Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis

Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary

Bachelor of Divinity Concordia Seminary Scholarship
5-1-1947

The Early History of the Aramaeans and Their Contacts with Israel
up to the Divided Kingdom

Marlin A. Mentz
Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, ir_mentzm@csl.edu

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv

b Part of the History of Christianity Commons

Recommended Citation

Mentz, Marlin A., "The Early History of the Aramaeans and Their Contacts with Israel up to the Divided
Kingdom" (1947). Bachelor of Divinity. 200.
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv/200

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Concordia Seminary Scholarship at Scholarly
Resources from Concordia Seminary. It has been accepted for inclusion in Bachelor of Divinity by an authorized
administrator of Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary. For more information, please contact
seitzw(@csl.edu.


https://scholar.csl.edu/
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv
https://scholar.csl.edu/css
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv?utm_source=scholar.csl.edu%2Fbdiv%2F200&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/1182?utm_source=scholar.csl.edu%2Fbdiv%2F200&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv/200?utm_source=scholar.csl.edu%2Fbdiv%2F200&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:seitzw@csl.edu

The Early History of the Aramaeans and
Their Contacts with Israel up to the Divided Kingdom

A Thesis Presented to
the Faculty of Concordia Seminary
Department of 0ld Testament History

In Partial Fulfillment
of the Requirements Bor the Degree
Bachelor of Divinity

By
Marlin A. Mentz

May, 1947




CONTENTS

Introduction tsssdste s tasaseenssasses s oanessente L

Ch, I Iarly History of Aram and the Patriarchal
Period .eece 3

Che IT. Aram during the Period of the Judges seees 43

Ch, IiI, The Arsmesean Contacts with Saul, Devid,
and SOlomon.-.o.-.--..-o-.hg

BibliOﬂ:r&phF---..----;-conoa.'---.--o----.-----.o. 71



Introduction

Of the Old Testement races and peoples, who had
contacts with God's chosen people, the Aramaeans, or as
the English Bible terms them, Syrians, are one of the
most colorful and fasoinating. This is especially true
because the history and career of the Aramaean people rmns
nearly parallel with that of the Israelites. They both
eprear on the scene at approximately the same time, and
the history of both Aram and Israel also terminates about
the same time,

The word Syria, as we know it, has no counterpsrt in
01ld Testament Hebrew, The translators of the Septuagint
were probably the first to use the word Syria for the
Hebrew word Aram, In such 0ld Testament passages as Jud,
10:6, I Ki. 20:1, II Ki. 5:1, I Chron. 18:6, Is., 7:1 and
a host of others the Hebrew has 1:]; N |

There has been much discussion as to the origin of
the neme Syria. It seems that scholars are about equaliy
divided on the matter. The first group would derive the
neme Syria from the Babylonian "Suri." Benzinger writes,

"The name 'Syrians' has recently been derived by Winckler -

from the 'Surl?! mentioned in the cuneiform inscription as
a Babylonian designation for "the West'" 1
A second group favors the derivation from %7 . This

— 1, Immanuel Benzinger, "Syria,” The Jewish Encyclopedia,
XI, De 647, e o
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school 1s supported by Stanley, Eadle, and iMoClintock and
Strong. "The Greek form of the name derived from Tsur
would be Tsuria; but as this could not be expressed by
Greek letters, it was softened down Evera v 2

The last school believes that Syria is an abbreviated
form of Assyria. This view is held by Smith, A Standerd
Bible Dictio s Finegan, and The Westminster Dictionary
of the Bible. J.F.McCurdy writes, "According to the common
view the word is a contraction of Assyria and was employed
by the Greeks of Asie Minor to designate the neighboring
psoples of the Assyrian Empire, " 3 This view seems to be

the more plausible,

2. MoGlintook and Strong, 'Syria," Encyclopaedia Bib-

1ical, Theologzical, end Ecolesiasticel Literature, X,
& =103¢

% 3?5-1' .F?Mocurohy, "Aram," A Standard Bible Dioctionary,

PPe 46=47.
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Chepter I
Early History of Aram end the Patriarchal Period.

Ae. Sources of Inforamation.

The sources of information, which the historians of
the Aremaeans have used, are twofold. The first is ioly
Secriptures, !fuch reliable information concerning this
veoplo is garnered from Holy Writ, In the S5ible they are
merely referred to as the Syrians, sometimes howsver, they
are more closely identified by the region where they settled,
2.8, "Syrians of Bellhrehob, and the Syrians of Zobah," B
Kraeling and others put very little stock in the 014 Testa-
ment sources because of their so-callsd "indecouracles," &
However, he does say that from the time of Omri on they

are Tairly reliable,

The second source of information is the inscriptions
of Babylonia, Egzypt, Assyria, Greece, Sem'al, end Hamath,
From the inseriptions of Nippur and Lagash (third millenium
B.C.) and the letters of the Hammurapi Dynasty we are able
to get some light, 3 The Assyrian annals and inscriptions
also provide us with some definite information, especially
the eponyms of the kings. Sayce says, "In the Assyrian
_m.ogég hand, however, their religious bias

often, as in the case of Ahab, prevented them from giving
a correoct estimate of parsongiities." Krseling, Aram and

Israsl, Pe Le
3, ibid., Pe3s-




by

inscriptions the name appears as Aramu, Arumu, snd Arimu,
as well es Aram., In a text of Tiglath-Pileser I (B.C.
1100) the weters on the east side of the Euphretes and
westward of Herran aro termed mami mat Arma, 'the waters
of the lend of the Aremaeans,' % Repgerding 'l:.he reigsn of
Ashurnazirpal III (£83-823) Sayce writes, "that he restor-
ed to Assyria certain clties which & former Assyrian king
had fortified In the land of Nahri, towards the sources of
the Tigris and Euphrstes, end of which the *'Arumu' had
teken possession, Among the Aramaean princes whom he sub-
dued hore were Ammi-baal and Bur-Hadad, i.e., Bar-Hadad,
or Ben-iadad." 5 Concerning the name Arameean in Assyrian
inscriptions, he adds, “"They (The Arameseans) are the Arumu,
Aramu, and Arma of the Assyrian monuments. Some of them,
like the Puaudu, or Pekod (Jer. 50:21),. were even settled
in Babylonia," 6 They are also mentioned in the inscrip-
tions of Sargon, Sennacherib, end others.

Sayce also claims the Aramaeans were known to the
Yeyptians. “Thus we find bearded Aramacans among the
beardless Hittite enemies of the Fgyptian kins end in the
great hall of Karnak portmaits are given of the Kutennu of
Horthern Syria which are menifestly those of Hittite pris-

oners." 7

L« A.H.Sayce, "Aram, Aramaeens,"” Dictionary of the Bible,
I. PPe 138"‘139-

5. Ibid., I, De 138

6. AsH.Sayce, The Races of the 014 Testement, pr. 99, 100.

7. Ibid., Pe 194,




-5-

Kraelins is of the opinion that perhaps the "Eremboi™
of tho Odyssey (4,f4) and the "Arimoi" of tho Iligd (2,782),
"mey represent our Aremeeans, for it is not at all unlikely
that the echo of the gigantic Aramasean onsst should have
reached the ears of the Homerle bards on the shores of
Hellas," S W.Volck is of the same opinion. 9

In his book Xreelingz points out that we also have some
Arameic source-material - the inscriptions of the kings of
San'al (Kilemmu - an iArameeen, but wrote in Phoenician -
Pansmmu end Bar-Rekaeb, eighth cent, of Senjirli). Then
there is the inscription or stele of Zakir, kins of Hamath

on the Orontes. 10

Igspite of the Biblical material and informetion from
the inscriptions, obelisks, end steles we must asree with
Krasling when he writes,

The history of the Aramaeans cannot yet be writ-
ten. Throursh the gloom that enshrouds their destinies
our sources only now and then cast a fitful glirmer.
Vle possess meurely flashlight pioctures, taken here and
there, and preserved in pepyri or engsraved on stone
or written on clay., These the chronicler must piece
together; thoy must speak to him and reveal the heart-
beats of the race and enable him to paint his subject
in colors true to life, Of the Aramacans we know just
enouzh to give an iupressionistic design of who they
were and what befell them, 11

mﬁim. .02. oit.. p. 5.

9, W.Volck, "Aram, Aramaeans, and the Aramaic Language: ,"
The New Schaff-Herzogz Encyclopedie of Religsious Knowledsze,
I, PD. 25k, 255

10. Kraeling, g%. cit.,P.2

1l. Ibid., Dp. 1,2,
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B. Ths Early History of the Aranaoans.
1. The Ancestor of the Aramaeans.

Kregeling claims that the earliest beginnings of the
Aramsean race are "shrouded in obscurity.” fe To & cer-
tain extent he is right, but not to the extent thet we are
completely isnorant as to the ancestor of the Aramasan
rece. In Gen, 10:23 Arem is designeted as the prozenitor
of the Aramaean race. 13 The descendants of Arem are celled
"the children of' Aram." Since Aram was a descendant of
Shen, i1t then follows that "the ohildren of Aram” (the
Arsmseans) are Semites. "The children of Shem, Elam, and |
Asshur, and Arphaxad, and Lud, end Aram and the children

of Aramj Uz and Hul, and Gether and Mash," ~

17, Kraeling, Op. eit., Ds 21.

13, Some scholars say £hat the name Aremeeen has its
origin in the Hebrew word 1 (table land or high
plain) which name the Hebrews then assigned to the Syrian
plateau about Damascus. Kraeling writes, "The word 'Aramu'
has been interpreted as meaningz 'highlanders'! from the
Nesd, Bub we have seen that this people did not bear this
name until they had ssttled in the Tur 'Abdin resion.
Conseduently we must prefexr to call them 'highlanderst

of the upper Tigris and Euphrated, Since they had con- 1
stant contact in that resion with the Hittites, and since
the latter at the time held dominion over Syria, it is
possible thet the neme 'Aramaean'! was transmitted south-
ward thru their agency. Hence we find those groups of the
Ahlame which penetrated Syria after the Hittite debacle
called by this appdlation, Perhaps also the alternative
translation of Aremu as 'the exalted ones' was formost
in the consciousness of the Ahleme when they gave up their
more ancient name in favor of the new,." Kraeling, obD. p%_t_.,
Pe 22. It seems that both views apply and merit acceptance.

14. Gen, 10:22,23,
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On this passage the writer in McClintock and Strons cone-
ments, "IThe descent of the Aremaeans from a son of Shem
is confirmed by their language, which wes one of the
branches of the Semitic Tamily, and nearly allied to the
Hobrew," 32 In a sinilar vein writes another author, "The
descent of the Aramaeans from Aram ls confirmed by
their lanruage, which wes ona. of the branches of the
Semitic family, end very nearly allied to the Hebrow." 16
Yet from the »nen oi' higher criticism comes this pro- .
test that the Aram mentioned in Gen. 10:23 is not to bhe
reckoned as a person but should stend for a whole tribe,.
Thus writes the author in Encyclopaedia Biblica,

Aren eppears in Gen, 10:22 ( AfauwVv CAl ) as one
of the sons of Shem, This in itself does not prove
anythine as to the nationality and language of the
people in question, for the classification adopted
in the chapter is based, to a larse extent, on geo=-
gsraphicel and political considerations, But there
is no reason to doubt that Aram here stands for the
whole, or at least for a portion , of those 'Semitic'
tribes whose languare is celled 'Aramaic' in the
0ld Testament (Bzra 4:7, Dan, 2:4) and is placed in
tho mouthoof laban the Aramesean accordins to the an-
cient gloss in Gen, 31:47. In later times the name
was still known, though often supplanted by 'Syrian,?
which the Creeks employed, from a very early period,
‘as the equivalent of the native Aram and its deriva=-
tives., Aram may perhaps be the source of the Homeric
*Bremboil’ (0d. 4,84). 17

However, even Dr, Emil Kraeling has this to say in defense

of the view thet the Arameeans are a people and not the

15, McClintock end Strong, "Arem,"” Op, cit.,I, DPe
353=354

16, Rt. Rev. Semuel Fallows, "Arem" The Popular and
Critical Bible Encyclopedia, I“ pp. 137-138,

7. Theodor N8ldeke, "Aram,” Encyclopedia Biblica,
Ta 001847 276-260s “RIITLAKE MEMUKIAL LIBRARY

CONCORDIA SEMINARY
ST, LOME M,
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"name of a region.” "The earliest occurrences of it show
that it is net the neme of a rezion bhut of a people. The
people is called Arimol, Aramu, Arumu; the second form is
the most frequent and doubtless the original one, since the
others ropresent merely vowel harmonizetions .to 'the

ending. (ZA 27: 283)r .

m&iﬂg. ON. E_j'-_t_o sDe ﬁo
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2., The Origin or the Homeland of the Aramaeans,

The question as to the original homeland of the Ara-
macans has proved universally perplexing to scholars. Bee-
cause of the dearth of material modern scholarship is not
too well equipped for the task of identifying the home=-
land of the Aramaeans. The Bible sheds some light on
this question. Amos 9:7 reads as follows, "... Have not I
brought up Israel out of the land of Egypt? and the Philis-
tines from Caphtor and the Syrians (Aramaeans) from Kire?"
Most commentators are of the opihion that Eir is here
spoken of as the original habitet of the Aramaeans (Kbil,lg
SBdergren, and others). However, the writer in !McClintock
end Strong mekes this suggestion,

Many writers, who have copied without acknowledée-
ment the words of Calmet, maintain that the Aramaeans
came foom Kir, appealing to Amos 9:7:; but while that
passage 1s not free from obscurity, it seems evidently
to point, not to the aboriginal asbode of the people,
but to the country whence God would recover them when
banished. The prophet had said (Amos 1l:5) that the
people of Aram would go into captivity to Kir (prob-
ably the country of the River Kur or Cyrus,) a pre=
diction of which we read the accomplishman£ in IT
Kings 16:9; and the allusion hers is to their sub-
sequent restoration. 20

Assuming that Kir in the above passage refers to
the original home of the Aramaseans, we are confronted

19, "For degenerate 1srael, the leading up out of

Egypt had no higher significance than the leading up of

the Philistines and Syrians out of their former dwelling-
places into the land which they at present inhabited."

C.F.Keil, Comment on the HMinor Prophets, I, p. 327.
20. ﬂc?dﬂﬁ%ﬁ and Strong, "Arem," oD. oit., I, p.35%.

E—




with the Turther problem of locating this Kir, mentioned
nlso in Amos 135, and II Kings 16:9. Four possible locations
are pronosed. One scheool ettempis to loeste the land
of Xi» near ths river Kur, the couniry today knovm as
Therie.?l Tiis view, first propounded by J.D.iich-
aelis, 22, Pound fovor with the Commentator Pusey. Cthers
concurring withh Pusey are Keil, Pulpli Commentary,Inter-
netional Critical Commentary, end Lanse-Schaff., Thus a
lerge runbor faver Kir as the reglion around the Rur River,
¥eil writes, "The pest of Ghe population of Aram would
be carried awey toc Kir, i.¢., %0 the banks of thse #iver
Kur, from which sccording to 9:7 the Syrians originally
enizrated.” 23 The Pylpit Commentery adds its weight to
that of Keil when it says, "It (Kir) hes been 1dentified
with the country on the banks of the River Kur which flows
inbo the Avezes on the soubhwest of V‘:;he Casplan Sea. It
forne part of the serritory known as Trangsceucasia.” 25
Lanre Sehaff says, "The rest ere to be carried evay to
¥ir, an Assyrien province, on thel banks oi' the kiver Kir,
X Uros s the modern Georgla." =3

Uthers like Berton end Puton do not endeavor %o equate
Kiz 0 eny specific reglom bhut are satisfied to state the

Z1l. The ancisnt name of & district of Asia, between the
Euxine and Cespien seasy It now forms pert of *soviet Georgia."”
“"Iboria,"” Americans, I'&

22 Ao T eremias, "Kir on 'L'ha N so%rr-ggm-w-

a o:l? Re ous X aleggg 3hhe

. [+ g pp. 21”&-'

2l e "Amos = Pul i'b Comm 5% XXX 1).3
2’§. Philipag: c Iﬁnor a=5 ;
A Commentarv on the ﬁo;_,z Seripture
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general fact that they hail from Arabia. Paton. believes,
“In view of the nomadic habits of those tribes, as wsll
as of the fact that the Zabylonian and Assyrien records
represcnt the Syrien desert as their home, there can be o
doubt that like all the other Semites, they were emigrants
from Arabia.” 2

Thon the home=land of the jiremseans is sought by some
in Avmenia, a view which has not gained rmch favor, Krae-
lins holds that "All attempts ab locatling the Semite ora-
dle in Armenia fail bacauss of the presence there of Tur-
enian races in extremely early days; for the originesl
nabitat of Semite and Turanien must have lain far apart.” 27

Finally there is the school represented by Stdergren,
Kreeling, Cambridee Ancient History, Encyclopaedie Ameri-
cana, and Vestminster Dictionary. They recognize Kir
as the plasn between the Tigris and the highlands of Elam, 28
The author in the Cambridse Ancient History, vrites, "But
Kir, the treditional home of the Aramaeans (Amos 9:7),
was apparently near Elem, and may have been merely another
neme of Ur the modern identificetion of which (el-tukay-
yer) may possibly preserve an echo of Kir itself.” 29 The
Westminster Dictionary has this comment, "While its loca-

iﬁ L.B.Paton, ©The Lgrly History of Syrias and Palestine,
Pe 113,

27« Kraelinf’ e cit, Pe 1l.

22. Ineidante'l 4T 1s ' not alé\y!l.mprobab].e and impossible
thet this plain of Kir could have been translated by the
Hebrew o 2 ¥, and hence the name Aramaeans.

29, S.A.Codk, Chep. V, "The Semites,” The Cambridze

Ancient History, I, Dp. 23!..




tion is very uncertain, it may probably be identified with
the plain between the Tisris and hiphland of Elem,” 30

The Kir same as Kur theory is rejected for the following
reasons: It(Kir) is mentioned in IT Kinpgs 16:9, Isaiah 22:
6, Amos 9:7, and Amos 1l:5. "as with the Assyrien reszion,"
A. Jeremian writes, "But the Assyrian Kinsdom never in=-
cluded this rer~ion.... The correct position is siven by
#Winckler as the plain Jatbur, between the Tigris and the
mountains, and bordering Slam." 31... Barton writes, "In
reelity nothing certrsin is known of the location of Kir."
But he adds this pertinent observetion that in Is. 22:¢

Kir is mentioned in connection with Flam as furnishing
troops Tor the Assyrian army,. 32 Kreelingz adds, "Thet the
Aramaeens ceme from Chaldeea is the view also of Amos 9:7,
esese ‘here is (ir? We are led to believe by Is, 22:6, whers
it is brousht into relation with Elem, to seek it in South-
ern Babylonia. If we dare plece any reliasnce on II Kings
16:9, which, it seems to me is an intentional reference to
Amos 135, we can recall the fact that Tiglath-Pileser actu~-
ally did deport captives to the region of the lower Tigris
(ATU 104, 178). * 33 The view that Kir was located near

Blan seems to hava most of the evidence in its favor.

30. Jonn Davis ., Westminster Dictionary of the Bible,
De 45
3 31: A, Joremias, "Kir," ow. cit. VI p.
32. George A. Barton, "Kir," Dictionery of of the Bible,
1914, pe 527,
33. Kraeling, op. cit., D« 16,
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3. The Aramaean lMigrations,

Just when the Aremaeans started to immigrate to the
territory in which we later find them is not known. It
seems that their migrations began in the third millenium,
First there were tiny streams which then resulted in mighty
swollen rivers of humanity. Paton gives the date of 2230
B.C. for these first wanderings of the Aramaeans. "We
know however, from recent archaeological discovery that the
Aramaean migration did occur as early as 2230 B.C., the
date to which Abram must be assigned by his synchronism
with Khemmurabi.” ¥ But i1t is generally agreed that the
Arameseen migration reached its full strength between the -
years 1500-=1300 B.C. Paton claims it was at its height at
1500 B.C. 3° Barton claims that records of the Aramaean
migrations are preserved for us in the imscriptions of
Shalmaneser I of Assyria and Rameses II of Egypt. 36
MeCurdy in A Standard Bible Dictionary sheds some light
on the time by saying, "Yet they were also found u:l.n large
nunbers as a pastoral people on both sides of the Tigris
till the latest Babylonian times, West of the Euphrates

— 3L, Paton, op. Oit., D 39. in giving this date as an
approximation of the Aramaean migration, it would be well
to bear in mind that Paton's conception of the term, Ara-
maean, embraces more than just what we understand by the
term Aramsean. In using it in the wider sense it includes
Edomites, Moabites, and others,---- Today scholars fix

the time of Khemmurebi much later, ca. 1800 B.C.

- Ibid o 7o
32. Geo. A 11.;151:!.'!;0:1, Archaeology and the Bible, p. 113.

R e e
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they do not appear in force till after the twelfth century
B.C,." 37 The Americana agrees with Paton as to the
date, "It now is generally held that the Aramaeans moved
from northeast Arabia into Syria, Mlesopotamia, Assyria,
Babylonia, and beyond the Tigris, 1500 B.C." 8

The Arameseans moved up along the Euphrates and its
tributaries, They overran the Babylonian and Chaldaean
plains penetrating northern Mesopotamia, By ca. 1350
BeCe they had gone as fa® as Haran eand as far as Charche-
mish and then over into Damascus and up to Zobeh as far as
Hamath on the Orontes, 39

Wihat factors influenced the Aramaeans to leave their
homeland? There are three factors whioch caused their mi-
grations, In the first place, the Aremaeans were living
at a time when it seems that the nations and peoples of
antiquity were in a state of flux, It appears that the _
peoples had not found the homeland fitted for their racial
characteristios and their economic interests, In the se=-
cond place, some of the districts were over populated,
Pressure was thereby exerted on the less powerful and less
numerous peoples to move, Lastly, the Amorite empire had
decayed and could no longer put up the resistance needed
to stem the oncomins Aremeseen tide, A factor that hastened

37e 9 oF JMoCurdy , “Aramﬁ':?_igi olt, iagx.). L6=47.

38, "Aramaneans," op. ci » De
39« Kraelinign!' g&. cit,, PPs 18=-19, On these pages
S

Kraeling prese is arguments in favor of the above date,
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the Amorite disintegration wes the Hittite invesion from
the north, Thus it is not too unnatural thet we f£ind the

Aramaeans on the move. .
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e Their Settlements in Aram-Nzharaim.

In the preceding chapter reference has besen made to
some of the settlements of the Aramaeans, &0 The first
major stop of the Aramaeans was at Ur., Scattered every-
where on the Chaldaean plain were smell groups of Aramsean
settlements. As they trevelled up the Euphrates, they
established such cities as Hindan and Tirq-Sirqu, just
below the confluence of the Habur and Fuphrates., Leav-
ing the Euphrates at this point a large group of the
Aremaeans made thelr way up the Habur and its tributaries
and settled in the old Amorite town of Haren., Harsn be=.
cane the great center of Arameean culture in that part of
the Aramsean empire or world known to the Greeks as Meso-
potamia and to the Hebrews as Aram-Naharaim (Aram of the
Two Rivers).

It is almost universally eccepted that Naharaim is
a dual., However, even this general interpretstion is
contested. Ihe Encyclopaedia Biblica says that the term
Noharaim es a "dual (the tw; rivers) is extremely doubt=-

e Meyer, Mnsllér, and Moore concur with Barton in

ful,"”
the opinion that "the Hebrew dual is fictitious. If
plural, it was no doubt the country called by the Egyptian

'Nahrin' an Arameic name, meaning the land of the rivers.

~ 40, CLe Pe ke
4le Hope W. Hoge, “Aram-Naharatm," Ennzploggedia
Biblica, I, col. 287.
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It embraced a considerable extent on both sides of the
Euphrates, extending east as far as the Tigris and west
to the Orontes, running south not only to Hamath, but to
Kadesh," b2

Nor have scholars and 0ld Testement students been
able to agree on the location and extent of the territory
designated in Hebrew as, Aram-Naharaim. It may be that
this term is used in a general way. The writer in the
Encyclopaedia Biblica says, "It need not, therefore, have
been used with a very great definiteness (cf. the ancient
names /7 df{ A Ho7au ‘5 Poly. v. 69; and the modern
Riviera); and the insoriptions, in fact bear this out." 43
Eadie,** MoOurdy-, 45 and Simon Cohen *° 1aentify Arem-
Neharaim with Mesopotamia or the land lying between the
two great rivers, the Tigris and Euphrates., The author of
the article on Aram—Nahar.aim in The Popular and Critical
Bible Encyclopaedia 1is inclined to agree with the for-
going but adds a qualifying statement as to the extent of
Aram-Neharaim. "The rivers which enclose Mesopotamia are
the Euphrates on the west a_nd the Tigris on the East; but

it is doubtful whether the Aram-Naharaim of Scripture embraces

L2. Geor -ge A. Barton, "Aram," The Jewish Encyclopaedia,

II, pp. 64
’43. Hope W. Hogg, "Aram=-Naharaim," op. cit., I, col.

28
71.&.. Bi'bl!.oal Encyoclopaed Pe 40,
45- . 3?, s “Igan,% 'l‘he Jewish Encyclopaedia, II

. 6h-66.
= 4L6. Simon Cohen, "Aram,"” The Universal Jewish Encyclo-

pedia, I, 448-450.




the whole tract or only the northern portion of it.
(Compe Gen. 254:103 Deut. 23:4; Judges 3318)" 47
Within this school are also men like Mueller and
McCurdy who believe in making Aram-Naharaim a lerge come
prehensive district. The following quotation is represent-
ative of this group, "But though the distﬂct now enumerated
be the only one expressly m in the Bible as belonsing
to Aram, there is no doubt that many more territories were
included in thet extensive region, e.z., Geshur, Arpad,
ful, Ribleh, Tadmer, Hauran, Abilene, etc. though some
of them may have formed part of the division already spe-
cified.m 48
The Egyptian insoriptions do not help to solve the

problem, On the monmuments the word "Nahrina" is found, In
the Tel el-Amarna teblets it appears as "Nahrima", Both
terms are translated "land of the rivers.”™ But since they
are not further defined, the question remains what lands
end what rivers are meant? Many scholars try to identify
the Hebrew Aram-Naharaim with the "Nahrima"™ and "Nahrina",
Others do not believe that these terms are synonymous,
Adans, ©.8s, sa.ys.

It is obvious, however, that the expression refers

to the two rivers, par excellence, the Euphrates

and the Tigris, ) Q7 is entirely possible, of course,

that the Nahrina of the Zgyptian texts referred

primarily to the western Euphratean area 500years

after Abraham, but that does not prove that the Na--
m of the 014 Testament pabrierchal period was

. el Fallows, "Aram," Op, Cit., L, Ps 139
48. Ibid., Dps 137-138, = =
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Others hold that the rivers in question are not the
Euphrates and Tigris. They believe that Aram-Nasharaim
comprised the land lying between the Balikh and Orontes
rivers. This view has found favor with Kraeling, Mas-
pero, Schrader, HMacker, and others.
Another school "interprets Naharaim as a locative of
the singular 'Arem on the Euphrates' and refers it to the

« 50 Thié view is favor=-

region of the Osroene with Haran.
ed by lMeyer and Haupt.

McCurdy, advocates that Naharaim is the country
"east of the middle of Euphrates as far as the river
Habor." 51 .

The best, clearest, and most convinecing discussion
of the entire subject is found in the recent book by
J. lickee Adams, Biblical Backgrounds. He presents the
following considerations., From the story regarding the
mission of Eliezer several points help to establish the
identification of Aram-Naharaim, Gen. 24. Abraham sent
Eliezer to his country, kindred, and his father's house
Gen, 24: L and 40. "The location of these paternal con-
nections is further identified as in Aram-Naharaim and in
the city of Nahor." 2> Gen. 24:10, Gen. 11:31,32, and
—m;:-li::; ,AE_EETB e E__'F'%%I;?Ek ounds, P. 46.

51. J.F.HcCurdy, "Arem,” op. ¢it., Dpe 46-47.
52. Adm' OP. 2’_-!:0_. Pe 47,
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- Gen, 24:15 & 29 fix Haran as the future home of Terah

and Nahor and fix it as the actual residence, Gen. 31:
21 places the city of Haran east of the Euphrates, be-
cause of the Biblical statement, "And Jacob passed over
the river, and set his face toward the Mount Gllead."

Commenting on this passage Aflams explains, "This can

nmean nothing except a western passage over the Buphrates."sB

Haran was located in Aram-Naharaim, on the eastern side
of the Euphrates.
To the whole of this area as far as the Tigris we
apply the term Northern Mesopotamia, meaning by
that the 0ld Testament Aram-Naharaim with which it
was practically co-extensive. The author of Judges
supports this in the narrative describing Chus=-
shanrishathaim's relations with Israel when he uses

Aram and Aram-Naharaim to refer to this Mesopo=-
tamian sector,” 54

dJud., 3:8,10 tells us that Baleem halled from this ter-
ritory, (Num,22:5; 23:7. of. Gen. 29:1; Hos. 12: 12.)
Adams claims that the district was also known as Padan
Arem, (Gen. 25:20; 28:6,7; 31:18; 35:9; 46:115.) His final
conclusion is this, "The earliest alluslons to Aram,
Aram-Naheraim, or Padan Aram, refer primarily if not
exclusively, to the upper Mesopotamian territory lying

' {mmedietely south of the Taurus-- Masius mountains and

extending for approximately two hundred miles to the
Khabur river." 35 Whdher Padan-Aram and Aram-Naharaim
are synonymous terms will be discussed later,

53. ibld, D. ‘lr'ﬁ
5k %.: Do 47
55. )LUe p pP-lp?‘ll-Bo
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After settling at Haran many of the Aramaeans radi-
eated in all directions., Pushing westward they overran
the Hauran and the territory around Damascué. By the
vear 900 B.C. they had established themselves as sole
rulers in Bit-Adini, (Behh-Eden), Geshir, Damascus, Hamath,
iaachah, (Abel Beth-Maachah), Rehob, (Beth-Rehob,) Tob;
Zobah., Their influence was also felt at such places as:
Carchemish, Arped, Hul, Gurgum, Gue, and other districts,.

Since there 1s some dispute as t; the location and iden-
tificetion of some of these places, (Hamath, Zobah, etc.)
a brief discussion will take place as they come into con-
tact with the progenitors of Israsel and the later history
of the Twelve Tribes.

Ty VI ——
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5. The Aramsean People - mode of
living, religion, political

orgenization, etc,

While it is true that comparatively little material
is at hend on the religion and the social and politicel
structure of the Arameeans, some information can be glean-
ed.

It seems that from earliest times the Arameseans were
mede up of a number of tribes. Prominent among the tribés
were the Ahlame, the Suti, and the Kalde, Kraeling reokons
the Suti as "the vanguard" of the Aramaean tribes., About
the fourteenth century the Ahlame outstripped the Suti in
importance and strength. It is believed that the Ahlame
were assimilated and that the "seme root (Ahlame) appears
also in the name Hilimmu, a later Aramaean tribe.(MVAG
XT 226)" 5 The Kalde settled along the lower Euphrates
and were later known as the Chaldaeans., Ethnically the
Ahleme, the Suti, and the Kalde were related.

It seems that the Aremaeans in their early history
were not very well -organized politically. According to
an 1n;scr1ption of Tiglath-Pileser III and an inscription
of éennaoherib (705-681) there were dwelling in and about
the royal cities, Aremaean tribes who were nomadic or
semi-nomadioc. 57 If it is true that some were nomads

at that late date, it can be inferred that most of the
530 Kraeling, Oope Clt, ..Pm.

57. Theodor NSldeke, "Arem," op. oit., I, cols. 276-280.
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early tribes were principally nomads,

A number of years ago some inscriptions were found
which describe an Assyrian census of the seventh century.
A part oﬂbhis census is devoted to the territory in and
around Heran. Y/e can use it to dsscribe the Haran of pre-
ceeding canturies, since it is likely that they never re-
belled against Assyrigsand nmost likely there were similar
condltions at the time of Abrahem, Isaac, and Jacob,
According to these insoriptions, Haran was a principelity

with several smaller governmental units called "qani,"
{(cf. our townships,) Clustered ebout Haran was a group of
villeges end towns, The appearances are that early Ara-
maeans brought with them primitive Arabian customs, auong
wihich was the patriarchate.

When the Aramaean center of oulture was transferred
from Haran to Danascus, we find that a number of strong
Aramaean kingdoms had developed. There were the kingdoms
of Hamath, Sem'al, Bit Adini, Zobah, and Damascus, the
latter being by far the largest and most powerful, The
writer in the. Encyclopaedia Biblica makes this pertinent

observation,

Though at several perlods the whole, or the greater
part, of the Arsmaean nation has been subject to a
singie Toreign powver, the Aramaeans have never formed
an independent pol:ltfcal unity; in fact, so far as we
know there has never existed a state comprehending
the Aramaeens of the main part of Syria or of Heso=-

58, Kraoling says, "But the fact that the Arsmaeans
were never disturbed in Harran after the time of Tiglath-
pllesor I as in regions further west, for the simple reason
that they never rebelled against Assyria, leads us to be-
lieve that the conditions of later days correspond fairly
to those of the patriarchiael period." op. cit., P.25.
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potamia proper, to the exclusion of other races."

From earliest times the Aramaeans were a nomadic
people., But as they settled down, they became an agri-
cultural people. That fact is borne out in the Hgran cen-
sus. The census contains a number of counts such as the
count of the' vineyards, herds of sheep, goats, and camels,
The farms were also reckoned., However, the later Ara=- \
maeans were not principally farmers, but were merchants
and were very active as traders, especlally the Aramaeans s
of Damascus and environs. Damascus waw very fortunately
situated for trade, since many of the caravan routes of
that day had to pass thru ﬁmscus going from the Mediter-
ranean Sea to Babylon, Nineveh, and other great metropitises
of the then known world.

The Aramaeans were not an irreligious peopls, for-
their own and other inscriptions reveal that they had
quite a catalogue of gods. Their deities bear a great
resemblance to those of the Babylonians. The chief god
of the Arameseans was Hadad, the Storm-god, (also known as
Aded and Addu). Hadad "can always be recognized by the
fact that he is represented with the bull or that he is
mentioned along with his consort Atargatis.” 60 Atarga=-
tis is a compaund of thé goddess Atar with the Syrian
Ati. "She was representéd with her head surrounded with
—59. Theodor NB8ldeke, "Aram," op. cit. if cols. 276-280.

60. Frederic Macler, "Syrians," Encyclopaedis of Religion
and Ethics, BIT, pp. 164-167.




rays, The symbol of Atargatis was composed of the cres-
cent moon 1in ceonjuncture with the solar disk," &1 Thelr
principnal seet was Hellopolis and then Desmascus. The
farmers were want o worship Hadad as the "protector

zod of the harvest,." 62 Bar-iadad vith his father end
mother form a triad known as the "dii Syria." Of th:l's
lindad cult iacler writes, "In time his ocult beceme con-
fused with that of the sun; his head was thus ornamented
with rays; this identification is particularly noticeable
in lHeliopolis (Baalbek), where the cult of iadad and that
of the sun are one and the same,” 63 The Hadad cult ex-
tsnded as far north as Senjirli where in 800 8.C. a statue
was found dedicated to Hadad by King Panammu with an Ara-
meean inscription. Among the many minor gods of the Ara-
macens were Rimmon of II Ki. 5:18, the air-god (who also
wont by the name of ladad-Rimmon Zech. 12:11 and was Tre-
lated to the Assyrian god Rarman), Resheph, the fird god,
41, Shamas, Or, Rekebel (or Rekub-el "which may possibly
denotie the *chariot of El.' "), L The kings of Damascus
and Zobah bors éheopnorous names viz,, Ben-Hadad I, II,
Tebrimmon, and iHazael,

But at Heran a different cult was predominant, that
of the moon-gzod Sin (Assyrien Yoon-god) which was also very
proainent at Ur, the originel home of Abraham. It seems
thet for some reason the moon=-gzod Sin never gained a great
following out _side of iaran as such.

6 : rsh%d.. IIf Poiggso

63. xII Pe 165.

64 A.ﬁ.Sayoe, "Arem, Araemaeans," op. cit., I, pp. 138,137
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C. "he Arameean Contacts with the Patriarchs.
l. Abrahem's Sojourn at Haran.

In Gen, 11l: 31=12:5 we are told that Abrsham So-
journed &t Hsren in Aram-Neharaim on his way to Cansan.
deran (also called Charan) is e very ancient city possibly
as old as'Damascus. A% any rate it can be seen from Gen,
11:31, that Haren was a well-established city at the time
of Abrsham's migration. Some have held that Haran derived
its name from Haran the brother of Abraham and Nahor. Bubt
this would hardly he the case because Haran had already
died in Ur of the Chaldees. Barton is of the opinion that
Haran was possibly en ancient Mitannian ecity, since the
Mitannian empire was known to have extended that far at
one time. 5 The word Haren as Adams points out "signi-
fies 'road' in the old language of Chaldaea, and for many
ages the armies and merchants of Babylonia had halted
there when meking their way towards the ilediterranean.”

As to Haran's antiquity and infiuence I would like to ocite
a quotation from the Universal Jewish Encyclopeedia, "Haran
was an ancient and importent commercial city, with a his-
tory extending back at least as far as 2,000 B.CE, where

it is mentioned in Assyrian documents from Cappadocia.™ 67

65. George A. Barton, Archaeology and the Bible, p.77
66, Ibid., Pel5e ¥
67. Tsarc Landman, editor "Haran", op. eit., V, p. 213.
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The Haran cemsus, described in the preceding chapte::,
gave us an approximate plcture of life at that time, In
Gen. 24:10 Haran is referred to as "the city of Nahor."
Bethuel and Laban also resided there.

In connection with Abraham's stay in Haran, this
question might arise, "Was Abraham himself an Aramaean?"
Without a doubt Abraham was of Aremsean extraction. Adams
says, "The 0ld Testement evidences supported by the inde-
pendency of sccular literature, Justifies us in holding
that there was such a person, (Abreham) that he wes an Ara-

maean or Amorite." 68

It is true that nowhere in the
Bible is Abrehem called an Aremsean, 7 but in Gen. 25;
20 we read, "And Iseac was forty years ol& when he took
Rebekah to wife, the daughter of Bethuel the Syrian(Ara- !
maean)." In the passage quoted Abraham®s close rediztives ase
cakled Aremseans. Then in Gen. 24:L Abrahem refers
to Aram-Nahareim as his country and to his relatives as
his kindred. In Gen. 12:1 Abraham was told to emigrate
from his eountry, kindred, and father's house. From these
passages cited it appears possible to draw the conclusion
that Abraham was an Aramaean and not an Amorite. Nowhere
in the Bible is Abraham's family identified as being
Amorites. G.D. Malech commends Abrahem's Aramaic lineage.

O K ppseinys mons ATgLams Tooorts sad 4, Jijle, 3,220
remark by Kraeling, "We must assume therefore that Abraham
migrated from Haran to Palestine before the neme (Aremaean®

became applied to the gwoup to which he belonged." op. ecit.,
P. 32, )
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"Abraham, tha patriarch, is a descendant of Arphaxad, He
vient from Ur in Chaldaes, and he and his father are called
Arsmaeans in the First Book of loses, chap. 24,20.," 70
Yaton likewise approves this conclusion. YAlthough the
lHebrews spoke the language of Canaan thay regardsd them-
selves, not as kindred of Canaanites and Amorites, but
as Aramaeans, In the liturgy of Deut, 26:5 the Israelite
is instructed to say, ‘'An Aremaean ready to perish vas :
my fsther,' and Cen. 253203 28:5 et. 2l., Bethuel end
Laban, the Aremaean, are dalled kinsmen of the Patriarchs,"71
Abrahem likewise is called an Hehrew in the 0ld Testa=-
ment o This name is explained by the fact that Gen, 113
11-25 recounts among the ancestors of Abrahem one named
iber, On the name Eber, Leupold writes, "Eber mey mean
*the man from across,' i1.c., the river Euphrates. Such
a meanineg mey quite naturally attach itself to a man..." 72
Eber is apgain mentioned in Gen., 10:21, Regerding this
vessage Leupold says, "For 'Eber' as a tera primarily
meens across or the repion across the Euphrates River,
for it was from this place that 'Eber' himself came (thence
his neme)ess.” 72 The mejority of the commentaries %
agree with Leupold thet Eber means "the man from the aoross
the river," In order to distinguish themselves the sons
—_"Ftl—.—t:maﬂl History o the tyrian Nation, pe33

71. Faton e« C to. Pe 39-

T2 e Luupoid 1.4; sivion of Genesis, P. 396,
73. Ihid

7he Fulpit @ M, Driver, Delitzsch, and Kretzmamm,




of Lber or the surrounding peoples referred to them as

‘T 7] Y("The ones from across the river."). Therofore
Abraham bs;i.ng a descendant of' Eber 1s called an “119
or “The Immigreant." The Septuagint has e 7as ..

The migration of Tersh from Ur in southern Babylonia
to Haran ocourred about 2116 B.C. 7° Ho doubt the stop
st Haran was due to Terah's advanced age, 205 years old
when he died. In Cen, 12 God's cormand comes again to
Abrahem to depart with Lot for the land of Canean. It
is not so diffichlt to ascertain why God ordered Abraham
and Lot to leave Haren, if we remember that the city of
Heran was thes seat of the cult of ‘the moon god Sin wor-
shipped by the Arameseans, Abraham end Lot Journeyed to
Canaan and settled upon the plain of !&o:_ceh near Sichem

(Shechem) in Semarie,

75« 0. MoKee Adems glves this date in his recent book,
Ancient Records ané the Bible, r. 175.
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2. Abrshom obtains a wife for Iseac

The next Aramesen contact during the Petriarchal
period occurred arfter the dsath of Sarah when Abreahen
sent Eliezer, his mejor domo, to Haran for the purpose
of securing e wife for Iscac. Cen, 24: 1l=67.) Some doubt
is c=st upon the é.ssert:lun that Ellezer was the servant
zant. Leupold end Driver believe that he was too old
Tor such a task, since he was lest mentioned in Sen.l5:2
ond upwards of fifty years had elapsed since thet time plus
the nunbor of years it took for him to rise to such a
vosition of trust. DBut lange-Schaff in citing Calmer's
Hendbuen say that Bliezer "is intended, because other=-
wise the servant would be named in so important a mission,
and this inference is just." 76 e Pulpit Commentary,
Kretzmann, and Delitzsch agree,

In Gen, 15:2 Ellezer 18 termed "Ellezer of Damascus.”
.This also has caused much discussion, The question is
did he or did he not hail from Damascus? Some modern ori= °
tics believe the phrase too hopeleesly corrupt. Thomson
writes, "Greater interest attaches to Gen. 15:2 whers
Abraham complains that he is childliess and that his heir
is 'Darmesek Bliezer?' (EKV), for which the Syriac verslon
reads '“lieczer the lammaschul,! The clause however, is
hopelessly obsoure, and it is doubtful whether it eon-
taine any reference to Damascus at all," 77 Leupold and
~ 76. John Peter Lange, Genesis, I, D. 483,




R.C.A. Macalister believe it should be translated as "Eliezer
the Damascene." The latter view is the preferable one.
The Septuagint has vios udbe'k ,

Damascus is first mentioned in the 1l4th chapter of
Genesis in connection with the battle of the four kings
against the five, (ca. 2100 B.C.) then agein in Gen. 15:2,
FPom these early references one gains the impression that

about 2100 B.C. Damascus is a well-established and well-
known city. We have very little knowledge of her early
history. There are several traditions prevalent as to
the founder of Demascus. "Jcsephus (Ant. I, vi, 6) says
it was founded by Uz, grandson of Shem." "A Moslem tra=-
dition makes Ellezer the founder of the city, and Abraham
king for some years before he went south to Palestine." 7%
There 1s also a tradition which makes Abraham the founder,

G. lMaspero believes that Damascus was first occupied
by the Amorites and then in about the twelfth century the
Aremaeans made themselves masters of the famous city. 79
McCurdy also agrees that Damascus was doubtless an "Amorite

trading post in the old days of Babylonian supremecy." o

77« C.H.Thomson, "Damascus," The International Stendard
Bible Encyclopaedia, II, pp. 778-780. also
Anarevg .6291103, amascus," A Standard Bible Dictionary,
PP. 1 5"1 e

78. W. Ewing, "Damascus," Dictionary of the Bible, I,

[ ] “5‘]-8- "
s 731:56. Maspero, The Struggle of the Nations, Egypt,

S% nd Assyria o T17=T79«

a: a:I Fe urdy: gRram, AZZmeans, The Aramaic Lan-
Language,"” The New Schaff-Herzog EncyZlopaedia,of Religious
Knowledge, T, pp. 255-256. _




-32-

Can the claim thut Demascus et ont time was inhabited by
the Amorites be sustained? Both Paton and Seyce helieve
that the Amorite migratlons took place in the beginning
of' the third Millenlum, ¥Furthermore Sayce also holds that
the Amorites at the peek of their power occupied .whe.t to=-
» Bl parton tells
ug that the Amorites as late as 1400 B.C. were in Coele-

822
Syria, If that be true, then it cen be assumed that

day is known as the "Fertile Crescent,

they were in Damascus until at least the time of the iHxodus,.
In support of Bamton and the forgoing staterment Savee says
thet "The Amorite Kingdom contimied to exist down to the
time of the Israelitish invasion of Pal,..." 3 .

The Amorites are frequently spoken of in the Bible,
From Gen, 14:7 the Amorites are knovn to have lived west
of the Dead Sea, Then in Gon, 1l4:13 we learn that three
Amorite chiefteins were confederstes of Abraham, Accor-
ding to Gen, 14:15 we rain the impression that they lived
near Namascus. Thus from the evidence cited ahove it ap-
pears Shat there were Amorites living in and neer Damas-
cus, and also in Palestine as a whole, They also held
sway Tor a number of centuries at least till 1500 B.C.
when the Aramaeans ceme,

The origin of the name Damascus is unknown, The name
~#l. A.H.Sayce, “Anorites," Uhe International Standard
_B;%%.% Sncyelopaedia, I, PpPe. 119-12C.

eorre A. Darton, "Avam, Aranacan," op. oit. DPe 46=47.
83, A.H.S5ayos, “Amorites," onl cit. I, pPp. 119-120.
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ocours in two forms in the Old Testament, The more common
form is  pyuip N, but tvice (in I dhron. 18:5; 'II Chron,
28:5, of. TI Kings 16110  pWRIT)  pyp T e o
The lattor is the Aramelc form. Commenting on the name
Kraeling holds that the origzginal form was Dimashqu from

dil and meshea., "Mesheq means 'acquisition,'* ‘*gain' and
this Dimaschqu rmust be 'the one of acquisition,' ‘'place
of gain,' a sulteble name of the the oity situated on a

comaercoial hichway." 85

‘After the thirteenth century ,
the Arameean form "Darmeseq" was in vogue. 86 The neme
Damascus was found in the tribute lists of Thothmes (ca,.
16th. cent,.,) as Timasku and as Saramaski (13th cent, B.C.)
and as Dimasku in the Amarma Letters (1400 B.C.). Thomson
favors Seramaski and believes W.M.Mueller is right when
he rezards it as "representing Tiramaski concludine from
the 'ra' in this form thet Damascus had by that time
passed under Aramaic influence." 87
D Damascus was situated on a plain seventy miles east
of Anti-Libanus called the Ghuteh., The plain on the whole
is a desert exposed to the hot Arablian winds, Damascus
and the surrounding territory, however, was watered by
the Aban; and Pharpar rivers which transformed the desert
territory into a beautiful paradise, 8Since Damascus was

"8l,, George Adem Smith, "Damasous," Encyclopaedia Bib-
H“"%’.Iir:gﬁﬁg?sézgﬂ.. Pe L6.

g: é".%%l..‘ ozgonz."namaaous " op, lig., IX, pp. 778=780,

n

George Adem Smith, ":Damaacus." op. oit,, I, cols., 9¢7-
991, in agreement regardinz the r name as proof of
Aremaic influence,
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such a beautiful place, the inhabitants called it the
"Pearl of the Desert."” So much for Damascus the home of
Eliezer,

Abrahem is now very old and is eware that death soon
will claim him, hence he wishes to see that all things
are in order. One major problem facinz Abrahsm is that
of findiéng a wife for Iseac, so he calls' Eliezer and
comnissions ' him to go to Haran for that purpose., His
one wish 1s that Isaac should not be contaminated by the
idolatrous Canesanites living around him, Eliezer aft&r
receiving his commission goes to Mesopotamia(Aram-Neharaim )
to the city of Nahor., There seeking God's help he meets
iiebekah at that well and is introduced to Bethuel, her
father and her brother, Laban, FPresentins the proposal
of Abrahem end Isaac, Rébekah consents to become Isaac's
wife, After the exchange of the presents(dowry), Eliezer
end his caravan depert with Rebekah and her retinue,

Ol L W | !
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3. . Jacob visits Laban at Padan-Aram,

The third Aramacan contact 11keﬂ the two previous ones
are with the house of Nahor,

Isaac and Rebekah had two sons - Jacob and Esau,
iluch strife existed between the two brothers which was
caused by envy on the part of Esau, As the oclimax Jgcob
hed to flee to escepe Esau's wrath , since he had gained
the promise of the firstborn thru and by means of an act
of trickery designed by his mother. His flight took
him "toward Haran" located in Padan-Aram, Gen, 28:2,

At this point it micht be well to adetemine if pos=-
sible the meaning of Paden-Arem. There are three opinions
as to the derivetion of Padan; The first view is that of
Zimmern who believes ithat "Padan is an older equivalent
or a by-name of Harran, for padanu in Assyrian means ‘road’
and is a synonym of Han'anuo“ss

The second group try to derive Padan from an Aramaic
word "Paddan" meaning yoke. In support of this view the
w Biblica says, "In Assyrian(?) and Aramaic
Padden signifies 'yoke' and by a chhnge of meaning, found
also in other languages, it comes to denote a certain
area of land, and finally ‘corn-land,' but not a 'plain'
as is sometimes by those who wrongly teke the phrase of
1field of Aram® (Hos. 12:13(12)) to be the translation of

88, Kraeling, Op. Oits, Ds 2he
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Padan-Aram." &9 Contrary to this wview Delitzsch writes

that Padan indicates a broad, desert plain. "In Aramaic
and Arebic it is trensformed to the oxen yoked to the
ploush end to the ploush :I.tséli‘. But even in these tongues
i1ts originel meaning of plain, field, cultivated land..e.
has been maintained s a local name, " 90

The last view according to which \'1'__\' © means field,
plain, or bread desert plain, is held by Gesenius,
Herkavy, Delitzsch, 3., Cohen, Kraeling, and others,

The identification and location of Padan-Aram has
provoked a gread deal of discussion, There are hardly two
euthorities who agree as to the exasct location and borders
of Padan-Aram. "Three general views prevall with some minor
deviations as to the size of the area of Padan-Aram.

The first school identifies all of Aram-Nsharaim with
Padan-Aram,.. Adams is one of the leading proponents of this
view. Yo prove his point he cites a number of passages.
(Gen. 25:20; 28: 6,7; 31:18; 35:9; 46:15.).7% However, the
proof drewn from these pessages is not condlusive.

The second group believes Padan-Aram is peatena, another
name for the Hittites of Shalmaneser's inscriptions who

occupied the valley of the Orontes and eastward. "Some

identify this name with Padan-Aram and Batanaea or Bashan 92
89. Theodor NOldeke, "Aream," op. cit., I, cols. 276-280.

90, Y. Delitzsch, New Comment on Genesis, II, p. 131.
91, Adams, Biblical Bac ﬁounds De 47e
92, A.R.Faussat "Aram e =neyclo edis, De 47.
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According to many Padan-Arsm is to be identified with
Haran or Heran and the surroundine territory including
the later Zdessas, Supporting this latter view in some
modified form or another are the International Critical
Comnentery, Delitzsch, Universal Jewish Encyclopsedia, and
others. The writer of fho Critieal and Popular Bible

Encyclopaedia, says, "A part of this resion of Aranm
(Arem-Naharaim) is also called Padan-Aram, the plain of
Aram(Gen, 25:20; 28:22, 6,7; 31:1€; 33:18), and once
sinply Paden(Cen. 48:17), also Sedeh-iAram, the field of
Aram(Hos, 12:12, whence the 'Campl esopotamiae' of Cuintus
Curtius (3:2,3; 3:8 I3 4:9,6)." 93 Kraeling is against
acceptineg Hos,. 12:12 as correlating Padan-Aram with field
of Arem,

The more commonly accepted view correlates Paddan
Aram with the 'field of Aram' (Hos, 12:12), for in
Aramalic and Arabic Paddan or Feddan means a yoke of
oxen and then metaphorically the area that a yoke of
oxen cen plow in a day. But Moses's field of Aram
has a much wider meaning than this and, furthermore

in Hosea's day Paddan-Aram can no longer have existed
owing to the expulsion of the Aramaeans from esopo=-
tanie by the Assyrians.” 94 ;

Against identifying Paden with the Aramaic Paddana, Bar-
ton says,

It is tempting to identify it with its Aremaic -
'Paddana! (Wright, Catalogue of Syriac Manuseripts,'
1127a) called in Gr, gaSaz¥ Sozomen, vie33.)
(Logomen, VI 33), and in Arabic 'Feddain' (Yakut),
but this town was situated in the Hauran, and can not
have been the Padan of the Bible, unless 1t was there

93, Samuel Fallons, “Arem," ‘f“' oit., I, pp. 137-138.
94« Kraeling, op. oite, De 24
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intended to say that Laban, like Abraham, had migrated
far from idaran. It may be, as NBldeke suggests, that
this name arose from a localizetion of the patriarohal
tredition by the early Christians. That a place in the
nelghborhood of Haran, or in that region, was intended,
there can be little doubt. All the sources place Aram
of' the patriarchs in the direction of Haran. 95

It appears that Padan-Aram 1s best regarded as a
district or part of Aram-Nehrain. Perhaps it included
the land around Haran bounded on the east by the Ballh
River, and on the northwest by Edessa, and Sarug on
the west, This seems to be indicated by the fact that -
in Genesis ch, 28-=31 Padan-Aram and Haran are used
interchangeebly, (Gen. 28:2 Padan-Aram; 28:5 Padan-iram;
Gen. 28:10 Haran; and 29:4 Haran.)

Here 1t was that Jacob served Laban 21 years for
Lech, Rachel, end also acquired all of his flocks and
possessions,

In Gen.' 31:19 and v. 30 Laban's images or gods(tera-
phim) are referred to. Kraeling has this interesting com-
ment. It may have been an Aramaean "mask for the face of
the divine image and wes worshipped as the giver of femily
welfare, as strictly Aramaean.” 96

In Douteronomy 26:5 we £ind this passage referring to
Jacob's stay in Padan-Aram. "A Syrian ready to perish was

my father." That phrase has been used to show the close

95. Geo. A. Barton, "Aram," %g. cit., II, PP. 64-56.

96. Kraeling, 2_‘2‘; citl, pp. 29-30. '&suaily they have
been thought of as being household gods small enough S0
that Rachel could heve easily hid them by sitting on
them., Jud. 17:5; 18:1L; I Sam. 15:23; 19:13; II Ki. 23:
243 Ez., 21:21; Hos, 3:43 Zech. 10:2,

e S o T '» B1(1t:
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blood relationship of the Israslites and the Aramaeans,

The FPulpit Commentary offers this explanation, "He is

here called a 3yrian or Aramaean, because of his long resi-
dence in lMesopotamia (Gen. 29=30), whence Abraham had originsl-
1y coms (Gen. 11:31), and because there the falmily, of which
he was the head, was founded." 97 On this the I.C.C. says,
“dJacob is so styled, wilth intentionsl disparagement, on
account of his forelgn connexions; his mother's home had
been in Arem-Naharaim(Gen. 24: 10,2%4), and he spent hime
self many years in the same country (Gen. 29-31) in the .
service of his mother's brother, Laban the Aramsean, (Gn.25:
20, 28: 5, in P, 31:20,24 in JE), whose two daughtsrs he -

married.” 98 ;

97. W .E.-Afexander, "euteronomy,"” Pulpit Commentary,
VI' pe 400,

98. S.R.Driver, "A Critical and Exegetical Commentary
on the Book of Deuteron s V, De 289, _
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L« Balaan is called from Beth=Peor to curse Israsel.

The lest Aramaean contact in this early period
occurs when the Israelites are at the benks of the Jordan
after their battle with Sihon, king of the Ammorites.

Israel’s prowess and fame was only too well=known to

" other Canaanite tribes much as Moab and iidisn. The

latter two had formed e coalition against Israel and
wers now sseking meeans = both foul and fair - to deprive
Israel of its great military power, Im Num, 22:5 we f£ind

that Balak soends his messengers to bring Balsam to curse

'Fsrael. What prompted Balak to send for Balaam of Fethor

near Haran we are not told.

Balaamn, the son of Peor, was an Aramaean, He came
from Pethor, a c¢ity in northern Aram-Naharaim. It was
situated near the Euphrates reiver on the western bank
Num, 22:5, by the mountains of Aram-Naharaim Num. 23:
7, and a few miles south of Carchemish. Kraeling
has some interesting information on its later history.

"From the Assyrian inseriptions we have learned... that

Tiglath-Pileser I conquered Pitru (Pethor) on the Euphrates,
and placed Assyrian garrisems in Pitru and Mutkinu as out-

posts ageinst the Ahlame," 29 Many years previous to this

Pethor eppears in the tax 1lists of Thothmes III of Egypt,

99. Kraﬂiing. ODe. cit. ,_p @ W.i

e St ST
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a fact which is eovidonce for Pethor's antiquity. 100

Balaam's 1life, as it is unfolded in Sacred Scriptures
was fascinating and yet had a tragic end., He was sune
moned, as stated before, to curse Israel, God's chosen
people., then the messengers arrive, he bids them to wailt
overnight while he asks God for an answer. 201 God's answer
to Balaam is "No,” with which message the doutiers resturn.
They are sent a second time with the same plea. This
time God permits Balaam to go, with the condition that he
speak onlytiihe words God puts into hils mouth. However,

God is angry with him. While they are on the way, occurs
the episode of Balaam's encounter with the Angel, Finally
the party arrives and Balaam speeks, but each time he bless-
es Israel, With the third attempt Balaesm speesks the first
liessianic prophecy ever uttered by an foreiéner of which
we have record. The sum and substence is this: A Star shall
coma ouf of Jacob and a Scepter shall rise out of Israel,
it shall smite the cormers of !loab and destroy Sheth, and
possess Edom and Seir. Hearing these blessings Balak dis-
misses Balaam without the intended reward. However, before
going Balaam gives Balak this insidious advice that Israel
would be weakened greatly 1f the iidianite and Moablte-
women would marry Israelites and seduce them into ldolatry.
— 100. Geo. A. Barton, "Aram,"” Op. €it., DPP. 64-66

101, At this point there is a question thet enters our
minds. How 1s it that Balaam living at a far off place
neer Haran(the seat of the moon-go cult) knew &f the true
God? To speculate i1s useless, because the Bible gives mo

answer. A similar parallel might be found in the story of
Melchizedek. (Gen. 14:18).
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Balaan never agein saw his fatherland. Num., 24
2L reads, " And Beleam rose up, and went and returned to
his place.” In Num. 31:# we learn that .Balaem was killed
with the five kings of Midian. Evidently he took up
residence in Midian efter his dealinge with Balak,. It
seems that the story of Baleam remained with the children
of Isreel, for time and again his sin and greed is referred

to in the Bible, 102
I ! ﬁut. !53’0 5e 30!“. E IG m I; 2e lﬂ.oah

6 5. Pat. 16. a‘“da 11, Rav. 2:1&..




Chapter II
Aram during the Period of the Judges, 14,7-1095.

After Joshua had conquered the Fromised Land, he
divided the lend emong the trives. In Joshua 13, where
we heve the acecount of the division of the land, occurs
this statement in v. 13, "Nevertheless the children of
Israel expelled not the Geshurites, nor the Maachathites;
but the Geshurites end lsachathites dwell among the
Israslites until this day." They are alco mentioned in
Ve 1l and in chapter 12:5 and in Deut. 3:14. The Geshurites
and Maachathites were Arameean tribes., The I.C.C. stb=
stantlates this in a comment on Deut. 3:1k and it also
lists a number of parallel references. *Geshur and }a-
achah were two Aramaean tribes (Gen. 22:24; II Sem.
15: 8; I Chron. 19:6) which continued to be ruled by inde=-
pendent kings in David's time (II Sam. 3:3; 10:63 13:37,
3¢; comp. dosh, 13:13): I Ch. 2:23 Geshur and ATam are
mentioned as having taken the *tent-villages' of Jailr from
the Israelites.” 1 The Pulpit Commentary also believes
that "These were small Syrian tribes located to the east

n 2  As seen before the Aramsean migration had

of Hermon.
1. S.R.Driver, A Uritical end Lxegetical Commenta
on the Book of Deutero esDPDs 56-57. The writer in
T.C.C. 1ists Gen. 22: 5? as one of the passages having a
bearinz on the Aramaeans., In this passage, Aram, Kemuel's
son, 1s mentioned. But Leupold points out that fihis Aram
1s "hardly to be regarded as the founder of a nation." For
a more detailed explanation see Leupold‘'s Exposition of
Cenesis, pp. 638-639. | '
2. W.L.Alexander, EDeuteronomy,"” op. oity VI., D. 46.
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reached its height around 1500 B.C., and the Exodus
occurred about 1447 B.C., so that by the middle of the
14th century it is highly probably that the Aramasesns had
.become firmly established in their resvective provinces.
After settling down the Israselites carried on many
agressive campaigns into the enemies' territories, One
such expedition was that of the tribes of Judah and Simeon
who defeated a coalition of Canaanites and Perrizites
under Adonibezek in a series of battles. But on the whole
during this period the Israelites manifested a genoeral
apathy for the remaining heathen tribes. These later.
proved a curse to Israel, because they seduced Israel to
sin and thereby incurred God's wrath and anger. One such
exhibition of God's wrath and anger was the subjugation
of all Israel by Chushanrishathaim of Aram-Naharaim.
Chushanrishathaim is another one of those puzzling
characters of 0ld Testament history.- We know absolutely
nothing of him except for the short account in Judges 3.
The historieity of Chushanrishathaim has vigorously been
attacked by modern critics for a number of reasons. Up to
the present time no mention of Chushanrishathaim has been
found in the monuments and inscriptions. To the higher
critics it seems incongrvovs that all Israel was conquered
by this Chushanrishathaim and then freed by Othniel a
member of one of Judeh's smeall olans. These two views
are claimed to be contradictiory. The critic's conmentioy

18 that Judah had very little to do with the other tribes,
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is that Judah had very little to do with the other tribes,
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and that the political orgenization of the commonwealth
was too loose, 3
In the first place we have no rsason to doubt that
Chushanrishathaim was an actual historical character, just
because the contemporary literaturs makes no mention of
him, Other famous Bible charecters heve not been found in
the contemporary literature of their dey, and yet they are
now regarded as historlocal. (cf. Joseph in Egypt, Abrgham,
Isesc, Jecob, Belshazzar, end the Hittites.) The arpument
that God chose a man from Judah to fpee all Israel is not
in the least contradlctory if we remember the following
facts, Cod's weys are always above man's comprehension,
Is, 55:9), Often God chose an inconspicuous perscn from
gome smell tribe or clan to verform some great task for
him. (The later kings, Saul and David). Then regarding
Igrael’s loose political organizetion and Judeh's deal-
iness with the other tribes we should remember that Israel's
rovernnent at that time was a theocracy az'nd did not require
an elaborate system like that of the later monerchy. HNor
do we have to arcrse with Budde when he says that a "later
editor of Judges was a guddan who arranged the story as
to eive his own tribe a representative amonz the judges." &
Who wes this Chushanrishathaim? Verse & tells us
that he was e king in Mesopotamia. (Arem-Naheraim), With-
3, John Dyneley Prince, "Chushamrishathaim," The Jowish

Enoycliopedis, IV., P. 86.
Le 1bid., IV, Do 864
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out a doubt he muat heve been an Aramaean, and a king

of one of those many kingdoms or "qeni" mentioned in

the Haran census, 5 Prof. Sayce holds one of the most
radical views. He believes Chushsnrishathaim to be a
Mittannian because his r™ule approximates thet of Rameses
IIT. An added reasson is"the eircht years during which

the king of Aram-naheraim oppressed Israel would exactly
agree with the interval between the beginning of the
Libyan attaek but which was directed against Egypt and
the campaizn of the Pharaoh againstSyria." He furthermore
cleims thet the Egyptian records tell us that the Mit-
tanhl of Arem-Nshariim took pert in the attack but linger-
ed alonz the way and tried to settle in Palestine. & How-
ever, the Rev, Moore and Driver oppose him. Moore says
that Prof. Sayce gives no references., The land of the
Mittannians is mentioned only twice in the inseriptions
of Rameses III, but &s only mentioned so that Remeses III's
prestize as conqueror might equal that of Thothmes III.
Rev. lMoore finally concludes after studying this state-
ment of Prof. Safoe, I"we know from the Egyptian records
thet Mitanni of Aram-Naharaim took part in the invasion
of Egypt! ' is an assertion for which Prof, Sayce owes it

to us to produce evidence." 7

?o cf. Pe i—g_. v -

6. T. Nicol, "Chushan-Rishathaimn," Dictionaery of the
Blbl@. Io' DO, 536 & 537!

7. Georze ¥Yoot Moore, A Critical and Exegetical Com-

montery on the Book of ;"uggea, D. 83,



Paton tries to identify Chushemrishathaim as a
king of Ddom. He regards Judges 3:8-11 as "a case of
toxtual corruption. Aram is a common mistake for Edom
( DU s~ 7 7¥), and having once been read, Naheraim
would easily come into the text as a gloss."” © He also
calls to his defense the "historical situstion." Othniel
wes from Judeh near LEdom, therefore that readinz, of Zdom
insteed of Aram is most likely. Paton after reviewing
Klostermann's hypothesis and Marquart's view says, "It
can hardly be doubted that Chushen, king of Apam is mothing
else then a perverted form of Husham, king of Zdoms"? (Gen.
36: 31-39). However, there is no substantial evidence in
Paton’s favor.

To enter into a discussion of the meaning of Chushamp-
rishathaim's name would be futile. But the meaning most
Prequently advenced 1is Chushan of wickedness or of double
wickedness.

This Mesopotamien invasion of Pglestine is the so-
cond referred to in Scriptures, although there may have
been others of which we have record. (The first was that
pf imraphel of Shinar. Gen. 1l4:1). The Lord God moved
Chushanrishathaim to invade Isrsel as a punishment for
Isreel’s idolatrous practises., The foreign rule lasted.

g. Paton, op. ¢it Pe m- d

9. Ibid.: -5? 165. é- Gohen, num'" Ope. uit.’ Io' DDe.
LL8-150 agrees with Paton., For a very prepnsterous ex-
planation as to Chushanrishathaim's origin and person see
Peulus Cassel, "Judges."
Lange-Schaff, A Commentary on the Holy Bible, IV., pPp. 68-69.
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eight years end then was thrown off by Othniel, Caleb’s
nephew after Isrsel had repented and received God's for-
giveness. Commenting on this period MoCurdy writes,
"This was the last warlike movement against Palestine
reported of the Aramaeans to the East of the Fuphrates,
thoush Aramaeans, as was natural, formed a larse clement
in the army of Nebuchadnezzar (Jer, 35:11), and we ney

presume, of ithe earlier Assyrian invaders." L

10. joi .l'fé'(-fuﬁy. ﬂ'ﬁu‘am," Ope. 011'-.. PEa ‘;6—‘;7.
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Chapter III.

The Aramaean Contects with Saul, David, and Solomon.

L. Baul's Contacts with the Aramseens,

By the time the monarchy had replaced the rule of
the judges in Israsel, their Aramaesn neighbors were bee
coming very powerful. When Seul was made king, ca. 1050
Jale, the Aramseesns were well in control of northern
Syria. They had successfully established themselves as
nasters at Beh-Eden, Damescus, Geshur, Hamath, Maachah;
itechob, Zobeh znd other places. Other possible spheres
of influence were the districts of Hul; Arpad, Ribleh, Hel=-
bon, Berothasi, Tadmor, Hauran, and Abflene, E The Arsmaean
orgenization et this time seems to have been very loose,
There were about fifteen districts and kingdoms, eamong
which that of Zobsh seems to have had e leading part.?

To the west of the Arammean kingdoms and districts was
the Phoenician empires.

With the exception of Chushanrishathaim most of the
Aramaecans contacts that we have studied were of a peace=
ful nature, but now they become helligerent., A number
of reasons can be advanced for thelr aggressive character.

In the first plece, they were intensely jealous of Israel‘'s

1, McClintook and Strong, "Aram,” Op. Cite, I, PDe

-351l-o
3532. I Sam., 14:47. ITI Sam. 10316.19.
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growins power. Israel's rise had been repid, and now |
the Aramaeans were afrald and believed that they would :
have to fight Tor their vory existence. In the second
place, there was a spirit of i=merialism showing 1tself
cmons the Aramscons. Possibly the Aramaeans® inmperialism
was stinmulated by that of the Phoenicians and the Israc-
lites. Finally, as the Assyrians became stronsor and ;
encrosched on Aram's territory, Arem looked for sllies,.
Come she got willinsly, others like some of the kinss of
Judah (Asa and Ahaz) had to be coerced. Hence the spirit e
of belligerency. |
I Sam. 14:47 vocords the first contact of an Arsmacen
powsy with the Kingdom of Isresel. That ‘power is Zobzh,
The cuestion now 1s where are we to locete Zobeh. As usual
there are almost as many views as writers. Three views are

presented for considerstion. The first group would vub

Zobah soubth of Damascus in the Houran district. James ‘ |

Kelso ¢ end S'benm'n, L (following H. Wineckler) would identify {
the Arsmaean Zobah with the Subiti who, they claim, settled

south of Dgmascus. These Subiti are mentioned in the

inscriptions of Ashurbhanipel in a campaign against an J

Arebian king, Jeuta. ? Volck writes that "Schrader iden=
tifies Zobah with the Subit of the inscriptions, which he
puts south of Damascus."® But if we would accept this view,
9871:. J.F.Stenning, "Zobah," Dictionary of the Bible, IV,p.

5. Ibid, IV., P. 987.
6. Ve Vc'blek;'"&ram, Aramaeens, and the Aramaic Language,"

op. cit., I., PP. 254=255.
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two diificulties appear. The first question is, Can the
Subiti be identified with the Aramaeans of Zobah. The se=
cond problem in this view is that tho location of the
fubiti hes not been definitely esteblished. If it could
be proved thet the Subiti settled south of Damegcus and
could be ildentified with the Aremaeans Zobsgh, then vere
bhaps this view could be accepted withoutdispute, 7

The second school closely related to the third localizes
Eioﬁah within the neighborhood of Chalcis on the Lebanon
clope. "Tho chief argument for the latter theory is the
mention of Zobah as & source of copper.(II S. 8:8)" 8
The chief objJeetion %o this view probably is that it tends
o minimize the importence and size of Zobah, since Scrip-
ture speaks of Zobah as a large and powerful state; (T Sam..
1i:47, IT Sam. 833, Lana 10:16). I Sam. 14:L7 speaks of
kings of Zobah, II Sam. 8:3,4 tells us that David went
to the river Fuphrates to recover his territory from Zo-
beh, Then II Sam. 10: 16 informs us that Hadarezer of Zo-
balib had influence and powsr enough to acquire troops from
Aren-Naheraim. Thus the information derived from those
passages herdly supports the view above.

The third school ettempts to locate Zobah west of the

SZuphrates and north of Damascus &xbtending as far west as. .
the Anti-Libanus. This view has generally found favor with

7e 1IN @dCiblon tie SubliGl ars also believed to have settled

north of Demascus, which would not fevor this view,
8. James A. Kelso, "Zobah," op. cit., p. 919.

R I —
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the following euthorities: The Encyclopacdia Biblieca, 9

Internationel Stenderd 3ible incyelonaedin, 0 The

dewlisih Enevelopeedla, 11 pinle Cyelnpaodia, 12 The
Popular gnd Grjtical Aible Encyeclopgedis 13 The Inter-

nationel Criticel Commentery, ' Lenro Schaff 12 end
the Ueptninsier Dictionary of the Bible,. as This view 1s

bared on the followinm evidence., 1. There is a city,
Gerothai(the Berotheh of Lz. 47:16%) mentioned in IT
Sen, 8:f as & city of :'iadadezer,. vwho was king of Zobah
{(Vve5)e 2o Accordine to I Chromn. 18:3 snd IT Sem. £:10

its dominion is expressly stated to have reached to the
duphrates River and then as fer north es Hamawthe In
IT Chrone. €:3 Zobah is calloed Hemath-Zobah. The Hamath
of tha north is meent, because in v, 4 Tadmor i1s mentioned
end thot is as Tar north as llemath was. L. fAccording to
II Sae £:5,8 ond Sz, 47:16 Zobah is placed betwesn

Hiemath .and Demascus, !any beliove 1% should be in the

9. Fek.uheyne, "Zobah,” Eneyclopasedie iiblica, IVe,
cols. 5425, 5L26

10, Wt L.uhristie "7obah,” The International Stendard
Bible .nozolnnaed*a, Ve, Do 315!;.

T 11. GeOTrC e narton, "Arem" ope cit., II., DPP. 6L-66

12, L.R.Rausset, "Zol'mh " Bibile 'G_'lg onaadia, DPe 739
& 750.

71':3. Semuel Fallows, "Aran," The Popular and Critical
Bivle :ncvelopaodia, Te, DPe 137-138.
nry rreserved Lam:!.‘l;h A Criticsl and _xegetical

Comme n‘bm on tho 2ooks of bamua'.[ Po 1727«
15, Chv. Fre David Grdmenn, "The Book of Sarmel,” Lange-

Schaff, ov. c;t. V. ?56
16. John e'wis, Rf\rmn " The Wegtninster Dictionary
of the 'ﬂ.bla, DPe 37=38.
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proximity of Emesa. The reasons cited above seem to be

the most convincing for locating Zobah between Hamath

- and Damascus,
One of the great difficulties in locating Zobah has 4
been the fact that archaeologists have not bee able to |
find any remains = literary and otherwise = to relieve
our doubts,
Another difficulty with respect to the location.of
Zobah arises from the view that David's empire was not

as extensive as in usually assuned. The Universal Jewish

Encyclopaedia, "Some hold that a confusion of Hamath-

Zobah in the East Jordan territory with the Hamath on the
Orontes has led Bible exegetes to extend unduly the northern
boundary, the kingdom of David, which actually reached only
to the western foot of Mt, Hermon. (Guthe, H.Klein, Sam-
uel).” 17 However, auch "confusion" need not arise if '
such passages es II Sam. 8:8, I Chron. 18:3, IT San. 8:

e S e e

10; and ITI Chron. 8:3 ars taken in their literal meaning.
Now to0 resume our discussion of Saul's dealings with

the Arameeans of Zobah. Most commentators regard I Sam.

14:47 as an integral part of the text. = The commentators

make the suggestion that I Sam. 1l4:L7 Trepresents a
~—17. Tsasc Landmenn, "Hameth,” The Unlversal Jewlsh Enoy

_ofﬁ"r'l aeua' v%. tio lglé itioal Commentery, Lange-Sohaff, and
onal Critic i

ommenta op. clit., p: 991

says &a‘b am. 143 h?, whioh states tiat Saul fought

against Zobah, 15 probably based on a confusion with the

wars of David.
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summary of the wars of King Saul with his enemies. If one
tekes this view, the possibility of a series of wars be-
tween Zobah and Saul is not excluded. On the other hand
these wars may have been nothing more than mere skirmishes..
Holy Seriptures does not mention the king of Zobahj but
possibly it is Rehob,'? father of Hadedezer. IT Sem. 8:
3e

One might call attention at this point to Paton's
comuent on I Sam., 14:47 whore he states that Edom is
“doubtless a textuad corruption of Aram.” His logie is
this: Edom was .out. of contact with Israel and there is no
probablity that Saul ever had anybhing to do with them.
Furthermore the Aramaeans were more formidable andthhey
naturally would command most of his attention., This cri-
ticism disappears if we follow the suggestion of the com-
mentators that this verse is jJust a summary of Saul's wars. 20

About this time the first Assyrian advance is made
jnto Aram under Tiglath-Pileser I (ca. 1100 B.C.). In the
first five years of his reign he made inroads against the
Aranneans in Aram-Naharaim and drove out the Arameic tribe
known as the Ahlame. Tiglath-Pileser I then crossed the
Euphrates and took Carchemish and six other cities. The
Tecord of this is in the "Prism inseription, which is the
earliest Assyrian historical document of any length that
— 19, Kraeling believes Rehob is the territory he came
from and not the name of his father. Rehob had been settled

Argmaeans, e cit.,p. 40.
s 20. Paton, T:__%. clt., p. 177.
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hes come down to us." 21 . Tiglath-Pileser subjugated all
northern Syria as far as the city of Arvad, but he avoided
making attecks on @adesh and Damascus. After his reizm,
there was a period of Assyrian decline; a revival of nower
occurred under Ashurdan IT. (ea. 940 B.C.).22

22, E.: %.j'r:




" B, David's Contacts with Aram-Zobsh.

David ascended the throne ca. 1010 B.C. His entire
life and reign with the exception of the latter days was
virtually one of strife with the neighboring countries. He
fought and extended his rule over Amalek, Moab, Ammon,
Philistia, Zobeh, Edom, and others. His wars with Zo-
bah and her sattelites are the omes with which we shall
deal.

At this time Zobah held sway among the Aramaean states.
The first king of Aram-Zobah, of whom we know, is Rehob.
lione of his blography is related in the II Semuel or the
other accounts. His son and successor is Hadadezer, (the
Ben-Hidri in Assyrian inscriptions) ,23 ‘who, from all in-
dications, was a very influential and capable ruler, since
he persuaded the Aramaeans of Damascus to help. (I Sam, 8:
5). According to I Sem. 1l4:47 Zobah had many kings or
chieftains, whom Hadadezer had welded together into a puwer-
ful kingdom. "Hicolaus of Damascus writes that Hadadezer
was king 'over all Syria except Phoenicla.' (Fragm.3l)." ¥

There has been much dispute regarding David's wars
with the Aramaeans. Th.e point of contention is: Does
II Sam, 8 and 10, and I Chron. 18 and 19 treat of one
Aramaean conflict or two? Kell believes that many of tha

222’: R. Peyne Smith, "Il Semuel,” Pulpit Commentery, X
2 22. .Mcclinbook and Strong "Damascus," op. cit.,II.,
PP 647-652,




camentators err when thoy think "That the first of David's
Aremaean wars is given in ch, viii., (i.0. IT Sen.),
the second in che X3 for no other reeson, however, then

because ch. X stands afber viii."” 25

"he reasons set Torth by Xeil for the wiew that one
end the seme conflicet is described in II San., 8 and 10
and T Chron., 1€ and 19 are most convineins, Xeil regards
II Same € end I Chron, 1Ff as sumaries of ell the wars of
David's reicn and givine some dobails of the Arsmaean con-
flict. Tn IT Same. 10 end I Chrone 19 ¥ell points out that
we have a Tuller account of what was reported in Ilséam-
€6 12 end I Chron. 18:11, the battle with Avem end Amon. 20
Furthermore Keil writes, "But if this chapter contains a
survey of all the wars of David with the netions that

were hostile to Israel, there can be no doubt that the

arrangenont of the soversl events is not strictly resulated

by their chronologicel order, but that homomensous events
ere crouved together eccordins to a material point of view.” 27 . ‘
Then hecomins more snecific Keil shows thet in II Sam, 8
and I Chron. 1€ the Aramacan ver mentioned there ended

in the eomplete subjusation of Aram and in the payment of
sriouce ( IT Sam. £:6). lie also allows for the possibility
of revolt. However, II Sam. /026 end I Chron. 19 say
nothinz of e revolt but leave us with the impression that

22. EIgidI-ﬁimItzsoh.;"l;ooks of Samiel,” IX., Pe 355.
20 ® ey Pe 355.
27. Thid., IX., De 355



they were still independent, since they were hired %o

fight. His concluding argument is this "that the aumber

of Aramgeans killed in the two wars is precisely the same

(comp. ver. 4 with X, 18): so that it may be safely ine

ferred, not only that the war mentioned in ch. X., in which

the Aramaeans who had come to the help of the Ammonites

were smitten by David, was the very same as the Aramacan

war menkbioned in ch. VIII, but of which the result only

is given. " 2E
~ In discussing David's Aremaean emcounters we shall

Tirst treat of the summery ir II Sam. 8: 3-=13 and I

Chron. 18 and then the expanded accounts as they are in

I Sem. 10 and I Chron. 19.

The cause of the Aremaean conflict as Feil rightly
points out is the Ammonite War. 29 e Amnonites had
hired a large number of troops from Hadadezer. To meet
the demends Hadadezer had to rsach out as far as the
Buphrebes for mercenaries. In order %o block Hadadezmer's
effort David sent an army northward. In opposing David,
iladadezer sustained great losses, David?'s booty of war
consisted in a 1,000 chariots, 700 horsemen, and 20,000
footman. The I Ch. account differs somewhat at this point
by giving the figure as 7,000 horsemen instead of agreeing
with the II Samuol account which has 700 horsemen. -

— 28. IDid,, Cibe. De 259« Keil is of the opinion
that the ex; axpanda account in ITI Sam, 10 is due to the faot
that the author wishes to give the background for David®s

gin in IT Sam., 11l and 12,
29, Ibid., IX, p. 359.
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Hadadezer also had allies, namely the Aranseans from
Damascus and the surrounding Aramalc districts. The
Damascenes mmst have nent a very large army, for of their
aray both accounts put tﬁe number killed at 22,000, a‘
sizable sum for that daye.

Furthernore II Semuel says that David Yhoughed all
the chariot horses,” . Howewer, in I Chronicles we read
this addition, but reserved of them an hundred chariots.”
fhese differences need not ézcite us, because I and T4
Chronicles are supplements to II Samuel and I and II
Kings. 31 When our reporters of todey write columns for
the newspaper, they frequently have different accounts,
Often that 1s due to different ¥iews and materials which
reporters want to stress.

The treaty imposed upon Zobah and Damascus wes rather

.severe. In the first plsce, David placed gmrrisons in the

conquered territories including Damascus to prevent any
Turther resistance. Secondly, tribute in the form of

monies and golden shields vas tekem. The shields were 7o

30, Ihis discrepancy may be explained in two ways.
Frequently the 01ld Testament writers may have had wvarious
viewpoints as to the classificetion of the army. Secondly,
there is always the possiblity of a scribal error in the
transmission of thoe text. It is very probable that the
seripves mistook hundred for thousand in the IT Samuel
account, ==—=== Keil emends the 700 of II Sam. 8:4 and
II Sam. 10:18 to read 7,000 (which I Chron. 18:% and 19:
18 heve) and thereby arrives at the total of Aramaesns
slaim. The totsal r,:wex:t of both accounts is °uhstantially
the ssme. II Sem, 8:4,5 end I Chron. 18:%4,5 have 50,000,
while I Sam, 10:18 o3y Onvons 19:18 both report 47,000.

31, of. the parallel ef Genesis 1 and 2.
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doubt from the body guerd. Then, in the third place,

David removed much of the brass from the c¢ities in Beroe
thal and Beteh which was later used in the Temple et
Jerusalem. (I Chron. 18:8).

Both II Sem. § and I Chron. 18 carry the mext incident
the snbassy of Toi(Ton) of Hamath. On the location of

Iliamath there has been endless dispute. No attempt will
be made to take every vassage in the 01d Testement and de-
ternine which Hamath is meant. There eare two Hamaths,
One, Hameth the Less, is located noxthwest of Demascus
znd on the southwest slope of iit, Hermon. The proponents
I this Hamath base their arguments on the assunption of
itextual corruptions,™ laterpolations, or glosses. 32
The wview of J.F.lMecCurdy is more convineing, "The

conmon view is that this Hamath 1s to be identified with
"Hamath the Gpoat® the modern Hama, which at that time of
its greates powey ccntrolled the territory as far as south
es the north border of Israel.” = In eddition it might
be urzed as Hamath 1s mentioned in Aram®s major contacts
with Isresel, that the Hamath the Tess should not be meant
because of its small size. Hamath the Great on the Oron=-
te8 was a powerful kingdom at this time, and most likely
Zobah conquered it to protect her northern borders from
invasion. Hence also the name Hemath-Zobah.

—32, Paton e Cit. e 183-18L.,
33. 7 ?F.Mé B —Fnémggn " A Standerd Bible Diotiom,

Pe 3154
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Toi, king of Hameth, sont his son Joram{Hadorem in
T Chron.) with neny #ifts ond with insuiries as %o
favid's wolfare and person, This zet on the part of Tol
refaals two thines, In the Pirst place he wanted o chow
nls pratitude tor David for liberating him and hiz people
from Yobah, and, in thz sccond place, the gifts were also

meant as tribute,

There is e final 4ifficulfy in verse 13 of II Samuel
clinpe € which should be expldined. "And Bavid ret Rin a
nane when he returned Iron the snmiting of Syriens in the
valley of salt, heinc eichteon thousand men.,” This verse
seens o state that the Syrisns were killed in the valley
of salt. Keil comments on this verse as followz, "The
words enslosed in brackets ere wenting in the llagsoretic
text as 1% has come down to usy and must have fallen out
from a nistake of the copyist, whose eye stieayed from

'U_';] NTDN L T 'iws}_s_._—,n N3 Tor thoush the text
is nobt *ubberly intelligible? withoub these words, =ince
the nassage misht bs rondered 'after he had smitten sram
in the valley of Salt eighteen men,! yeb -this would be
deéidedly incorrect, ac the Aremacans were nct smitien
in the velley of Salt, bubt partly et lledeba (I Chron.
iIX. 7) and Helem {(che X.17) , and vartly in their owa
lend, which was very far ewey from the Salt valley."” 34
Verze 12 of I Chron. 18 reports the incident thus: Abishal

5he KE1l, OD. Cile, Lh Ds 303
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slew 18,000 Edonites in the valley of Salt. Hobth the
LiX and Vulpate heve Sdonm,

The superseription of Psalm 60 says that it was con-
posed in honor of the victories over Aram=-Zobsh and Edom,
llere agaln the numbors that were slain in the valley of
salt are biven as 12,000 while the other accounts give
the nuuber 1¢,000. Br. ¥rotzmenn explains the difference
by seying, *lavid, as king was commender=in-chief of the
armles of Israel, the victory therefore being credited to
him, but Joab,as the ceneral of the army, dispabtbhed his
brother Abishei, the commander of this expedition, whieh,
es it seoms, slew twolve thousend Edomites in one battle.,
and a totel of eirhtesn thousend in the entire campaign,
IT Sam. 8:13; I Chrom. 18,12" 33

The Expanded Account. II Sam. 10: 1-19, I Chron.

19: 1=19, The expanded aceounts of II Sanucl and I Chroni-
cles pive thé ceuse of the Amionite VWar which found its
cliex in the Aramascan War., At the bottom of this con=-
flict was the shameful huniliation and treatment which
David®s embassy received at the hands of Hahaesh, the
Ammonite, son of Hanun who had bee friefdd of Devid. How=
ever, the real cause may have been much deeper. The elders
and counsolors of Nahosh were probably jealous of Israel's
pover wien this embassy came, thoy sugrested to the king

that the Israelites were spries. Regardins Hanun's insult

5. P.B.Krobzmann, Populsr Commentary of the Bible
014 Pastament I, Do YTl e EERCECLE. SR




Eracling remarks, “I% is very po.ss:lhle that the Amnonites
were directly encourased in suech insolence by the Aramaesans,
who clearly forssew the necessity and inevitebility of a
conflict with the rining Hobrew state and preferred to
have the aid of Anmon in this eventuality.” 36 As a result
of this incident David praperas Tor war and dispatches

iis army under Joab and Abishai., In the meantie the
fAmnonites realize their precarious situation end hire a
lorse Aramaean Torce fpon the kincdoms of Zobah, iehob,
Tob, end 'laschelis %Ye have previously met Zobeh, but the
last three are nowecomers.

Rehob was en Aramaean settlemsnt sccording to IT Sam.
10:6. AS far as cen be dotermined Arsm-Beth-Rehob was
situated above Lake Huleh, east of the Jordsn River. In
Judges 18:2E8 Dan, the former Laish, was built in the valley
neer Both-Rehob. 37 Mumbers 13:21 serves to correlate
this location by placing llehob in the "entering unto
Heanmath" which is the deep depression between the two
mountain ranges, the Libanus and the Anti-L#bamis. Evi-
dently it was not & large and powerful kinzdom.

Tob iz the next Aramaean state that is spoken of in
ITI Sane It 1is mentioned in the story of Jephthah who
sousht there a haven of refuse., (Jud. 11:3-5). In IX
Samuel, Tob is referred to as Ish-Tob, Regarding the

30, Kraoling, OD. Clte. De Ale :
ool 5, SERLE Gl S Ml o emetier,
Strons; Znoyolopesdie Eiblfon; Titernstional Stan

Bible tncyclopaedia; end others.
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neme iicKlinbvocl end Strons says, "But thoush in the aneient
versions the nome is given es one wor@t, 1t is probably that
tho real sisnificance is the 'men of Tob? (Q;V.),“Ba Tob
is generally located ncar what is recopnized as the district
of Gilead knovm %o the Greecks as "the Land of Tublias.”

(I lmoe. 5:13; of. II Mace. 12:17) 27 It aid not figure

in the history of Isracl as much as Zobah and Dmusous;

The last Aramacan state to be mentioned is 'aachsh
otherwice knovn as Abel=beth-liaachnh (II Sem. 20:1L) end
Aran-pachah (X Chron. 19:6). In I Chron. 2:23 TAram appoars
instead of laacah." 50 It wes also the home of the lizacha=-
thites of Doeut. 3:14 and Joshe 12:5. lMaachah is located
almost without excontion north and cast of ILeke Huleh
in whet is orobably knovm as Jaulan. AL

Jd ¥ iicCurdy clains that they are Arsamassan because of
Gen., 22:2. where lioses writes that laechah was descendant
of Hehor, an Aramaean. h2

From Zobah, Beth-Rehob, Meachsh, end Tob, Nahash was
able to assemble uulte a good-sized army, 32,000 in nume
bor. Some commentetors heve had trouble bacause the IX
Samual eccount has 32,000 m:n while in I Chron. 19 we
rend of 32,000 chariots, Dr. Kretzmann seems to have
found the rigiht solution wvhen he writes, "The mercenary

36, MoClintock end Sorong, "Lsh=tob," op. oit., IV.,
667.

39« JeFMoCurdy, "Tob," D!.gtion_g_:z of' t.he Bible, p. %?.
40, We s\vhg ﬁaacah " mf_! Standard

Encveol D, o o P T 191.5.

H. n;' "iiancah," 'rhe Internationa
Bible B oty III., ﬁﬁum

B o¥otaCurdy, “Aran, " o e Bit., DPe L7
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troops wore such as could fight on horseback as well as
in chariots, experienced in hoth forms of 1‘:&1515].&.""’3
The price Hanun gave was 2,000 talents of silver worth
about $2,000,000. **

Joab with his army set out for the plain of iedeba
where the Ammnonites were encamping. Medeba was located
almnost due east of Jerusalem aocross the Jordan and a
1ittle southeast of Rabbath-Armmon. As Joab and the Israe-
lites approached the: plain of lMedeba, he perceived the
battle plan of his enemies: an atback from the front by
the Armonitss and from the rear by the Aramecans., At this
point Joab demonstrated his capable leadership by diviging
his forces and pubiing Abishai with a ‘porbion of the army
to face the Ammonites while he himself with the best di-
visions met the onslaught of the Syrians. The finel out-
come of the battle was thefdefeat and routing of both
Syrians and Ammonites. Joab did not follow after his
encmies but returned 1;.0 Jerusalem.

However, from this first encounter, Hadadezer did mot
lesrn his lesson. While the Isrselites were in winter

quarters at Jerusalem, Hadedezer gathered a second large

aTny, even going as far as Aram-Naharaim to acquire soldiers.

Schobach was then pleced in command of this army. The
Syrian advence was met by King Bavid and his army at

-bL3e P .ﬂ.ﬁ.‘etmann ODe cit.. !. Pe 6WQ
Ll Ib’.ﬂ.o' s Pe 677.
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Helam, near Hamath. This battle fared no better for the
Syriens, ‘beoauae David inflicted on them a great defeat
which cost the Syriens the life of Schobach, their generel,
plus tho lives of 7,000 charioteers and 40,000 footmen, 45
A terrific defeat indeed. At last Hadadezer conceded
victory and made peace with Israel and became their vas-—
sal,.

- In the story of David there is yet one more . Aramsecan
contact. This contect was not one of nationa.i importence
and scope, bhut one which concerned itself only with the
personal family life of David. David hed married Maacah,
daughter of King Talmei of Geshur, an Aramesean, To this
union wes borm iAbsalom(II Same. 3:2). From II San. 13:37,

38 we learn that Absalon fled to his grandfather after he
murdered - Ammon who had committed incest with Temer, ib-
salon remained there for three years, hefors he was sume
moned by his fether upon the intercession of Tekoah.(II Sam.
14: 23, 32; 15:8). Geshur may be located due east of the
Sea of Chinnereth and southwest of Argob. That it bordered
SBashan is evidenced by (Dte 3:14, Josh. 12:53 13:11).

The Geshuri were one of the few Aramaic tribes that lived
in the borders of Israel. (Josh. 13:13).

5= ofe De 59, Tfootnote 80.
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C. Solomon's Contacts with the Aramseans.

Turing the roign of Solomon the Bible does not
mention many dealings with the Aramaeans. When Solomon
ascended the throne, "The wh&le of David®s kingdom fell
to Solomon. It was held intact, with the exception of
the Aramaeeans who established an independent kingdom at ? j
Damascus.” 40 Under the reigns of David and Solomon,
Israel reached her zenith 1ﬁ military might and prosper=
ity. Solcmon's reigh'was marked by a period of quietude.
However, the Pax Israsl was 1nterrﬁpted by some border
skirmishes, . : :

One of the first contacts that Solomon had with Ara-

maeans of which we have record is in T Ki, 10:28-29 and
the parellel in II Chron. 1l:17. These two passages tell
us that Solomon was also a great merchant, since he brought
cheriots out of Egypt and sold them to ﬁhe Hittites an&
the Aramaeans. Thess horses were used prineipal}y for
chariots (not only war chariots). Commentinsz on I Ki.
10:20, 29 Keil writss, "The Hittite and Syrian kings, who
obtained horses from Esypt through the marnhan@s of Solo=
mon, were partly at least the vassals of Solomon, as his
soverelgnty exteided over all the.Uanaanites, exgept the
Phoeniciens, and over & part of Syria.® %7

L6, J. MoKee Adams, Biblical Backgrounds, Pe 247.°
7. Keil, Books of Kings, XV .——%1—‘, P. 181,
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IT Chron, #i: 3-6 records some of the military measures
Solomon took %0 preserve hils kingdom from invasion by
foreisners. TVTerse three off II Chronicles just states the
campalpns of Solomon against Hemath-Zobah end the ensuing
victory caitting all details. After this camneisn, Solo-
mon bhuilt a series of fortified eities, Tadmor (The later
Yalayra of tuaeen Zennbia?) which stretched alons the northern
border of Israsl. UIr. ¥ratzaann sees in this action of
Solomon's e two=fold purpose. It was "either to further
his comnercianl enterprisos or %o scoure himself against
an atback Trom the noibth."™ L8

Towerids the end of Solomon's reign occurrsad the ep-i.sode
of T X1. 11:23=-25, the seizure of '-Ja.;aascus by LRezon, a
usurpsr. ho was this Hezon%? the Bible expleins that
kegon wes the soncof Eliadsh. Tt also adds that he was
present when David overcane ladadezer. in battle. (IT Sen,
£:3). Rozen's life after the battles with Pavid was not
50 quiet. Uvidently after the wars hh became chieftain of
e bend of “freebooters," Finelly Hadadezer was fed wp with
Fezon's fleuntinrs of the law and sousht to punish hinm,
liezon escaned, made his way to Damaseus, and there esta-
blished himzelf as ruler, Avidently Zobah had lost much
of its vigor and power because of her contimued strugscles
with Saul, David, and Solomon, and therefore was not able
to deal with Rezon eﬁ'ective:!:r.- The Bible thon closes this

7027;5. P.L.Kretzmann, Op. Cite VOl. 1, Old Testament, D.
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nerrabtive with these words, "And he (Rezon) was 21 ade
versary to Israeel all the days of Solomon...” (T Ki.
11:25).
he guestion is often raised whother Hezion h9 can

be ldentified with Rezone. Paton and Fraseling conjesture
thet Iezon and Hezion sre the same, Xraeline writes,
"The LXX in 11:23 (I Ki,) has Zsron. This would bhe the
equivalent of HezroNee.. But the converse seems to be
wre likely. I reserd Hezion as the name of the first
kine of Damascus, The form Rezon is éecondem-" 50
Pabon has this to sey, "Accordins to the received text,
this eventtook place during the lifetime of David: mut
the absence of the words, 'when David slcw then' from
one recension of the IXX raises the suspicion that these
woerds ave & gloss. By nany Rezon is identified with He= .
zlon, the father of Tabrirmon, the father of Behhadad." 5!
Concornine this assertion the Pulvit Commentary ?statas
that Rezon is "often identified with Hezion of T Chron.
ZTT 18, bul on insufficient groundes.” 52 Alszo ageinst
this conjecture is Mr. Thomson who says, “Whather Rezon
was hinself the founder of & dynasty is not clear, He
has bazn identified with Hezion, father of Tabrimmon, and
grendfather of Ben-Hadad T (I ¥i. 15:18, but the identi-
f£ilcation though a nntuz'al one is insecure.” 53

L9, Hezion was the Fathior of Tabrimmn and grandfather
of Hon-iladad, kings of Aram-lamascus. (I Ei. 15:18),

30: Eraciinc, op oiafiﬁ:'lﬁa.‘“‘"

5?- Josal’h ond, "I Kings," Pulpit Commentery, XI,

53. C.H.Thonson, “Damescus,"” one. ¢6it., IX., PP. 77°=780.
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The ironaean Gontacts with Israel during the period
of the Divided Kingdom are not discussed in this paper.
All of Ghese were principally with Aram-Danascus. The

rulers of Argn-lDanascus are as Tollows: The first two,

haded I, IT (Adad-Idri), Hazasl, Genhadad III, Tebeal,
and ezin.

Il 732 beve Tislath=ilesser ITLI laid siege to Tm-
mescus end efter several monbhs took 1%, With the fall
of vanascus the Aranaean power as a wiole come o an
end., lamascus had held sway for nearly 300 years. ~he
nsver azaln echisved prominsnce. Yrom all that cen be
dsbornined, Tiglath-Fileser's victorias viere overe=
whelaing, since Damascus never again troublicd Israel
or dudaeh, In 720 Salnaneser V inveded the Aramnosan couns
tries and defeated Yau-bi?di of llameth at Karkar end
arain ab Haphis. Afuer these two battles the Araznaean

states west of the Duphrates river disappeare.
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