 113. 2 See below, p. 38. 3 See below, p. 41.
8 G,4,75 L 5 See above, p. 15 f.
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empire under Abieshu® there was not even any prospect of inter-
vention from the south. To the east, Assyria too had ceased to be
a great power. Even when freed from Babylonian occupation it
remained absorbed in its internal difficulties, and efforts to bring
about a revival, later on, came to very little. At the beginning of
the fifteenth century Assyria was annexed by Saustatar and
attached to the Mitannian empire as a vassal principality.! In
the west of Upper Mesopotamia only one state capable of playing
a significant part survived, the kingdom of lamkhad. It has been
seen that the sovereigns of Aleppo had taken advantage of
the eclipse of Mari to gain a foothold on the left bank of the
Euphrates (above, p. 32), but they do not seem to have pushed
on very far in this direction.

For the Hurrians who had spread into the fertile country of
Upper Mesopotamia the way was open for seizing power to the
detriment of the Amorite invaders who had preceded them.
Settlement and conquest no doubt went hand in hand, and the
division of the country into small units made conquest easier than
in Syria. This first phase, which is one of progressive Hurrian
domination, was to be followed by a second, which would witness
the regrouping of the petty states before their final unification
within the kingdom of Mitanni. About the progress of this
unification, which must have been completed in the second half
of the sixteenth century, there is no information.

The existence of Hurrian principalities in Upper IMesopotamia
towards the end of the First Babylonian Dynasty is confirmed by
the Hittite evidence relating to Khattushilish and Murshilish.?
While he was making war in the land of Arzawa, Khattushilish
was attacked in the rear by the Hurrians. The Hittite campaign
against Urshu had taken place during the previous year. Con-
scious of the danger menacing them, the Hurrians had perhaps
decided to grasp the initiative by carrying the war into the
enemy’s camp. It is certainly from Mesopotamia that they came:
instead of naming the Hurrians, as in the Hittite version, the
Akkadian version of the res gestae makes the aggressor come from
the land of Khanigalbat.? The blow was severe and it brought
Khattushilish to the verge of disaster: the greater part of his
territory revolted, and the town of Khattusha alone, he says, re-
mained loyal, but in the end he was able to survive the ordeal.
The effort put forth by the Hurrians seems to have exhausted
them, for Khattushilish seized Khashshum a few years later, and

18§5,5,32f 2 G, 7, 64;§v, 5, 78 ff.; §1%, 1, 384.
3 §vi, 5, 79 n. 16; see below, p. 242.
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even crossed the Euphrates. When Murshilish returned from his
expedition against Babylon, he had to repulse a final assault by
the Hurrians from Mesopotamia. Those from the kingdoms to
the west of the Euphrates had certainly been put out of the fight
before the capture of Aleppo. It has been observed that the Khana
tablets contain no Hurrian names (above, p. 30). The Hurrians
therefore seem to have settled especially in the northern regions.
The formation of the Mitannian empire is linked with the
onset of a new immigration, that of the Indo-Aryans, coming from
the north-east. There is proof enough of their intervention in
several fields, although there is sometimes a tendency to overvalue
their contribution to the so-called Mitannian civilization. Basic-
ally, Mitanni was a Hurrian state, in which the language was
Hurrian; names of Indo-Aryan origin never represented more
than a minute percentage. It is usually believed that the Indo-
Aryans formed a military aristocracy imposed upon the local
peasantry. In spite of numerical weakness, therefore, their
political influence may have been dominant. However, the Hur-
rians did not wait for the stimulus of an Indo-Aryan ruling class
before spreading into Mesopotamia and Syria, nor even before
seizing power. There were already Hurrian kings in the days of
Zimrilim. The Hurrians occupy an increasingly important posi-
tion at Alalakh, but the Indo-Aryans do not figure in the tablets
of level VII,! and appear only at level IV : it is in the time between
that they must have penetrated into Syria, that is to say, in the
course of the sixteenth century. Moreover, it has not so far been
possible to establish for certain the existence of Indo-Aryan
elements before the end of the First Babylonian Dynasty.?
Mysterious invaders known by the name of Umman-Manda,

i.e. ‘Manda-host’ or ‘Host (of the) Manda’, have sometimes been
connected with the irruption of the Indo-Aryans.® The first
mention of these Umman-Manda in an historical context goes
back to the reign of Khattushilish 1.4 In a passage dealing with
the Hittite king’s campaigns in North Syria the leader of the
Umman-Manda figures among his adversaries, in company with
the general commanding the troops of Aleppo. At about the
same time, according to an account preserved in the great collec-
tion of observations of the planet Venus, Ammisaduqa of Babylon
won a victory over the Umman-Manda.5 But at this date the
Umman-Manda had long been known in Babylonia. They al-

1G,7,56f;8§vm,7,19. 2 G,7, 53 58; §vi, 2, 13 1.

3 Cf.§viy, 1, 31. 4 §vi, 5, 78 n. 14.

5 §vi, 1, 31 n. 16.
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ready appear in omen-texts of the Hammurabi period,® which do
no more than record a more ancient tradition. Umman-Manda
were spoken of long before the arrival of the Indo-Aryans; so
that the one must not be confused with the other. If, as is most
frequently believed, the term Umman-Manda has in fact a de-
scriptive sense, designating particularly noxious bands of warriors,
it may have been applied 1n certain circumstances to the Indo-
Aryaninvaders. Butinany case, further evidence is needed to attest
the presence of the latter ; the mention of the Umman-Manda alone
is not enough. In the existing state of our knowledge the Indo-
Aryan invasion does not appear to have touched Mesopotamia or
Syria before the end of the First Babylonian Dynasty and the
break-up of the old Hittite empire, following the assassination of
Murshilish I. Until this period, the Indo-Aryans could not have
had any influence upon the destiny of the Hurrian states.

IX. HURRIAN ELEMENTS IN ART
AND RELIGION

The search for Hurrian elements in art encounters two major
difficulties: the rarity of the available monuments and the un-
certainties which persist even as to the definition of Hurrian art.
The problem of knowing what properly belongs to the Hurrians
is far from having been resolved, and some authors have gone so
far as to deny them the slightest originality in the artistic field.
The Hurrians, it is true, showed a marked capacity for assimi-
lating the cultural values of the more advanced peoples with whom
they came into contact. To the Mesopotamian civilization, above
all, they were vastly indebted. However, the exchanges did
not in every case flow one way only: there is to be considered, for
example, the extent of Hurrian influence on the Hittite world 2

The most objective method is to survey the monuments and
‘works of art throughout the Mitannian kingdom as a whole at
the time of its greatest extension. This comparative study has for
its object to define the characteristics of a ‘Mitannian’ art, the
inspiration of which must have been mainly Hurrian. The survey
has been made; it has ylelded positive results, notably for the
glyptic and ceramic arts.3 But all certainty vanishes once a search
begins for the direct antecedents of this art. There is nothing to
justify adherence to any view without reservation: the problem

1 See J. Nougayrol in R.A4. 44 (1950), 12 ff. On the possibility of the Umman-

Manda being at Mari, see J. Bottéro in G, 1, vol. vi1, 224 f.
2 §1x, 1. 3 §1x, 2
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remains unresolved. Sometimes the Hurrians had been preceded
by peoples of whom we know very little, which makes the task of
giving the Hurrians their due even more complicated. This is the
case in Syria, where the most ancient layer of the population is
composed of an unknown ethnic element.! The Hurrians arrived
late 1n the country, and only after the Amorites. They cannot
therefore be allowed any part in the development of the so-called
Syrian glyptic art,2 the characteristics of which were settled at
the beginning of the period considered in this chapter.3

In the religious field the traces of Hurrian influence are more
easily discernible. At Mari six texts have been recovered among
the archives which are composed wholly or partly in Hurrian,
and are extracts from rituals.? In order to preserve their full
efficacity great care was taken to pronounce the rituals in their
original form. At Bogazkoy, too, Hurrian was to occupy an im-
portant position in the religious ceremonies. Such tablets are
proof of the value attached to the religious practices of the Hur-
rians. Apart from them there is nothing to justify us in assuming
that other aspects of religious life at Mari were affected. No
Hurrian deity was worshipped there. Attention has been drawn,
however, to three names of women, each composed of an Ak-
kadian element and the sacred name Khubat, which must be a
special form of the name of the Hurrian goddess Khepat, and this
would be her earliest appearance.® In the absence of other
information, these hybrid names would seem to come from mixed
Akkadian-Hurrian families rather than to be a sign of Hurrian
religious penetration. The women who bear them were weavers in
the royal workshops. They were not necessarily natives of Mari,
since the palace also recruited the numerous female workers it
needed from outside. In Babylonia, during the reign of Am-
miditana, a Subarian slave-woman had a name formed in a
similar way, Ummi-Khepet.”

On the other hand a Hurrian god certainly makes his ap-
pearance under the kingdom of Khana, when the king Shunukh-
rammu dates one of his years from a sacrifice made to ‘Dagan
of the Hurrians’ ($2 Hurri).® This was evidently an exceptional
occasion, for the pious acts commemorated in date-formulae are
normally the building of a temple or the dedication of a statue, a

1 See above, p. 35. 2 See Plate 68.

3 §vi, 4, 119 f.; §11, 8, part 3, 248 f.

4 §1x, 4. 5 G, 1, vol. 1, 350.

6 The name of Hé-ba-at has now appeared in a letter sent to King Zimrilim
(T.C.L. 31, no. 92, 23). 7 G, 4, 106. 8 G, 4, 63.
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throne, or an emblem. Perhaps the sacrifice in this case had a
political significance, for the god so honoured could not have been
the ordinary object of worship in the land of Khana. The god
Dagan had long been considered the supreme master of the
middle Euphrates, and it is possible that under the designation
‘Dagan of the Hurrians’, it was in fact Teshub, the great god of
the Hurrians, that was intended.

In Syria, Hurrian influence in the religious field was naturally
more marked. In one of the most ancient documents discovered
at Alalakh, which concerns the cession of this town, the king of
Aleppo, Abbael, makes a point of recalling the support given
him by the goddess Khepat.! Worship of the goddess had there-
fore been ofhicially introduced to Aleppo by this date. Khepat was
the titular wife of Teshub, and in this instance she is associated
with the god Adad, written with the ideogram 1M ; it is a question
whether the reading should not be Teshub rather than Adad.
But perhaps the question is superfluous, for in the Hurrian personal
names yielded by the Alalakh tablets ideograms concealing names
of Hurrian deities are encountered. The practice is especially
common during the late period (tablets of level IV), but it is not
unknown during the earlier.2 Teshub being identified with Adad,
each ethnic community could express the name of the Weather
God in its own language. In the Bogazkoy texts, the great god
Adad of Aleppo, to whom Zimrilim had dedicated his statue in
former years, was to become Teshub of Aleppo.3 The change
was beginning to take place in the time of Abbael since Khepat
had already taken her place beside the god of Aleppo. The mark
left by the Hurrians is revealed, too, by other references in the
Alalakh documents. Certain religious festivals have Hurrian
names,? and several names of months are also Hurrian, one of
them containing the name of the god Ashtapi.’

In addition to this, the influence of neighbouring countries re-
inforced the influence exerted by the Hurrians installed in Syria
itself. Among the northern allies of Aleppo, religion was dominated
entirely by Hurrians. When Khattushilish I sacked Khashshum,
some years after the destruction of Alalakh, he returned with a
batch of statues he had removed from the temples in the city.®
Amongthem were effigies of the god of Aleppoand his wife Khepat,
as well as a pair of silver bulls, which must have represented Sherri
and Khurri, the two great bulls which were attributes of Teshub.

1 G,8, 2s. 2 G,7 57n.111; §1%, 1, 384 n. 6.
8 §1x, 1, 390. 4 G, 8, 86, no. 269; §vi1, 9, 27, no. 264.
5 G, 8, 85, no. 263. 8 §vu, g, 82.
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CHAPTER 11

EGYPT: FROM THE DEATH OF
AMMENEMES III TO SEQENENRE II

I. THE LAST YEARS OF THE
TWELFTH DYNASTY

WHEN, in 1798 B.C., King Makherure Ammenemes IV ascended
the throne of Egypt his father and grandfather before him had
ruled the land for the greater part of a century. Itis inevitable that
he himself should have been well advanced in age at the time of his
accession and it is hardly surprising that his reign, including a
eriod of co-regency with his father, did not exceed ten years.! In
spite of its brevity, an understandable absence of brilliant achieve-
ment, and a slight falling off in the quality of the works of art pro-
duced, the reign shows little evidence of a serious decline in
Egyptian prosperity and prestige. The monuments of Ammen-
emes IV are fairly numerous and frequently of excellent work-
manship.2 They include a small, but handsome, temple at Medinet
Ma‘adi in the Faiytim which he and his father together dedicated
to the harvest-goddess Renenutet.® At Semna in the northern
Sudan the height of the Nile was-recorded in the king’s fifth regnal
year,* and at Sinai working parties of Years 4, 6, 8,-and 9 have left
testimonials of continued activity in the turquoise mines.’
“Syria evidently acknowledged Egypt’s ascendancy as of old.
Beirut has yielded a gold pectoral and a small diorite sphinx of

1 G, 5,pl 3, col. vi, 15 G, 7, 43, 86, pl. 15; §1, 7, no. 1225 §1, 6, 312; §1,
18, 68. Newberry (§1, 17) has suggested that Ammenemes IV had no independent
reign, but ruled only as his father’s co-regent and was succeeded before the latter’s
death by Queen Sobkneferu. The inclusign of his name in the kings’ lists of later times
(G, s, pl- 3, col. vi, 15 G, 16, pl. 1, left, 195 G, 11, pl. 1, Abydos 65, Saqqara 45)
and the number of inscribed monuments which bear no other name but his (foot-
note 2, below) tend, however, to make such a supposition extremely unlikely. See
also §1, 8, 464-7; G, 9, 62.

2 G, 6,vol.1, 338—41; 81, 1,177-81; G, 8, part 1, 200~2, 246, fig. 157; G, 22,
vol. 111, 215, pl. 71, 2. See also, below, nn. 3—5 and p. 43, nn. 1, 2.

8 §1, 22, 2, 10-11, 17-36, pls. 6-15, 31—5, and plan; §1, 3; §1, 15; G, 22,
vol. 11, 619—20.

4 §1, 5, 135, pl. 954 (R.1.S. 16).

5 §1, 7, nos. 33, 57, 118-22; G, 15, vol. v, 349, 355, 356, 359.

[42]
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Ammenemes IV! and in the tomb of Prince Y pshomuibi of Byblos
were found a gold-mounted obsidian casket and a fine grey stone
vase with his cartouches.? As under Ammenemes III and his pre-
decessors, the native rulers of Byblos continued to write their names
in Egyptian hieroglyphs and to use the purely Egyptian title,
hiry-S, ‘Count’, ‘Mayor’, borne from time immemorial by the
governing officials of the provinces of Egypt itself.3

The remains of two small pyramids at Mazghuna, between
Dabhshiir and El-Lisht, were once thought to have been the tombs
of Ammenemes IV and his successor, Queen Sobkneferu;* but
their close similarity to the pyramid of King Khendjer at Saqqara
(§11) makes it more likely that they are to be dated to the middle
of the Thirteenth Dynasty.?

The last ruler of the Twelfth Dynasty, the Female Horus,
Meryetre, the King of Upper and Lower Egypt, Sobkkare, the
Daughter of Re, Sobkneferu, was probably a daughter of Amme-
nemes 1II and a sister or half-sister of Ammenemes IV.6 She
survived her predecessor on the throne by less than four years, but
is known to us from the Karnak, Saqqara, and Turin lists? and
from a number of inscribed monuments—among them a Nile
mark at the Second Cataract, dated to Regnal Year 3.2 A sphinx
and three statues of Sobkneferu were found at Khati‘na in the
Delta,® and a fragmentary architrave from Kom el-‘Aqarib, near
Heracleopolis, bears her praenomen as ‘king’ and her personal
name.!® Ona fragment of column in the. Cairo Museum!! and on a
plaque from Hawiara the name of the queen appears with that of
Ammenemes III, a fact which has been interpreted—probably
erroneously—as indicating that she had ruled as a co-regent with
her father.!? Like that of Queen Nitocris of the Sixth Dynasty,13
her reign, occasioned presumably by the absence of a male heir to
the throne, marks the virtual end of a great epoch in Egyptian
history.

1 G, 15, vol. vi1, 384~5, 391. See§1, 14581, 9;§1, 4, 302; G, 22, vol. 11, 214~
15; G, 28, 171.

2 §1, 13, 15761, nos. 611, 614, pls. 88, 9o, g1, fig. 70; G, 15, vol. v, 386.

% §1, 13, 277 £5 G, 3, 2565 §1, 23, 234.

4 §1, 20, 49, 54; G, 15, vol. 1v, 76; G, 3, 260; G, 22, vol. 11, 197-200.

581, 11, 12, 33, 55 n. 1, 63, 65 n. I;§1, 12, 142 n. 4; §1, 10, 34.

8 §1, 8, 458-67, pk. 69, 11-15; §1, 17; G, 3, 251, 2689, 283.

7 G, 16, pl. 1, left, 18; G, 11, pl. 1 (Saqqara 46); G, s, pl. 3 (col. vi, 2).

8 §1, 5, 141, pl. 96 F (R.LK. 11).

® §1, 16, 21, pl. 9c; §1, 8, 458-60, pls. 6-9; G, 22, vol. 11, 597.

10 §1, 2, 34. 1 §1, 8, 464-5, pls. 14, I5.
12 &y, 17. See, however, §1, 8, 464—6.
13 See C.4.H. 13, pt. 2, ch. x1v, sects. 11 and 1v.
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II. THE DECLINE AND FALL OF THE MIDDLE
KINGDOM: THE THIRTEENTH AND
FOURTEENTH DYNASTIES

In the light of the discoveries of recent years the old conception of
the century which followed the end of the Twelfth Dynasty as an
era of political chaos and cultural collapse has had to be exten-
sively revised. From their number, the brevity of their reigns, and
the evident lack of any continuous dynastic succession it would
appear that the kings of the Thirteenth Dynasty, dominated by a
powerful line of viziers, were for the most part puppet rulers,
holding their offices, perhaps by appointment or ‘election’, for
limited periods of time.! It 1s certainly true that the weakness and
instability of the crown had an increasingly detrimental effect on
the internal prosperity of the country and on its relationships with
neighbouring foreign states. On the other hand, it is evident that
for more than a hundred years, in spite of frequent changes in the
persons of the rulers, the power of a single central government
continued to be respected throughout most of Egypt itself; royal
building activities were carried on in both the south and the north,
and, until late in the eighteenth century B.c., Egyptian prestige in
Nubia and western Asia remained largely unshaken.?

The extant versions of Manetho’s history describe the Thir-
teenth Dynasty as consisting of ‘60 kings of Diospolis’ (Thebes)
‘who reigned for 4 53 years’.3 If we substitute ‘1 §3 years’ (1786-
1633 B.C.) for the obviously erroneous ‘443 years’,* we shall find
this statement to be essentially correct. The Turin Canon appears
to have listed between fifty and sixty kings for the dynasty® and to
have omitted a number of names known to us from other sources.$

1 §m, 16, 104-5; §11, 15, 146-8; §1, 10, 38—9; §11, 5, 263-8.

2 See below, pp. 45—9. 3 G, 23, 72—5 (Fr. 38, 39a, b).

4 The ease with which this particular scribal error (YNI, 453, for PNT, 153)
could be made by Greek copyists of the early centuries of the Christian Era is
illustrated in the case of the year figure given by Manetho for the Fourteenth Dynasty
(G, 23, 74~5). In two manuscripts this figure was copied correctly as 184 and in two
others as 484. The discrepancy occurs also in two copies of the same version of
Manetho (that of Eusebius). Cf. also the figures 100 and 409 given by Manetho
for the Ninth Dynasty (G, 23, 61).

5 Cols. vi—vint (G, 5, 16-17, pl. 3).

8 Notably, in the table of kings from the temple of Amun at Karnak (G, 16, pl. 1;
G, 19, 608-10). Among the rulers whose names were not included or are now
missing in the Turin Canon are: Seneferibre Sesostris (G, 3, 314 [8]), Mersekhemre
Neferhotep (ibid. 316 [21]), Sewahenre Senebmiu (#4id. 316 [28]), Djedankhre
Mentuemsaf (i6id. 317 [29]), Menkhaure Senaayeb (ibid. 317 [30: ‘Seshib’]),
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Like their predecessors of the Eleventh and Twelfth Dynasties,
most of these kings do, in fact, seem to have been Thebans. Their
works at Deir el-Bahri, Karnak, El-Madamiid, and T6d! show a
continued devotion to the Thebaid and its gods (especially Mont),
and many of their personal names— Ammenemes, Inyotef, Sesos-
tris, Neferhotep—are of pure Theban type. Until about 1674
B.C., however, the seat of the government evidently remained, as
before, in the region of Memphis and the palace and fortified city
of Itj-towy, near El-Lisht, continued in use as a residence of the
kings.2

It is probable that the transition from the Twelfth to the Thir-
teenth Dynasty had little or no immediate effect on the condition
of Egypt and its dependencies. Sekhemre Khutowy Ammenemes
Sobkhotpe, the first pharaoh of the new dynasty, may, indeed,
have been a legitimate heir to the throne, related by blood or mar-
riage to the rulers whom he succeeded.® During the first four
years of his brief reign the height of the annual Nile flood was
duly recorded at the Second Cataract,? census-lists were drawn up
at El-Lahiin, as under the last kings of the Twelfth Dynasty,® and
additions were made to the temples at Deir el-Bahri and El-
Madamiid.® The next king, Sekhemkare Ammenemes Senbuef,
is named on monuments from both Upper and Lower Egypt;?
and, although under him the Nile-marks at Semna come to an
abrupt end, it would appear that a peaceful control over Lower
Nubia and the region of the Second Cataract continued to be main-
tained throughout the greater part of the dynasty.® In Asia, also,
Egyptian influence was still strong, and on a cylinder seal of
Sekhemkare’s second successor, King Sehetepibre 11, the prince
of Byblos, Yakin-ilum, acknowledges himself to be the servant of
the king of Egypt.® Sankhibre Ameny Inyotef Ammenemes, the
sixth ruler listed for the dynasty in the Turin Canon (vi, 10), is
Djedhetepre Dudimose (i44. 317 [33]), Sekhemre Wadjkhau Sobkemsaf (§11, 15,
113, 145), Sekhemre Sankhtowy Neferhotep (§11, 38, 219—20; Stela Cairo 20799
[J. 59635], unpublished, etc.). See G, 21, 158.

1 G, 15, vol. i1, 35, 41y 50, 525, 59, 74, 133—4; vol. v, 143—9, 16g—70.

% §1, 10, 33-8.

8 G, 13, sect. 299; G, 20, 48-9; G, 3, 283, 313, 322-3; G, 7, 26. Cf. A, 2.

4G, 15, vol. v11, 150, 1565 §11, 12, 1301, pl. g3 B (R.I.S. 2 and 3). See also §11,
31, 36, 53.

5 G, 7, 25—9, pls. 10, 11.

8 §u, 25, vol. 1, 11, pl. 10B; §11, 37, 147-56; G, 26, 9-10; G, 15, vol. v, 143,
145-6; G, 3, 313 (1); §11, 10, 76, pls. gf.

* G, 3, 313 (2); $u, 39, 188—go.

8 G, 18, 1184.; §u1, 31, 26—9.

¥ §u, 1, 11 10, 15; G, 8, part 1, 342, fig. 226.
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perhaps to be identified with ‘King Ameny, the Asiatic’, the
remains of whose small pyramid were uncovered at Dahshiir in the
spring of 1957.1 A place early in the list of Queen Sobkneferu’s
successors must be reserved for King Hetepibre Sihornedjher-
yotef, also called ‘the Asiatic’,2a statue and scarab of whom, found,
respectively, near Khata‘na in the eastern Delta and at Jericho in
Palestine, indicate that his domain was by no means confined to the
neighbourhood of Asyiit, as was once believed.3 As the eleventh
king in the succession the Turin Canon lists a second Sobkhotpe,
the son of a commoner named Nen(?)-...,% and, after him, an
obscure ruler, Renseneb, who reigned for only four months and
whose name is followed by a heading, probably only because it
happened to fall at the beginning of a page or column in the
Canon’s source document, not because he was the first of a new
‘group’ of kings.®

Inscribed monuments from Tanis, El-Madamud, and Elephan-
tine tend to show that Renseneb’s four successors, Awibre Hor,®
Sedjefakare Kay Ammenemes, Khutowyre Ugaf, and Seneferibre
Sesostris (IV), followed one another in that order.? Khutowyre (or
Re Khutowy), confused by the compiler of the Turin Canon with
Sekhemre Khutowy, the first king of the dynasty, thus takes his
proper place as the fifteenth ruler in the succession.® A statue of
this pharaoh, found at Semna, suggests that under him the Egyp-
tians were still maintaining their border defences at the Second
Cataract.®

Userkare, with the un-Egyptian personal name, Khendjer,
built for himself at South Saqqara a small brick pyramid, cased
‘with limestone and provided below ground with a complicated
system of stairways and passages leading to a quartzite burial
chamber.l® Nearby is alarger royal pyramid of the same type and
obviously of the same period, but unfortunately without any indica-
tion of the name of its owner; and at Mazghiina are two other
unidentified pyramids so like those of Khendjer and his companion

1 §m, 21, 81—2; §11, 40. See Orientalia, 37 (1968), 325-38.

2 Or ‘the Asiatic’s son’, Hornedjheryotef.

3 §1, 8, 458-631, 470. Cf.§n, 39, 194; G, 3, 288, 317 (31).

4 See G, g, pl. 3, col. 15 (p. 16).

5 G, 9, 83—4. Cf. G, 13, sects. 2gg—301I.

6 Turin Canon v, 17. §11, 24, 88~106, pls. 33—8. See Plate 70.

7 §1, 10, 34 n. 193 G, 3, 284—35, 314 (6-8), 322-3. See also Turin Canon vI,
17-19.

8 g;, 3, 322-3; G, 20, 49, 52. Cf. A, 2.

? G, 18, 119.

10 §1, 11.
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that they must be assigned to the same general time.! Userkare
Khendjer was probably also the owner of a much-discussed stela in
the Louvre, on which hisusual praenomen appears to have been re-
placed by that of his famous predecessor, King Nymare (Ammen-
emes III) of the Twelfth Dynasty.2 This and a companion stela
refer to restorations and other work carried out in the Twelfth
Dynasty temple at Abydos by the phyle-leader, Amenyseneb, in
one case under the direction of the Vizier Ankhu.? After a reign
of probably not more than four years Khendjer was succeeded by
a general of the army, who adopted the throne-name, Semenkh-
kare, and who is known chiefly from two colossal statues found at
Tanis in the north-east Delta.t

The high point of the dynasty was reached during the reigns of
Sobkemsaf I, Sobkhotpe III, and the brothers, Neferhotep and
Sobkhotpe IV.

King Sekhemre Wadjkhau Sobkemsaf I is apparently not listed
among the kings of the Thirteenth Dynasty in the Turin Canon;?
but a number of architectural elements bearing his name, found at
El-Madamud, associate him with Sekhemre Sewadjtowy Sobk-
hotpe I1I and tend to identify him as the latter’s predecessor.® He
is known from inscriptions in the quarries of the Wadi Hammamat,
one dated to Year 7 of his reign,? from a graffito in the Shatt er-
Rigal,at the beginning of a caravan route to Nubia,® and from
various monuments discovered at Abydos, Thebes, Karnak Tod,
and Elephantine.® A papyrus in the Brooklyn Museum preserves,
among other texts, two royal decrees addressed to the Vizier Ankhu
and dated to Years [ 5 ’]and 6 of a reign which appears to have been
his.1® To his reign, also, is probably to be assigned the shorter of the

1 See above, p. 43, nn. 4, 5.

2 §u, 5, 265-6. Cf. G, 3, 314 (11, 12), 325-8.

3 §m, 5, 263 n. 5, 265; G, 3, 314 (12).

4 Turin Canon v1, 21. G, 3, 314 (13).

5 For a partial list of similar omissions see above, p. 44 n. 6.

8 G, 15, vol. v, 146 (also 144—5, 148); vol. vi1, 332—3. See especially §11, 37,
170 and nn. 1, 2. See also §11, 10, 3—9; §11, 39, 189. Formerly assigned by Winlock
(§11, 41, 268—9, 272) to the Seventeenth Dynasty, Sekhemre Wadjkhau was subse-
quently conceded by the same author (G, 27, viii, 132—3, 135—7) to have belonged to
the Thirteenth Dynasty and to have been buried, not at Thebes (where there is no
record of his ever having had a tomb), but in northern Egypt. Among those who
adhere to Winlock’s earlier view are Stock (G, 20, §7-8, 76—9), Drioton-Vandier
(G, 3, 328—9), and Beckerath (§11, 5, 266 n. 29).

? G, 15, vol. vi1, 332-3.

8 G, 27, 72, 132-3, pl. 38¥; G, 15, vol. v, 207 (no. 385).

® G, 15,vol. 11, 52, 133; vol. v, 46-7; §11, 39, 189—90; §11, 36, 76, pl. 7 (2, 5).

10 §u, 15, 71-85, 145-6.
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two documents known as Papyrus Bulaq 18, a fragmentary
account-papyrus dated to ‘ Regnal Year 5’ and containing mention
of a storehouse of the Vizier Ankhu.! A canopic chest, found at
Thebes and at present in Leiden, is now believed to have belonged,
not to this king, but to Sekhemre Shedtowy Sobkemsaf II of the
Seventeenth Dynasty.2

Like many of his predecessors and successors, Sobkhotpe III
made no attempt to conceal his humble birth, and the names of his
untitled parents, Mentuhotpe and Yauheyebu are found with
some frequency on his monuments.® These are both numerous
and widely distributed.* At El-Madamiid he re-inscribed a colon-
nade and several doorways in the temple of Mont?and at El-Lisht,
near the Residence city of Itj-towy, he contributed offerings to the
pyramid-temple of King Sesostris I of the Twelfth Dynasty.8 His
name occurs at EI-Kab both in the temple? and in the tomb of
Sobknakhte, a provincial official, whose titles are reminiscent of
those of the nomarchs of the earlier Middle Kingdom and whose
autobiographical inscriptions suggest a local attempt to revive the
past glories of the feudal nobility.® Members of the king’s exten-
sive family, including two of his wives, appear on three Upper
Egyptian stelae and a sandstone altar from the island of Siheil, in
the First Cataract.®

The longer manuscript of Papyrus Bulaq 18, a journal itemizing
the revenues and expenses of the pharaonic court duringa month’s
sojourn at Thebes, is probably to be assigned to the reign of
Sobkhotpe I11.1° This document not only lists the numerous bene-
ficiaries of the king’s bounty—members of the royal family, high
government officials (including, notably, the great vizier, Ankhu),
and minor functionaries of the court—but also names three depart-
ments (warut) of the administration which, besides their other
functions, handled various classes of royal revenue: ‘the wares of

1 Op. cit. 73, 145~6, footnotes 279, 505.

2 @G, 27, 139—40, pl. 20; §u, 41, 268.

3 G, 24, 41112, 416~17, 838; §11, 23, 20-8.

4 G, 6, vol. 11, 19-22; G, 3, 315 (16); G, 14, 234-5.

5 G, 15, vol. v, 146—9; §11, 37, 163—71; §11, 10, 39, pls. 5 fF.

8 §1, 10, 34 n. 20. ? §m, 38, 218£; §n, 8, 22-3, 87, pls. 30-2.
8 §11, 35 (see especially pls. 7, 8). 9 §11, 23, 20-8.

10 §1, 10, 38—9; §11, 15, 145-6. Cf. Beckerath (§11, 5, 266—8), who rightly points
out that the members of the king’s family listed in Pap. Bulaq 18 differ from those
named on the extant monuments of Sobkhotpe III; but whose reading of the king’s
name in the papyrus as ‘Amun[emhe’t]’-Sobkhotpe is almost certainly incorrect
(see G, 3, 327) and whose creation of a second and earlier vizier, also named Ankhu,
seems unjustified (see A, 2).
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the Head of the South’, ‘the Treasury’, and ‘the Office of the
Provider-of-People’, or Labour Bureau.! Studied in conjunction
with the El-Lahan papyri and other documents of the same
general period, it is a most valuable source of information on the
elaborate administrative organization of Egypt during the late
Middle Kingdom.2

Among these other documents is a fragmentary papyrus in the
Brooklyn Museum, the verso of which carries a long list of
servants, dated to Sobkhotpe III’s first and second regnal years
and including forty-five Asiatic men, women, and children
attached to the household of a single Upper Egyptian official.3
If, as seems likely; similar groups of these outlanders were to be
found in well-to-do households throughout the whole of Egypt,
the Asiatic inhabitants of the country at this period must have been
many times more numerous than has generally been supposed.
Whether or not this largely slave population could have played a
part in hastening, or in paving the way for, the impending Hyksos
domination is difficult to say; but through intermarriage and
the like it presumably would have had the effect of lessening
appreciably the resistance of Egypt’s population as a whole to an
Asiatic overlordship.

A careful estimate places the eleven-year reign of King Khase-
khemre Neferhotep I at about 1740—-17308.c.? The date is impor-
tant, for a fragmentary relief found at Byblos shows that at this
time the sovereignty of the Egyptian king was still acknowledged
in Syria and makes it reasonably certain that the whole of the
Delta, except for the district of Xois,® was still under his control.
The relief apparently represented King Neferhotep I and, seated
before him, his vassal, the Byblite Prince Yantin, tentatlvely
identified as a son of that Yakin-ilum who governed Byblos in the
days of Neferhotep’s predecessor, King Sehetepibre I1.7 South-
wards the king’s authority extended at least to the First Cataract,
as is indicated by a statue in the sanctuary of Hekayeb at Ele-
phantine® and by graffiti on the island of Konosso and elsewhere in

1§11, 33, 51—-68. See also §1, 10, 36 n. 33,

2 G, 3, 302-8, 321-2; §11, 15, 134-44.

3 §u1, 135, 87-109, 1334, 148—9 §11, 2; §m, 28.

4§, 135, 149.

5 Figuring from the end of the Twelfth Dynasty in 1786 s.c., but taking into
consideration the reigns of such unlisted kings as Sesostris IV and Sobkemsaf I, we
arrive at the same dating for Neferhotep I as that obtained by Albright in 1945
§u, 1, 16-17).

8 See below, pp. §53-4. 7 G, 15, vol. vi1, 389. See §11, 1, 11 ff.

8 §1, 39, 189,
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the neighbourhood of Aswan.! Two of these rock inscriptions
record the names of the king’s wife, Senebsen,? and four of the
royal children. One of Neferhotep’s most interesting monuments
is a great sandstone stela which he caused to be set up at Abydos.?
Here it is told how the pharaoh, seeking guidance for his pro-
jected works in the temple of Osiris, consulted the ancient writings
in the library of the temple of Atum at Heliopolis before despatch-
ing an agent upstream to Abydos to carry out the work. Funerary
figures of the king’s son, Wahneferhotep, and a court official,
named Bener, were found near the pyramid of Sesostris I at El-
Lisht,? and it is highly probable that the king himself and the rest
of his court were buried not far away.

Haankhef and Kemi, the parents of Neferhotep I, are also
claimed as father and mother by Khaneferre Sobkhotpe 1V, who,
following the brief reign of a King Sihathor, occupied the throne,
which his brother had recently vacated, for at least eight years.
It may have been during a later period—perhaps the Twenty-
fifth Dynasty—that a statue of this pharach was transported to the
island of Argo, above the Third Cataract.® Similarly, three other
statues of Sobkhotpe 1V, found at Tanis (modern San el-Hagar)
in the north-eastern Delta,” appear to have been carried thither
from Memphis or Avaris—Pi1-Ramesse—in the Twenty-first or
Twenty-second Dynasty, and a fourth may have been brought
from T38d or Asfun el-Matéa‘na in southern Upper Egypt.2 We
know, in any event, that within a very few years after the accession
of this king the ancient town of Avaris, twelve miles south of
Tanis, was in the hands of the Hyksos,? and we must suppose
that even during his reign Egyptian authority in the Delta was
being gradually overshadowed by that of the Asiatic intruders.
The existence of a king of the Fourteenth Dynasty at Xois,1? and
perhaps also of a Hyksos prince at Avaris, lends colour to the
statement of Artapanus (first century B.c.) that King ‘Chenefres’

1 G, 13, vol. v, 246, 250, 254.

2 Often confused with a later Queen Senebsen of the Seventeenth Dynasty,
mentioned in the tomb of Renseneb (no. g)at EI-Kab (G, 15, vol. v,184). See G, 3,
329; G, 20, 57.

3 G, 3,315 (17); G, 135, vol. v, 44.

4 G, 8, part 1, 349-50; §11, 22, 22.

5 §u, 3, 32—3, pls. 16 (2), 17 (2). See also G, 6, vol. 11, 31-8; G, 3, 315 (18);
§1y, 11, 81-2.

§ G, 3, 286—7; 8§11, 6, 411, fig. 26; §11, 29, 363 n. 4.

7 G, 3, 315 (18, 1); §11, 18, 160, 167.

8 G, 15, vol. v, 167; §11, 18, 160, 167. See §1, 8, 558—9; G, 8, part 1, 339.

? See below, sect. 1. 19 See below, pp. 53-4.
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(= Khaneferre?) was ‘ruler of the regions above Memphis, for
there were at that time several kings in Egypt’.! A great stela set
up by Sobkhotpe IV at Karnak lets it be known that the pharaoh,
though an infrequent visitor to Thebes, was a native of that city,
and tells of his additions and donations to the temple of Amun,
including four steers supplied, respectively, by the Department
(waret) of the Head of the South, the Office of the Vizier, the
Treasury, and the Office of the Provider-of-People.2 The Vizier
Iymeru, son of Iymeru, who held office in this reign, was probably
a member of the extensive and powerful family of the great
Vizier Ankhu, mentioned with such frequency in the preceding
paragraphs.?

The monuments of Khaankhre Sobkhotpe V include several
scarabs on which his praenomen and that of Sobkhotpe IV seem to
be written together in the same cartouche.* The names of Sobk-
hotpe V, Mersekhemre Neferhotep I1,° and, possibly, Sekhemre
Sankhtowy Neferhotep 1116 may have occupied the three lines
which appear to be missing at the bottom of column vr of the
Turin Canon.” The last of these three kings is said on a stela from
Karnak to have been ‘one who entered’ and nourished Thebes
‘when it had fallen into need’, ‘one who lifted up his city when it
was sinking and protected it and foreign peoples, one who
[un]ited(?) for it foreign lands which had rebelled’ and ‘one who
overthrew the enemies who had rebelled against him, inflicting
slaughter on those who had attacked [him]’. In the same text the
pharaoh is spoken of as being ‘adorned with the kAepresh-helmet’,
or Blue Crown, in what is apparently the earliest mention of this
crown in existing Egyptian records.3

After Khahetepre Sobkhotpe VI® at the top of column vir the
Turin Canon lists a King Wahibre Yayebi, who was perhaps
identical with the Vizier Yayebi, named on a stela from western
Thebes and on a statuette now in Bologna.l® His relatively long

1 G, 23 73n. 3.

2 Stela Cairo J. 51911, unpublished, but referred to in §11, 9, 149; §11, 17, 87,
89; §11, 27, 8-9; §1, 10, 37; §11, 15, 54-6, 134; G, 3, 306-7, 322.

3 §u, 29; §1, 10, 39; §11, 15, 735 §11, 5, 263 .

4 G, 24, 848, 850. See G, 3,287, 316, 630; G, 21,162; G, 13, sect. 3004 (13).

5 G, 3,288, 316 (21). 8 §11, 38, 218—20; §11, 7, 625.

7 G, 5, pl. 3 (cf. cols. vi1 and 1x).

8 Stela Cairo 20799 (J. §9635). See §11, 38. Iam grateful to J. J. Clére for an
annotated hand-copy of the text of this unpublished stela. On the Blue Crown see
§11, 34. Naville’s ‘XIth Dynasty’ relief from Deir el-Bahri with a king wearing the
Blue Crown (§11, 25, vol. 11, pl. 11E) is actually a fragmentary votive stela of the
New Kingdom.

? G, 3, 287, 316 (20). 10 G, 8, part 1, 345, fig. 227; §11, 26, 130 n. 3.
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reign of almost eleven years appears to have produced few monu-
ments, and he is known to us chiefly from the stela of a Theban
official, named Sihathor, the small fragments of a faience bowl,
found at El-Lahiin, and a number of seals.!

The principal existing monument of King Merneferre Iy,?
who came to the throne about 1700 B.c., is the diorite capstone of
his pyramid, found, with a second, uninscribed pyramidion, on or
near the site of Avaris in the eastern Delta.3 This ruler would thus
appear to have been not only a native and perhaps a resident of
Avaris, but also a vassal of the Hyksos, whose occupation of the
town in about 1720 B.c. seems reasonably well established.t
Faced with the growing power of the Asiatics in Lower Egypt,
the dynasty now began more and more clearly to show its lack
of stability and other basic weaknesses, and the decline, which
heretofore had been slow and irregular, was greatly accelerated.
Although King Iy himself ruled for nearly twenty-four years®—
the longest recorded reign of the whole dynasty—few of his
successors have left monuments of a historical nature and most of
them exist for us only as names in later kings’ lists. An interesting
exception is Merhetepre Ini (Turin Canon vir, 4), who is shown
by the so-called Juridical Stela of Karnak to have had as his
contemporary the grandfather of a subject of the pharaoh
Nebiryerawet I of the Seventeenth Dynasty.$

King Djedneferre Dudimose, part of whose name may be pre-
served 1n column vir of the Turin Canon, ten places after that of
Merhetepre, has been plausibly identified by a number of modern
scholars with the King ‘Tutimaios’, in whose reign, according to
Manetho, Egypt was subdued by the Hyksos.” Since theaccession
of Dudimose cannot be placed before 1674 B.c. and we have seen
that the Hyksos were firmly established in the eastern Delta as
early as 1720 B.C., it is probable that the event which Manetho
had in mind was the occupation of Memphis (and the Residence
city of Itj-towy) by the Hyksos King Salitis, the founder of the
Fitteenth Dynasty.8

With the ancient capital in the hands of the Asiatics, the Middle
Kingdom fell to pieces. The last score or so of kings assigned to
the Thirteenth Dynasty® were clearly only local rulers—Lower
Egyptian vassals of the Hyksos or Upper Egyptian dynasts,

1 .G, 3,316 (23). 2 Jbid. 316 (24).

3 §1, 8, 4719, 558. 4 See below, sect. 1v.

5 G, s, 16, pl. 3 (col. viy, 3). 8 §11, 20, 35 f1.; §11, 19, 893 f.
7 §u, 1, 15 n. 445 G, 20, 63; G, 27, 96; §11, 32, 62.

8 See below, sect. 1. 9 Turin Canon vi1, 14—vuI, 3.
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reigning at the most over a few nomes and frequently over no more
than a single town. Djedneferre Dudimose himself is known to us
only from monuments found in the nome of Thebes, at Deir el-
Bahri and Gebelein.! The titulary of his successor, Djedhetepre
Dudimose I, occurs on a stela from Edfu.2 One or the other of
these two kings is named on another stela from Edfu, in a rock
inscription at El-Kab, and, perhaps, on a piece of an alabaster
bowl from Kerma.? Like those of Dudimose I, the known monu-
ments of King Sewahenre Senebmiu of the Karnak List and of
King Djedankhre Mentuemsaf are limited to Deir el-Bahri and
Gebelein in the Theban nome.* The king’s son, Nehsy (‘the
Nubian’), on the other hand, seems to have resided at Avaris, the
Hyksos capital, where, like his Asiatic overlords, he contributed
monuments to the temple of the god Seth.> With the now meaning-
less title, ‘King of Upper and Lower Egypt’, he appears in
the Turin Canon as one of the last rulers listed there for the
Thirteenth Dynasty.® To this period may belong also an Upper
Egyptian king, named Menkhaure Senaayeb, whose authority
was apparently confined to the nome 'of This,” and a King
Meryankhre Mentuhotpe, the owner of a headless figure from
Karnak and a green schist statuette in the British Museum.?

Following the fall of Memphis in 1674 B.c., Thebes evidently
became the principal rallying-point of the native rulers who, in
the shadow of a foreign overlordship, attempted to carry on the
traditions of the Middle Kingdom; it was here in about 16 50 B.c.
that the founders of a new native dynasty—the Seventeenth—
arose to keep alive the embers of Egyptian independence and to
prepare the way for their warlike successors, under whom the
Hyksos were eventually defeated and driven from the country.®
Technically, the Thirteenth Dynasty of Manetho and of the Turin
Canon continued to exist until 1633 B.c.—probably in the persons
of various Upper Egyptian princes, allied with or subordinate to
the Seventeenth Dynasty of Thebes.

Throughout the regime of the Thirteenth Dynasty and for some
thirty years after its fall the district of Xois in the swamplands of

1 G, 3, 317 (32); G, 27, 94—5 (“The base of an alabaster statue’ from Kerma,
referred to there, evidently never existed).

281, 45 G, 27, 94-55 G, 3, 317 (33)-

3 §u1, 14, 189—90; G, 26, 27-8; §11, 30, parts 1—3, 101, 391; parts 4—5, 517,
5545 G, 18, 11135 §11, 32, 62.

* G, 3, 316 (28), 317 (29).

5 Op. ciz. 288, 317 (34); §11, 18, 157.

¢ G, 5, pl. 3 {col. vii, 1). 7 G, 3, 317 (30, ‘Seshib”).

8 §11, 13. See Plate 71(2). 98 See below, sect. v.
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the western Delta maintained at least a nominal independence and
was ruled by a long line of local kings, or governors, known to us,
through Manetho, as the Fourteenth Dynasty. In the fragmentsof
Manetho’s history preserved in Africanus and in one of the versions
of Eusebius the dynasty is assigned seventy-six kings and a dura-
tion of 184 years.! Assuming Xois to have seceded from the rest
of Egypt with the break-up of the Twelfth Dynasty in 1786 B.c.,
this would carry the independent government of the redoubtable
little state through to 1603 B.c., three-quarters of a century after
the greater part of the country had fallen prey to the Asiatic
intruders and less than thirty years before the rise of the New
Kingdom. Although scarcely any monuments of the rulers of the
Fourteenth Dynasty are known, many of their names are pre-
served in columns viri—x of the Turin Canon, and the total number
of seventy-two kings indicated there agrees well with that derived
by Manetho from evidently dependable historical sources. The fall
of the dynasty is heralded, perhaps, by the appearance of the
Asiatic (7) ruler Bebnem, or Beblem, at the end of column 1x of
the Turin Canon.?

ITI. THE HYKSOS INFILTRATION AND THE
FOUNDING OF THE FIFTEENTH DYNASTY

It is now generally recognized that the Hyksos domination of
Egypt was not the outcome of a sudden invasion of the country by
the armies of a single Asiatic nation. It would seem, rather, to
have resulted from the infiltration into the Delta durmg 'the
declining years of the Middle Kingdom of groups of several
different western Asiatic peoples, chiefly Semites, forced south-
ward, perhaps, by widespread disturbances in the lands to the
north and east of Egypt.2 To the Egyptians the intruders appeared
to be the same Asiatic folk (*Amu’, ‘Setjetiu’, ‘Mentjiu [of]
Setjet’, men of ‘Retenu’)as those who from time immemorial had
harassed the north-east border and already, during the First
Intermediate Period, had overrun the Delta.4 Their tribal leaders,
or sheikhs, were called Hikau-khoswer, ‘Princes of the Desert

1 G, 23, 74-5 (fr. 41); G, 27, 95-6.

2 G, 5, Pl 3 (1%, 30); 811, 32,5535 G, 20, 64 f. According to Gardiner (4, 5, 442)
the name of the preceding ruler is now to be read Nebennati.

3 §u, 32, 54MF.; §u1, 21, 1205 §111, 4.

4§, 12, 8; §111, 6, 98—9, T02~5; §111, 7, 47-8, pl. 6 (col. 37); §11, 14, 14~33
passim; §u1, 8, 45-6; §111, 9, 1984F, pl. 1, lines 4, 11, 16. See also §111, 12, 7;
§ui, 22, 84-6.
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Uplands’, or ‘Rulers of Foreign Countries’, from which was
probably derived the Manethonian term, ‘Hyksos’, now com-
monly used to describe the peoples as a whole. The title had been
applied by the Egyptians to the chieftains of Nubia as far back as
the late Old Kingdom? and to the bedawin princes of Syria and
Palestine at least as early as the first half of the Twelfth Dynasty;
it occurs, for example, in the Story of Sinuhe and in a well-known
scene, showing a group of Amu, in the tomb of the Nomarch
Khnumbhotpe at Beni Hasan.3

That the Hyksos rise to power met with some resistance on the
part of the Egyptians goes without saying and in the course of the
resulting conflict it was inevitable that towns should be burned,
temples damaged, and segments of the native population sub-
jected to hardships and cruelties.t Once the foreigners were in
control they undoubtedly ruled the country with a firm hand,
imposing heavy taxes upon the people of the occupied areas and
collecting tribute from the vassal kingdoms to the south. Their
administration, in which Egyptian officials apparently partici-
pated, seems, however, not to have been unduly harsh or oppres-
sive and was probably accepted with complacency and even
actively supported by many of their subjects.®* However we may
evaluate them, they were evidently not the ruthless barbarians
conjured up by the Theban propagandists of the early New
Kingdom and the Egyptian writers of later periods.® The Hyksos
kings of the Fifteenth Dynasty sponsored the construction of
temple buildings and the production of statues, reliefs, scarabs,
and other works of art and craftsmanship; and, curiously enough,
some of our best surviving copies of famous Egyptian literary and
technical works date from the time of these kings.?

On the other hand, with the well-founded doubts which now
exist regarding their association with the so-called ‘Hyksos forts’
the Tell el-Yahtidiya pottery, and other products formerly attri-
buted to them,® there seems to be little ground left to support the
view that they possessed a distinctive culture of their own. In
Egypt they borrowed extensively from the ancient civilization in
the midst of which they found themselves. Their rulers wrote their

1§, 32, 56; §u1, 12, 7. 2 §u, 23, 109, 134.

3 Sinuhe B.98, 176; G, 15, vol. 1v, 145-6; §11, 32, 56 n. 3.

¢ G, 23, 789 (fr. 42); §111, 7, 47-8, pl. 6 (cols. 36-8); §111, 22, 84; §111, 12, 8,
34f.

5 §u, 32, 65, 70; §111, 20, 56. 6 See above, n. 4.

7 See, for example, §1i1, 13, 171

8 §m, 19, 88-90; §11, 32, 56-61; §11, 17, 107-T1.
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names in Egyptian hieroglyphs, adopted the traditional titles of the
kings of Egypt, used throne names compounded in the Egyptian
manner, and sometimes even assumed Egyptian personal names.!
Their admiration for Egyptian art is attested by the number of
statues, reliefs, and minor works which they either usurped or had
copied—probably by Egyptian craftsmen—from good Middle
Kingdom originals; and their production of that peculiarly
Egyptian type of seal-amulet, the scarab, was nothing short of
prodigious.

Like the native rulers, the Hyksos princes instituted an official
religion, modelled on that of the Egyptians, and adopted as their
state god an Egyptian divinity who happened to be especially
revered in the region where they established their first base of
operations. This was Seth of Avaris, originally an Upper Egyptian
god, whose cult seems to have been transplanted to the Sethroite
nome in the north-east Delta sometime before the beginning of
the Fourth Dynasty.2 Itis not improbable that the Hyksos recog-
nized in Seth of Avaris the counterpart of one of their Asiatic
deities, and his appearance, as preserved for us on one of their
scarabs,3 is distinctly Asiatic in character; but his identification
with the Semitic Baal or Resheph or with the Hittite Teshub was a
subsequent development, resulting from, rather than leading to,
his appropriation by the Hyksos.? A nude female figure which
also appears on scarabs of the Hyksos Period has been thought
to represent the goddess Anat or Attar-Astarte, referred to in
later texts as the consort of Seth-Baal.5 Contrary to a New King-
dom tradition,® other Egyptian divinities besides Seth seem to
have been accepted by the intruders, notably the sun god Re,
whom they honoured in their throne names.

For the Egyptians, in return, the Hyksos did two things. They
rid them once and for all of the old feeling of self-sufficiency and
false security, born of a misplaced confidence in Egypt’s unassail-
able superiority over, and aloofness from, the other nations of the
world ; and, because they themselves were Asiatics with a kingdom
which appears to have embraced northern Sinai and much of
Palestine, they brought Egypt into more intimate and continuous
contact with the peoples and cultures of western Asia than ever
before in her history. Over the bridge established by the Hyksos

1 Three Hyksos rulers, for example, adopted the common Middle Kingdom
personal name, Apopy (Apophis).

2 §u1, 10, 77-84; §11, 32, 64; §111, 25, 149. Cf. §my, 11, 364.

3§11, 32, 64. 4§11, 25, 149. Cf. §m, 11, 23—4, 364.

5 §u, 32, 64 nn. 6, 7. 8 Op. cit. 64 n. 8.
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and maintained by the pharaohs of the New Kingdom there flowed
into the Nile Valley in unprecedented quantity new blood strains,
new religious and philosophical concepts, and new artistic styles
and media, as well as epoch-making innovations of a more prac-
tical nature. Though the horse and, probably, the horse-drawn
chariot may indeed have been known in the valley of the Nile,
as in Mesopotamia, before the time of the Hyksos,! our earliest
references to their use in warfare are found in a text of the Theban
king Kamose, late in the history of the Hyksos occupation.?
Through their Hyksos adversaries the Egyptians probably first
became acquainted with the composite bow, bronze daggers and
swords of improved types, and other advances in the equipment
and technique of war, as well as with some of the important
western Asiatic innovations in the arts of peace which we encounter
in Egypt for the first time under the Eighteenth Dynasty.? Repre-
sented as an unmitigated disaster by native historians of later
times, the Hyksos domination appears actually to have provided
the Egyptians with both the incentive and the means towards
‘world” expansion and so laid the foundations and, to a great
extent, determined the character of the New Kingdom, or, as it is
often called, ‘the Empire’.

In Egypt we can recognize two principal stages in the Hyksos
rise to power, the first of which had its origin in the north-eastern
Delta during the last quarter of the eighteenth century B.c. This
was the time of the Asiatic occupation of the town of Hatwaret,
or Avaris, and the elevation of its local divinity, Seth, to the status
of chief god of the newly established principality, a move probably
accompanied by an extensive rebuilding of the temple of the god.
By great good fortune the 4ooth anniversary of this event,
apparently celebrated about 1320 B.c. in the reign of the Eight-
eenth Dynasty pharaoh, Horemheb, is commemorated on a granite
stela erected on the site of Avaris by King Ramesses II of the
Nineteenth Dynasty. From this monument, generally known as
‘the Stela of Year 400’, we gather that the ‘accession’ of ‘King
Seth Apehty, the Ombite’—evidently the god Seth himself—
took placeat Avaris around 1720 B.c., and we may infer that thein-
stallation there of his Hyksos worshippersoccurred at the same time.

There followed a period of consolidation and expansion of the
Hyksos power in Lower Egypt under a series of Asiatic princes,
whose names are for the most part unknown to us. One of the

1 §uy, 3, 249-51. % §u, 32, §9; §u, 20, 56, 58,

3 G, 27, 150-70. See, however, §111, 19, 88—9o; §11, 32, 60—1; §111, 20, 58.
4 G, 15, vol. 1v, 23. :
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first of these chleftams, however, may have been the Klng Aqgen,
whose name—meaning ‘The-Donkey(-God)-is-strong’ —appears
in the Berlin genealogy of Mempbhite priests early in the interval
between the Middle and New Kingdoms.! To the latter part of
this phase may perhaps be assigned such early Hyksos princes as
Anather and Semgqen,? listed in our chronological table as the
founders of the Manethonian *Sixteenth Dynasty’

In 1674 B.c. began the succession of six important Hyksos rulers,
whom Manetho calls the Fifteenth Dynasty3 and who, according
to the Turin Canon (column x, 15—21%), reigned for a total of 108
years.5 Since this would bring us down to 1567 B.c., when the
last Hyksos was driven from Egypt by the founder of the New
Kingdom, it is probable that the numerous other Hyksos ‘kings’
of the same period were merely chiefs of the many different
Asiatic tribes banded together under the leadership of the
Great Hyksos. In this category would fall the seventy-five
‘shepherd kings’ assigned by Africanus to the Sixteenth and
Seventeenth Dynasties,® the eight foreign (?) names listed at the
end of column x of the Turin Canon? ( = the Sixteenth Dynasty ?),
and the quantity of unplaced Hyksos rulers mentioned on scarabs
and other small monuments.

Since our present information on the first two kings of the
Fifteenth Dynasty is drawn chiefly from a portion of Manetho’s
history, cited by Josephus in his Contra Apionem, we can do no
better than to quote from a standard translation of this work.®
After describing the ease with which the Hyksos gained their
initial control of Egypt and the barbarities which they sub-
sequently committed agamst its cities and their inhabitants, the
account goes on to say: ‘Finally, they appointed as king one of
their number whose name was Salitis. He had his seatat Memphis,
levying tribute from Upper and Lower Egypt, and always leaving
garrisons behind in the most advantageous positions. Above all,
he fortified the district to the east, foreseeing that the Assyrians,9

1§, 2, 106, pl. 2 (3, 12); §uy, 12, 12, 25. See also §u1, 1, 171-2.

2 G, 24,473 n. 2, 492, 5§34 n. 3, 729-30, 825; G, 20, 64.

3 See G, g, 36-8

4 =G, 5, pl 3 col. X, 14—-21. In Gardiner’s plate the three small fragments
below fr. 152 evidently need to be moved down one line. See §1y, s, 56, pl. 10.

5 The figure ‘108’ read by Farina in his publication of the Turin Canon (§11,
5, §6), has been questioned by Parker (§111, 16). See, however, G, 5, 17 [%, 21];
§11, 1, 17 and n. 49.

8 G, 23,92-5; G,9,38. 7 G,5,pl 3, col x, 22-29. & G, 23, 78-83.

9 Manetho’s anachronistic term for some warlike people of western Asia, whose
real name is unknown to us.
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as they grew stronger, would one day covet and attack his king-
dom. In the Saite [Sethroite] nome he found a city very favour-
ably situated on the east of the Bubastite branch of the Nile and
called Auaris after an ancient religious tradition. This place he
rebuilt and fortified with massive walls, planting there a garrison
of as many as 240,000 heavy-armed men to guard his frontier.
Here he would come in summertime, partly to serve out rations
and pay his troops, partly to train them carefully in manceuvres
and so strike terror into foreign tribes. After reigning for 19
years, Salitis died; and a second king, named Bnén, succeeded
and reigned for 44 years.’

In the Manethonian ‘Salitis’ we may probably recognize the
King Sharek, or Shalek, who in the genealogical table of Memphite
priests is placed one generation before the well-known Hyksos
pharaoh, Apophis (I), and two generations before Nebpehtyre
(Amosis), the founder of the Eighteenth Dynasty.l It is not
unlikely that he is also to be equated with a King Mayebre Sheshi,
whose seals and seal impressions, of early Hyksos types, are both
numerous and widely distributed, examples of the latter having
been found as far south as the Middle Kingdom trading post at
Kerma, near the Third Cataract of the Nile.2 This does not neces-
sarily imply that the Hyksos rule had been extended to the
northern Sudan or even to Lower Nubia, where a line of native
princes may already have set up an independent government.3
There is, on the other hand, considerable likelihood that, as
Manetho suggests, Salitis, besides occupying the old capital city
of Mempbhis, overran the whole of Egypt and that his successors,
down to the time of Apophis I, controlled the country as far south
as Gebelein and probably all the way to the First Cataract.? In
the Turin Canon (column x, 145) the first Hyksos ruler of the
Fifteenth Dynasty is ascribed a reign of [1]3 (or [2]3?) years,

which is at no great variance with the nineteen years assigned to
Salitis by Manetho.

Another early and evidently powerful Hyksos ruler, known to

us chiefly from scarabs, was Meruserre Yak-Baal or Yakeb-Baal,

whose Semitic personal name was transcribed into Egyptian as
“Yakubher’.® Like those of Mayebre Sheshi, sealings of Yakub-

1§, 2, 99, 106-7, pl. 2 (3, 6); G, 9, 37.

? G, 8, part 2, 4~5; §11, 30, parts 45, 756, fig. 168; §1, 20, 59-61. Cf. G,
20, 43—5, 64—7; §111, 19, 88; §111, 18, 565 §11, 32, 62,63 n. 1.

3§11, 18; §111, 20. 4 §m, 20, 60-1; §11, 32, 63 n. 1; G, 20, 65.

5 =G, s, pl. 3, col. x, 14. See above, p. 58 n. 4.

8 G, 24, 184~7, 790-1, 858—9; G, 20, 67; §11, 32, 62 (n. 5); see §u, 26.
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her have been found at Kerma; and, in general, the two kings
seem to have been closely associated in time and in the geographic
areas which they controlled. Though it is difficult to equate him
with the king whom Manetho calls Bnén, or Bedn, there is some
probability that Yakubher was Mayebre’s immediate successor
and, as such, the second of the Great Hyksos rulers. If so, he
would have occupied the throne of Egypt, according to the Turin
Canon, for more than 8 (or 187?) years.

Also associated stylistically and geographically with the scarabs
of King Mayebre Sheshi are those of an important Hyksos official,
who bore the well-known Semitic name Hur (written in Egyptian,
‘Har’) and the titles ‘Treasurer of the King of Lower Egypt’,
‘Sole Companion (of the King)’, and ‘Overseer of the Treasury’.
The scarabs of this man—charged, no doubt, with the receipt of
taxes and tribute for King Sheshi and for an approximately con-
temporary Hyksos pharaoh—have been found all the way from
the region of Gaza in Palestine to that of Kerma in the Sudan.!
Another Hyksos Treasurer, whose titles are the same as those of
Hur and whose scarabs are almost as numerous, bore the Egyp-
tian name Peryemwah and may have been an Egyptian in the
employ of the Asiatic rulers.?

IV. THE HYKSOS KHYAN AND HIS SUCCESSORS

King Khyan (or Khayana), the Iannas, or Staan, of the Manetho-
nian lists,® was probably the third ‘Ruler of Foreign Countries’
named in column x of the Turin Canon, where a few illegible
traces are all that now remain of the figure which gave the length
of his undoubtedly fairly long reign.t In contrast with the first
two rulers of the Fifteenth Dynasty, he is known to us from monu-
ments widely distributed throughout the Near East: a piece of
granite torus moulding from Gebelein in Upper Egypt,® a frag-
mentary granite statue from Bubastis in the Delta,® an alabaster
jar-lid discovered in the foundations of the palace at Cnossus,? a
scarab and a seal-impression in Palestine,® and a granite lion

1 G, 20,68; §n, 32, 65-6.

® @G, 8, part 2, 8; §um, 15, 153, pl. 23 (24-6); §1m1, 24, 169 (59), 171 (71)
pls. 2, 3; ete.

3 G, 23, 82~3, go—1 (frs. 42, 43). Cf. G, g, 36—~7.

4 Col. %, 17 (=G, 5, pl. 3, col. x, 16). On Khyan in general see G, 3, 2934,
318 (35); S, 12, 31-2; G, 13, sects. 3044, 306; §u, 32, 58 n. 3, 62—3.

5 §1v, 4, 42 (Ixxxviii). 8 G, 135, vol. v, 29.

7 G, 15, vol. vii, 405.

8
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built into a wall in Baghdad.! Besides assuming the Egyptian
throne-name, Seuserenre, and the traditional kingly titles, ‘the
Good God’ and ‘the Son of Re’, Khyan concocted for himself the
Horus name, ‘Embracer-of-Regions’, suggestive of world-wide
domination. Though we cannot conclude from this fact and from
the few and, for the most part, insignificant monuments men-
tioned above that he was the head of a great Near Eastern empire,?
it would appear that in his day trade relations existed between
Egypt, Mesopotamia, and the Mediterranean islands. On the
other hand, contact with the trading post at Kerma in the Sudan
seems to have been lost® and no monuments of Khyan have been
found in Nubia, now apparently an independent state governed by
an Egyptianized native chieftain named Nedjeh, who was known
as the Ruler of Kush and whose entourage included one or more
Egyptian officials.4

According to the Turin Canon the fourth of the great Hyksos
rulers reigned for forty or more years.’ This is far and away the
longest reign of the Fifteenth Dynasty and can be assigned only
to King Auserre, the first of the Hyksos sovereigns to adopt the
Egyptian personal name, Apophis. The thirty-third regnal year
of this king is recorded on the title-page of the Rhind Mathe-
matical Papyrus, a document apparently copied at Thebes from a
Middle Kingdom original at a time when the Theban rulers still
acknowledged the sovereignty of their Asiatic overlord.® Further
evidence of the influence of Apophis I in Upper Egypt is a lime-
stone door-lintel, found at Gebelein, which carries his throne-
name, twice repeated, on either side of a winged sun’s disk.” An
alabaster vase inscribed for his daughter, Princess Herit, appears
to have been handed down at Thebes from one generation to
another, until at last it was placed in the tomb of King Amenophis I
of the Eighteenth Dynasty.® It is possible that this daughter of
a Hyksos king was actually married to a contemporary prince of
Thebes and was thus an ancestress of the Theban pharaohs of the
early New Kingdom.® However that may be, the presence of her
vase, with its inscription.intact, in a Theban royal tomb certainly
bears out the evidence of the title page of the Rhind Papyrus and

1 G, 15, vol. vi1, 396. 2 §u, 32, 63 n. 2.

3 No sealings or other objects of Khyan and his Hyksos successors have been found
at Kerma.

4 §m, 18; §u1, 20, 54; G, 28, 172-3, 175.

5 Col. %, 18 (=G, 5, pl. 3, col. x, 17).

8 §1v, 3, 49, ph. 1, pL. 1. See Plate 69. ? G, 15, vol. v, 163.

8 §m, 2, 152, pl. 31 (1); G, 8, part 2, 7, fig. 2. ¥ G, 27, 147.
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indicates clearly that during most of the long reign of Apophis I
the Hyksos and Thebans were on good terms with one another
and that the memory of the Asiatic rulers was not as hateful to the
Egyptians of the early New Kingdom as some of our sources
would have us believe.! In addition to the Rhind Papyrus,
Auserre’s patronage of the learned professions is attested by the
appearance of his names and titles on a scribe’s palette found
somewhere in the Faiylim and at one time in the Berlin Museum.?2
Here, as on his numerous scarabs,3 he bears the ancient title,
ng of Upper and Lower Egypt’, and, in spite of an alleged
Hyksos disdain for all Egyptian gods save only Seth,? allows
himself to be called ‘the Son of Re, of his body, whom he
loves’.

Towards the end of Apophis’s reign the Egyptians, spear-
headed, as at other times in their history, by the proud and war-
like princes of Thebes, began to stand up against their Asiatic
overlords. Echoes of the opening of hostilities are preserved for
us at the beginning of a fragmentary New Kingdom legend
describing an arrogantly provocative order sent by ‘King Apophis’
of Avaris to King Seqenenre (II ?) of Thebes and the summoning
by the latter of ‘his great officers and likewise all the chief soldiers
that he had’.5 In the fighting which evidently ensued Segenenre
may have lost his life,® but the Hyksos and their Egyptian allies
were driven out of southern Upper Egypt and thrust back as far
as Cusae, north of Asytit.” The crushlng reverses subsequently
suffered by the ‘wretched Asiatic’, ‘Auserre, the Son of Re,
Apophis’, at the hands of the embattled Thebans are recounted
on two great stelae set up in the temple of Amun at Karnak by
Seqenenre’s son, Kamose, the last ruler of the Seventeenth
Dynasty.® Before his death Apophis had been routed out of
Middle Egypt, had apparently withdrawn his boundary to Atfih
near the entrance of the Faiylim, and the women of his harim had
had the frightening experience of seeing a Theban fleet below

1§11, 32, 69. 2 §un, 12, 27.

3 G, 6, vol. 11, 140-1; G, 20, 45-6, 65; G, 8, part 2, 7, figs. 1, 2.

4 §uy, 8, 40, 44-5; §11, 32, 64, 67.

5 §m1, 8, 42.

¢ §m, 41, 249-50; G, 3, 299; §1v, 1, 224. Cf §1m, 8, 43; §1, 32, 67.

7 Cusae marking the southern boundary of ‘the territory of the Asiatics’ before
the drive initiated by Seqenenre’s successor, Kamose (§11, 32, 68—9), but probably
not before the dating of the Rhind Papyrus in Apophis I’s thirty-third year (cf.
G, 28, 174).

8 §1v, 8 (cf. §u, 6; §my, 8, 45 f£; §11, 32, 67-70); §111, g, 198—202; §1v, 73
§111, 20.
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the walls of either Avaris itself or of an important city in the
territory of Avaris.!

Since Auserre Apophis, though by then an aged man, was
obviously still alive at the beginning of Kamose’s reign? and since
the Hyksos were driven from Egypt in the third or fourth year of
Kamose’s younger brother and successor, Amosis,® the reigns of
the last two kings of the Fifteenth Dynasty? must have been
relatively brief—as, indeed, we should expect in a dynasty totter-
ing on the verge of ruin. The first of these rulers was probably
Aqgenenre Apophis II, whose name, except for its appearance on
a dagger purchased in Luxor,® has not been found south of
Bubastis in the eastern Delta. In the Delta, however, he is re-
presented by a number of sculptured monuments usurped for the
most part from earlier pharaohs—two granite sphinxes of King
Ammenemes II of the T'welfth Dynasty, a pair of colossal statues
of King Semenkhkare, ‘the General’, of the Thirteenth Dynasty,
and a fine grey granite offering table.® In the temple at Bubastis
a King Apophis ‘erected numerous masts and doors of bronze
for this god’. This, too, was presumably Aqenenre Apophis,
whose Horus name, ‘He-who-Contents-the-Two-Lands’, occurs
on a block found near the fragmentary door-jamb on which the
king’s benefactions are described.?

-At the end of the dynasty belongs a ruler whom the redactors of
Manetho call Aseth, Assis, or Arkhles,® and who is probably the
King Asehre, named on a small obelisk from San el-Hagar, not
far from the site of ancient Avaris.? This is the only monument
preserved from the reign of Asehre, which was evidently extremely
short—perhaps not more than a year or two. The obelisk does not
bear Asehre’s personal name, but we may logically suppose him
to have been the ‘Khamudy’, who is listed as the last king of the
Fifteenth Dynasty in the Turin Canon.10

The Sixteenth Dynasty, as we have seen (§111), must have been

1 Kamose Stela II, lines 5—~10, 27-8. See §111, 9, 200-2; §111, 20, §54—5, 8.

2 The text recounting Kamose’s triumphs over Auserre is dated to Regnal Year 3
(§1v, 8, 249-50, pls. 37-8; §111, 6, 97).

31 567 B.C. Itisunlikely that the expulsion of the Hyksos was achieved by Amosis
in his first year on the throne (1570 B.c.), the siege of Avaris alone having apparently
been a long operation (G, 23, 86—9 [fr. 42]; G, 19, 3—4; §111, 8, 53; §1v, 1, 226-7.
See §11, 1, 17 n. 50).

4 Turin Canon, col. x, 19 and 20 (=G, 3, pl. 3, col. x, 18-20). See G, 9, 37.

5 §1v, 6. ¢ G, 15, vol. v, 16-17, 19, 6g.

7 1bid. 28—9. 8 G, 23, 82-3,90-1, 240-1; G, g, 36.

% G, 15, vol. v, 25; G, 3, 318 (38).

10 Col. x, 20 (G, s, pl. 3).
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contemporaneous with the Fifteenth and included, presumably,
such minor Hyksos rulers as Anather, Semqen, Khauserre, Seket,
Ahetepre, Sekhaenre, and Amu.!l At or near the end of this
dynasty is probably to be placed Nebkhepeshre Apophis I1I, for
whom there is no place either in the Turin Canon or in any of the
lists derived from Manetho. We possess, however, a number of
small monuments bearing his names and kingly titles.? The most
interesting of these is a bronze dagger found at Saqqara in the
coffin of a man whose name, Abd, suggests that he was of Semitic
race.3 The handle of the weapon, carved in ebony and overlaid
with electrum, bears on one side the figure and name of its owner,
‘the Henchman of his Lord, Nehmen’, probably also a Semite.
On the other side is carved the titulary of the royal donor: ‘The
Good God, Lord of the Two Lands, Nebkhepeshre, the Son of
Re, Apophls, given life.’

The fall of Avaris and the expulsion of the Asiatics from the
soil of Egypt took place in or about 1§67 B.c., and a few years
later King Amosis, the Theban founder of the Eighteenth
Dynasty, wiped out the remaining vestiges of Hyksos power in
southern Palestine.

V. THE RECOVERY OF THE THEBAN KINGDOM:
THE SEVENTEENTH DYNASTY TO THE
DEATH OF SEQENENRE 11

About 16 50 B.C., in the reign of one of the earlier Hyksos pharaohs,
the Theban branch of the Thirteenth Dynasty was succeeded by a
new line of Theban rulers who are designated in the Africanus
version of Manetho’s history as belonging to the Seventeenth
Dynasty.* Of the fifteen kings’ names once listed for this dynasty
in columns x—x1 of the Turin Canon?® nine occur also in the table
of ancestors of Tuthmosis I1I from Karnak® and in several similar,
but shorter, New Kingdom lists? and ten are known from monu-

1 See G, 24, 929 (Ahotepre), 933 (Anther), 943 (Khaousirre), 957 (Semken);
G, 20, 42-6, 64, 67-8, 70; G, 6, vol. 1, 210-11; vol. 11, 138, 145, 404; G, §,
part 2, 7; etc.

2 G, 3, 318 (37). 8 §1v, 5; §11, 32, 70—1. See Plate 71(4).

¢ G, 23, 945 (fr. 47)-

Col. x, 30—col. x1, 15 (G, 5, pls. 3—4).

G, 16, pl. 15 G, 19, 608-10 (3, 8, 111, 7, IV, 25, v, 7, V11, I, 3).

In the tombs of Khabekhenet and Anhurkhau at Deir el-Medna (G, 15,
vol. 1, §4, 167), on an offering table of the Scribe Qen in the Marseilles Museum
(G, 6, vol. 11, 162), and on the base of a statuette of Harpocrates in Cairo (§v, 4,
556, no. 38189; G, 20, 78, 81).

- D o>
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ments found either at Thebes itself or on other sites in southern
Upper Egypt.! The existence at Thebes of the tombs of seven
of these rulers and of an eighth king who is not included in the
Turin Canon has been established by the discovery either of the
tombs themselves or of items of their equipment, or from the
records of .investigations conducted in the Theban necropolis
during the Twentieth Dynasty.2

In the first of the two groups into which the Turin Canon
divides the Seventeenth Dynasty® are five rulers who form a
compact and fairly well documented series at the beginning of the
list and who may have been the ‘kings of Thebes, five in number’,
who, according to one Manethonian tradition, comprised ‘the
Sixteenth Dynasty’.4 They are, in the probable order of their
succession: Sekhemre Wahkhau Rehotpe, Sekhemre Wepmaat
Inyotef (V), Sekhemre Heruhirmaat Inyotef (VI), Sekhemre
Shedtowy Sobkemsaf (II), and Sekhemre Sementowy Thuty.®
Following Sekhemre Se[mentowy Thuty], in the same group, the
Turin Canon names six more kings, beginning with Sankhenre
and ending with Sekhemre Shedwast.® Of these last six kings
only three are known from sources other than the Canon itself
and only one, Sewadjenre Nebiryerawet, has left us any record of
his reign.? Altogether the group appears to have ruled at Thebes
for, roughly, forty-five years, coming to an end about 1605 s.c.,
early in the reign of the Hyksos king, Auserre Apophis 1.

It is probable that the territory claimed by the kings of the early
Seventeenth Dynasty coincided closely with that ruled, five cen-
turies earlier, by the Theban princes of the Heracleopolitan Period
and comprised only the first eight nomes of Upper Egypt, from
Elephantine on the south to Abydos on the north. Other local
dynasts, including, as we have seen, remnants of the old Thirteenth
Dynasty, apparently held sway in other nome capitals of Upper
and Middle Egypt.® Nubia was now almost certainly an indepen-
dent nation with its capital at Buhen,® and in the north the royal
Hyksos sat enthroned at Memphis or Avaris, while his tax col-
lectors scoured the whole land gathering tribute for their Asiatic
master.

Y §m, 41, 217-77; G, 3, 319-21. ? §v, 135 §v, 25 §v, 3.

3 Col. %, 30—col. x1, 10 (G, 5, pls. 3—4).

4 G, 23, 92—3 (fr. 46). Cf. G, 27, 104—49; §111, 19, 87-8.

5 G, 27, 104—49. Cf.§n, 41, 272; G, 20, 79~80.

8 Col. x1, 4—9. Gardiner (G, s, pl. 4) reads col. x1, 4 as ‘Sewadj-. ..’; but see
G, 5, 17, and §v, 7.

7 §u, 20. 8 See above, sect. 11.

? §uu, 18; §1m, 20; G, 28, 175.
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Isolated and impoverished, the Thebans, while bending every
effort to perpetuate the traditions and customs of the Middle King-
dom, began, as in the First Intermediate Period, to develop a pro-
vincial culture of their own. Cut off by the Hyksos and the rulers of
Kush from the timber of Syria, the fine limestone of Tura, the gold
of Nubia, and the ebony and ivory of the Sudan and unable to sup-
port expeditions to the quarries at Aswan and Wadi Hammamat,
they were forced to make the best of the limited materials available
locally. The pyramids of the kings, lined up along the south-
eastern slope of the Dira Abu’n-Naga in western Thebes, were
small, steep-sided structures of mud brick.!] Anthropoid coffins,
frequently ‘dug out’ of sycomore logs and adorned with a charac-
teristic vulture-wing decoration (called riski, ‘feathered’, by the
modern fellahin), took the place of the stone sarcophagi and great
rectangular cases of cedar, typical of the Middle Kingdom.2
Stelae, inscribed architectural elements, and small works of art
continued to be produced in a provincial style which with time
departed more and more from that of the Middle Kingdom
models.3 Learning, on the other hand, flourished, and it is to the
Theban scribes of this general period that we owe our copies of
several famous literary and technical works of earlier periods of
Egyptian history.# Above all, we find in this small Upper Egyptian
kingdom evidence of the indomitable spirit which had already in
the Eleventh Dynasty lifted Egypt out of a state of depression and
disorder and which was again destined, within the next hundred
years, to bring her to new heights of prosperity and power.

Something of this spirit is reflected in the building repairs
piously undertaken by King Sekhemre Wahkhau Rehotpe, the
founder of the Seventeenth Dynasty, in the temple of Min at
Koptos and the temple of Osiris at Abydos.® In his decree at
Koptos the king, after describing how ‘the gates and doors’ of his
‘father, Min’, had fallen into decay, adds significantly : ‘Never were
things destroyed in my days...of the things that existed aforetime.’
Rehotpe’s name appears in the list of kings from Karnak ;8 but it
is not apparently his tomb at Thebes which is mentioned in a well-
known ‘ghost story’ of the late New Kingdom, the royal name
there, formerly read as ‘Rahotpe’, being evidently only a faulty

1 §u, 41, 217=77 passim; §v, 16, 30-2; A, 1; Edwards, Pyramids, 195-6.

2 G, 8, part 2, 29—32; §11, 41, pls. 14, 16, 21. 3 G, 8, part 2, 14-35.

4 See above, p. 55 n. 7; and below, p. 67 n. 5.

5 G, 15, vol. v, 129; §v, 10, vol. v, no. 283, pl. 24. See also G, 20, 79-80;
G, 27, 121-6. :

8 G, 19, 610 (v11, ).
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writing of the praenomen of Nebhepetre Mentuhotpe of the
Eleventh Dynasty.?

Of the second king of the dynasty, Sekhemre Wepmaat Inyotef,
‘the Elder’, we know only that he was of royal birth and that he
was buried, after a reign of three years, by his younger brother
and successor, Sekhemre Heruhirmaat Inyotef VI.2 His tomb on
the Dira Abu’n-Naga, however, was inspected during the Twen-
tieth Dynasty and from the record of this inspection, preserved in
the Abbott Papyrus,® it would appear to have been situated im-
mediately to the south-west of that of King Nubkheperre Inyotef
VII of the later Seventeenth Dynasty (see below). Although the
tomb itself has not been found, the capstone of its pyramid has
survived, as have also the king’s canopic chest and anthropoid
coffin, the latter bearing an inscription stating that it was made
‘as a gift to him by his brother, King Inyotef’.4 It was ‘in all

likelihood’ in this coffin that natives of El-Qurna a century ago

discovered one of the greatest of all Egyptian literary documents,
the Papyrus Prisse, with copies of the Maxims of Ptahhotpe and
the Instruction to Kagemni.® The brother, Sekhemre Heruhir-
maat, has left us nothing but an extremely shoddy anthropoid
coffin, now in the Louvre.® His reign, which probably lasted only
a few months, was evidently not regarded by the author of the
Turin Canon as worth recording.

This was far from being the case with Sekhemre Shedtowy
Sobkemsaf 1I, who appears to have occupied the throne for
sixteen years’ and who 1s the most copiously documented ruler
of the whole dynasty. His tomb, broken into and extensively
plundered in the reign of Ramesses IX, figures prominently in
the Abbott and Ambras Papyri® and in a fuller record of the state-
ments of the tomb-robbers preserved in the combined Ambherst-
Leopold II Papyrus.® These accounts not only tell us that Sobkem-
saf was recognized by posterity as ‘agreatruler’ whose ‘ monuments
stand to this very day’, but would have us believe that his burial
and the burial of his queen, Nubkhas, were of a richness approach-
ing magnificence. Although the last impression is not borne out
by the mediocre quality of the king’s canopic chest, in Leiden, a

1 §v, 11, 170-1; G, 3, 319 (40).

2 Turin Canon, col. x1, 1; §11, 41, 234—7; G, 27, 126—32.

3 §v, 13, 38, pl. 1 (P. Abbott 2, 16-18).

4§, 41, 234~7; G, 27, 126-32.

5 G, 27, 129—-30. 8 Ibid. 1302, pl. 19. ? Turin Canon, col. x1, 2.
8 §v, 13, 38, pl. 2 (P. Abbott 3, 1~7); 181, pl. 38 (P. Ambras 2, 7).

¥ §v, 3, 171, 177-80, 183 ff. (2, §—3, 2); §v, 2, pls. 2, 3.
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number of other inscribed monuments, chiefly from Thebes, point
to a relatively long and prosperous reign, fteatured by building
activities and other public works at both Karnak and Abydos.!
The still strong influence of the Thirteenth Dynasty tradition is
evident in the king’s own name, Sobkemsaf,? and in those of three
of his subjects—Sobkhotpe, Sobknakhte, and Yauheyebu—
inscribed on a small limestone obelisk from western Thebes.? The
fact that a green jasper heart scarab, made originally for ‘King
Sobkemsaf’, was found on the mummy of Nubkheperre Inyotef,
the first of the later group of Seventeenth Dynasty pharaohs,
clearly establishes the chronological sequence of these two kings.

In the tomb of Renseneb (no. 9) at E1-Kab a Queen Nubkhas
and her daughter, Princess Khons—perhaps the wife and daughter
of Sobkemsaf II—are named, respectively, as the great-grand-
mother and grandmother of one of Renseneb’s two wives.5
Another queen, Senebsen, is mentioned in the same tomb as a
contemporary of the mother of Renseneb’s second wife and must
therefore have been two generations later in date than Queen
Nubkhas. Since we cannot equate the brief reigns of the Seven-
teenth Dynasty with the generations of the officials of EI-Kab, it
is not at present possible to identify Senebsen’s royal husband.®

The next ruler listed for the dynasty in the Turin Canon was with-
out much doubt Sekhemre Sementowy Thuty,” whose name occurs
in the table of kings from Karnak and on part of a limestone door-
jamb from Deir, north of El-Ballas.® For some reason the king’s
canopic chest was re-inscribed and used as a cosmetic box by his
queen, the King’s Great Wife, Mentuhotpe, and was found,
together with a handsome rectangular coffin, in the queen’s tomb
at Thebes.? After a reign of only a year Thuty yielded the throne

1§11, 41, 237-43; G, 27, 132—-41; G, 20, 77-9, 81. Yoyotte (G, 28, 174) has
suggested that it was Sobkemsaf 1I who drove the Hyksos back beyond Cusae, but
the title-page of the Rhind Papyrus indicates that Thebes itself acknowledged the
sovereignty of an Asiatic overlord as late as the thirty-third year of Auserre Apophis,
the Hyksos contemporary of Seqenenre II and Kamose.

2 On King Sekhemre Wadjkhau Sobkemsaf I of the Thirteenth Dynasty see
above, §11.

8 §11, 41, 242.

4 Winlock (G, 27, 135—7) notwithstanding.

5 G, 6, vol. 1, 28 n. 15 G, 3, 328-9; G, 20, §7-8.

8 The unwarranted assumption that the Queen Senebsen of the El-Kab tomb
inscription was the wife of King Neferhotep I of the Thirteenth Dynasty has
contributed to some fantastic historical conclusions regarding the Second Intermediate
Period (see, for example, G, 24, 343-5; §v, 19).

? Turin Canon, col. x1, 3 (G, 5, pl. 4). See G, 20, 79, 8o.

8 §11, 41, 269~72. Y Iéid.
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to Sankhenre Mentuhotpe (VI),! known from a pair of limestone
sphinxes found at Edfu.2 Before another year had passed Sankh-
enre was himself succeeded by the first of the two kings with
the common Theban name, Nebiryerawet.?

The full, fivefold titulary of King Sewadjenre Nebiryerawet I
is preserved on an exceptionally interesting stela erected during
his reign in the temple precinct at Karnak.? The text of the stela
cites a contract whereby the governorship of El-Kab was trans-
ferred by deed by its holder to his brother to cancel a debt amount-
ing to approximately twelve pounds in gold, and records the
actions taken in connexion with this transaction by two bureaux of
the pharaonic government, namely, the Office of the Reporter of
the Northern /#7aret and the Office of the Vizier. In addition to
its administrative and juridical interest, the stela is important in
fixing the reign of Nebiryerawet as not more than three genera-
tions removed from that of King Merhetepre Ini of the late
Thirteenth Dynasty.® Elsewhere the king’s praenomen, Sewadj-
enre, appears in two New Kingdom lists® and on a bronze dagger
of late Middle Kingdom type, found at Hi, seventy miles down-
stream from Thebes.?

The last four kings of the earlier Seventeenth Dynasty group
are now little more than names in the Turin Canon.8 The inscrip-
tions on a statuette of the god Harpocrates in Cairo suggest that
the throne-name of Nebiryerawet I1 was Neferkare.? ‘Seuserenre’,
assigned a reign of twelve years, may be the King Userenre named
in the Karnak list!9 and on a scarab in the Greg Collection,!! but
this identification is highly conjectural. His predecessor, Semen-
medjat(?)re,'? is unknown from any other source, as is also his
successor, Sekhemre Shedwast,!® whose reign closes the group.

In the Turin Canon the names of the five rulers who comprised
the Seventeenth Dynasty’s second and final group!4 are destroyed,

1 Turin Canon, col. X1, 4. See above, p. 65 n. 6; G, 20, 79, 80.

2 §v, 7.

3 Turin Canon, col. x1, 5. The reign of ‘29(?) years’ attributed by Gardiner
(G, 5, pl. 4) to this obscure ruler is difficult to believe in.

4§11, 20; §v, 8; §v, 9, 58—. 5§, 19.

8 G, 16, pl. 1 (right, 2 and 28); §v, 4, 55, no. 38189.

7 G, 13, vol. v, 109 (Cairo 33702); G, 20, 78, 8o-I1. 8 Col. x1, 6—9.

? §v, 4, 55, no. 38189. See G, 20, 78, 8o-1.

10 G, 16, pl. 1 (left, 28). u §v, s, 57.

12 8o read, apparently, by Gardiner (G, s, pl. 4, col. x1, 7).

13 There is no basis for identifying this king with Sekhemre Shedtowy (Sobkemsaf
II), as is done by Stock (G, 20, 76).

1 Col. x1, 10-15.
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but there can be no doubt that the last three were the well-known
Theban kings, Seqenenre Tao I, ‘the Elder’, Seqenenre Tao II,
‘the Brave’, and Wadjkheperre Kamose. In the first two places
we may, without much hesitation, insert an equally well-known
ruler, King Nubkheperre Inyotef (VII), and, as his successor, the
King Senakhtenre of the Karnak and Marseilles lists.!

Nubkheperre Inyotef is for many reasons the logical choice as
the founder of the new and vigorous succession of kings whose
appearance at Thebes marked the first serious challenge to the
power of the Hyksos. His re-use of a scarab of Sobkemsaf II has
already established him as a successor of that kingZand as probably
belonging to another family. In the Karnak list his name appears
in close proximity to those of Senakhtenre and Seqenenre.® His
anthropoid coffin in the British Museum is closer in proportions
and style to that of Seqenenre Tao II than to any other example
now known,? and the similarity between his throne-name and that
of King Wadjkheperre Kamose is obvious. The position of his
tomb, apparently north of those of Inyotef V and Sobkemsaf II,
1nd1cates, not that he was earlier than these two kings,% but that
with him a new row of royal tombs was commenced.

Though the ‘enemies’ referred to in a famous decree of Nub-
kheperre Inyotefin thetemple of Min at Koptosare now recognized
as having been not real enemies, but magical figures which had
been stolen by one Teti, son of Minhotpe, the decree clearly
reflects the growing power and autocratic tendencies of the Theban
Dynasts.® Issued in the king’s third regnal year, the violently
worded edict is addressed to the IMayor of Koptos, the military
Commander of Koptos, the Treasurer Menekhmin, the Scribe of
the Temple, Neferhotep, ‘the entire garrison of Koptos and the
entire priesthood of the temple’. It not only deposes from office
and vigorously anathematizes the erring Teti, but also calls down
imprecations upon ‘every king and every potentate’ and threatens
with severe penalties ‘every commander and every mayor’ who
shall forgive him and his descendants.

Temple reliefs of Nubkheperre at Koptos, Abydos and El-
Kb, and stelae and other monuments bearing his name from
Karnak and Edfu testify to his activities as a builder and occasion-
ally hint at his prowess as a warrior.? Thus, a block of relief from

1 See below, pp. 71-2. 2 See above, p. 68 n. 4. 2 G, 16, pl. 1 (left, 27).
4 §n, 41, 229-30, 248—9, pls. 14, 16.

5 So G, 27, 105—7; but see G, 20, 76-8, and cf. §11, 41, 224-5.

8 G, 15, vol. v, 125. See§v, 17, 214 and n. 2; G, 28, 170-1.

7 G, 15, vol. v, 44, 48, 125; G, 27, 108-12.
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Koptos showed the king with upraised mace striking down a
group of enemies in the presence of the god Min, and a small
pedestal from Karnak displays his cartouches above bound figures
of Nubian and Asiatic captives. Although too much significance
should not be attached to such traditional representations, a war-
like character for the reign is further attested by the high military
title, Troop Commander, borne by a ‘King’s Son of the Ruler,
Inyotef’, named Nakhte,! and by the fact that the pharaoh him-
self was buried with two bows and six flint-tipped arrows beside
him in his coffin.2

Before the king’s pyramid on the Dira Abu’n-Naga stood a
pair of small sandstone obelisks and in his coffin was found a
handsome silver diadem, now in Leiden.? The walls of the tomb
chambers were decorated with paintings and-on one of them may
have been inscribed the famous Song of the Harper, described
by later generations as ‘the song which is in the house of King
Inyotef, the deceased, before the singer with the harp’. This
poem, the theme of which is ‘Eat, drink, and be merry, for
tomorrow we die’, was apparently a Memphlte composition,
written during the years of uncertainty following the end of the
Old or Middle Kingdom.4

Inyotef’s queen, Sobkemsaf, was evidently born and buried at
Edfu, whence come various monuments bearing her name—two
stelae, a pair of gold bracelet bars, and a gold pendant 5 On the
stelae she is described as a king’s sister, king’s daughter, and
king’s granddaughter, and was undoubtedly related by blood
either to the earlier rulers of the Seventeenth Dynasty or to a local
dynasty at Edfu contemporary with them. The honour in which
Queen Sobkemsaf was held as an immediate ancestress of the
Eighteenth Dynasty is attested by a stela of that pericd whereon
she is worshipped together with Queen Ahhotpe, the wife of
Seqenenre Tao Il and mother of King Amosis.®

The name of King Senakhtenre appears in the Karnak list
between those of Nubkheperre (Inyotef) and Seqenenre (Tao).?
In another listing of royal ancestors, preserved on an offering slab
of the Nineteenth Dynasty in Marseilles, it occurs again, immedi-

1 G, 15, vol. v, 45. 2 §11, 41, 230-1.

3 Jbid. 229, 231.

4G, 27, 120-1; §v, 12, 191—5, 211—12. The ruler referred to in the title of the
song may indeed have been one of the Inyotef kings of the Eleventh Dynasty. See,
for example, §v, 6, 41.

5 @G, 6, vol. 1, 222; vol. i1, 124~5; §11, 41, 233; G, 27, 112, cf. also 123~4.

8 G, 19, 29. 7 G, 16, pl. 1 (left, 29).
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ately preceding the names of Seqenenre and Wadjkheperre
(Kamose).! A third occurrence of the name, carelessly copied as
‘Sekhentenre’, is found in the tomb of Khabekhenet at Deir el-
Medina, where it accompanies the names of Seqenenre (in this
case, Tao II, ‘the Brave’) and his successors.? Thus, although
no contemporary monuments of Senakhtenre have yet been dis-
covered, his existence and his position in the Seventeenth Dynasty
seem reasonably well established.

The Abbott Papyrus records the inspection of the tombs of two
kings named Seqenenre Tao and after the name of one of them
adds the explanatory comment, ‘making a second King Tao’.3
Seqenenre Tao II is listed by both his names and his distinguish-
ing epithet, ‘the Brave’, in the inscriptions in the tombs of Khabe-
khenet and Anhurkhau at Deir el-Medina,* but the Karnak list,?
the Nineteenth Dynasty offering table in Marseilles,® and a
number of small monuments of the period” give only the non-
committal praenomen, ‘Seqenenre’.

This shortened form of the name is also found in the tale of
Papyrus Sallier I, cited above (§1v), which tells us that in the time
of a Hyksos king Apophis ‘King Seqenenre was ruler of the
Southern City’ (Thebes) and that he did not worship ‘any god
which is in [the entire land] except Amon-Re, King of the Gods’.®
In his day the Thebans were apparently represented as having
revived the ritual harpooning of hippopotami in their pool or canal
at Thebes, ‘a holy rite, which guarantecd amongst other things
the safety of the Egyptian monarchy’ and which was offensive
to the Hyksos king not only because of its political implications,
but even more so because the hippopotamus was a form of his
chief god, Seth ® The rather peremptory order sent by Apophis to
Segenenre to ‘come away from the pond of the hippopotami’
presumably led to the outbreak of war between them, and most
modern authorities are therefore inclined to 1dent1fy the Theban
ruler of the legend as King Tao II, ‘the Brave’.10

‘This conclusion leaves us with little or nothing of a historical
nature on Seqenenre Tao I. His queen, Tetisheri,)! however,

1 G, 9, vol. m, 162, 169. 2 G, 15, vol. 1, 54.
3 §v, 13, 38, pl. 2 (3, 8-10); §11, 41, 243 . See G, 3, 330-1.
4 G, 135, vol. 1, 54, 167. 5 G, 16, pl. 1 (left, 30).

¢ G, 6, vol. 11, 162 (v).
? Including a small silver sphinx in the Museum at Mariemont (§v, 18, 34,
no. E. 55 [136], pl. 9). See also §11, 41, 248 f.
8 §1m, 8, 39-45;§v, 11, 131 ff. 9 §v, 14, 43-5.
10 G, 28,1755 G, 3, 298—9; §11, 32, 66—7; §11, 41, 250; §111, 20, 61.
11 See Plate 86.
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lived on into the early years of the Eighteenth Dynasty and, as
the grandmother of Amosis, its founder, was held in high esteem
by the Thebans of that period.! From the cache of royal mummies
at Deir el-Bahri come some inscribed bandages giving the names
of her parents—evidently commoners—and perhaps also her
mummy, that of a white-haired little woman, well advanced in
age at the time of her death.? Two statues, probably also from
Thebes, show her as a slender and charming young girl clad in a
long white dress and wearing the vulture head-dress of a queen.?
Among the honours bestowed on her by King Amosis were the
erection of a funerary chapel at Abydos and the donation of a
series of farms recaptured from the Hyksos in Lower Egypt.

King Seqenenre Tao II, ‘the Brave’, and his wife, Queen
Ahhotpe, were apparently brother and sister, children of King
Tao I and Queen Tetisheri.> Like Tetisheri, Ahhotpe had a long
life, surviving the death of her husband and three of her six
children and dying at last in the reign of her third son, King
Amosis, by whom she was richly endowed with jewellery and buried
with fitting honours.® King Tao II, on the other hand, met a
violent end while still in his early thirties. His mummy, found
with his anthropoid coffin in the royal cache at Deir el-Bahri,?
shows a number of terrible head wounds which suggest that he
was either assassinated by his attendants or—which seems much
more likely8—was slain in battle against the Hyksos. However
that may be, it was not until after his death that his son, Kamose,
launched the offensive which was to lead to the expulsion of the
Asiatics from Egyptian soil and the great expansion of Egyptian
power under the New Kingdom.

1 §11, 41, 246-8; §v, 20; G, 6, vol. 11, 159-60; G, 8, part 2, 10-11, 44, I70.

2 §v, 15, no. 61056; G, 6, vol. 11, 160. See §11, 41, 246-8.

3 G, 3, 309, 321; §11, 41, 247. See Plate 86.

t G, 15, vol. v, 91, 92; §v, 20, 14—15.

5 §11, 41, 246, 250-1; G, 6, vol. 11, 161—4.

8 §v, 1. See§11, 41, 251-35.

? §v, 15, no. 61051. See §11, 41, 249-50.

8 Although the principal wound, a dagger blow beneath the left ear, indicates
that the king was struck down unexpectedly, from behind, it is hard to believe that
the leader of the resurgent Thebans and champion of Egyptian liberty would have
been murdered by his own followers. That the Thebans were at war at this time is

suggested by the statement of Ahmose, son of Ibana, that his father served as ‘a soldier
of the King of Upper and Lower Egypt, Seqenenre, the deceased’ (G, 19, 2;

§11, 8, 49).
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VI. THE PAN-GRAVE PEOPLE

Contemporary with the Hyksos occupation of Egypt we find in
the southern part of the country, between Asylit and Aswan,
copious evidence of the immigration into this area of a people of
mixed Hamitic and negro blood, whose homeland appears to
have been the desert east of Lower Nubia.! Fifteen Upper Egyp-
tian sites, from Deir Rifa in the north to Daraw in the south, have
yielded the characteristic circular or oval graves of these immi-
grants and at El-Mustagidda and Qaw are the scanty remains of
small settlements occupied by them.? At Hi, near Abydos, where
the presence of this people first became known to modern excava-
tors,3 their graves are shallow, pan-like cavities in the desert
surface and, although this is not the case in the majority of their
cemeteries, the name ‘pan-grave’ has been retained as a con-
venient term, applied both to the graves themselves and to the
culture which they represent.

In common with other Nubian cultures of this period that of
the pan-grave people still preserves features which had originated,
millenniums earlier, in the predynastic civilization of southern
Upper Egypt. It is closely related to, but not identical with, the
latest phase of the so-called C-Group culture found in Lower
Nubia during the Middle Kingdom and shows also less well-
defined affinities with the approximately contemporaneous civiliza-
tion of the Kerma people of the northern Sudan.?

The homogeneity of the pan-grave culture is accentuated
rather than weakened by the occurrence at different sites of minor
variations in the forms of the graves and their contents. The
graves, ten to fifteen inches deep at Hi, range in depth at other
sites to as much as six feet. The bodies, clad in leather garments
and adorned with primitive jewellery, usually lie on their right
sides in a contracted position with the heads to the north and the
faces to the west. Among the more distinctive items of jewellery
are bracelets made of rectangular strips of shell or mother-of-pearl
threaded together side by side. Pan-grave pottery is confined
almost entirely to small, deep bowls of red, black, or black-topped
ware with or without incised decoration. Near the graves, in shallow
deposit pits, were stacked more pottery bowls and the skulls of
various horned animals crudely adorned with painted decoration.

1 G, 18, 51, 130, 135~40; §11, 32, 70; §111, 20, §7; §vI, 13.

2 §vi, 3, 114—33, pls. 69-76; §v1, 2, 3—7, pls. 5~1T1; §v1, 9, 108-9.

8 §vi, 11, 20-T1, pls. 13, 23-6.

4 G,18,138. See§vx,14,63 —4,68;§111, 18, 57;§111, 20, 57; §v1,9,108—9,A 8.
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Egyptian objects found in the pan-graves include much worn
stone and pottery vessels of late Middle Kingdom types and a few
inscribed objects of the Hyksos Period. A grave at Mostagedda
has yielded an axe-head bearing the name of the pharaoh Neb-
maare, who was apparently a successor of the ill-fated King
Dudimose of the late Thirteenth Dynasty;! and from other
burials, at Deir Rifa, come scarabs of the Hyksos King Sheshi and
the Chancellor Hur.2 The forepart of an ivory sphinx, found
in a pan-grave at Abydos,? has been thought, from the strongly
Semitic character of the face, to represent a Hyksos ruler,* though
the captive which the sphinx holds between its paws can hardly
be an Egyptian.

Numerous weapons—axes, daggers, arrows, bow-strings, and
archers’ wrist-guards—recovered from the relatively small number
of unplundered graves, indicate clearly that the pan-grave people
were a warrior race and suggest the conclusion that they were
imported into Upper Egypt as professional soldiers. This con-
clusion is supported by the types of the weapons, which are all of
Egyptian design and manufacture, and by the tPrcsence in the
same graves of gold, jewellery and other objects of intrinsic value.
It is furthermore made plausible by the evidently amicable rela-
tions which existed throughout most of the Hyksos Period between
the independent Nubian tribes and their Upper Egyptian neigh-
bours.® Most significant is the fact that the cemeteries and settle-
ments of the pan-grave people, though widely distributed through-
out southern Upper Egypt, do not extend northward into Hyksos
territory, but are confined to the country south of Cusae—in
other words, to the realm governed by the Theban rulers of the
late Seventeenth Dynasty. They must, then, have been Nubian
troops who served as auxiliaries in the armies of Thebes and are
* in all probability to be identified with the famed Medjay, used as
scouts and light infantry by the Egyptians from the late Old
Kingdom onwards and twice mentioned by King Kamose in the
account of his campaign against the Hyksos.® If the identification
is correct, we must abandon the old conception of the pan-grave
people as casual, semi-nomadic settlers on the fringes of the Nile
Valley and recognize them as active participants in Egypt’s

1 §vi, 3, 117, 127, 131, pl. 74 (9); §v1, 9, 108. See pp. 52-3.

2 §vi, 12, 21, pl. 13E (3, 4)- See p. 6o. 3 §vi, 6.

4 Jbid.; §u, 32, 66.

5 See G, 18, 135, 140; §111, 20, §7.

8 Carnarvon Tablet 1, lines 11 and 12. For recent discussions of the Medjay see
§vi, 13; §v1, 5, vol. 1, 73%-89*; vol. 11, 269*~—272*.

Cambridge Histories Online © Cambridge University Press, 2008



76 AMMENEMES IV TO SEQENENRE 11

struggle for independence and in that phase of Egyptian history
which led to the founding of the New Kingdom.

In addition to Egyptian weapons and stone vases the pan-grave
people, as time fprog_;ressed, adopted more and more of the products
and customs of the country in which they had settled. The later
burials contain increasing quantities of Egyptian pottery, scarabs,
and jewellery,and among the circular and oval pits with contracted
burials there begin to appear oblong, rectangular graves containing
bodies extended in the contemporaneous Egyptian fashionand often
encased in wooden coffins. In the settlements the circular Nubian
hut gives way to the small Egyptian house with rectangular plan.
By the end of the Hyksos Period the Nubian immigrants had
apparently become completely Egyptianized and in the New
Kingdom their presence in Egypt is no longer demonstrable on
purely archaeological grounds. Men of Nubian race, however,
have continued to serve in the Egyptian army and police force
until the present day, and we may be sure that throughout the
Dynastic Period many Nubian tribesmen, particularly the war-
like Medjay, resided with their families within the boundaries
of Egypt itself.
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CHAPTER III

PALESTINE IN THE
MIDDLE BRONZE AGE

I~ a previous chapter! the nomadic way of life of the inhabitants
of Palestine during the period roughly equivalent to the First
Intermediate Period of Egypt was described. It was sharply
differentiated from the Early Bronze Age, for instead of people
living in walled towns there was a population quite uninterested
in town life, bringing with them new pottery, new weapons and
new burial practices, of types best explained as those of nomads.
In Syria there is a similar break, and there are many links to show
that the newcomers in the two areas were connected. In Syria,
there is documentary evidence to suggest that these nomadic
intruders were the Amorites, and it can thus be accepted that it
was at this time that the Amorites, described in the Biblical record
as part of the population of the country,? reached Palestine.

The break at the end of this period of nomadic occupation is
as sharp as that at its beginning. Towns once more appear, and
there are once more new burial practices, new pottery, new
weapons, new ornaments. There is a most surprising lack of any
objects or practices which, where the archaeological evidence is
sound, can be shown to carry through from the earlier stage to
the later. It is for this reason that it seems misleading to apply
to the stage of nomadic occupation the term Middle Bronze I, as
was done when the evidence of the period was first becoming
apparent,® though this is still used by many archaeologists in
the United States and Israel. Instead, the term Intermediate
Early Bronze—Middle Bronze, first introduced by J. H. Iliffe in
his arrangement of the Palestine Archaeological Museum, has
been used, and the term Middle Bronze Age is confined to the
new developments with which this chapter 1s concerned.t

1 C.4.H. B, pt. 2, ch. xx1, sects. v—viL. 2 Numbers xxi. 13.

3 Eg. G, 1,ch. 13 G, 2,ch. 1135 G, 9, 5.

¢ What is here called M.B.1 is called M.B.Ila by those who adhere to the older
terminology.
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78 PALESTINE

I. MIDDLE BRONZE AGE I:
CHARACTERISTICS, DISTRIBUTION, ORIGIN

The first salient point concerning Middle Bronze I is the ap-
pearance of a completely new repertory of pottery forms. In
place of the monotonous range of E.B.-M.B. vessels, the over-
whelmingly large proportion of which are jars, though varying in
size and as to whether they have spouts or handles, accompanied
by only a few bowls, there is now a wide variety of bowls, jugs,
juglets, dippers and vases. The jars, proportionately much fewer
in numbers, have pointed instead of flat bases and loop handles
instead of ledge handles, and even such a utilitarian object as the
lamp is now a circular bowl with a slight pinch to form a nozzle
for the wick, instead of the four-nozzle form of the E.B.-M.B.
period. The contrast may be seen by comparing material of the
two periods from, for instance, Megiddo! and Tell Beit Mirsim.?

Difference in form is accompanied by difference in appearance
and technique. The pottery of the E.B.-M.B. is almost uniformly
drab in colour with a rough finish. It never has a coloured slip
or any burnish, and only a very few vessels, in one only of the
separate groups, have a simple painted decoration. The pottery
technique is highly characteristic. The bases of the vessels are
almost invariably flat, the walls thin and hand-made, with finger
marks clearly visible on the inside, but the rims wheel-made on a
fast wheel. In contrast, the Middle Bronze vessels are made of
well-levigated clay, which often has a fine slip, most characteristi-
cally red, and this is often burnished to a high finish, suggesting
an imitation of copper. The vessels (see Fig. 1), with the excep-
tion of such coarse types as cooking-pots, are entirely wheel-made.
Even if only a sherd is found, there is almost never any difficulty
in differentiating between the wares of the two periods.

The difference extends to all other classes of objects of which
there is evidence, that is to say weapons and ornaments in metal.
Such evidence as there is? suggests that the difference extends to
the metal, and that copper was the metal employed during the
E.B.-M.B. period and bronze during the Middle Bronze Age,
but more work is required on this subject. The difference in forms
is however clear. In the E.B.-M.B. period in Palestine, the only
axes that can be securely dated to this period are of the fenestrated

1 Eg. G, 4, Tomb 1101B-1102 Lower, pls. 6~7 and i4id. Tomb 877Az2,
pls. 11-12 with i4id. Tomb g11 A1, pls. 28—9.

2 E.g. G, 2, pls. 2—3 with i4id. pls. 4~5.

3 G, 4, 1601,
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type,! though in Syria the simple flat celt found from Ghassulian
times onwards apparently continued in use? as well as the fene-
strated axes found there in quantity.® In Middle Bronze Age
Palestine the characteristic type is a thin socketed blade.* The
other main weapon found is the dagger. This is a very common
weapon on many E.B.-M.B. sites, and is characterized by a thin
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Fig. 1. Selected Middle Bronze Age I pottery.

lengthy blade, attached by rivets at the butt to a handle of which
the only evidence is the survival of a number of metal (copper or
bronze) rivets.> The Middle Bronze Age weapon is an entirely
different affair, short, with a wide shoulder, giving a triangular
appearance. The earliest are beautiful examples of craftsmanship,
with a pronounced mid-rib outlined by further ribs.® The earliest

1 E.g. G, 16, Abb. 105; G, 3, pl. 163.8. 2 §1, 2, plixvir.

® E.g.§1, 3, pls. L, cxi1x; §1, 12, figs. 18.22, 19.13-14.

¢ Eg.G,7 fig. 312.6; G, 8, fig. 111.15; G, 4, pl. 122.1-2, §1, 13, pl. xX. 2.

5 E.g. G, 12, pls. x—=u11; G, 17, pl. 21.8, 10, pl. 22.4-6; G, 7, fig. 70; G, 8,
fig. 22.

¢ E.g. G, 12, pl. x1v. 70; G, 4, pl. 122.9, pl. 149.6-7.
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are probably also attached to the handle by rivets at the butt, but
tangs soon develop. The only other E.B.-M.B. weapon, the
javelin,! has no counterpart in the Middle Bronze Age.

The other item of equipment in which comparison can readily
be made is that of the pins. In both periods there are toggle pins,
the type of pin with a pierced shaft to which a thread or string
was presumably attached, to be wound round the lower part after
piercing the garment. In the E.B.-M.B. period there were two
types, with a club-like or swollen head? or with a mushroom-head,?
both relatively rare in Jordan, but common at this period in
Syria.# In the Middle Bronze Age, there was no marked swelling
at the head, but the shank above the piercing may be more or
less elaborately decorated.> There can be no possibility of confusion
in the types. They presumably have a common origin, possibly in
Mesopotamia, but the development from one type to the other
is not found in Palestine.

The evidence is therefore clear that between the E.B.-M.B.
period and Middle Bronze I there was such a complete break in
material equipment that it can only be interpreted as a cultural
break introduced by the arrival of new groups. This is confirmed
by-all other evidence. Though finds belonging to Middle Bronze I
are not numerous, they are sufficient to show that a new way of life
was introduced. Most of the finds come from burials, for instance
at Tell el-*Ajjul,® Ras el-‘Ain” and Megiddo.2 The burials have
nothing in common with the tombs of the E.B.-M.B. period.
Most are in simple graves within the area of the town. A number
are of single individuals, though some are multiple, but the bodies
are disposed as complete skeletons, mainly in a supine position,
and are quite distinct from the skeletalized, disordered, remains
of most of the E.B.-M.B. burials, and equally from the crouched
burials that are found in the other types of burials of that period.?
Only two sites have so far yielded detailed evidence of the occupa-
tion of the period, though evidence from a third, Jericho, will be
available when work on the material has been completed. To one
of these sites, Megiddo, it will be necessary to return. The other
site is Tell Beit Mirsim, where Strata G-F belong to this period.10

1 G, 8,fig.41.11, 13, 15; G, 11, pl. x1x.48-9; G, 18, pl. 22.1-3.
2 G, 4,pl 86.2. 3 G, 4, pl. 102.9-10.

4 E.g. §1, 2, pl. Lx1x; §1, 8, pl. Lx1%; §1, 3, pl. LXXVI.

5 Eg. G, 7, fig. 128; G, 8, fig. 114; G, 9, pl. 227; G, 11, pl. xx.

¢ G, 12, g, sect. 26. 7 §1, 9.

8 G, 4, e.g. pls. 289, 31, 35.
% For a description of the different burial methods see G, 6, 139f.; G, 8, 33
v G, 1,141 G, 2,674;G, 3, 17f.
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Here, there was evidence that the first stage of the flourishing
Middle Bronze Age town belongs to this period, a town with
closely built houses and, at least towards the end of the period, a
town wall. For the other sites where remains of this period are
found, for instance Tell el-‘Ajjul and Ras el-‘Ain, there is no
evidence at present of towns at this period. The uninterrupted
development of this stage into M. B. II, described below, supports
the conclusion that the new culture was essentially urban.

As already mentioned, the new material equipment alsoappears
at Megiddo. For a contrast between the E.B.-M.B. period and
the earliest Middle Bronze Age remains, it is only necessary to
compare the finds from the two groups of E.B.-M.B., tombs
1101—2 B Lower! and the Shaft Tombs,? and those of their suc-
cessors.® The clearest evidence here again comes from burials,
some re-using E.B.-M.B. Shaft Tombs, others in graves within
the town area. There certainly was a town of the period, but the
mechanical method of recording so-called stratification,* in which
no floor levels were established and in which the contents of
graves are recorded as belonging to the level to which they hap-
pened to penetrate, has made it extremely difficult to establish the
true chronology of the successive building levels. It is, however,
probable that elements in the plan ascribed to Stratum XIV
represent the first stage of the M.B. I town.

The Middle Bronze I of Megiddo is, however, not quite the
same as Middle Bronze I in the rest of Palestine. The metal
equipment is probably identical.® Similar pottery forms are
found,® and some of the Megiddo forms have the same burnished
red slip. But a number of the forms, particularly the dipper
juglets, though the form is similar, have a different finish, with a
drab slip decorated with coloured bands in red or red and black.?
There 1s also a range of bowls with thickened rims, similarly
decorated with bands in red,® which are not found elsewhere.
Juglets, too, have individual neck forms.® These features, and

1 G, 4,pl 6.22-31, pl. 7.

2 J4id. pl. 10, pl. 11.19-35, pl. 12.1—9, pl. 21.4-21, pl. 22.

3 E.g. ibid. pls. 28, 29, 31.8-21. 4 See §1, 5, G1*—52%,

5 Compare, for example, G, 4, pl. 149.6-7 and G, 9, pl. 178.3 with G, 11,
pl. xiv. 71, 74.

8 Compare, for example, bowls: G, 4, pl. 28.24-30, 34-8 and G, g, pl. 19.2~3
with G, 12, pl. xxviir. 25E4, 25 G5, 28 P5 and §1, 9; juglets: G, 4, pl. 29.1 and
G, 9, pl. 20.14, 16 with G, 12, pl. xxx.35R, 35R* Seealso G, 6, figs. 36 and

7. ? E.g. G, 4, pl. 29.2-3; G, 9, pl. 16.5.

8 Eg. G, 4, pl. 28.1-18; G, 9, pl. 9. 1-3.

® Eg.G,9,pl11.2,pl. 16.2.
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particularly the decoration in coloured bands, are important, and
to them it will be necessary to return.

The break between the material remains of the Intermediate
E.B.-M.B. period and Middle Bronze I has been emphasized in
the preceding paragraphs. In Palestine there is no development
from one to the other. There must have been an infiltration of new
groups. That it was an infiltration rather than a large-scale inva-
sion 1s suggested by the relatively few sites on which the evidence
of M.B. 1 is found, though this impression may be modified as
further sites are completely excavated and more evidence accumu-
lates. The suggestion of small infiltrating groups is supported by
the evidence! that there was a small group at Tell el-‘Ajjil at this
period, but that there was then a gap before the Middle Bronze
Age town was founded. The origin of the newcomers has
therefore to be sought.

The cultural continuum of the northern part of Syria and of
Palestine has been emphasized already.2 The connexion between
the coastal area of Syria and Palestine in the Middle Bronze Age
is very clear from comparison of finds stretching from Ras Sham-
ra in the north to Tell el-‘Ajjal in the south. The same culture,
contrasting so markedly in character with that of the immediately
succeeding period, appears from north to south of the Mediter-
ranean littoral. But a new way of life cannot appear out of a
vacuum. There is no evidence at all from the material equipment
to suggest that the new influences came from further afield. On

resent evidence it must be concluded that it evolved within this
area of the Mediterranean littoral.

The major claimant to be the originator of the new urban
civilization that evolved from the amalgamation of the old Early
Bronze Age civilization and the revitalizing influence of the
E.B.-M.B. Amorite invasions is Byblos. The strength of the
impact of newcomers on the civilization of this important port on
the Mediterranean coast can be judged both from the architecture
and the finds.3 The finds, which can best be studied in the
foundation deposits,? include a long range of objects that establish
clearly their relationship to finds of the E.B.-M.B. period at
other sites. But the impression of wealth given by this great mass
of metal objects, and of the strong connexion of the people who
made these offerings with an urban centre suggests that a more
sophisticated way of life had developed than that of the semi-
nomadic pastoralists who must be assumed to have left the evi-

1 See below, pp. 103f. 2 C.4.H. 13, pt. 2, ch. xxi, sect. vi1; see also G, 5.
3 C.4.H. B3, pt. 2, ch. xxi, sect. viIL. 4 See G, 5.
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dence on most other sites. The recorded stratification at Byblos is
too unsatisfactory for it to be possible to conclude to what degree
the town was built up at this period (though the observation!
that the houses were planned haphazardly, without reference to
one another does not suggest a truly urbanized community), nor
is it possible to say whether there was a town wall. But whether
or not Byblos was a true town at this stage, it was at least the
regional and religious centre of a thriving artisan population,
whose members made their offerings in its temples.

Byblos thus stands out in the whole western Syrian area as
something more than a village centre or tribal headquarters of a
population of semi-nomadic pastoralists who in the last centuries
of the third millennium B.c. had destroyed the pre-existing urban
civilization. At Byblos too are to be found a number of connecting
links between the artifacts of the E.B.-M.B. period and those of -
Middle Bronze I that are completely missing in Palestine. In the
first place, the daggers found in some of the foundation deposits
are, with their broad shoulders and developed mid-ribs, perfectly
good typological predecessors for the short, broad-shouldered
Palestinian Middle Bronze daggers,® which the long narrow
E.B.-M.B. daggers® could never have been. More important
still, the possible ancestry of the Middle Bronze Age pottery is
to be found. The influence of metal vessels upon it, both in the
appearance of copper given by the red burnished slip, and in the
addiction to sharp angles in the bowls, is evident, as was long ago
pointed out by W. F. Albright,® who also pointed out® that a
bronze bowl from Montet’s foundation jar at Byblos® provided a
very good metallic prototype for the Middle Bronze Age pottery
vessels.” Similar metal vessels were found in other Byblos
foundation deposits subsequently discovered.®

Thus it is reasonable to suppose that it was in Byblos that were
made the first pottery imitations of the metal vessels that were the
ancestors of the Middle Bronze Age pottery of the Syro-Pale-
stinian coast. This assumption is strongly supported by the fact
that close parallels to most of the Middle Bronze I pottery vessels
are in fact found in Byblos. The list of royal tombs discovered in
Byblos is headed by that of Abi-shemu and Y pshomuibi, probably

1§11, 851
2 Compare, for example, §1, 2, pl. Lxx.2184 and §1, 3, pl. Lxv1.g618, 9619
with G, 4, pl. 149.6-7 and G, 11, pl. x1V.71, 74. 3 Eg. G, 6, fig. 24.

4 G, 2, 69, sect. 17. 5 Jbid. 8 §1, 8, pl. Lxx1.605.
7 Compare the Byblos vessel with, for example, G, 6, fig. 36.5 (=G, 12,
pl. xxvir. 25 8). 8 §1, 2, pl. Lxv1.
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his son. The former is dated by Egyptian imports to the time of
Ammenemes 11T (1842-1797 B.c.) of the Twelfth Dynasty, and
the latter to the time of Ammenemes IV (1798-1790 B.c.). The
whole range of pottery from these tombs? is very close indeed to
that of the M.B. I deposits in Palestine.

There are, so far, many gaps in the evidence. The production
of pottery of this degree of sophistication must have been pre-
ceded by more tentative efforts. Of these objects, and the potters’
workshops, with efficient potters’ wheels and kilns capable of
firing pottery of a much higher standard than anything that had
gone before, there is as yet no material evidence. It is probable
that with this increased skill in pot-making went an increased
skill in metallurgy, in which weapons, ornaments and vessels in
copper were succeeded by those in bronze. Of this there is even
less evidence, for the necessary analyses have not been made, and
there is only meagre analytical evidence in Palestine? that it was
at this stage that a major change occurred, though to the naked
eye of the layman the difference in the products seems clear.
Perhaps in the future the metal-workers’ installations at Byblos,
where far more objects have been found than in the whole of the
rest of the Syro-Palestine area, will be located.3

With these technological developments must have gone a de-
velopment of an urban way of life. As has been already said, the
excavation methods at Byblos make it difficult to trace the stages
in the development of the town, from a walled town of the Early
Bronze Age, maintaining active relationship with Egypt over
almost a millennium, through the E.B.-M.B. interruption to a
revived town whose kings (see above) were again in contact with
Egypt during the time of that country’s Twelfth Dynasty. But
throughout the length of the Syro-Palestine littoral, from Ras
Shamra in the north to Tell el-*Ajjul in the south, towns appear
again early in the Middle Bronze Age. It is not always easy to
assess the evidence of M.B. I on these sites (probably owing
simply to lack of excavation evidence), but, as will be seen, the
development of M.B. II from Middle Bronze I is direct and
incontrovertible, and the strong probability is that it was the
newcomers of M.B. I who reintroduced an urban way of life.

The connexion of M.B. I sites, particularly Tell el-‘Ajjul and
Ras el-‘Ain, the classic sites for Middle Bronze I in Palestine,
with Byblos has already been emphasized. From Byblos or its
neighbourhood groups with the equipment developed, as has

1 §i, 8, pls. cxvi, cxviL .
2 G, 4, 1604 8 On this subject, see §1, 12, 67 ., sect. 33.
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been suggested, in this area, came down into Palestine and settled
at first in small numbers, and scattered settlements, usually on
the sites of old towns that developed again into towns. One may
presume that they settled amongst the E.B.-M.B. semi-nomadic
pastoralists, for the latter cannot have vanished overnight, but so
far there is no material evidence of interaction in the way of
trade or cross-fertilization of cultures.

There is supporting evidence that it was a matter of infiltration
of comparatively small groups rather than an organized invasion.
This comes from the difference, already referred to, of the pottery
at Megiddo and that from other sites. As far as present evidence
goes, the practice of decorating pottery with coloured bands is
not found at this stage at Byblos. It is on the other hand found
further north on the coast, at Ras Shamra, and also on inland sites
such as Qatna. It also occurs at Megiddo. At both Ras Shamra
and Megiddo vessels are found, especially jugs and juglets, which
are very close in form to similar vessels from ‘Ajjil, Ras el-‘Ain
and Byblos, but whereas in the latter case the vessels have a
burnished red slip, in the former they have a drab slip and a
decoration of painted bands.! There are many other parallels
between the pottery of Ras Shamra and Megiddo at this stage
which are variations on what is found elsewhere. The practice of
decorating pottery with coloured bands would seem to be a north
Syrian one, for it is found, for instance, at Qatna.?2 The forms
here are different, and remain so throughout the Middle Bronze
Age. From the pottery and other finds it is clear that in this
period there were two well-defined cultural spheres, coastal Syria
and inland Syria. It is possible that at this early stage some
contacts between northern sites, Ras Shamra on the coast and
others further inland, led to the adoption of the practice of
decorating with bands vessels that in other respects were copied
from those in use at Byblos and elsewhere to the south.

From this northern coastal area must have come the new groups
at Megiddo. Other elements in the repertory of forms in Middle
Bronze I at Megiddo cannot at present be exactly paralleled in
published material, for instance the juglet with the upward-
pointing rim,3 and the bowls with thickened rims, but the former
has 2 somewhat Anatolian look, and the latter has some resem-

1 Compare for instance G, 12, pl. xxx.35R, from ‘Ajjdl, §1, 9, from Ras
el-‘Ain and §1, 8, pl. cxvi. 800 from Byblos with G, 4, pl. 29.3 from Megiddo
and G, 12, fig. 100.12—-14 from Ras Shamra.

2 §1, 7, pls. xxx1—xxx11, Mishrifé, Tombe 1.

3 G,9,ph. 11.2, 16.2.
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blance to bowls from Qatna,! so again a northern origin is indi-
cated. It can therefore be concluded that groups both from the
northern coastal area and from the neighbourhood of Byblos were
penetrating into Palestine at this time.

The culture established at this stage, of which the pottery is
the most widespread and easily recognizable evidence, is of great
importance, for it is the culture that dominated the Syrian coast
down to the time of disruption by the Peoples of the Sea c. 1200 s.c.
For this continuity, pottery is again the best evidence. In the
north, the succession can be seen at Ras Shamra,? in the south at
sites such as Megiddo,? Tell el-‘Ajjal, Tell el-Far‘ah® and Tell
Beit Mirsim.® The basic pottery repertory develops without break.
To it is added, especially in the Late Bronze Age from the
sixteenth century B.c. onwards, an increasing amount of foreign
imports, especially Cypriot and, later, Mycenaean, which provide
useful dating evidence. Not only is this basic continuity impor-
tant, but it is equally necessary to stress the cultural continuum
over the whole area. With minor variations, the groups of finds at
Ras Shamra, for instance, can be closely compared at all periods
with those from Megiddo, Tell el-Far‘ah and Jericho.?

This is the culture of the land of Canaan, known as Kinakhna
to the Akkadians from the purple dye® for which it was famous.
Its claim to fame in world history is that Canaan produced the
alphabet that was to be the ancestor of all western alphabets, and
a literature to which, through the Old Testament, all literature
owes a great debt. It is generally agreed that Canaanite is not an
ethnic term, but one that is more properly applied to a culture.?
With this the archaeological evidence outlined above agrees. Out
of the elements of the pre-existing Early Bronze Age civilization
and the intruding Amorite semi-nomadic way of life of the
E.B.-M.B. phase emerged the Middle Bronze Age Canaanite
civilization, of which the evidence is to be found from north to

1 §1, 7, pl. xxx1v, Mishrifé, Tombe 1.

2 Material assembled in §1, 12; e.g. figs. 101, 105-8, published in more detail
in, for example, §1, 10, fig. xiv; §1, 11, figs. 6, 31, 35, 36.

3G,4;09. 4 G, 115125 13; 14.

5 @G, 15; 10. This Tell el-Far‘ah is to be distinguished from the Tell el-Far‘ah
near Nablus (see below p. 108), which is probably the site of Tirzah.

8 G, 1; 2.

? E.g. for early M.B.II compare §1, 12, fig. 105 with G, 8, figs. 95—98; for
sixteenth century B.c. compare G, 4, pls. 45-8 and §1, 11, fig. 19; for fourteenth
century B.C. compare §1, 11, fig. 11 and G, g, pls. 63—7.

8 See E. A. Speiser in Ann. 4.§.0.R. 16 (1936), 121 f.; C.4.H. 113, pt. 2, ch.
XXXIII, sect. II. ® See, for example, §1, 4.
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south of the Syro-Palestinian littoral for the greater part of the
second millennium =.c.

Though this Canaanite culture played such an important part
in the development of written records, it is still possible, through-
out the Middle and Late Bronze Ages, to establish absolute dates
only by reference to contacts with Egypt, for Canaan did not
advance to the stage of formulating a calendar. Dates in both
Syria and Palestine are therefore ultimately dependent on finds
of Egyptian objects in recognizable contexts, and in the first stage
Palestinian chronology must be dependent on that of Syria, since
the contacts there were better. The best evidence comes from the
comparison of the finds in the various foundation deposits in the
Byblos sacred area with those in the tombs of Abi-shemu and
Ypshomuibi, dated by finds to the reigns of Ammenemes III
(1842—1797 B.c.) and Ammenemes IV (1798-1790 B.c.). Most
of the foundation deposits have no Egyptian objects, but one,
Montet’s jar,! has a large number of scarabs that are probably of
the First Intermediate Period.2 The rest of the contents of this
jar were of the typical E.B.-M.B. range. In the deposits in the
Champs des Offrandes there is a change of emphasis. In groups
for which a late date can be suggested, on the grounds that
typical E.B.-M.B. weapons, particularly fenestrated axes, are in
gold with elaborately moulded decoration,® and are thus cere-
monial and no longer functional, there is a considerable increase
in Egyptian objects.t These deposits could be contemporary with
the Eleventh Dynasty, when Egyptian power was beginning to
recover. In between that-time and the end of the Twelfth
Dynasty, the type of pottery characteristic of M.B. I had evolved
for, as already stated, this 1s found in the royal tombs.

A date for the beginning of M.B. I in Palestine of the second
half of the nineteenth century =.c. is thus probable. It cannot be
put too late, for the transition to IM.B. II had taken place by the
early eighteenth century,® but it is not necessary to allow more
than half a century for it in view of the small amount of material
to be ascribed to it. The presence in Palestine of a few Twelfth
Dynasty scarabs starting with Sesostris I (1971-1928 B.C.) sug-
gests that there were some contacts as early as that. Unfortu-
nately, the early scarabs have not been found in significant

1 §1, 8, pls. Lx—Lxx1.

2 They were dated by Albright to the Thirteenth Dynasty (G, 2, 24, sect. 24),
but a more recent study by Miss O. Tufnell makes an earlier date seem probable.

3 E.g.§1, 3, pl. cxix. 4 E.g. §1, 3, pls. cxxin—cxxvI.

5 See below, p. 94.
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contexts; for instance the scarabs of Sesostris I at Duweir come
from the fill of a quarry and from a Late Bronze Age context,
and at Megiddo from Stratum X, belonging to the end of the
Middle Bronze Age. They cannot therefore be used to date
M.B. I deposits. In any case, the paucity of Twelfth Dynasty
scarabs compared with later ones shows that contact between
Egypt and Palestine at this period was slight, which would fit
better with the state of affairs in E.B.-M.B. Palestine than in
M.B. I.

II. MIDDLE BRONZE AGE II

The small number of sites on which evidence for Middle Bronze I
is found suggests that the period was of short duration. The
general spread of the culture took place in M.B. I, when a large
number of the places that had been towns in the Early Bronze
Age once more attained that status. Exceptions are some towns
in the central hill country such as ‘Ai and Shiloh, and this area
was perhaps less fully occupied than previously. The towns were
not large in size. For sites of which the size can be ascertained,
they range from some 7 acres at Jericho to 13 acres at Megiddo
and 182 acres at Hazor in its period of maximum expansion.
They were all enclosed by defensive walls, probably at all stages
in their existence. Within the defences the houses were close-
packed. There is little evidence of any regular town-planning,
and none of any architectural pretensions. Fine stone-working is
in fact alien to Palestine until comparatively modern times; when
it is found, as in ninth century B.c. Samaria, it is the result
of temporary foreign influence. There is also not much evidence
of public buildings even of a religious nature, though this may be
a result of the chances of excavation. In the material culture, the
pottery reaches a considerable degree of technical competence,
and some of it is pleasing in appearance (see Fig. 2). There is
evidence of competence also in other arts and crafts, for instance
in wood-working! and the manufacture of vessels in the local
equivalent of alabaster.? But of any true artistic achievement there
is no evidence at all; the carved bone strips applied to wooden
boxes are attractive but they are not art. There is also no evidence
of any high degree of wealth. Objects in precious materials are of
course liable to be looted, but this applies to all periods, and it
cannot only be chance that in the Late Bronze gold objects are
found in relative abundance, for instance at Tell el-‘Ajjal,® and
1 G, 7, ch. 5 and Appendix B. 2 §nm, 1.
3 G, 12, 6-8, sects. 32—, pls. 1—111.
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also carved ivories, for instance at Megiddo,! while scarcely
anything of the sort comes from Middle Bronze contexts.
There is also little evidence of foreign trade or connexions.
Scarabs are of course found in enormous numbers. A few have
Egyptian royal and other names, and are presumably imports,
and the fineness of cutting of others also suggests they are imports,
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Fig. 2. Selected Middle Bronze Age II pottery.

but the great majority are probably locally produced. The ala-
baster-workers and the joiners, whose products have just been
mentioned, based their work on Egyptian originals or perhaps
the original craftsmen were trained by immigrant Egyptians, but
objects actually imported from Egypt were very few. A very few
imported Cypriot vessels are found, so few that it is almost
possible to give an exhaustive list,2 and infinitesimal in number

1§41, 2.

2 Six tombs on the 2/ at Megiddo, Tombs 5134, 5068, 3111, 3065, 5050,
5243, 4109 and two in the cemetery (8 and 7) have one or occasionally two vessels:
G, 9, pk. 26 and 34; G, 4, pls. 38, 41; from the southern Tell el-Far‘ah, tomb
551, §11, 5, 68R2, '
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compared with those found in Late Bronze Age deposits. It
would seem that at this time Palestine had little in the way of
surpluses available to exchange for luxury goods.

Within M.B. 1II falls the period of the Hyksos in Egypt.
Such importance has been attached to this that the period in
Palestine is sometimes given the overall name of Hyksos and the
pottery and other ob_]ects typical of this stage designated specifi-
cally Hyksos. This is incorrect, for the cultural continuity from
M.B. I to M.B. II has already been suggested and will be further
emphasized below, and the cultural continuum at this period
from north to south on the Syrian littoral has been emphasized.
Unless this whole new culture is to be ascribed to the Hyksos
none of it is Hyksos. The significance of the Hyksos will be
discussed below.

In the following section, the evidence derived from the exca-
vation of the most important sites is described, as providing the
basis for these introductory remarks and for the conclusions on
the course of Palestinian history and culture that follow. It is in
fact only by assembling this evidence that the history of Palestine
can be established.

ITI. MIDDLE BRONZE AGE II: SITES

It is convenient to begin with Fericho because, though this town
was small and of this only a very small part has survived, an
exceptionally large number of tombs has been excavated, and
these, combined with evidence from the excavated part of the
town, provide a framework for much of the finds from elsewhere.

The e/l at Jericho has suffered exceptionally severe erosion;
over most of the mound, the latest surviving levels within the
town area are Early Bronze Age, though on the slopes there are
E.B.-M.B. remains. This erosion took place before Iron Age II,
since in places buildings of that period immediately overlie
erosion wash and gulleys cutting into earlier levels. The only area
in which anything of the Middle and Late Bronze Ages survives
is on the east. The contours of the mound have a somewhat
half-moon shape, with a dip towards the centre of the east side.
This is the point at which to-day the spring, for millennia the
reason for the existence of the town, emerges from the ground.
It was this no doubt that was responsible for the slope of the
mound in this direction since access to the spring had to be
maintained. This area suffered less denudation than the higher
part of the mound, and here therefore Middle Bronze houses
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survived, with also a very small patch of Late Bronze Age levels
above.

Of the uppermost Middle Bronze Age houses an area of about
37 m. by 24 m. has been excavated in the campaigns of 1930-6
and 1952—-8.1 Of the lower levels only a much more restricted
sounding has been made.2 Of the plan of these lower buildings,
not a great deal could be established. But one very important
point was clear. A lower succession of levels was associated with
a line of town wall on the extreme surviving edge of the mound,
where it is cut into by the modern road. The town wall showed
some three rebuilds, all of them of mud brick, in style resembling
that of the Early Bronze Age. It was also almost certain that
immediately to the south of the excavated area there was a gate,
probably of the type with inturned passage-way divided by but-
tresses, which is normal in the period.? The area to the south had
unfortunately been already disturbed by previous excavations, so
could not be examined.

The upper succession of building levels passed over the top
of this line of defences, and were associated with a line further
to the east, but the continuation of the surfaces was cut by the
modern road, and all traces of the defences at this point destroyed
by modern reservoirs in connexion with the spring. It is, how-
ever, virtually certain that the new defences were those of which
the great plaster-faced rampart? formed the most important ele-
ment, which can be traced round a considerable part of the site.
The surviving part of these defences is where they are backed
against the mound built up by the earlier occupation. The
rampart had the effect of steepening the slope to an angle of
35°, and raising its height by some 6 m. with a slope down inside
of this amount. At the base of the bank was a stone revetment.
From it a smooth plastered surface sloped up to a wall on the
summit, of which only the foundations survived, and that only
in one place. There were three successive stages in this composite
system of defence, of which the final one had a very massive
stone revetment at the foot, resting on bed-rock with all earlier
deposits in front of it removed, and standing to the height of
¢. 4-§0 m.5 This revetment has been traced round a considerable
part of the mound, and in particular was traced by the Austro-
German expedition sweeping round to the east across the

1 For 19306 see §111, 8, 118f.; for 19528 §1, 11, 2291

2 §m, 13, 81; §im1, 14, 106f. The full report will be published in Fericho I11.
3 G, 3, 30ff, sect. 38. 4 See Plate 72.

5 §m, 12, pl. xxx1%; G, 6, Pl 31.
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modern road.! This indicates that the rampart defences are those
to which the upper series of building levels on the east side must
have run. On this east side, however, they must have had a
different character, for if one can judge from the line as traced,
they must have swung out into the plain to a distance of some
§o m. east of the pre-existing walls. Here they must have formed
a rampart free-standing on both sides, which 1s an important link
with similar fortifications to be discussed below.

The final stage of buildings belonging to these defences is that
already mentioned, of which an appreciable area was cleared in the
course of the two expeditions.? It shows a plan based on two roads,
separated from each other by a distance of 27 m., climbing the
slope of the mound with wide-cobbled steps. Flanking them were
houses of irregular plan and consisting of small, unpretentious
rooms. The buildings were in terraces, following the slope of the
mound, as indeed had been their Early Bronze Age predecessors.
In character, it is very probable that they resembled their modern
successors in many oriental towns, for instance the Old City of
Jerusalem, having on the ground floor single-roomed shops with
no direct connexion with the rest of the building and storerooms,
while on the upper floor there are living quarters and industrial
establishments. The storerooms? formed the most striking feature
of the excavated remains, for in a number of them were great
storage jars full of grain,® calcined, and thus preserved, in the
fire that destroyed the building. Evidence of an industrial
establishment on an upper floor came from the area excavated in
the 1952~8 campaigns, in which fifty-two saddle querns and
many rubbing stones, a number far in excess of domestic require-
ments, were recovered in the débris of collapse, suggesting that
there was a milling establishment in the upper floor.

This final stage of the Jericho Middle Bronze Age town was
destroyed by a violent fire. Walls and floors are hardened and
blackened, burnt débris and beams from the upper storeys fill the
rooms, and the whole is covered by a wash from burnt walls that
accumulated during a period of abandonment. Since, as will be
seen, the contents seem to go down to the end of the Middle
Bronze Age and not beyond, it is probable that this destruction

1 G, 17, Tafel L. 2 For combined plan, see G, 6, pl. 31.

3 In the report of the 19306 excavations, §111, 7, 41, §111, 8, pl. xv, these are
erroneously described as ¢ Palace Storerooms’. This has proved to be incorrect, both
since the so-called Palace is certainly, on visual surviving evidence, later, and
since they extend north of the road into the next block.

4 §1u, 8, pls. xL1—xL11; §111, 11, pl. 47.
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is connected with the disturbances caused by the expulsion of the
Hyksos from 