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Introduction

ecently seal has een publıshed claımıng hat it WOUuU ear the aInec of Baalıs, the Kıng of
the Ammonıites known from Jer. the ONC who plotted the assassınation of Gedalıah the

SE appoımnted Dy the Babylonians er e1Ir final Capture of Jerusalem.! The
seal scarab shaped tiny piece made from brown inches in diameter
and 1$ inches thick .2 On the cseal dICc three Iınes of inscr1ption separated Dy double lIınes.
Between these double Iınes wınged sphinx wearıng Egyptian-style ıth aıl in the
shape of the character 18 epicted.
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Fig.1 Seal-ımpression of the seal of Ba’‘alıs
Drawıng Dy Deutsch

Forgery?
The edıtor of the seal 0€Ss noft supply informatıon the PTOVCNAaNCE f the 11C W find He only
remarks that the seal "recentlyBN 97 (1999)  THE SEAL OF BAALISHA, KING OF THE AMMONITES  SOME REMARKS  Bob Becking, Utrecht  1  Introduction  Recently a seal has been published claiming that it would bear the name of Baalis, the King of  the Ammonites known from Jer. 40:14 as the one who plotted the assassination of Gedaliah the  governor over Judah appointed by the Babylonians after their final capture of Jerusalem.! The  seal is a scarab shaped tiny piece made from brown agate. It measures 0.5 inches in diameter  and is 0.2 inches thick.? On the seal are three lines of an inscription separated by double lines.  Between these double lines a winged sphinx wearing an Egyptian-style apron with a tail in the  shape of the character s is depicted.  ZzLo  D  S  FD  Zn  55  A  m  —  VL  ) x  7  SC  Fig.] Seal-impression of the seal of Ba‘alis.  Drawing by R. Deutsch  2  A Forgery?  The editor of the seal does not supply information on the provenance of the new find. He only  remarks that the seal “recently ... has come to light”.? A hint at an archaeological context indic-  ating at which excavation the seal was found is absent. The interested reader is left with the idea  !_ R. Deutsch, “Seal of Ba‘alis surfaces”, BAR 95 (1999) Vol. 2, 46-49.  2 According to Deutsch, “Seal of Ba‘alis”, 46; note that the seal is not edited with a scale to  confirm his measurement.  3 Deutsch, “Seal of Ba‘alis”, 46.  43has OmMe light”.> hınt archaeological ‚ONntext indıc-
atıng 1C| excavatıon the seal Was OUunN! 1S absent TIhe interested reader 15 eft ıth the idea

Deutsch, “Seal of Ba‘alıs surfaces’”, BAR 05 (1999) Vol Z 46-49
According Deutsch, “Seal of Ba’alıs”, 46; ote that the seal IS NnOL edıted ıth scaleconfirm hisent.
Deutsch, *Seal of Ba’alıs”,



hat the object W ds> purchased the antıquıities market {’hıs Circsumstance mıg the idea
hat the seal 15 forgery.‘ As long addıtıional informatıon 1S NOTL supplied, dec1sıon hıs

pDo1n CAannotL be made. For the time eing ake the sea] be genuine SINCE both paleography
and IcConography make authentic Impress1ion.

TIhe Inscription

Deutsch read: 1L 15 // 78 // [D 1W >D3(9], [Belonging tO| Ba‘alıs / Kıng of / the

nel Ammol]n”.2 hıs readıng 1S plausıble hut should be consıdered cautiousiy. In the 1Irs! lıne
the ‘Belongıing to’, the introduction almost all westsemitic seal-ınscriptions 1S absent

m1g ave een broken WO Off. Of the royal arinec only the three 1rS! characters AIc clearly
eg1ıble Ihe fourth SIgn might be the beginniıng of yod the sıgn MOoOsSst probably 1S the

lower part of the Ammonite letter SIN The 'ayın ına character 1S tentatıve aSse.| the

orthography of the ainec Ba‘alıs known from Ammonıite ıth seal impression.“ The
word 79 ing’, in the miıddle register 1S clearly egıble For the lower register Deutsch

read 1LDD S On the photo of the seal printed the of the pertinen 1ISSsue f

Bıhlical Archaeology Review only cratch that m1g be interpreted the end of

Ammonuite NUn 1S 1sıble. A the place where Deutsch reads the remaıns of beth, the surface of
the seal 18 WOTI off. 0Ug the ı1tı1ıon of Deutsch makes in the CON(TeXT, ere 1S
evidence for ıf the artıtac In SU ıt WOU De INOTC cCauti1ous read [X l / 170 /

[(7)2 ]6  ”293[7], ‘[Belonging tO| Ba’alısh[a(?)| // Kıng // lof

The Name Ba '‘alıs

ıthout argument, Deutsch ıdentifies ‘Ba’alısh[a(?)]’, from hıs 1ICcC  < sea|l ıth the
Ammonıite kıng D7”7D3, ‘Ba:alıs', mentioned al Jer As regards the DCISON mentioned in
the Old Testament, the Versiones antıquae already indicate that the Aamec 15 en1gmatıc. Most
versions ave rendered hıs aImne correctly.* ome ate minuscule manuscrıpts of the LXAX: the
Old Greek LEXIZTOUD and the Arabıc translatıon ave transmıtted form of the Aa1lllc ending in

S 1.4. BEALOOX (538 BEALCOOAV 26) VIZ. BEALOO LXX5).? Before the edition of the

[ Hübner, “Fälschungen Ammonitischer S1e2e7- 21 1-226. has indıcated
that OUu 25% of the Ammonıiıte seals known sofar should be considered forgeries.

Deutsch, “Seal of Ba’‘alıs”,
Its inscr1ption reads WD E 1920570 SCC Her "I’he sSservant of Baalıs”,

(1985), 169-172; Aufrecht, Corpus of Ammonite Inscriptions (ANETS,
Lewı1iston, Queenston, ampeter, 989, 308-309; Hübner, Die Ammonuiter:
Untersuchungen ZUr Geschichte, Kultur UN: eligion eines transjordanischen Volkes ım
Jahrtausend Chr 16), Wiıesbaden, 1992, 86-8/ WI' Ht;)

LÄX, Vulg, Targum onathan, Pesiıtta.
See Ziegler, Jerem1as Baruch TIhreni Epistula Jeremiae, Septuaginta aucfIforılalte

SOoCcLietas lıtterarum Gottingensis Vol Göttingen, 1957, 419



bulla from ell el-‘Umeirı dıfferent ZUCSSECS ave een made ıth regard the meanıng of the
ame. C(Cross hought that the or1gina. form of the Ad1i1c Was Ba 'Lay. The SIN mMust ave een
inserted d® result of dıttography ıth the following mem ba‘lay 15 Canaanıte hypo-
coristicon.! Van eImMs surmısed D contractıon of the amne ha‘al E€S4U aa 1S liberation’ .2

Zayadıne suggested the orıgıinal amne Ba’al-Isıs, but SaVC interpretation for h1s name .} The
fınd of the Ammonite TOmM 'ell el-‘Umeirı opened the lane for adequate interpretation
of 579

The inscr1iption thıs reads w u D na As err+ has shown, bıblıcal
Ba‘alıs 1s nOL be construed CONSCIOUS change Of Ba’alısha DIOUS grounds, position
eiende: DYy Shea.> The ook of Jeremıuiah contaıns severa|l personal ıth "other” ods

theophoric elements, which ave NOL een mutilated enhadatı vilmerodak: Nabushasban:;:
Nebuzaradan; Nergalsharezer and Nebuchadnezzar. Besides the example given Dy Shea 15 nNnOTL

convincıing. In the alnle ed-Nego (Dan E probably the theophorıc element 15 mutilated,
when it Cal be assumed that abu W d changed Nego In Ba‘alıs the Adinle of aal remaıns
recognizable. hat that if the alnle 15 mutilation DIOUS grounds, hıs mutilatıon 15 NOL

veCLYy Successful.

Elsewhere, ave argued that the Ammonıite aIine chould be read * ha ‘al  154a  DE The /S/
mA V XIn ha alL4 ZSUCS back proto-semitic /t/./ hIs unvoılced interdental ounded In Ammonıiıte

/samek/. hıs m1g explaın why the allıc W ds wriıtten in Hebrew ıth /s/ S

Deutsch meanıng f the Ailc ısha ‘Ba‘ a! nas Saved’ Ba’‘a 15 sal-
vation’ .° He CONSI(TUES the Jlement m495 be theophorıc and the lement 199 either Qal pf

] CTOSS, “Notes the ammonıte inscr1ıption from ell Sıran  35 DE (1973):
1S+n23

Van elms, Jeremia 11{ (de Predikıng Van het ude Testament), Nıjkerk, 197/4,
SCC Iso ueC| “L/’1inscription de la statue d’Amman eft la paleographie Ammonıite”,
(1985),

Zayadıne, ‘“ Die eıt der Königreiche Edom, Moab und Ammon’”, in Der Königsweg.
929000 Jahre Kunst und Kultur In Jordanıen und Palestina, Köln, 1987, 120

Herr, a the pellıng of ‘“Baalıs” eremıuah 40:14 Mutıilation?”” US$S 23 (1985)
18/7-191

Shea, ‘“Mutilation of foreign Names by rıters possible Example irom ell]
el-‘Umeiri”, US$S 23 (1985) 7413

Becking, ‘“Baalıs, the Kıng of the Ammonites. An epiıgraphical emar'! Jeremıiah
0:14”, J855 (1993) FSZDA

See Iso Hübner, Ammoniılter, 203
The decay of the final 'ayın 15 dıfficult explaın. oss1bly the varlant-readıngs in the Old

Greek tradıtiıon mentioned above—ßBEALO BE1T VIZ. BE ALCOA—Ppreserved rem1n1-
SCeENCE the or1ginal form of the NaIinec.

Deutsch, “Seal of Ba‘alıs”,



S S OT OUun comparable Hebrew s  S&  I eIlp; salvatıon). Although thıs

interpretation probably 15 COrrecli, WOU ıke g1ve dl alternatıve for it. In 1Ca Hebrew

FrOOL * SW exX1ists meanıng 'to De noble hat OCCUTS in the adjective <  s ‘noble? ! 1gay
rgckons ıth the poss1ibılıty, that In the persona|l Adillc yhıwsS the Jlement ‘noble? * In

Ugarıtıic OUnN D ‘hero’, 1S atteste' for Karıtu deriıved Irom FOOL * w *. Hebrew Sa

WOU then be Qal pf 3 MmM.s meanıng 1S noble’ 4 By implication the amne of the
Ammonite kıng COU T1CAall ‘My ord IS noble

TIhe Iconography of the Seal

The mıddle regıister of the ceaq] depicts wıinged sphıinx wearing Egyptian style ‚D
Deutsch aCCEeDPLILS Egyptian influence but notifies identifyıng characteristics partıcular
Ammonite culture > He partiıcularly refers the aıl of the sphinx in the form f the letter Ihe
SadInNne MO OCCUTS seal of Pado’ıl, MOSTL probably the Kıng of the Ammonites in the ast

of the eighth century BCE.© Deutsch refers the Tact that the SAaine motıf OCCUTS Iso

the cseal of the Edomıute kıng Qausgabri./ The s-Shaped taıl, however, cCannoTt be en
characterıistic for Trans-Jordanıan roya seals, SINCE it Iso (OCCUTS non-royal artefacts from
Israel

Historical Implications

The absence Of clear archaeol ontext for the NCW seal of a alısha makes ıt difficult TaW

Isa 32i Job 34:19
Tigay, You Shall Have No ÖOther Ods. Israelite Religion In the Light of Hebrew

Inscriptions (HSM, S{} Atlanta, 1986,
hIs rooLt cshould nNnOoL be confused ıth the erb E °to offer C{ 1etrıc

Loretz, “Ugarıtisch [FE und Hebräisch SW  S (1987) 33-36; de] Imo Lete, ng
S t'y, Y nombre dıvıno aCC1ON ultual”, (1988) 26-373

Not adject1ve; c1. the remarks of Fowler, Theophoric Personal Names In Ancıent
Hebrew. Comparatıve Study HD, 94), Sheffield, 1988, 114

Deutsch, *Seal of Ba alıs”.
Edıtıio princeps: Reifenberg, “ Ancıent Jewısh Stamps and Seals‘”, PEO (1939),196-

197, No S S uIirecC. Corpus, /79-80; Hübner, Ammonıliter, 106-107; Avıgad and
5ass, COrpus of West Semuitic Seals, Jerusalem, 997, No 965 On the probabiılıty of the
identifiıcatıon of thıs pl al ıth the Ammonıiıte kıng Pudu’ilu mentioned in inscr1ptions of
Sennacherıb and Esarhaddon, SCC Hübner, Ammonaıiter, 193-194

See S Bennett, ‘“ Fouilles MmMm el-Bıara rapport prelımıinalire”, /3 (1966) EFA
403; ar dom and the Edomuiutes (JSOTSup, 43 Sheffield, 989, S

For instance Iron Age 11R scarabo1d from the ICa of Shechem ; Nı Rowe,
Catalogue of gyptian Scarabs, Scaraboids, eals an Amulets In the Palestine
Archaeological Museum, Caliro, 936, Nr An ee] and Uehlinger, Göttinnen,
(Jötter nd Gottessymbole: Neue Erkenntnisse UFr Religionsgeschichte Aanaans undIsraels
aufgrund bislang unerschlossener ıkonographischer Quellen (QD. 134), Freiburg ase Wiıen,
1992, O2 Abb 258C
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hıstorical conclusıons. Since the seal Cannot ate' ıth the help of stratıgraphy, it remaılns
tentatıve ıdentify 'Ba’alısha the kıng ıth "Ba’‘alısha the MmMasiter of Mıiılkom ’ur) and ıth
‘Baalıs mentioned in Jer. 14 (Jur 1imıted Knowledge of the hıstory of the Ammonites and of
the development of eIr scr1Ipt should make Cautious TAaW extensive conclusions. On scale
from IS} the probabiılıty of the identification of 'Ba’alısha the master of Mılkom ’ur ıth
‘Baalıs mentioned in Jer. 18 in 1e6W Ihe probability of the identification of
'Ba’alısha the kıng ıth Ba alısha the master of Miılkom’ur’ WOUu the Saine scale be
SINCE the scr1pt in the [WO seals 1C| they dIiIC atteste: differs 1 hıs that Ca y
identification mplıed Dy Deutsch?* should be consıdered 1ıth caution.

Fıinally, "names’ dIC NOoTL "storles)’. Wıth thıs clause I1NCcan that the UVCCUITENCE Irom
archaeological excavatıon of amne already known fIrom the Hebrew Bıble m1g suggest the
historic1ıty of the character Dut 0€S NOL 1IMDIY that al] elements from the 1DI1Ca SLOTY should be
construed historical hıs that Ven full identification of "Ba’alısha the kıng" ıth
‘Ba ‘ alısha the master of Miılkom ’ur and ıth 'Baalıs mentioned In Jer. 0€S NOTL IMpIYy
the hıistorıicity of all the elements In the Bıblical report the assassınation of Gedalıah The

1S mentioned In Kgs Z DG and Jer. 40:7-41:15, the latter text supplyıng the reader
ıth LHNOTC detaıls the polıtical background of the even! Jer. however, should be
SCCIH post-ex1ilic (eEXT that m1g be blased Dy ro-Davıdıc and antı-Ammonite eelings. The
publication of the HCW seal 0Oes NnOTL hınt the hıstoricıty of these detaıls neıther posıtıve NOT

negative.}

As Can be nferred from comparıson between, the forms of the ell of the in
both Inscriptions.

Deutsch, *Seal of Ba alıs- 46-49
See also remarks in Becking, 66  nscribed eals Hiıstorical Sources for "Ancıent

Israel’? eremıah 40.7-41 .15 Dar exemple”, in Grabbe ed.) Can History of Israel)’
hbe Written? JSO TSup, 245), Sheffield 1997, 65-823


