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'TIhe Campaıgn of Mesha agaınst Oronaım

Nadav Na’aman Tel Avıv

Lines 31-33 of the Moabiıte ela
TIhe CONqUES! of Horonaım IS the ast episode In Mesha’s royal inscrıption (lines 31-33 No other cıty

south of the Arnon Rıver 15 mentioned In the tEXT, and the campaıgn south of the Mver aDDCAaIrs dAS kınd

of appendiıx {O the kıng' extensive operatıons ıts northern sıde.
The text of Iınes 21-373 IS al broken The second half of lıne 21 [UNS as ollows ı} W° 13 7T

XUNKXX TIX. RMO  -GANNELA 07-109; LIDZBARSKI 898:416 and pl. l; 1902:9:
DUSSAUD and photo) The 1S clear both In the photo publıshe: by DUSSAUD (1912) and

LIDZBAR. facsımıle (1898:pl. For the , RC LIDZBARSKI 1902:9.

WOU! lıke {[0 suggest the ollowıng restoration for the episode In lınes 21-33

31NJWN 5{7{ 7} ;ı} n 172 137
[DN)] A 1272 ainlabpha n 5 N ) e SN q-p] X°

b pn la [D“ KT IN) W DMN] 37

And Hawronen, there lıyed the House of.N raıfsed mY hands eMOS! Chemosh

saıd {o "Go down, fıght agaınst awronen". So went down [and ough agaınst the cıty and took ıt and|
Chemosh |restJored ıt I Yy days.
Notes:

For the restoration AAl SCC lıne 12 and the discussion e1I0W.
For the ıftıng of anı {O God In PTayCr, SCC Hab 3:10; Ps 28:2, 03:3, 134 Lam 219 The restored

nience 1n AT paralle‘ lıne 11 of the akkur stela (7°W 202 SN . The serıbe may
ave. designed play the meanıng of the ver'! form N carrıed" (lıne 30); "I raised" (lıne 31)
Another play words IS ın M0 /D LEn er instances of play words mMmaYy easıly be detected
In other T{S of the inscription.

For the restoration of the aD at the egınnıng of lıne 33, SCC DUSSAUD

The Identity of DWDH
The reconstruction of the DasSsSagc IS relevant for the understandıng of the old CIUX ınterpretum rl

in lıne 11 (see eg’ COOKRKE and ROÖOLLIG E GIBSON ‚SU; BELESION

1985:144-145; JACKSON 1989:112-113; MATTINGLY 1989:236-237). Dwädh Was sometimes regarded
eıther the Name 0)4 the dıvıne epiıthet (the "beloved" of Ataroth’s ocal eity. However, provided hat the

suggested restoration 18 valıd, DWDH would the Name of the ounder of the dynasty whose cseal Was al

Oronaiım Hawronen) d must ave. something to do wıth a lıon, and mMmay be. understood eıther



altar-hearth (T pedestal (for cultic estand statue) whose sıdes WCIC lıgures of ONSs (see
10,19.20) (GIBSON 1971:80). The object WOU| have een dedicated by DWDAH, the Ounder of the dynasty,
in the cıty of Ataroth and brought by €es! emosh’s sancluar' al Kerioth.

Who Wäas DWDH, the ounder of the dynasty of Horonaiım? Or, tO put it IMNOTC urectly: INay ıdentify
hım wıth Davıd, kıng of srael, who establıshe: the Dynasty of Jerusalem? The basıc meanıng of the [WO

1S dentical: .  arlıng, beloved" (for discussion and extensive lıterature, SCn ‚:ANMARTIN-ASCASO

1978:150-156; CARLSON and 1'  S57-1. Davıd’s ancestors arrıyed Irom oab ccording
([0 tradıtıon ‚u cf. 15am ‚2,3-4). Moreover, AIC old hat avıd conquered and subjugated
oab (2Sam 8,2), whereas the fate of the land ın the time of his heirs IS nowhere mentioned. Plausıbly ONC

mMay asSsumec hat DWDH IS varıant form of avıd (DWD) and hat the ynası! of Jerusalem dominated

southern Moab untı it Wäas conquered by €s|

However, Davıd’s Namc 1S wriıtten in the wıth ına Moreover, the House of avıd

y  W 1S mentioned In nınth cCentlury ramaıc stela fragment recently unearthed at Tel Dan (BIRAN
and lıne %, 93), and Davıd’s Z 1S inscribed there wıth the Sam«c hree etters in the

Bıble. Varlant forms of the ‚AINC might be indicatıon of ıts popularıty ın thıs early period. In any event,
ıt WOu! best NO {O conflate the avıd (DWD) and DWDHRH.

DWDH must Aave een the ounder of a ocal ynası who rule\ the southern Moabıte lateau from hıs

capıl of Horonaıum. He Was influential enough erec!| monumen! (either pedestal OT altar-hearth)
Ataroth, north of the Arnon Rıver. remaıns unknown whether he ctually dominated Ataroth ın that

Casec hıs dynasty rule: Moab ın its entirety until Omrı conquered Moab’s northern parts Was ıts strong
ne1ghbour ın the south of the Arnon Rıver.

The Location of Horonaım
What WAas the locatıon of Horonaım, the seat of the dynasty? Cholars Aave suggested Varıous siıtes for

Oronaım SCHOTTROFF 966:190-208, wıth earlıer lıterature; WORSCHECH and KNAUF 986:80-85;
1989:188-189, wıth earlıer hıterature; 1992) However, all these places (e.g.,

Kathrabba, Tell eıdan, “Ai. ed-Deıir, el-“Irag, ed-Dubab aIic Sma. sıtes ocated roads southern
oab. For place 1C] served the seat of the dynasty and Was mentioned in Mesha’s inscription aAS his

major CONqUES| the plateau south of the Arnon Rıver ONC would rather eXpect INOTC central sıte.
SMELIK (1992:85-89) has recently suggeste« dissociating bıblıcal Kır-Hareshe: from el-Kerak and

dentifyıng ıt wıth Cho! Moab’s capital Car Dıbon. This plausıble suggestion TEINOVES the maın ODstacle
that has stOood in the WaYy of the Correct identification of Horonaim. It {O hat el-Kerak, the central
sıte of southern Moab, exactly atches all the avaılable evidence egardıng Horonaim. Thıiıs will be demon-
strated In the ollowing discussıon.

fragment of inscription generally ssıgned €s. Was unearthed at el-Kerak indıcatıng his actıvity
there and INNETT 1963; FREEDMAN 1964; WEIPPERT 1966:328-330). The road hat ascends

from the southern edge of the ead Seca 8 the Moabiıte plateau passed oughTal (biblıcal Luhıith;
SCC and eached el-Kerak Like er 1D11Ca!l roads ıt Was named after ıts destination,
namely, "the WaYy of Horonaim' (Isa 153) road N delineated ın the prophecıies of Isajah and Jeremiah



Dy its [WO ends, Zoar and Horonaıiım (Isa 13,3:; Jer 48,3-4, 34a) (SCHOTIROFF 189) Ihe "descent

of Horonaım" (Jer 48,5) refers the cıty’s topographical locatıon, sıtuated hıgh hıll and epicte
in ıterary Juxtaposition the "ascent of uhıth"

Oronaiım Horonaım) IS UDNC of the [OWNS taken Dy Jannaeus from Nabateans and restored {[0 hem by
Hyrcanus 11 (Josephus, Ant. 111 397; 18) (SCHOTTROFF 966:192-196; MÖLLER and SCHMITT

1976:139-146, wıth urther lıterature). According {0 the 1ist of LOWNS, the entire Moabıte A1ICda between

Heshbon in the north and /0ar the south Was conquered Dy Jannaeus. One mMay ask why el-Kerak, the

majJor cıty of south Moab, 18 missing from the 1ıst of [OWNS. My iıdentification of Oronaım /Horonaım wıth

el-Kerak ımmediately solves the problem. It hat osephus delıberately sed bıblıcal9 hence the
close correlatıon of the ıst of conquered places wıth the [OWNS mentioned In the prophecies of Isaıah and

Jeremiuah (see SCHALIT 42-50; MÖLLER and SCHMITT 1  41-1 The INOIC famılıar am of

the place, Charachmoba, 1 known maınly Irom documents of the Byzantıne per10d, but 1S cady mentioned

by Ptolemaius (AVI-YONAH 1976:48). fırst, Charachmoba may ave een categorizatıon ("the cıty of

Moab") later becoming the town’s  A exclusıve aAMmMe.

Conclusıions
Before summıiıng up the evidence, it 1S worth reminding the reader that part of the conclusıions arc based
textual reconstruction 1C| naturally NnNnO! be erıtıed. (Granted thıs uncertainty, the following hıstorıical

scenarı10 maYy be. suggested. Prior {O Mesha’s operations, oab Wäas dıvyıded into [WO Its northern AICa

Was conquered and rule‘ by the ynası of mMrl Mesha’s anCcestors ecame theır vassals, holdiıng
relatıvely SMA| terrıtory between the Arnon Rıver and Wadı Wala Thıs kınd of cıty-state composed of
urban cenitre and peripheral settlements 1S sımilar the kıngdom of Sıhon of Heshbon dS ıt Was depicted
In the earher bıblıcal SUOUTCCS (VAN SETIERS 1972:192-195; WUST 10-11, 243; 16-23;
but SCC KNAUF 1990) The aAIca south of the Arnon Rıver Was dominated by the Dynasty of DWDH whose

seat Was at Horonaım (el-Kerak). €es! rebelle« and conquered the Miıshor far dAS the lıne of ebo and

Bezer. remaıns unclear whether the terrıtory of Heshbon, up {O Wadı Kefrein, Was conquered by hım OF

by ONC of his SUCCCSSUOTIS.

Only ate ın his reign dıd €es! decıide {O CONqUCT the territory south of the Arnon Rıver. He fırst built
the road that crossed the rmver (Mesha ela, lıne and then attacke: and conquered Horonaim, the seal

of the dynasty More detaıls arc missing, but it that eıther €s| OTr hıs SUCCESSUOT Was able

{O subdue the entire arca to ahal Zered Wadı el-Hesa), thus uniıting, for the first tıme, hat IS NOwnNn

from later SUOUTCCS A the Land of oab.
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