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The Mıiısts of Ramthalon,
/ How Ramoth-Giılead Disappeare?i from the rchaeologıcal Record

EFrnst Axel Knauf ern

hıs 1S report the disappearance of maJor and Iron Age sıte from the scholarly record,
firom publıc knowledge and, MOS probably Dy NO from the physical world A ell
alkıng about the tell of er-Ramta, NC cComprising all that remaıned of amoth-Giılead

The hıstory of research the localızatıon of amoth-Gilead reads 1ıke comedy of CII OTS

(the finale nNnOTL yel in sıght) From the 1 9° CENLUTY, Cheyne (1903) 1STS the followıng
suggest10ons: es-Salt, Remun, Garas, Irbid, Ramta, Gal‘üd, and OpIS for Salhad himself‘. By
I9 the identification of amoth-Gilead ıth er-Ramta W d COTITNINON knowledge“. Of al
suggesti0ns, Prev10us and followıng alıke, thıs 15 the only ONC 1C 1n lingulstic SUppOTT:
C'anaanıte (ha-)ramot TAamaıc ramata ramata | ramta, and ct. osephus’ form of
the Name: Apayua0d, Ven INOTE sımply ha-rama ings 6.29) ramaıc ramta
ramta. In the vulgar transcrıption remita, represents E3 allophone of [a] [9] A

representative of /u/ in the 0CAa: dialect (1ın 97/9, ear the pseudo-correction Rumta
[accordıng the fu la-pattern] pronounced the SpOo Wıth the abılıty read surface
potterYy, the ınfernal mists 1C WEIC devour amta/Ramoth-Gilead egan rSse. Ramta
0€Ss nOT ave Iron Age surface pOLLeETYy EeCaUSE ıt 15 CcCovered Dy the debriıs of, eas
the past 500 years), NOT 0€Ss everybody SCC; want SCC, hat the ([OWN 1S Sıfuate: LOP of

magnifıcent ell T1g (1929) OUun! the required pottery al el-Husn” and hus
substantıate: Dalman's (1913) proposal”. The argumen that Husn uddles the edge of
the mountaıns whereas Ramta les Out ere in the plaın, SpEC10US, for «(nlead» in Ramoth-
Gilead m1g refer polıtiıcal geography the Ramoth of the Omriıde provınce of Gıilead)
rather than physıcal geography.

Albrıght's proposal OUuUnNn: general acceptance unı Glueck dıiıscovered ell er-Ramit”
Now the ancıent ame seemed be preserved place which Iso furnıshes Iron Age
DOLLETY. 111 [urn the archaeology in miınute, but 1rs deal ıth the Aille Glueck
recorded it er-Ramıuıt, but Glueck Was nOTt traiıned linguist (hıs transcrıptions otf Arabıc
place-names usually only make 1f he copled hem from 19“”_century predecessors, which
W as imposs1ible in thıs CadC, because Glueck discovered hıs tell, and W as rather Drou of ıt)

fa il-formation WOU indicate the toponym's Canaanıte-Aramaıc background ındeed
Unfortunately, the form Ramı 15 much better attested; ıt 15 Iso preferable the Dbasıs of the
recent Jordanıan tandard form, Rumet/Rumaıt. Ramı COU easıly ave orıginated Euro-
Ameriıcan misrepresentatıon of 0CAa| * Roamet, [9] er Ix/ shıftiıng 1A] and FE vVeCLY closed

Cheyne, Ramoth-Gilead Encyclopadıa Bıblıca (1903) 4014-16
Buhl, Wılhelm Gesenius’ Hebräisches und Aramäısches Handwörterbuch ber das Alte JTestament

FT wıth reference Dalman's dıssent, PJB (1913) 631
Hoasn, be PreCISe; hence the transcriptional varıants Hısn, Hosn, Hösn.

rıght, New Israelıte and Pre-Israelıte Sıte: Ihe Spring Trıp f 929 An (1929) 1-13,
Glueck, Ramoth-Gilead 92 (1943) 0-16
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(sımılar Turkısh 11) Rumalit, however, 15 nothing but masculıne dımiınutive, the female
eing represented Dy Rumta stands FCaSONN, therefore, hat Tell er-Ramıt/Rumet W d

named er 1ts arger C  I} the nor and oe€es nOTL ear AdIiNec preserved from
antıquıity. Glueck W d> nOTLt able estimate the Ss1ze of h1is discovery®. er the excavatıons
conducted Dy Lapp in 1962 and 1967, eas hat much 1S cClear: ell er-Rumet W d

mıserable lıttle Outpost of less than of the 9111 and 81h centuries’, in the system of Iron

Age defenses representing the lowest evel, the burgus-type”. W as L[OWN, C1Ity, the
seat of provincıal government, prıze desired and contested by ole Israelıte and
Aramaean armIl1es under the SUDTECINC command of e1r ings Its identificatıon ıth Ramoth
Gilead has be abandoned fOor g00d”.

So it 15 time {u:  3 OUT attention back Kamta Nearly al] the Dbasıc data d1iC provıded DYy
Glueck'®

careful examınatıon of er-Remtha, VEr y arge vıllage sıtuated in the Center of the plaın markıng the
transıtion from or! Gilead the streiches of Haurän, resulted In the d1scoverYy there tor the fırst tiıme of
consıderable numbers of Iron Age 1-11 sherds. Thıs lends NC attractıveness the old equatıon of CI -

Remtha wıth Ramöth-gılead(similar to Turkish [1]). Rumait, however, is nothing but a masculine diminutive, the female  being represented by — Rumtäa. It stands to reason, therefore, that Tell er-Ramit/Rumet was  named after its larger counterpart to the north, and does not bear a name preserved from  antiquity. Glueck was not able to estimate the size of his discovery®. After the excavations  conducted by P.W. Lapp in 1962 and 1967, at least that much is clear: Tell er-Rumet was a  miserable little outpost of less than 50x50 m of the 9% and 8 centuries’, in the system of Iron  Age defenses representing the lowest level, the burgus-type®. It never was a town, a city, the  seat of a provincial government, or a prize desired and contested by whole Israelite and  Aramaean armies under the supreme command of their kings. Its identification with Ramoth  Gilead has to be abandoned for good”.  So it is time to turn our attention back to Ramtä. Nearly all the basic data are provided by  Glueck'°:  A careful examination of er-Remthä, a very large village situated in the center of the plain marking the  transition from North Gilead to the stretches of Haurän, resulted in the discovery there for the first time of  considerable numbers of Iron Age I-II sherds. This lends new attractiveness to the old equation of er-  Remthä with Rämöth-gilead ... They were discovered as a result of some excavations on the e. side of the  low rise on which the modern town sprawls ... None had previously been found on the surface, primarily,  one assumes, because of the great quantities of comparatively modern debris which covered them ... Er-  Remthä is situated on a low, extensive rise, all of which is covered today by houses and dumps of the  modern town ... on the e.-w. road which leads through the plain stretching between Der‘a and Irbid. At  both of the latter places, considerable numbers of Bronze and Iron Age sherds have been found ... While  no BA sherds have thus far been found at er-Remtha, it would seem likely that excavations might reveal  their presence, in the same way that chance excavations unearths Iron Age sherds.  A careful reading of Glueck reveals that modern Ramta is situated on an extensive tell‘', or  what would you call «a low rise» consisting of modern and Iron Age settlement debris? Seen  from a distance, Ramtä gives the impression of a town siting on its own tell, very much like  the view of Madeba, or er-Rabba, from some kilometers away. The extension of the tell, not  indicated by Glueck, can be calculated from the map Jordan 1:100'000, sheet 1: al-Mafraq  (1959), which allows us to distinguish the old town from the more recent suburbs: 650 x 250  m, or ca. 12 ha’?, Glueck leaves little doubt that he would have shifted Ramoth-Gilead back  to Ramtä had he not discovered Tell er-Ramit. So the fog of an explorer's pride in his  discovery of a virgin site way out in the middle of nowhere and well off the path which had  been trodden (at least in the armchair-archaeologists’ imagination) by so many before,  © N. Glueck, Explorations in Eastern Palestine IV (AASOR 25-28; 1951) I [henceforward: EEP IV], 98: «The  entire hill at the time of our visit [May 6, 1943], was completely ploughed over and planted to wheat».  7 N.L. Lapp, Rumeith, Tell el-: D. Homö@s-Fredericq & J.B. Hennessy ed., Archaeology of Jordan II Field  Reports (Leuven 1989) 494-497.  3 E.A. Knauf, Festungen: RGG* III (2000) 100.  9 V. Fritz, Das Buch Josua (HAT 1/7; 1994) 205. Fritz proposes to return to Husn; J. Svensson, Towns and  Toponyms in the Old Testament with Special Emphasis on Joshua 14-21 (CB.OT 38; 1994) 87 n. 9, offers Ramit  or Ramtä — so we are back to Square One.  S BEP 1V 97.  ' Thus, correctly, W. Zwickel, Eisenzeitliche Ortslagen im Ostjordanland (BTAVO.B 81; 1990) 315, even if he  attributes a dense Iron Age sherd scatter to the surface where there is none. The tell probably sits on a limestone  core, still outcropping when U.J. Seetzen passed by on February 17, 1806: F. Kruse, Ulrich Jasper Seetzen's  Reisen durch Syrien, Palästina, Phönicien, die Transjordan-Länder, Arabia Petraea und Unter-Aegypten, I  (Berlin 1854) 363.  !? Calculated as 3/4 of the square formed by the maximal length and width.  34They WEIEC discovered result of SOMNC excavatıons the sıde f the
lIow Mse 1C| the modern [O0OWN ‚prawls(similar to Turkish [1]). Rumait, however, is nothing but a masculine diminutive, the female  being represented by — Rumtäa. It stands to reason, therefore, that Tell er-Ramit/Rumet was  named after its larger counterpart to the north, and does not bear a name preserved from  antiquity. Glueck was not able to estimate the size of his discovery®. After the excavations  conducted by P.W. Lapp in 1962 and 1967, at least that much is clear: Tell er-Rumet was a  miserable little outpost of less than 50x50 m of the 9% and 8 centuries’, in the system of Iron  Age defenses representing the lowest level, the burgus-type®. It never was a town, a city, the  seat of a provincial government, or a prize desired and contested by whole Israelite and  Aramaean armies under the supreme command of their kings. Its identification with Ramoth  Gilead has to be abandoned for good”.  So it is time to turn our attention back to Ramtä. Nearly all the basic data are provided by  Glueck'°:  A careful examination of er-Remthä, a very large village situated in the center of the plain marking the  transition from North Gilead to the stretches of Haurän, resulted in the discovery there for the first time of  considerable numbers of Iron Age I-II sherds. This lends new attractiveness to the old equation of er-  Remthä with Rämöth-gilead ... They were discovered as a result of some excavations on the e. side of the  low rise on which the modern town sprawls ... None had previously been found on the surface, primarily,  one assumes, because of the great quantities of comparatively modern debris which covered them ... Er-  Remthä is situated on a low, extensive rise, all of which is covered today by houses and dumps of the  modern town ... on the e.-w. road which leads through the plain stretching between Der‘a and Irbid. At  both of the latter places, considerable numbers of Bronze and Iron Age sherds have been found ... While  no BA sherds have thus far been found at er-Remtha, it would seem likely that excavations might reveal  their presence, in the same way that chance excavations unearths Iron Age sherds.  A careful reading of Glueck reveals that modern Ramta is situated on an extensive tell‘', or  what would you call «a low rise» consisting of modern and Iron Age settlement debris? Seen  from a distance, Ramtä gives the impression of a town siting on its own tell, very much like  the view of Madeba, or er-Rabba, from some kilometers away. The extension of the tell, not  indicated by Glueck, can be calculated from the map Jordan 1:100'000, sheet 1: al-Mafraq  (1959), which allows us to distinguish the old town from the more recent suburbs: 650 x 250  m, or ca. 12 ha’?, Glueck leaves little doubt that he would have shifted Ramoth-Gilead back  to Ramtä had he not discovered Tell er-Ramit. So the fog of an explorer's pride in his  discovery of a virgin site way out in the middle of nowhere and well off the path which had  been trodden (at least in the armchair-archaeologists’ imagination) by so many before,  © N. Glueck, Explorations in Eastern Palestine IV (AASOR 25-28; 1951) I [henceforward: EEP IV], 98: «The  entire hill at the time of our visit [May 6, 1943], was completely ploughed over and planted to wheat».  7 N.L. Lapp, Rumeith, Tell el-: D. Homö@s-Fredericq & J.B. Hennessy ed., Archaeology of Jordan II Field  Reports (Leuven 1989) 494-497.  3 E.A. Knauf, Festungen: RGG* III (2000) 100.  9 V. Fritz, Das Buch Josua (HAT 1/7; 1994) 205. Fritz proposes to return to Husn; J. Svensson, Towns and  Toponyms in the Old Testament with Special Emphasis on Joshua 14-21 (CB.OT 38; 1994) 87 n. 9, offers Ramit  or Ramtä — so we are back to Square One.  S BEP 1V 97.  ' Thus, correctly, W. Zwickel, Eisenzeitliche Ortslagen im Ostjordanland (BTAVO.B 81; 1990) 315, even if he  attributes a dense Iron Age sherd scatter to the surface where there is none. The tell probably sits on a limestone  core, still outcropping when U.J. Seetzen passed by on February 17, 1806: F. Kruse, Ulrich Jasper Seetzen's  Reisen durch Syrien, Palästina, Phönicien, die Transjordan-Länder, Arabia Petraea und Unter-Aegypten, I  (Berlin 1854) 363.  !? Calculated as 3/4 of the square formed by the maximal length and width.  34None had previousiy been OUN!| the surface, primarıly,
ON aSSUMMCeC«sSs, because of the quantıities of comparatıvely modern debris IC covered them(similar to Turkish [1]). Rumait, however, is nothing but a masculine diminutive, the female  being represented by — Rumtäa. It stands to reason, therefore, that Tell er-Ramit/Rumet was  named after its larger counterpart to the north, and does not bear a name preserved from  antiquity. Glueck was not able to estimate the size of his discovery®. After the excavations  conducted by P.W. Lapp in 1962 and 1967, at least that much is clear: Tell er-Rumet was a  miserable little outpost of less than 50x50 m of the 9% and 8 centuries’, in the system of Iron  Age defenses representing the lowest level, the burgus-type®. It never was a town, a city, the  seat of a provincial government, or a prize desired and contested by whole Israelite and  Aramaean armies under the supreme command of their kings. Its identification with Ramoth  Gilead has to be abandoned for good”.  So it is time to turn our attention back to Ramtä. Nearly all the basic data are provided by  Glueck'°:  A careful examination of er-Remthä, a very large village situated in the center of the plain marking the  transition from North Gilead to the stretches of Haurän, resulted in the discovery there for the first time of  considerable numbers of Iron Age I-II sherds. This lends new attractiveness to the old equation of er-  Remthä with Rämöth-gilead ... They were discovered as a result of some excavations on the e. side of the  low rise on which the modern town sprawls ... None had previously been found on the surface, primarily,  one assumes, because of the great quantities of comparatively modern debris which covered them ... Er-  Remthä is situated on a low, extensive rise, all of which is covered today by houses and dumps of the  modern town ... on the e.-w. road which leads through the plain stretching between Der‘a and Irbid. At  both of the latter places, considerable numbers of Bronze and Iron Age sherds have been found ... While  no BA sherds have thus far been found at er-Remtha, it would seem likely that excavations might reveal  their presence, in the same way that chance excavations unearths Iron Age sherds.  A careful reading of Glueck reveals that modern Ramta is situated on an extensive tell‘', or  what would you call «a low rise» consisting of modern and Iron Age settlement debris? Seen  from a distance, Ramtä gives the impression of a town siting on its own tell, very much like  the view of Madeba, or er-Rabba, from some kilometers away. The extension of the tell, not  indicated by Glueck, can be calculated from the map Jordan 1:100'000, sheet 1: al-Mafraq  (1959), which allows us to distinguish the old town from the more recent suburbs: 650 x 250  m, or ca. 12 ha’?, Glueck leaves little doubt that he would have shifted Ramoth-Gilead back  to Ramtä had he not discovered Tell er-Ramit. So the fog of an explorer's pride in his  discovery of a virgin site way out in the middle of nowhere and well off the path which had  been trodden (at least in the armchair-archaeologists’ imagination) by so many before,  © N. Glueck, Explorations in Eastern Palestine IV (AASOR 25-28; 1951) I [henceforward: EEP IV], 98: «The  entire hill at the time of our visit [May 6, 1943], was completely ploughed over and planted to wheat».  7 N.L. Lapp, Rumeith, Tell el-: D. Homö@s-Fredericq & J.B. Hennessy ed., Archaeology of Jordan II Field  Reports (Leuven 1989) 494-497.  3 E.A. Knauf, Festungen: RGG* III (2000) 100.  9 V. Fritz, Das Buch Josua (HAT 1/7; 1994) 205. Fritz proposes to return to Husn; J. Svensson, Towns and  Toponyms in the Old Testament with Special Emphasis on Joshua 14-21 (CB.OT 38; 1994) 87 n. 9, offers Ramit  or Ramtä — so we are back to Square One.  S BEP 1V 97.  ' Thus, correctly, W. Zwickel, Eisenzeitliche Ortslagen im Ostjordanland (BTAVO.B 81; 1990) 315, even if he  attributes a dense Iron Age sherd scatter to the surface where there is none. The tell probably sits on a limestone  core, still outcropping when U.J. Seetzen passed by on February 17, 1806: F. Kruse, Ulrich Jasper Seetzen's  Reisen durch Syrien, Palästina, Phönicien, die Transjordan-Länder, Arabia Petraea und Unter-Aegypten, I  (Berlin 1854) 363.  !? Calculated as 3/4 of the square formed by the maximal length and width.  34Hr-
Remtha 1S sıtuated } OW, extensive NSse, all of 1C| 15 covered oday DYy hOouse'! and umps of the
modern tOoOwn(similar to Turkish [1]). Rumait, however, is nothing but a masculine diminutive, the female  being represented by — Rumtäa. It stands to reason, therefore, that Tell er-Ramit/Rumet was  named after its larger counterpart to the north, and does not bear a name preserved from  antiquity. Glueck was not able to estimate the size of his discovery®. After the excavations  conducted by P.W. Lapp in 1962 and 1967, at least that much is clear: Tell er-Rumet was a  miserable little outpost of less than 50x50 m of the 9% and 8 centuries’, in the system of Iron  Age defenses representing the lowest level, the burgus-type®. It never was a town, a city, the  seat of a provincial government, or a prize desired and contested by whole Israelite and  Aramaean armies under the supreme command of their kings. Its identification with Ramoth  Gilead has to be abandoned for good”.  So it is time to turn our attention back to Ramtä. Nearly all the basic data are provided by  Glueck'°:  A careful examination of er-Remthä, a very large village situated in the center of the plain marking the  transition from North Gilead to the stretches of Haurän, resulted in the discovery there for the first time of  considerable numbers of Iron Age I-II sherds. This lends new attractiveness to the old equation of er-  Remthä with Rämöth-gilead ... They were discovered as a result of some excavations on the e. side of the  low rise on which the modern town sprawls ... None had previously been found on the surface, primarily,  one assumes, because of the great quantities of comparatively modern debris which covered them ... Er-  Remthä is situated on a low, extensive rise, all of which is covered today by houses and dumps of the  modern town ... on the e.-w. road which leads through the plain stretching between Der‘a and Irbid. At  both of the latter places, considerable numbers of Bronze and Iron Age sherds have been found ... While  no BA sherds have thus far been found at er-Remtha, it would seem likely that excavations might reveal  their presence, in the same way that chance excavations unearths Iron Age sherds.  A careful reading of Glueck reveals that modern Ramta is situated on an extensive tell‘', or  what would you call «a low rise» consisting of modern and Iron Age settlement debris? Seen  from a distance, Ramtä gives the impression of a town siting on its own tell, very much like  the view of Madeba, or er-Rabba, from some kilometers away. The extension of the tell, not  indicated by Glueck, can be calculated from the map Jordan 1:100'000, sheet 1: al-Mafraq  (1959), which allows us to distinguish the old town from the more recent suburbs: 650 x 250  m, or ca. 12 ha’?, Glueck leaves little doubt that he would have shifted Ramoth-Gilead back  to Ramtä had he not discovered Tell er-Ramit. So the fog of an explorer's pride in his  discovery of a virgin site way out in the middle of nowhere and well off the path which had  been trodden (at least in the armchair-archaeologists’ imagination) by so many before,  © N. Glueck, Explorations in Eastern Palestine IV (AASOR 25-28; 1951) I [henceforward: EEP IV], 98: «The  entire hill at the time of our visit [May 6, 1943], was completely ploughed over and planted to wheat».  7 N.L. Lapp, Rumeith, Tell el-: D. Homö@s-Fredericq & J.B. Hennessy ed., Archaeology of Jordan II Field  Reports (Leuven 1989) 494-497.  3 E.A. Knauf, Festungen: RGG* III (2000) 100.  9 V. Fritz, Das Buch Josua (HAT 1/7; 1994) 205. Fritz proposes to return to Husn; J. Svensson, Towns and  Toponyms in the Old Testament with Special Emphasis on Joshua 14-21 (CB.OT 38; 1994) 87 n. 9, offers Ramit  or Ramtä — so we are back to Square One.  S BEP 1V 97.  ' Thus, correctly, W. Zwickel, Eisenzeitliche Ortslagen im Ostjordanland (BTAVO.B 81; 1990) 315, even if he  attributes a dense Iron Age sherd scatter to the surface where there is none. The tell probably sits on a limestone  core, still outcropping when U.J. Seetzen passed by on February 17, 1806: F. Kruse, Ulrich Jasper Seetzen's  Reisen durch Syrien, Palästina, Phönicien, die Transjordan-Länder, Arabia Petraea und Unter-Aegypten, I  (Berlin 1854) 363.  !? Calculated as 3/4 of the square formed by the maximal length and width.  34the road 1C| ea through the plaın streichıng between Der a and At

both of the latter places, consıderable numbers of Bronze and Iron Age sherds have been OUnN!(similar to Turkish [1]). Rumait, however, is nothing but a masculine diminutive, the female  being represented by — Rumtäa. It stands to reason, therefore, that Tell er-Ramit/Rumet was  named after its larger counterpart to the north, and does not bear a name preserved from  antiquity. Glueck was not able to estimate the size of his discovery®. After the excavations  conducted by P.W. Lapp in 1962 and 1967, at least that much is clear: Tell er-Rumet was a  miserable little outpost of less than 50x50 m of the 9% and 8 centuries’, in the system of Iron  Age defenses representing the lowest level, the burgus-type®. It never was a town, a city, the  seat of a provincial government, or a prize desired and contested by whole Israelite and  Aramaean armies under the supreme command of their kings. Its identification with Ramoth  Gilead has to be abandoned for good”.  So it is time to turn our attention back to Ramtä. Nearly all the basic data are provided by  Glueck'°:  A careful examination of er-Remthä, a very large village situated in the center of the plain marking the  transition from North Gilead to the stretches of Haurän, resulted in the discovery there for the first time of  considerable numbers of Iron Age I-II sherds. This lends new attractiveness to the old equation of er-  Remthä with Rämöth-gilead ... They were discovered as a result of some excavations on the e. side of the  low rise on which the modern town sprawls ... None had previously been found on the surface, primarily,  one assumes, because of the great quantities of comparatively modern debris which covered them ... Er-  Remthä is situated on a low, extensive rise, all of which is covered today by houses and dumps of the  modern town ... on the e.-w. road which leads through the plain stretching between Der‘a and Irbid. At  both of the latter places, considerable numbers of Bronze and Iron Age sherds have been found ... While  no BA sherds have thus far been found at er-Remtha, it would seem likely that excavations might reveal  their presence, in the same way that chance excavations unearths Iron Age sherds.  A careful reading of Glueck reveals that modern Ramta is situated on an extensive tell‘', or  what would you call «a low rise» consisting of modern and Iron Age settlement debris? Seen  from a distance, Ramtä gives the impression of a town siting on its own tell, very much like  the view of Madeba, or er-Rabba, from some kilometers away. The extension of the tell, not  indicated by Glueck, can be calculated from the map Jordan 1:100'000, sheet 1: al-Mafraq  (1959), which allows us to distinguish the old town from the more recent suburbs: 650 x 250  m, or ca. 12 ha’?, Glueck leaves little doubt that he would have shifted Ramoth-Gilead back  to Ramtä had he not discovered Tell er-Ramit. So the fog of an explorer's pride in his  discovery of a virgin site way out in the middle of nowhere and well off the path which had  been trodden (at least in the armchair-archaeologists’ imagination) by so many before,  © N. Glueck, Explorations in Eastern Palestine IV (AASOR 25-28; 1951) I [henceforward: EEP IV], 98: «The  entire hill at the time of our visit [May 6, 1943], was completely ploughed over and planted to wheat».  7 N.L. Lapp, Rumeith, Tell el-: D. Homö@s-Fredericq & J.B. Hennessy ed., Archaeology of Jordan II Field  Reports (Leuven 1989) 494-497.  3 E.A. Knauf, Festungen: RGG* III (2000) 100.  9 V. Fritz, Das Buch Josua (HAT 1/7; 1994) 205. Fritz proposes to return to Husn; J. Svensson, Towns and  Toponyms in the Old Testament with Special Emphasis on Joshua 14-21 (CB.OT 38; 1994) 87 n. 9, offers Ramit  or Ramtä — so we are back to Square One.  S BEP 1V 97.  ' Thus, correctly, W. Zwickel, Eisenzeitliche Ortslagen im Ostjordanland (BTAVO.B 81; 1990) 315, even if he  attributes a dense Iron Age sherd scatter to the surface where there is none. The tell probably sits on a limestone  core, still outcropping when U.J. Seetzen passed by on February 17, 1806: F. Kruse, Ulrich Jasper Seetzen's  Reisen durch Syrien, Palästina, Phönicien, die Transjordan-Länder, Arabia Petraea und Unter-Aegypten, I  (Berlin 1854) 363.  !? Calculated as 3/4 of the square formed by the maximal length and width.  34Whıle
sherds have thus far been OUnN! at er-Remtha, ıt would SCCIMN ıkely that excavatıons m1g!| revea|

theır NCC, in the SaInc WdYy that chance excavatıons unearths Iron Age cherds.

areful readıng of Glueck reveals that modern Ramta Siıfuate: extensive tell”
hat would yOoUu call « 10w ISe>» consısting of modern and Iron Age settlement debrıs? een
from dıstance, Ramta g1ves the impression of tOWN sıting ıts OW tell, vVeIy much ıke
the 1eW of adeba, r-Rabba, from SOINC kılometers AaWaY. The extension of the tell, NnOL
indicated Dy Glueck, Can be calculated from the MapD Jordan ee al-Mafraqg
(1959), 1C. allows distinguısh the old {[O0OWN from the 1L1OIC recent uburbs 65() 250
I, ha!? Glueck leaves lıttle OU! that he WOU ave hıfted Ramoth-Giılead back

Ramta had he NnOL discovered ell er-Ramıt So the fog of explorer's prıde in his
d1SCOVerYy of virgın sıte WaYy Out in the mıddlie of nowhere and ell off the path 1C had
een rodden (at eas In the armchair-archaeologıists’ imagınatıon) Dy INanYy before,

Glueck, Explorations in Eastern Palestine (AASOR 25-28; [henceforward EEP 1V{ 0® «
entire hıl! at the time. of OUT visıt |May 6, W as completely ploughe: (QVEOTI and lanted wheat».

Lapp, Rumeıth, Tell el. omes-Fredericq Hennessy ed.. Archaeology of Jordan 11 Field
Reports Leuven 494-497

naurf, Festungen: RGG* I1 100
Frıitz, Das Buch Josua HAT 1/7; 205 Frıitz retiurn Hus: Svensson, l1owns and

Oponyms In the Old JTestament wıth Specıal mphasıs Joshua 14-21 38; 8 / offers Ramıt
e)8 KRamta AdIC back 5quare One.
10 EEP 9’7

Ihus, correctly, Zwickel, Eisenzeitlıche Ortslagen Im Ostjordanland BTAVO.B 81; 215 CVECN ıf he
attrıbutes dense Iron Age ert sSCatter the urface where there 15 NONE Ihe ell probably SIits Iımestone
COTE, stil outcroppıng when $ Seetzen passed DYy ebruary EG | X06 Kruse, Ulrich Jasper Seetzen's
Reısen UTC: Syrıen, Palästına, Phönicıen, dıe Transjordan-Länder, Arabıa Petraea und Unter-Aegypten, {
Berlıin 363
|2 Calculated 3/4 of the SQUaITC formed by the maxımal length and wıdth



blended into the mı1ısts of abusıng surface pOLLErYy for sıte identification, and Ramta/Ramoth-
(nlead remaıned invisıble it had een SINCEe the

Addıtional Support for the assumptıon hat Ramta W d Iso major town ın the per10d
Cal be mustered irom settlement Ihe maJor OWNS In the M CC between and
Der a  n AdIe known by NOW nearest-ne1ghbor-analysis wıthout Ramta reveals the followıing
Structiure

Sife (sıze in ha) 1“ eig!  or diıistance in km 2nd eighbor 3rd eig!  or
(12- bn a Husn . Der “ 24 8Fuhhar .7

Husn I> ha) 8.5 Fuhhar /A3.3 Der ä/25.2
07Fuhhar (4 ha) usn 133 Der ‘a / E3 )

Der a (> ha) Fuhhar / 15.2 24  O Husn 25

In h1s System, Irbid has [WO ne1ghbors km distance and Der  z  2 Oone ere should be
clear border between the and the Der  M  a soci1opolıtical SYSteEmMS1 Can be expecte
sShOow in SOINC kınd f materıal ulture remaıns. SO VEn 1f ere 15 archaeology eft
Ramta all, the question of whether hıs tOWnN W d part of the urban landscape NOTL
COuU be tested cCircumstantıal evıdence, provıde yrıa WOU day be lıberated from
ıts present regıime and archaeologıca. research in the Bronze and Iron Ages of outhern Syria
WOU. become possible agaln. For ıth Ramta, the System 00 much INOTIC integrated:
Site (sıze in ha) p eighbor distance ın km 2nd eighbor 3rd eighbor

(12: 16) Husn 8.5 Fuhhar — Kamta / 1592
Husn ha) 8 5 Ramta / 148Fuhhar 13.3
Fuhhar (4 ha) Kamta S‘ .7 usn 13.3
Kamta I ha) Fuhhar /  INn /7.3 Der ‘a / 10.6 usn 14 ®
Der ‘a (> ha) Kamta 10.6 Fuhhar /15.1 248

Der ‘a  W 1S sSt1 the odd 11an Out of the Irbıd-KRamta-System, but dıstances between first and
second ne1ghbors dIeC generally OWnNn feasıble diımensions and wıthın the SYSiIeM, Ramta
1S INOTE entral han

H. hat has een sald, should COoNvınce ONEC the er hat Ramta deserves INOTE
attention Dy students of history and archaeology than it has rece1ved In the pastT, hıs nsıght
might ell OINe LOO ate Wıth the establıshment of the Hashemiıite Kıngdom the sıte
disappeared fIrom the archaeologica. record completely. 1S nOTL lısted A sıte ın the
«Archaeological erıtage of Jordan» Amman 11OT the «Archaeological Map of
Jordan 50'000», 1OT Can ıt be traced in an Yy archaeological atabase accessıble hrough the
internet. For the or1g1in of the mısts hat 10 shroud ıt completely from all VIEW, number of
[Casons Can be ıimagıned:

Mere inattention and/or eglect the part of the local Department of Antıquıities office.
Inattention and/or eglect the part of the ocal Department of Antıquities offıce enhanced Dy hreat

and/or brıbes by local andowners and entrepreneurs who want develop and destroy wıthout

13 C for T| Zwickel BIAVOB 81, e Husn, ıbıd 413 Tell el-Fuhha: (EA Zarqu) Kamlah, Tell el-
Fuhhar (Zarqu? und dıe pflanzenhaltende Göttin In Palästina. Ergebnisse des ZeraqOon-Surveys 1989 ZDPV 109
(1993) 101-127:; for Der ‘a, Zwickel BTAVOBR AT Sıtes ha ATC dısregarde. Dıfferences In sıte Z
between hıs 1ıst and Glueck’s In EEP Afre due Glueck sually g1ving the INECASUT!  1e1 or the LOp of the
tell, 1C| woul sually apply the Iron Age instead of the er10ds.

n



archaeological interference (the regıon IS anı Sahr terr1tory, trıbe known from f old tor ıfs malıcıous
character and tendency towards violent behavıour).

Securıty restrict10ns: the IOWnN 1S Jordan’s border pOSt yr1a, and Syrian-Jordanıan relatıons fluctuate
between bad and

Abhorrence I8 ECVEOCIN the hought that KRamta m1g] have been maJor Iron Age sıte because natıve

‚peaker of Semitic Janguage WOU: then OU' the identity of the place wıth Ramoth-Gilead TIhe Cal
fear of hordes of Jand-hungry Zionists wiılliıng escend an Yy Trans-Jordanıan plac COU. ıfs bıblıcal

identity De establıshe' 1S, though groundless, still strong.
Mere ısdaın for all hıstory and archaeology AS long ıf 15 pre-Islamic (the Muslım Brotherhood 15

vVC] sStrong in Northern ordan)
My UnNnC| all of the above.

According recent nternet search‘”, Kamta has SUCCGE team playıng in Jordan’'s natıonal
league, industrıal aICcCd, and several hospitals. 0€s nNnOL ave hıstory

14 For those who ınd thıs far-fetched remember high-rankıng and well-educated OIfiCc1a! of the Jordanıan
Department of Antıquities alkıng about «the Iron Age ingdoms of the Edomiuiutes, Moabiıites, Ammonites and
Gileadıtes» in front of scholarly audıence.
15 f yOUu want yourself, make SUTC yOu «Ramtha Jordan» in the search WINdOW, otherwıse yOUu m1g
end 3eiu: Dy quıte another kınd of Avalonian mıist.


