Ve Ql;'w)jjﬂlﬂ ‘fjb a)ija (:)J dl.w
S Ol pl Sldlas | oJe aslilad g3

))‘T g r 4[;[ ;—-
;&‘",xqm?"ﬁ 275, ,}Z.,»;
B AR




(A\4Y4) u@S Q\ﬁ\ Oldlas Mﬁ dm\.:« aoll2d 93
o3yl ) sezin 1 3Ll Lo

ol 3dl e ) gin © 03 pu
(Ll Gy 5 5 e o5 Dls

Sise e ®

Ol C‘j@*-f’ °

Srr Sl @
e deoaly e @

o jdlder j g2 @
ol smes @

IHls =

osslelu sl gs @
;;’L"S’Jlérj‘ plble o
Fosp e @

ol She sls e @
ithedlon 4 2 Dl
shzos e

tsnde Ol slie 03,8

Ser e ®
Sy Soge @

(Wl Sy 5 )0kl
o) el eSS~ @

Sl e
Sy doge @



Pl ) e

(503D pllas 4l (sby K4S

G&jﬁ Mu..,a_éjb L;:ani‘ Mbb&yﬁ C)L>=§...p).> Jlis Jb)‘}wj.)&‘uijlﬁéwb
W‘JA J'.’.) JAJJT L;b )_,S.Lc Ql}r.w ‘U )W g“_,..»‘_,}-)) Q\J\..J)?\.c« )\ C_A.w‘ ol n)‘.}

http:// www.historyancient.ir/journal/authors.note s led




Ocevsssscsessescsessesconsssvssssosessavcsnssavosssosnes ol salisl bsin
Y0 eeeceeceeceeceeceeceeceecsncsnccncsncsnsncsecsncsene Ollisala 5 5 9,45
YA ceeosaeosesceseoscssssesessescosesseseasesce Oleccs )l s acw sy o le>
OV eeesseccscssnnes e SGs 5 Ol 55 3l sle 055 DS s weS



Sl ALl bsi

' gl alish b i

TSRl S5 L)

Toslidilies ) sate ;S5 e

e S 35 JSUT 3 b ol 6l s 1 13 o 03 Laulsl 5 5l alasl
Lsi 5 JBl e nl ply 2 S il pon e nl p JLeYor 1 G 55 S sl (55 50 U1
ol Sl e 2o 5 SN Sl shes 5 Ol SIS o505 alisl
35008 s Ll el 4 S 15 Ol 5l S a3y ot slaOle 53 dnl b
Soloms oy ) 31l 0l 3 gdoee ey ol 55 Olllae (wliOlal 5 S glassls
2 Al ol S e et (e (gl il Gasetal OF bsi 4 by e sla ey
Sl ols &5 ez s bes S ol Sos Ghle 4 50l g5 0 ol aiie
Gl oslpls 5 s LT &S ol cpl 553 eals b Ll 4wl S 6,5 Vs e
i odaline ool ST 5s Cile HLES s a8 Son s (s 35T 5l e il
— oS3 Lg\a..:;SCljJ\): S = S50 5 gy Kb Slalisl 81, S0 b sl aslsl
L ol (alisl S e Ll & S sld 035 ClaS s g dades S 51 Sl5 o
33 o il 4 B oS aalllan 1 nliiOliol Ul oS col 038 Jlsly ) b kS 5,

r.:wjv\.s)‘)dl.))jd

)},&T 4t..¢.l)‘JM..’;Lw_9) 4%‘)1]‘.\%@}) <Q;3JJJJ}SLT (‘}3‘)“)_9‘ Lﬁé}‘j J»:\S

Akglin, R. G. (Y+YA). The Fall of the Urartu Kingdom. ) <l (s i jb alée ol
In URARTIANS: A Civilization in the Eastern Anatolia, Symposium | (pp. ‘Y-
Ve).

Y Riza Giirler Akgiin Maltepe University
mansour* * ) @gmail.com oDl 55T oKzl e &t Seay "



Ve uL:w.a)‘,ﬂli ‘fjb a)l.q..':: r)b JL«:

The Fall of the Urartu Kingdom

Riza Girler Akgiin

Ozet

Merkezi glicld devlet yapisi, sehircilik anlayigi, geligkin mimarisi, maden isleme teknolojisivb, Szellikleriyle
Anadolu uygacliklar icerisinde adnemli bir yere sahip alan Urartularin tarih sahnesinden gekilmesi
belirsizliklerle dolu bir siireci kapsamaktadir. Bunda Urartu Kraldi'nin vikilisi konusunun dzellikle filolojik
kaynaklarn aktardig bilgilerin Gzerine inga edilmis olmasi ve arkeolojik verilerin katkilarindan yeterince
yararlanilmamig olusu etkili olmustur. Bu durum, Urartu'nun son ddnemlerini yasarken ¢evresindeki
glglerle olan iliskisinin niteligi; Urartu tahtinda hangi krallann oturdugu ve bunlarin kronolojisi; devletin
kimler tarafindan ne zaman yikildigi gibi sorulara cevap bulmay zorlagtirmistir. Ayrica yikilis sirecinde
Urartu Kraligr'min icinde bulundugu siyasal, ekonomik, askeri vb. kosullarin durumu ile yikilisa giden
sirecin dénim noktalari da yeterince tartigimamigtir.

Bucalismada Urartu devlet sisteminin ¢&ikisi bir sireg olarak ele alinmig, §zellikle arkeclojik kazilarla gin
yiizline gikartilan Urartu kentlerinden elde edilen "son fotograflar” ile filolojik verilerin kargilagtinimasiyla
yukaridaki sorularin birgogunun cevaplan bulunmaya calisilmistir.
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Introduction

The Urartu Kingdom succeeded in establishing a central administrative system for the first time in
Eastern Anatolia in mid-9" century BC and reigned over this territory for over 200 years. Therefore, the
decline and fall of this kingdom is quite an intriguing subject replete with unknowns and question marks.
Although this process has drawn the interest of some researchers in recent times, studies on the subject
have been limited due to the shortage of both written and archaeclogical data. Hence, many answers
pertaining to its fall remain unclear. It is, for example, uncertain if the decline began in one particular
region and spread to others or occurred collectively. Among other questions to be answered are whether
or not the state and the royal families continued after the great fires seen in different strata across
Urartian centers; and if kings such as Rusa and Sarduri -mentioned in the inscription tablets- wera, in
fact, members of a dynasty. The scarcity of written documents that can shed light upon the demise of
the Urartu Kingdom has compelled us to study archaeological remains to reach certain conclusions on
this process.

Until the reign of the Urartian king known in the literature as Rusa II, whom we will refer to as Rusa, son
of Argishti in this article, new formations had begun to emerge arcund the Urartu Kingdom that ruled
over a sprawling territory extending from Lake Urmia Basin in the east to the Euphrates in the west,

the Caucasus in the north and the Taurus Mountains in the south. The Meds and the Babylonians were
gaining strength in Iran and Mesopotamia, respectively. Moreover, societies of nomadic nature, such as
the Scythian and Cimmerian were becoming mere influential in Asia Minor (Kirodlu 2008: 175-182; Roaf
1596: 192, 198; Rollinger 2012: pp. 180-183; Zimansly 2011 pp. 106-121).

As mentioned in Assyrian inscriptions, the Urartu Kingdom had encountered waves of Cimmerian
migration in mid-8™ century BC Both Rusa | and his son Argishti Il suffered heavy losses in their struggle
against the Cimmerians. Ouring the reign of Argishti |l, the Cimmerians traversed the Urartian lands and
began living near Shubria, a buffer zone between Assyria and Urartu (Starr 1990: No. 18; Lanfranchi -
Parpola 1990: 145; Sivas 1991: 155). The status quo of these nomadic groups is not clearly known due to
the scarcity of inscription tablets from the reign of Rusa, son of Erimena. During the reign of Rusa, son
of Argishti, on the other hand, Assyrian inscriptions are cited as source material to suggest some kind of
collaboration between the Urartians and the Cimmerians (Starr 1990: No. 18),

The Question of Successorship

One of the most complicated points of the study we have conducted to understand the decline and fall
of Urartu is, without doubt, the succession of the Urartian kings in the 7™ century BC. The inscriptions
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15 OPIMIOM 299 0PN 0N 3 OPINION
L Sarduri I, Sarduri | Sardurl
Ishipuind Ishipuini Isheuini
Menua Menua Manus
I F.Tg'ihti 1. Fll'gighti |..|’|I'l;'3|ﬂi
1. Sarduri 1. Sarduri 11, Sanduri
I. Riga I Ruza Sardurl, son of Sardur
11, Argighti 11, Argigti | Ru=a
Ausa, san af Argishti Ru=a, san af Argihti II. firgishti
Safduri, san of Ausa Erimena Erimena
Sarduri, son of Sadduri Fusa, san of Efimena Fusa, son of Erimena
Efirmena Sarduri, san of Rusa Russa, san of Argisht|
Rusa, son of Erimena Sarduri, son of Sardurl Sarduii, son af Russ
|
|
|

renveal histaric characters such as Erimena, Rysa, son af Efimena, Rusa, son of Argishti. Rusa, son of Rusa,

Sardurl, son of Rusa, and Sarduri that all presumabdy lived in the 2 century, In the widely acknowledged
lists of kings, sl af the kings ane recognized as hewving been enthraned &5 Urartian kings after fuss, son
of Argishti {Fig. 1).

In order to make a healthier assessment. we must first laok at building irscriptions, for their existence
demanstrate that the state and the king ane both powerful enough to becoms engaged in construction.
Aimsareg the |ast Urartisn kings, Rusa, son of Argishiti, 35 well as Rusa, sonaf Efmena hive building
inseriptiors, Thisis animpertant paint, which shows that during the reign of Rusa, son af Erimena, the
Learty ¥ingdam, as mentioned above, had the poeer ta engage in canstrgction activities, There & hardly
enaugh evidence; however, an the existence of 3 strang state during the resgns of the ather names
mentiomed 25 kings. Trerefore, pinpointing the decline and fall of the Urarty Kingdom i directly releted
ta the crder in whichthese two kngs (Son of Argishtl, Rusa and son of Erimena, Russ,) were enthroned
iFeg, 2}

B important dataan this subgect has been presented by Mijo Sabvind The Givelek Stele, Salvini
studied appears Lo have changed the generally knawn presuppodition of Rusa, san af Argishti in the
general arder of kings and the canstruction af Toprakkale (Satvird 2002; Salvini 20080; Salvini 2012




}SJ‘)J‘ u.AL:ob“ L‘}i.w

Lake van Basin ]:
Whest of Uraiy _

Topraskale

Glvahele | v
Sweak | o
gk Lake o
\f _—
v
[0 o o
o e ]
W e —— -
v
W W
o —_—— —
W o
W
v W b 7]
W




Ve QL’J...«.«)‘;J.:{Q ‘¢j> oJLa...'Z r).) JL.«:

131, Fuchs 2012, Kroll 2012, Seidl 2012, Roaf 2012, Kroll-Roaf-Zimansky 2012). If the Givelek Stele
is, in fact, part of the Kesi Lake Stele, it clearly reads that the king that built Toprakkale was none
other than Rusa, son of Erimena. Inthat case, Rusa, son of Erimena, known as Busa lll must have
ascended the throne before Rusa, son of Argishti, known as Rusa [l because the tablet discoveredin
Toprakkale indicates that Rusa, son of Argisht] was enthroned in Toprakkale [Payne 2008; 12.3.5).

In other words, Rusa, son of Argishti had been enthroned in a city, namely Toprakhkale, which was
founded before his time. Furthermaore, none of the inscription tablets of Rusa, son of Argishti mention
his as the foundsr of Toprakkals,

The entitety of the views citing Rusa, son of Argishti as the founder of Toprakkale is based oo the Hegis
Lake Stele, During the earliest studies, the Rusa mentioned in the Kesis Lake Stele was identified as
Rusa, son of Sarduri 11, i.e., Fusa |. The increase in the valume of Urartian excavations and particularly in
theunearthing of the cities founded by Rusa, son of Argishtibrought to fore the view that the Kegig Lake
Stele could belong to this particular king. However, a5 stated above, Salvini's proposed the idea that the
Kegis Lake and Giwvelek Steles could be fragments of the same Stele (Cilingiroglu 2008; Salvini 2006h;
Salvini 2012). Indeed, this view i35 basad on the strongest evidence suggesting to which King Rusa the
Kegis Lake Stele coudd possibly belong, Therefore, it would not be erroneous to claim that the Kesis Lake
Stele belongs to Rusa, son of Erimena,

Other evidence also supports the view that Rusa, san of Erimena was enthrored before Rusa, son of
Argishti. A Stele belonging to Rusa, son of Erimena discovered in Savacik village of Van is one such
evidence {Salvinl 2006h). In terms of its content, the sald Stele is similar to the Givelek Stele and relates
the endeavor s of Rusa, son of Erimena in the region, Salvini has associated this particular Stele with the
Stele of Kasis Lake (Salvini 2006b: 250; figir 32). In addition, as we will detail below, it appears that
almaost 2l of the Urartian cities fell during the reign of Rusa, son of Argishti.

The inscription tablets of Rusa, son of Erimena have been encountered in centers in the Aras River Basin
founded by earlier Urartian kings such as Arin-berd and Armavir. However, the absence of his inscriptions
in cities from the reign of Rusa, son of Argishti, such as Ayanis, Bastam, Kef Fortress, and Karmir-blur
indicatethat these cities had not yet been built during his reign (Fig.3).

The fact remains that when wa compare the symbols and ornamentations on metal works between
the reigns of Rusa, son of Erimena and Rusa, son of Argishti, we find 2 significant distinction.
‘While the ornamentation style from the reign of Rusa, son of Erimena resembles the style of
earlier periods, the style from the reign of Rusa, son of Argishti is markedly different (Seidl 2012:
179-181),
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‘When we piece together all this information, we conclude that Rusa, son of Erimena was enthraned
before Rusa, son of Argishti and thus Rusa, son of Erimena should be referred to as Rusa |l and Rusa, son
of Argishti should be acknowledged as Rusa LIl

Inscription tablets from the reign of Rusa, son of Argishti mostly recount construction and development
initiatives. Unlike inscription tablets of earlier Urartian lings, these particular tablets make less of a
mention of military campaigns. The construction activities described in the tablets are alse supported
by archaeological data. The tabiets point to a change in the state policies. Indeed, the raign of Rusa,

son of Argishti has always been categorized by scholars asa period of renaissance in every domain, The
cities he founded and the developments in the field of arts have left their imprint on this period. Under
this king's rude, the Urartu Kingdom emerges as a force that even Assyrian King Esarhaddon fears (Starr
1990: No. 18).

Compared to their counterparts founded by earfier Urartian kings, the cities from the reign of Rusa,
son of Argishti sprawl acrass a larger area, The size of the lower cities on the skirts of the citadels

in particular demonstrates the density of the population (Stone — Zimansky 2001; Stone 2012: 59).
Inscription tablets of Rusa, son of Argishti reveal that people from other lands were brought to these
cities [Payne 2006: 12.2.9).
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The intense construction activities during the reign of Rusa, son of Argishti placed a great burden on the
kingdom', Considering the limited areas for agriculture across the Urartian lands in particular, feeding
these pecple around the cities must have posed some serious problems. Add to that the possibility of
draughts, natural disasters, epidemics, etc., duringthis period, we can assume that expansion inevitably
brought with it arange of other problems.

Following the reign of Rusa, son of Argishti, the tradition of having inscription tablets written was
largely abandoned. Sardusi, son of Rusa, Sarduri, son of Sarduri, and Rusa, son of Rusa are among
members of the dynasty emer ging from the limited number of Urartian inscription tablets in the
kingdom's final period, However, not only there is insufficient evidence to prowe that a1l of these rulers
were kings, but =with a few exceptions=there is also no evidence toindicate that these individuals lived
after Rusa, son of Argishii,

Some researchers suggest that the Urartian inscription LUAMNIMN-1i found on the seal imprints on the
tablets should ba read as LUA.ZUM .-li and that this denctes not a prince, but an official (Hellwag

2005). Since both the title and the period in which these individuals lived remain open to discussion, this
aforementioned proposition seems plausible.

Az an exception, an Assyrian tablet dated to 843 BC mentions the presence of an Urartian king named
I5tar-diri (Sarduri) {Luckenbill 1968: Mo, 834). Considering the fact that almost all Urartian cities fell
during the reign of Rusa, son of Argishti, it can be said that this individual was not a king that held the
central authority of Urartians. It is known that prior to the establishment of the Urartu Kingdom, all
trizal chiefs, beys, or rulers in Eastern Anatolia were referred 1o as kings in Assyrian inscription tablets.
It can thus be assumed that the Sarduri mentioned here was either a ruler during the reign of Rusa, son
of Argishtior a member of the dynasty that lived after the fall of the central authority of the Uractu
Kingdam,

Almast all of the written documents from dynasty members that presumably lived after the reign of
Rusa, son of Argishti were discovered in Karmir-blur (Fig. 2). This leads researchers to suspect that as of
Rusa, son of Argishti, the Urartian dynasty may have withdrawn to the north of the country, Despite all,
it still remains unclear for the time being if there were any other kings succeeding Rusa, son of Argishti
and if there were, what their realm of sovereignty and level of authority were,

1 Partially supporting cur view, filinginedlu also skates that the construction activities during 1he relgn of Rusa, son of Arglshty aswell as the
deplation of finances =ay have played an importasd role in the decling and Fall of the Urartans (See Qilingircdlu 2002 484 - 423y Simdarly,
noting that Ausa, son of Argshti was the last Uractian king engaged in grand construction progects. Zimansiy attributes the contrast betwesan
the des bruction of settiements during his rule and the reguls sbandonment of these setthements to the peaple’s reacton to Russ 1S endeavors
[See Zimargky 2005 235)
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Farewell: Doors closing, cities burning...

The last king known to have founded cities in the Urartu Kingdom is Busa, son of Argishti. The kings
that presumably ascended the throne after him did not establish any more cities. The various strata of
remains from Urartian cities help us much more than the inscriptions do in terms of understanding this
particular period,

All of the cities studied in virtually all the studied areas of the vast land of Urartians perished in fires.
These fires particularly damaged the citadels of the citias, The burning of the woaden columns and pillars
carrying the buildings led to the collapse of buildings with high mudbrick walls. The fire transformed the
adobe blecks into bricks and led to the fragmentation of large basalt blocks. This reveals the severity

of the fire (Cilingirodlu 2001b), Paul Zimansky, who conducted several excavations in the lower city of
Ayanis, relates that the settlements around the citadels seem not to have been burned down. While this
is an important detail, the scarcity of excavations inthe lower cities makes it difficult for us to obtain
some clear information about these areas. (Fig. 4).

A significant condition encounterad in the various strata of destruction is as follows: the doors were
walled and blocked before the fires, This is the most important archaeclogical evidence revesling the
presence of a threat lingering over Urartian centers. The nerthern entrance in Bastam (Kleiss 1996: 293),
the main door entrance in the southeast direction in Ayanis (Cilingirodlu 20013: 28 — 25; Cevik 2008; 14),
the eastern main entrance of the palace in the western citadel in Armavir-blur (Martirosjan 1574: Plate
XKEVIN and the doorways of the pavilion building in Yoncatepe as well as the village homes from the
same period have 2l been walled and blocked (Fig. 5).

It is known that the door of the storage room with large pillars in the citadel of Upper Anzaf Fortress,
the excavations in which we partook, was closed off and the main gate providing access to the
citadel was marrowed. The walling of these gates was, of course, not encugh to prevent a large

army from accessing the citadel, This might have been a sign that the threat was from the nomadic
growps invading the Urartian lands. Assyrian written documents ralate that nomadic tribes swch as
Cimmerians and Scythians began posing problems for Urartu as of the second half of 8™ cantury

BC. Rapidly increasing in number within and around the land of Urartians, these groups became a
threat for Urartian cities towards the end of the reign on Rusa, son of Argishti, Precautions such

a5 walling the gates must have been taken to avoid the threat posed by crowded nomadic groups.
Another possibility we can propose is the idea that residents of the cleady abandoned Urartian cities
did canternplate returning home, Considering the presence of a non-military threat in particular, the
walling of the gates is important, as it reflects the idea of return even though it does mot physically
protect the cities.
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Ancther comman characteristic of Urartian centers is that they are all abandoned. The valuable
movable goods in the cities were either taken along during this exodus ar were looted by invaders.

For example, the galden plates surrounding 2 podium inside the Ayanis Haldi Temple were taken

away (Cilingiredlu 2007). These must have been stolen before Ayanis burned down or before the fire
enveloped the citadel. Tha most important sign of this abandonment was the absence of any skeletons
of people that were trapped in the fire during the great fires across the habitations. With a few
excaptions, there are no traces of corpses in the Urartian settlemants, This is the clearest evidence
that there were no humans during the fire that led to the destruction of Urartian settlements.

A relevant question would be to ask how a fire broke out in these cities. Quite possibly, the cities were
first looted by invading migrant groups and then burned down. As it is widely known, burning down
cities and settlements was a demonstration of power in ancient times and was an important tool of
propaganda. Still, the demalition of Urartian cities and the enswing fire have also been associated with
the earthquake factor as well (Cilingirodlu 2007: 82; Sadlamtimur 2009: 555). Nevertheless, the spread
of the Urartu Kingdom acrass a vast geagraphy renders the earthquake factor obscure, Still, even if
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there were a devastating earthquake, its effects would only remain local. At this point, we are once again
reminded of the absence of any human skeletons in Lrartian cities,

The excavations have shown that the storage rooms in many Urartian cities were replete with goods,
The jars here are filled with wheat, barley, lentils, and chickpeas. Based on this fact, some researchers
hawe suggested that the destruction of the cities may have taken place in the fall season [Kleiss 1975:
73=75).

Who Overthrew the Urartu Kingdom?

The finds on the abandonment of Urartian cities are quite significant. One of these finds is the lack of
any evidence of war or battle at Urartian centers. Until present times, many researchers have claimed
that the cities may have been destroyed by a sudden attack of the Scythians or that they fell following a
siege (Barnatt 1982; Belli 1998: 29; Belli 2002: 277). Scythian-style spearheads discovered in Urartian
centers were cited as evidence of this claim. However, such spearheads do not exceed a few in number
in most of the cities. In places where they are discowered in larger numbers, they are concentrated

only in certain parts of the towns. Therefore, these finds are not enough to consider them as evidence
of apossible attack or siege. The absence of skeletons or their weaponry makes it difficult to ascribe a
certain meaning to the spearheads, Furthermore, these spearheads may have been used by Urartians

as well. Archaeological excavations hawve revealed that Urartians also possessed similar spearheads

and spurred iron spearheads (Derin = Muscarella 2001). Although it has been noted that some of the
spearheads discoverad in the Cavustepe excavations were discovered embedded in the wall, there is no
discussion on their quantity and how effective they would have been in the destruction of the city; they
are merely associated with the fall of the city instead (Erzen 1978: 6). This phenomenon is not particular
to Cavustepe, but is seen in every excavated Urartian center. Even if only a single spearhead was
discovered, its presence was used a5 the basis for the argument that the Scythianscaused the fall of the
cities (Belli 1998: 29; Balli 2002; 277). Although it is quite possible that the Urartu Kingdom may have
Been overthrown by Scythian or Cimmerian nomadic groups, the view that the destruction occurred
after a sudden attack & merely a figment of imagination,

In addition to the view arguing the downfall of Urartu Kingdom by Scythians, a similar view
attributing its demise to the Meds have also found many proponents among researchers, The
relationship between the fall of Urartu and the Meds is based merely on Herodotus® account that the
battle between the Meds and the Lydians ended with a solar eclipse in 585 BC (Herodotos: |, 103).
Researchers have suggested that if the Meds had gone that far into Anatolia around these dates, they
may have overthrown the Urartu Kingdom to reach these lands. The absence of any finds related to
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the Beds in the various strata of destruction in the cities or in documents pertaining to the downfall
or the Urartu Kingdom, which we believe withdrew from the stage of history in mid-7th century BC,
renders this view obsolete.

The Status Quo of the Cities during the Downfall

Another interesting revelation of the excavations at Urartian centers is the appearance of only the name
of Rusa, son of Argishtiin the bullae found on the pithoi discovered in storage rooms. The pithod in the
storage rooms were Llast imprinted with seals during bis redgn. The highest number of bullae of the saad
king is discoverad in Bastam (Krall 1984: 151 = 170, Payne 2006: 1237 - 12.3.23.12.3.30 - 12.3.649,
12.3.650 - 831). Similarly, in Ayanis, there are no finds related to any other king that succeeded Rusa,
son of Argishti. This i an important data suggesting the possibility that the cities fell during the reign of
Rusa, son of Argishti.

Located im Van Lake Basin, the Urartian capital Tushpa also reveals no finds on the presence of a Ring
after Rusa, zon of Argishti, While Tth century BC has bean documented in Wan Fortress Mound, the
lovweer city of Tushpa, archaeological finds do not yield any clear information about the end of the
Urartu Kingdom. Howewver, the fire stratum is also present here as well Architectural remaing and
archaeological finds are similar to their counterparts in the cities of Rusa, son of Argishti, Having
reswmed wnder the direction of Erkan Konyar as of 2010, the excavations seem likely to make significant
contributions to the subject of the decline and fall of the Urartu Kingdom {(Konyar 2011; Konyar et.al,
2013). A clay tablet discovered inthe Urartian areas in the 2014 excavation season and dated to 7
century BC is the most impartant sign of this,

Founded by Rusa, son of Argishtiin Van Lake Basin, Ayanis and Kef Fortresses were also demolished in a
similar manner towards mid-=7Tth century and were not rebualt by the Urartians, It appears that the fires
that broke out in the cities Upper Anzaf founded earlier by Menua, Cavugtepe founded by Sarduri Il and
Tops akkale founded by Rusa, son of Argishti were related to the events that brought the end of Rusa's
Cities,

It can be said that the villages in Van Lake Basin were also exposed to fires during this period and were
eventually abandoned, In Yoncatepe pavilion and village homes, where finds are more conspicuously
preserved, the walling of the gates and their exposure to fire, the storage rooms filled with grains, as
well 2 finds dated to the 7" century BC such as fibulae, and Scythian-style spearheads seem to be
related to the abandonment of the Cities of the same period.
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Located in the northern part of Van Lake, Giriktepe pavilion, an the other hand, had been burned down
and disappeared with 44 people inside it. It is important, as it is the only Urartian dwelling in which
rumeraus people died, The scarcity of reports and publications on the excavations conducted here
makes it impossible for us to study this particular pavilion kn detail with respact tothe fall of the Urartu
Kingdam (Balkan 1364).

Founded in the Aras River basin by Rusa, son of Argishti, Karmir-blur and Bastam perished in fires,
Similarly, Arir-berd and Armavir-klur founded in the Aras River basin during the reign of Argishtil also
disappearedin a fire.

Final Dates on the Urartians

As Urartu began to disintegrate, the tribes particularly living in closed basins were hanging to the

state by a thread. The destruction of Urartian cities by nomadic/migr ant groups brought the end of
the dynasty and, by extension, central authority. Following the overthrow of the Urartian dynasty,

the administrative mechamsm that had coentrolled the region since 9* century BC also ended. Mo
powerful political authority emerged in thatregion as of this date, nor were big cities established,
Quite possibly, some of the trites comprising Urartu migrated from the region whereas others, as
centuries before, continued to exist as small formations influential in limited areas in the same region.
The presence of these tribes may have been reflacted in the Babylonian tablets. In a tablet dated to
&08 BC. King Mabopolassar of Babel speaks of Urashtu Grayson 1975: No, 3), Dated to 594 BC, the
Torah (Old Testament) menticns Urartu as ot {Old Testament, book 2 19: 37). Finally, the chronicle of
King Mabodinus of Babel dated 547 BC, also mentions the Urashtu region (Rollingsr 2008: 57). What is
intended by that iz not the Urartu Kingdom. However, the continued denomination of the region with a
name that phonetically recalls Urartu may possibly indicate that even after the f3ll of the kingdom, the
Urartian culture was upheld, at least for some time, by the tribes in the region.

Conclusion

The Urartu Kingdom witnessed the invasion of migrant groups, particularly in 7 century BC unable to
prevent the migrations, the Urartian kings were in dire straits. Particularly Rusa, the son of Arghisti's
undertaking of monumental construction and development activities, perhaps to avioid the decline of
state authority and his initiative to use immigrants he brought as slaves/workers from outside Urartian
lands backfired and accelerated the fall of the kingdom. Perhaps, such extravagant spending also had a
negative impact of the kingdom's finances. After all, a significant number of people were employed for
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construction, which subsequently led to the problem of accommodation and provisions. This particular
problem must have been reflected on the affiliated tribes and societies of Urartu as heavy taxes were
levied and solicited severe reactions. These tribes may have gotten rid of the military and financial
obligations tothe state at the first apportunity they were able to grasp,

The presence of migrant groups possibly upset the locals living in Urartian cities and the cities were
abandoned as the volume of migraticn and eventually invasion grew exponentially. The gates of many of
the abandoned cities were walled to avoid access, possibly with the hope that the locals would return
one day.

All these events transpired in mid-7'h century BC durng the reign of Rusa, son of Argishti and state
authority collapsed. Princes of the dynasty or administrators quite passibly migrated to the north and,
a5 we learn from Assyrian tablets, made considerable efforts to reinstate state authority. However, 2
similar administration was not established again in the Urartian geography as of the second half of 760
century BC,
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CYRUS AND THE ACHAEMENIDS®

By Matt Waters

University of Wisconsin-Eau Claire

Understanding of early Achaemenid history has
undergone significant changes in recent scholarship.
Recent research has emphasised the familial distinction
between Cyrus the Great and Darius L and it has
become difficult to give credence to the traditional,
modern reconstruction of Darius’ Kinship claims that
implies a dual descent from Achaemenes via Teispes:
one line to Cyrus and the other to Darius. With Cyrus’
inscriptions at Pasargadae demonstrated as spurious,
and the “Achaemenid dynasty” demonstrated as
Darlus’ creation ex nihilo, the relationship between
Darius and his predecessors requires a new assessment.

Darius has been viewed as an unabashed liar,
despite the consistent antipathy toward the Lie (Old
Persian drauga) emphasised in his royal inscriptions.
As typical of the genre of royal apologia, the truth
therein reflects the truth as the sovereign portrayed it,
with historical accuracy, as we would define it, not a
priority. It was certainly not beyond Darius to fabricate
a connection to his royal predecessors where none
existed. But, to put it somewhat paradoxically, is
Darius’ mendacity so straightforward? Put another way,
may any of Darius’ genealogical claims be salvaged by
careful consideration of his imperial rhetoric and other
ancient sources?

This article supposes a negative answer to the first
question and a positive one to the second. To find a link
between the lines of Cyrus and Darius one need look no
further than Cassandane, wife of Cyrus and daughter of
Pharnaspes the Achaemenid (Hdt. IIL.2). Acceptance of
Herodotus® account of the marriage of Cyrus and
Cassandane, the evidence for which will be discussed
below, serves as the foundation of this article’s
assertions.!

In order to appreciate the historical ramifications of
this union, one must not only differentiate the dynastic
lines of Cyrus and Darius but also examine the ideclog-
ical import of Darius’ use of the label “Achaemenid”.
Darius placed great emphasis on being an Achaemenid,
e, descended from his eponymous ancestor,
Achaemenes. Achaemenes is first mentioned in the
Bisitun Inscription, wherein Darius traced his lineage to
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him through four generations: “Darius the King
proclaims: My father is Hystaspes, the father of
Hystaspes is Arsames, the father of Arsames was
Ariaramnes, the father of Ariaramnes was Teispes, the
father of Teispes was Achaemenes. Darius the king
proclaims: For this reason we are called
‘Achaemenids’.”2 This lineal descent, in subsequent
inscriptions, became simply “Achaemenid” (i.e., minus
the full genealogical progression), used as a dynastic
marker. This Achaemenid emphasis is consistently
reflected in Darius’ titulary, for example, “I am Darius
the Great King, King of Kings, King of many countries,
son of Hystaspes, an Achaemenid” (DPe §1 — with
minor variations in several other inscriptions)3

The name Achaemenes or title “Achaemenid” does
not occur in Cyrus' inscriptions (notwithstanding the
Pasargadae inscriptions, in fact commissioned and
placed by Darus)# Cyrus traced his lineage to his
great-grandfather Teispes, who, based on the testimony
of the Cyrus Cylinder, founded Cyrus’ royal line.s By
tracing his descent to Achaemenes through Teispes,
Darius thus established the basis for the traditional (in
modern scholarship) dual Achaemenid line and Darius’
and Cyrus’ shared royal pedigree. The Achaemenid
dynasty was a construct of Darius, one way by which he
rationalised his claim to the throne$ That Darius’
accession represented a significant break with his pred-
ecessors (even if one retains the shared descent with
Cyrus from Achaemenes) has been recognised, but the
full magnitude of this break has yet to be explored.

If Cyrus was not an Achaemenid, what then? And
what was the relationship between Cyrus and the
Achaemenids? Answers to these questions, as best as
they may be considered with the limited evidence, are
important both with regard to Cyrus’ establishment of
the empire and Darius” victory in the crisis of 522 B.C.
This article’s assessment of these questions relies upon
a variety of sources, and these are discussed subse-
quently (roughly in order) based on whether Cyrus or
Darius is the focus. The argument rests upon the identi-
fication of Cassandane as a wife of Cyrus, as a member
of the Achaemenid clan, and as the mother of
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Cambyses (and Bardiya) Cassandane’s identification
as such stems primarily from Herodotus, but it s
supported, directly and indirectly, by analysis of ancient
Wear Eastern evidence. It must be emphasised that the
incomplete and sporadic source material precludes
definitive conclusions and necessitates gualification
even of provisional ones; the attendant analysis must
thus be considered provisional.

CYRUS AND CASSANDANE

The marriage of Cyrus and Cassandane provides a
key to understanding the relationship between Cyrus
and the Achaemenids. That noted, it must be acknowl-
edged that there are different traditions regarding
Cyrus’ marriages. Herodotus recounted that Cambyses
was the son of Cyrus and Cassandane, the daughter of
Pharnaspes, an Achaemenid: “. Cambyses was the son
of Cassandane, the daughter of Pharnaspes, an
Achaemenid, and certainly not of any Egyptian
woman” (II12, see also [L1 discussed below).” Ktesias,
conversely, reported that Cyrus married Amytis,
daughter of Astyvages (Persika §2) With regard to the
Persian royal marriages it may not be necessary to
accept one classical account and reject another. The
practice of polygamy among subsequent Persian kings
is well-attested, and it would be no surprise to learn that
Cyrus engaged in it as well ® The traditions wherein
Cyrus is linked to the Median roval house by marriage
may reflect Cyrus’ own propaganda to link himself to
the Median dynasty; thus Cyrus would have portrayed
himself as a legitimate Median king.?

The WNear Eastern evidence supports Herodotus'
account of Cyrus® marriage to Cassandane. Herodotus”
account of Cassandane’s death echoes the Nabomidus
Chromele. Herodotus noted that Cyrus greatly lamented
Cassandane’s death and that he insisted on public
mouming for her (IL1); “When Cyrus was dead,
Cambyses inherited the kingdom. He was the son of
Cyrus and Cassandane, the daughter of Pharnaspes, and
Cassandane had died before Cyrus himself, Cyrus had
moumed greatly for her and instructed all his sulyjects
to do likewise. Cambyses, then, was a son of this
woman and Cyrus™@ An entry in the Nabonidus
Chronicle provides an exact parallel, which lends
credence to (and may have indirectly served as the
source af) Herodotus® account. The Chronicle related
that Cyrus’ wife (whose name is not given) died within

a few months after his conquest of Babylon and that
there was an official mouwrning period: “In the month [x]
the wife of the king died. From the twenty-seventh of
the month Adar to the third of the month Misan [there
was) {an official) mouming n Akkad. All the peaple
bared their heads. "1 The correspondence between these
two accounts s too close to be coincidental. It s
accepted here that Herodotus, having followed the
Wabonidus Chronicle’s account, comectly related the
name of Cyrus’ wife as well as her clan affiliation. A
marriage alliance that afforded Cyrus support from a
powerful group of Persian nobles (e, the
Achaemenids) would have gone far in Cyrus’ unifica-
tion of Iran and the discrete, though culturally-similar,
tribes therem. I interpret Cyrus’ marriage to the
Achaemenid Cassandane as just such an alliance.

CYRLUS EARLY CONQUESTS

Cne of the great comundrums of Cyrus’ nise to
power is how a seemingly obscure Persian from Fars
challenged the mught of the Median, Lydian, and
Babvlonian empires in the course of just over a decade.
A significant part of this conundrum involves how and
when north-eastern and eastern Iran fell under Cyrus’
power The rapd expansion of the empire under Cyrus
was unlikely to have been accidental or incidental. In
order to effect this expansion Cyrus, as the king of
Anshan (Tall-i Malvan, in modemn Fars), must have
made alliances with several other Persian and Iranian
farmilies or groups, the Achaememds (by way of Cyrus’
marriage to Cassandane) foremost among them

For Cyrus the Great's early history, a variety of
sources may be considered, the vast majority written
well after Cyrug’ lifetime. Before Cyrus’ defeat of
Astyages (dated between 550-549 B.C.), the political
relationship between Medes and Persians is obscure,
confounded by confradictory classical accounts
Herodotus narrated a legend of Cyrus’ early life and
struggle against the Medes (1107-30), one of four that
he claimed to know (195). Herodotus® admission of
several stories current in his day 1s authenticated in the
variations found in other classical authors. ' Babyloman
sources disclose only sporadic details of Cyrus’ early
reign. The Nabonidus Chronicle reports that Astyages
marched against Cyrus, was betrayed by arevolt among
his troops, and was delivered to Cyrus. Cyrus then
marched upon Echatana and took its plunder back to
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Anshan'® The Nabonidus Cloronicle confirms
Herodotus™ account of Median treachery, but 1t offers
no details to elucidate that tradition.

Extant sources do not preserve the course of Cyrus’
progression from king of Anshan to the conqueror of
Media. Classical authors’ confusion disallows an
authoritative account, and Near Eastern sources reveal
little, and nothing explicitly, about Cyrus’ reign as king
before the Median conquest. Nothung m the historical
record suggests that Cyrus held dominion bevond the
ternitory roughly equivalent to modem Fars before his
conguest of the Medes. The combined forces of
Elamites and Persians in Fars may have made a
formidable force, but is one to assume that they were
able to challenge what both contemporary MNear Eastern
sources and later Greek tradition represent as a leading
power of the late seventh and early sixth centuries?
Internal troubles in Media contributed to Astyages’
downfall, as indicated by lis troops’ revolt, but such
disaffected Median elements would not have linked
their fortunes with Cyrus unless he had something sig-
nificant to offer. Did Cyrus have more resources at his
disposal than those of the kingdom of Anshan alone?

According to Herodotus (1214), Cyrus ruled
twenty-nine yvears (539-330 B.C.). There are serious
chronological problems and gaps mn our knowledge of
Cyrus” reign. The first few years (at least five) are
almost a complete blank in the historical record. It
seems reasonable to place Cyms’ mamiage to
Cassandane and the birth of Cambyses in this period
(1Le., the 5530s), if not before. Cyrus certainly spent these
eatly vears consolidating his power, presumably with
an eve toward expansion,

By 339, Cyrus had conguered Media (o 3503497,
Lydia (¢ 540s),* and Babylon (539), Of these three,
only the conguest of Babylon may be dated with any
precision: Cyrus entered the cify on October 29, 539,15
The chronology of Cyrus’ activity in the east 1s
uncertain, No Near Eastern source provides any explicit
information on the incorporation of eastern Iran into the
empire. The extent of Median power and mfluence 1s
also unknown, and this convolutes the issue. Xenophon
(Cyvro, 11.4) implied that the Hyrcanians accepted
Cyrus” rule after he overthrew Astyages, while Ktesias
claimed that they had joined Cyrus beforehand (Persika
§9). After the conquest of Lydia, Herodotus (L177)
noted that Harpagus devastated “lower Asia” (uGtw
tig "Aoing) while Cyrus himself destroyed “upper™
(tivo) Asia, subdumg all people (miv Edvog)

Herodotus emphasised the great importance of the
campaigns agamst Babylon, Egypt (which ultimately
fell to Cambyses), the Bactrians, and the Saka (1153),
as opposed to the conguest of Ionia, which was
entrusted to Harpagus, Ktesias (Persika §2) reported
that Bactria and other eastern regions submitted to
Cyrus shortly after he defeated Astyages 16

There are scattered and contradictory references
later classical sources to Cyrus campaigning m what
became the provinces of Carmeania, Drangiana, Areia,
Arachosia, and Gandhara — the regions of maodem
Afghanistan and Baluchistan — between his conquests
of Lydia and Babylomia, but the chronology and even
sequence of these episodes are uncertain. Whether
Cyrus added the temritory of eastern Iran between the
conguests of hMedia and Lydia or between the conquests
of Lydia and Babylonia, whether i one campaign or
aver the course of several {perhaps in combination with
diplomatic marmages), cannot be determined. Ktesias
{Persilka §8) labelled Bardiya, called Tanyoxarkes mn his
account, as the lord (Seandtng) of Bactria. If accurate,
Cyrus’ assignment of one af lis sons to this post
demonstrates its importance, That Cyrus died cam-
paigning i the exireme north-east suggests that the
regions bevond the Oxus River were not secure, or were
aftractive targets, even at the end of his reign.!”

Extant evidence for eastern Iran in the Achaemenid
period 15 considerably less than that for western Iran
and Mesopotamia, Relations between the various
groups of early Iranians before and during the
Achaemenid period are poorly documented, if at all. A
great deal of archaeclogical work bearing on the
Achaemenid period has been done in eastern Iran and
Central Asia, but without supplementary textual
sources it 1s difficult to posit the course of those
regions’ political history before Cyrus’ conguests and,
In many cases, even during the succeeding Achaemernid
period ¥ For some scholars, Cyrus’ rapid conquests
presuppose some sort of political framework, iff not
established kingdoms, in at least some of these regions
{e.g., Bactria).™®

CYRUS® TITULARY

The Cyrus Cylinder lists Cyrus the Great’s forebears
through three generations (Cyrus being the fourth) as
kings of Anshan. Anshan, modern Tall-i Malyan, is
located approximately 30 km. north-by-north-west
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from Persepolis and approximately 735 km. west-by-
south-west from Pasaragadae® A Cyms “king of
Persia” (ParsumaZ) appears in the Assyrian annals
paving tribute to Ashurbanipal after the Assyrian
campalgns agamst Elam m the 640s. A sealing of
Cyrus, son of Teispes, the Anshanite — generslly
acknowledged as Cyrus the Great’s grandfather — has
been found on Elamite texts from the Persepolis
Fortification archive, If one accepts the identification of
this Cyrus, son of Tespes, with the Cyrus of
Ashurbanipal’s annals, this pushes back Cyrus the
Great's line in Fars into the early seventh century B.C 21
It is assumed herein that by the mid-seventh century
the toponyms Parsuash/Parsumash (in Fars) and
Anshan have become roughly synonyvmous for the
same geographic region, that was later called Parsa
(O1d Persian) and Persis (Greek). 2 The only reference
that exphieitly differentiates Parsuash and Anshan, to
my knowledge, is Sennachenib’s description of the
forces of Huban-menanu arrayed at Halule in 6913 Tt
seems clear that both refer to regions in Fars.
Subsequently, Assyrian sources typically refer to the
region as Parsuash or Parsumash (the orthographic
variation has no significance). Anshan ocours in extant
texts again only in the (Elamite) inscription on the seal
of Cyrus son of Teispes, in some MNeo-Babylonian
documents, and m Cyrus’ royal inscriptions (all noted
below). The choice of toponym may have had (and, 1
argue, frequently did have) idenlogical significance but
did not have geographical significance by the mid-
seventh century. Anshan occurs only in texts of, or
referring to, Cyrus the Great; it does not occur in con-
junction with, or in the titulary of, any subsequent
Persian king. It is useful in this context to list the
instances of Cyrus’ titulary as a reference point.

1) Ashurbanipal’s annals, edition H2 II" 7713724
“Cyrus, king of Persia”
gy o LUGAL ¥URpai-su-mig-al

2) Impressions of Persepolis Fortification Seal #03:25
“Cymus of Anshan (“the Anshanite”), son of Teispes™
[¥k]ti-pedt ap-za-cin-x-ra DUMU Ze-if-be-i-ne

3) Sippar Cylinder of Mabonidus (1 29):28
“Cyrus king of Anshan”
gy -pa-df LUGAL ¥UBgn-za-an

43 Cyrus Cylinder (see note 3):
“Cyrus king of Anshan” (line 12)
Miyepa-dd LUGAL YR an-fa-an
“T am Cyrus king of the world, great king, strong

king, king of Balwylon, king of Sumer and Akkad, king
of the four quarters™ (line 207

a-na-ku “hy-ra-dF LUGAL k¥-faf LUGAL GAL
LUGAL danerm LUGAL TIN. TIRK LUGAL KUR 3u-
me-1i o ak-fa-di-t LUGAL kb-ra-a-ti er-he-et-tim

Cambyses I, Cyms I, and Teispes each named “great
king, king of Anshan™ (line 21)

LLUGAL GAL LUGAL YWan-Sa-an
5) Brick from Uruk:27

“I atn Cyrus, builder of Esagil and Ezida, son of
Cambyses, strong king”

Wgppe-al Ba-ni-ifm] B[SAGIL » EZIDA A
wfam-bu-zi-yva [LUGAL| dan-ny a-nafu
&} Brick from Ur:2#

“Cyrus, king of the world, king of Anshan, son of
Cambyses, king of Anshan "

whyra-df LUGAL SAR LUGAL XURa-fa-an
DU mfam-Bg-zi-va LUGAL FURg-Sa-an. .
7) Mabonidus Chromcle®

“Cyrus king of Anshan™ (i 1))

wen-raf LUGAL an-Sd-an

“Cyrus king of Persia” (11 15)

wep—raf LUGAL ¥URpar—su
8} Verse Account of Nabonidus:®

“Cyrus king of the world”

M LUGAL kid-Sat
) Miscellaneous economic documents 3!

Cyruz “king of Babylon, king of lands™ (and
variants)
10 The Divnastic Prophecy 32

“king of Elam™ (n 17), a reference to Cyrus the
Great

LUGAL BURNM MAKE

The mscriptions of Pasargadae (labelled Chia and
CMe) are not included here, as they have been estab-
lished as later additions commussioned by Darius (see
n. 4} That Cyrus’ only extant roval inscriptions are
from Babylonia must serve as a caveat for any analysis
invalving them. Cyrus I specifically referred to himself
as the “Anshanite” (no. 2), vet Ashurbamipal referred to
the region contemporaneously, or even earlier than this
Cyrus the Anshanite, as Persia (1.e, Parsuma$, no.1)—
almost a century before Cyrus the Great came to
power Cyrus’ contemporary, MNabonidus, king of
Babylon, also labelled Cyrus the “king of Anshan”, so
there is external (i.e., non-Cyrus) evidence for its use
That Cyrus mamntamned the simple title “king of
Anshan” i his own mnscriptions (eg. no. 6) is



Olilinlen 5 5 5,88

CYRUS AND THE ACHAEMENIDS 93

noteworthy, especially after lus kingdom encompassed
much larger tracts of the ancient Near East.

Even if the title “king of Anshan” was, origmally and
simply, a designation of the geographic place that Cyrs
the Great and his predecessors ruled, its continued use
by Cyrus himself, as the congueror of hviedia, Lydia, and
then Balwylonia, is significant. From a historiographic
perspective the title underscores the impact of the
Elamite tradifion on Cyrus, especially in contrast with
Dariug’ shift to a Persian and Iranian ideology {see
below). That this historiographic perspective reflects
sornething of the historical reality seems bevond dispute,
even if clarity on the issue remains elusive

Adoption of royal titulary mmvelves a conscious
choice; to maintain or to change a traditional one, or to
create a new one altogether. The use of the title “king of
Anshan™ supplied legitimacy to a Persian dynasty that
had been victorious over indigenous Elamites. Whether
it was original or taken from an Elamite dynast whom
Teispes overthrew (and this 15 purely hypothetical), 1.2,
if the title was not original to Cymus’ line, is not
important in this context® The use of the title “king of
Anshan” by a Persian goes beyond that of a simple geo-
graphical marker; Persian domination of an Elamite
area represented, by use of this title, an arrogation of an
Elamite tradition. With the decline of Elam by the late
630s and 6403, the legitimately-claimed title “king of
Anshan”, an Elamite centre of great antiquity, may have
carried great weight in a milieu of mixed Elamite and
Persian populations, wherein Persians were the relative
newcomers, Only with the Cyrus Cylinder may we
trace the progression from “king of Anshan™ to an
expanded titulary of the newly-victorious ruler of
Babylonia and most of the ancient Near East (no. 4).

Elamite influence on the Persians was pervasive.3
For example, a very fragmentary passage of the
MNabonidus Chronicle reveals that Cyrus, durning
Cambyses’ investiture ceremony, visited the Nabi
temple in east Babylon dressed in Elamite garb3 The
incident cannot be fully reconstrueted, but, if accurately
interpreted, it does show that Cyrus (or is it possible to
assume Carnbyses?) wore Elamite aceoutrements even
in an age-old Balwylonian ceremony — an event notable
enough for mention in the chronicle. This harmonises
with Cyrus’ perpetuation of an Elamite-styled titulary.

In the early seventh century B.C.| the Neo-Elamite
king Huban-menanu still had political influence in (if
not sovereignty over) Fars, as evinced by the participa-
tion of troops, including Persians, from that region in

the Battle of Halule (69136 Elamite political influence
was dissipated over the subsequent five decades.
Sometime after the sack of Susa (dated to 647 or 646),
Ashurbanmipal received trbute from Cyrus, king of
Parsumash (1.e, in modern Fars). By the mid-seventh
century, at least parts of Fars were no longer under
Elarmte political domination

While Cyrus® titulary reflects his Elarmite orientation,
it provides litfle information with regard to his status as
a Persianking, 1.e. his relations with those Persians who
provided the base of his support. With Darius, we
encounter a shift in royal tifulary: a conscious esclusion
of Cyrus™ “king of Anshan”, which was supplanted by a
foeus on “Achaememd” descent and, in some mserip-
tions, on Persian and Iranian ethmicity (see below)® In
the Bisitun Inscription, Darms emphasised that he was
“an Achaemenid” and “king of Persia”, MNotably, even in
those numerous inscriptions Darius comrnissioned at
Persepolis and Magsh-1 Rustam, “Anshan”™ never occurs;
it has disappeared from the titulary. The same
geographie region was meant, i.e,, Persia as Anshan, but
the nomenclature had changed.

Diespite this shift i titulary, Darus actrvely sought
to identify himself with Cyrus in other ways. The
nscriptions of Pasargadae, ostensibly commissioned by
Cyrus but, in fact, left by Darius (see n. 4), explicitly
label Cyrus as an Achaemenid. This label linked Cyrus
to Darius’ line in order to bolster Darius’ legitimacy.
Darius® marriages to Cyrus’ daughters (Hdt, II1.88)
strengthened this link in reality for Darius’ successors,
and they could clamm legitimacy both as Achaememids
and as descendants of Cyrus 2

When Cyrus 1s taken out of the Achaemenid line,
the dynatmies of the early Persian empire and the crisis
of 522 change. The accession of Darius was not the
reassertion of the Achaemenid dynasty but the creation
of that dynasty, with a royal lineage defined by Darius
after he took power. Darius” faruly line or (in the wider
sense) clan, the Achaemenids, was one of great
influence and import in Persia, but it was not on a par
with Cyrus’ roval line until Darius made 1t so — and
incorporated Cymis’ line m the process.

HERODOTUS AND THE ACHAEMENIDS
For Herodotus, the term “Achaemenid” was a clan

designation. This is in apparent opposition to the sense
in which Darius used the term throughout his inscrip-
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tioms, as a dynastic marker mdicative of direct descent
from Achaemenes. This opposition 1s not, however,
irreconcilable. Darius emphasised direct descent from
an eponyimous ancestor, while Herodotus considered
the term m its wider, clan sense (L125) the
Achaemenid clan (OO was one clan of the
Pasargadae tribe (yévog).®

The term “Achaemenid” occurs infreguently in
Herodotus’ History, It 1s used primarily to distinguish
a particular mndividual as a member of the Achaermnenid
clan*® Achaemenes, the eponymous founder of the
clan 1s mentioned twice (11175 and VIL11), and the
clan designation itself, used to refer not to an
individual but to the clan or its members 10 a general
sense, occurs twice as well (1125 and TILG5). The
Persian kings who appear in the work are not explicitly
identified as “Achaemenid”, but the implication 1s
clear at, among other places, Xeres' rehearsal of his
lineage m VIL.11; “May I be no son of Darius, son of
Hystaspes, son of Arsames, son of Ariaramnes, son of
Teispes, son of Cyrus, son of Cambyses, son of
Teispes, son of Achaemenes. .. ™1

Cyrus is also implicitly identified as an Achaemenid
by Prexaspes” tracing of Cyrus® farmily “from
Achaemenes downward” (TIL75), as he confesses lus
murder of the real Smerdis (e, Bardiva) Herodotus
created a dramatic scene here to enliven his narrative,
but he was consistent throughout on this matter. The
report that the Persian kings came from the foremost
clan, that is the Achaemenid clan (L125), indicates that
Herodotus viewed all the Persian kings as Achaemenids
— as metnbers of the clan so-named. If Herodotus felt
that there was any ambiguity in this regard, it is not
obwvious.

Darius asserted that his ancestors were kings (DB
§3), but the evidence argues against this claim. Xerxes
divulged that Darius became king even though both his
grandfather Hystaspes and great-grandfather Arsames
were yet alive (XPf §3) The spurious mscriptions of
Ariaramnes and Arsames were attempts to legitimise
Darius’ line by claims of royal descent, a further prop-
agation of the dvnastic principle established by
Diarius, 2 Even if Arsames was too advanced in age to
claim the kingship, Hystaspes was certainly still
capable. The Bisitun Inscription relays that Hystaspes
dwelt (Akkadian a¥dbu) in Parthia and that some of the
people there revolted (Akkadian aldky lapand) against
hirn. This passage indicates that Hystaspes held an
important post (i.e., satrap) there, awarded or authorised

Iy Cyrus and/or Cambyses, and that Hystaspes was
active in putting down rebellions against Darius (DB
§35-36)4

Herodotus did not adopt Darius” claim that he and
tus forebears had been kings. Herodotus indicated that
Hystapes held & position of importance under Cyrus,
although he confused his role, calling lum the governor
(tmoagyoc) of Persia (IIL70). Further, Darius was “not
yet a man of great account” before he took the kingship
— Herodotus™ negative exaggeration of Darius’ place
as a “spear-bearer” (Dopupdpas) of Cambyses It 1s
obvious from the place of Gobryas on the sculpture of
Darius” tomb at Nagsh-i Rustam, where Gobryas 13
eiven the same title — ardtibara i Old Persian — that
this position was one of high honour, but it did not mark
an heir to the throne

According to Herodotus, it was Otanes who was the
moving force among the seven conspirators in the plot
to overthrow the false Smerdis. Darius was a late
addition to the conspiracy. It is difficult to judge the sig-
mificance of Otanes as the main figure here and the
rationale of lis withdrawal from the contest for
kingship. Tt may reflect a pro-Otanes source, one that
emphasises hiz standing {(evident elsewhere in
Herodotus, eg., IIL68) and at the same time explains
why he was not king #¢ Elsewhere, Herodotus described
this Otanes as a son of Pharnaspes (IIL68). By this
account, Otanes and Cassandane were siblings, both
children of Pharnaspes the Achaemenid However, with
regard to the identity of Otanes’ father, it is possible to
check Herodotus against DB §68, where Otanes 13
named] son of Thukhra, a Persian. In matters of Darius’
eohorts and their lineage, the Bisitun Inseription must,
of course, take precedence over Herodotus. Otanes’
father’s name Thukhra is irreconcilable with
Herodatus' Fharnaspes.

Further, if Cassandane were truly the sister of
Otanes, one of the Seven, the evidence from the Bisitun
Inscription precludes Phamaspes being her father
Either Herodotus confused Cassandane and Otanes’
relationship or he confused the name of one of their
fathers. It is more likely, because of the numerous,
homonymous Otanes in Herodotus, that Herodotus
erred in naming that Otanes of the Seven to be the son
of Phamaspes. Since he also noted that Darus marned
Phaidyme, who was a daughter of Otanes and
previously wed to Cambyses and to Bardiya (IILGE and
[TL88), Herodotus may have carried this ink between
Otanes and the Persian kings back one generation.#
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This is just the type of tangled genealogy that a Greek
source, though informed of Persian politics and the
succession legends, may easily have conflated,

CAMBYSES THE ACHAEMENID

The marriage of Cyrus and the Achaemenid
Cassandane also lends a measure of eredence to Darius’
genealogical claims i the Bisitun Inscription. As
demonstrated by his own inscriptions, Cyrus did not
view himself as an Achaemenid but rather placed
emphasis on his lineage as king of Anshan, son of
Cambyses, descended from Teispes. But, although
Cyrus was not bom one, he became linked to the
Achaemenids by marriage. Darius did not hesitate to
exaggerate this link, even if, in the truest sense, a shared
descent from Achaemenes did not exist. Cyrus may
have profited immensely (hoth politically and
midlitarily) from his marriage to an Achaemenid womarn,
but he did not need it for legitimacy

Cambwvses, as the legitimate son of Cyrus, had an
Achaemenid mother, so Darius’ claim that Cambyses
was of his family (amdvam taumdavd, DB §10) may be
defensible. This assumes a reading of the (Old Persian
term faumd- in a wider sense of “clan” or the hke#
Understood in that wider sense, amdxam faumeaya
intimates that Cambyses was descended from
Achaemenes — whether of direct lineal descent or not
would not have been of primary concern to Darius.
While Cyrus was linked to the Achasmenids only by
marriage, Cambyses was linked by blood, courtesy of
his mother Cassandane’s kin-relationship with Drarius,
if there was one, is nowhere elucidated. Even of she was
a distant cousin, however, her descent from
Achaemenes would have been good enough for Darius.
It is upon this relationship that Darius staked his claim
to kinship with Cambyses and, by extension, with
Cyrus

Without better knowledge of ancient Persian kinship
and social organisation, 1t is admittedly difficult to
assess the formal significance (if any) in Darins’
kinship implication, 1e., that Cambyses was an
Achaemerid by matrilineal descent. Perhaps there 1s no
need to seek any such significance; once Darius had
prevailed on the battlefield, he simply exaggerated, or
even created, the significance — based on a real, if
extended, kinship relationship — to formalise or
legitimise his claim. A link to Cyrus and Cambyses was

important, and a familial one (by way of Cassandane),
however stretched. may have provided this legitimacy.
That Dartus literally claimed Cambyses, not Cyrus, as a
member of his faumd- in DB §10 1s telling for this inter-
pretation, Modem scholarship (with few exceptions) no
longer maintains that Cyrus was of Achaemenid
descent. Cambyses is another matter

The marriage of Cyrus and Cassandane, then, serves
as a backdrop to Darius® and his father Hystaspes®
positions of promunence under Cyrus and Cambyses.
Hystaspes received an important position in Parthia
Darius™ position as a spear-bearer of Cambyses may
also be atiributed to this vineulum. Other Achaemenids
presumably received important posts as well When the
crisis oceurred in 522, this Achaemenid support, given
to Cyrus (by way of his marriage to Cassandane) and
subsequently to Cambyses, reverted to Drarius, and it
was cructal to Darms’ success.

DARIUS THE KING

Darius related in his Bisitun Inscription that in 522
Cambyses, still in Epypt, faced a revolt in his own
couniry by a magus whom Darius named Gaumata
According to Darms, this Gaumats was an impostor of
Cambyses’ true brother Bardiya, who had been killed
by Cambyses sometime before (DB §10-14)
Heradotus followed this account in outline and in some
of the particulars {IIL61-79). With the help of =six
cohorts, all identified as “Persian”, (DB §68), Darius
claimed that he slew the magus Gaumata and claimed
the kingship. In reality, Darius slew Cambyses’ frue
brother Bardiya to take the throne. Numerous revolts
then threw much of the empire into chaos

Darus’ Bisitun Inscription is a victory-monument
tor the numerous battles he and his supporters fought
against a myriad of enemies. Darius included the
names, lineages (ie, “son of” x), and ethnic back-
grounds of many of his supporters and enemies. Of
Darius’ six supporters, Intaphernes, Hydames and
Gobryas are named in the Bisitun Inscription as active
participants in quelling the revolts: Intaphernes against
a Babylonian revolt (§50), Hydarnes against rebellious
Medes (§25); and Gobryas against an Elamite revolt
(§71).% MNeither the Bisitun Inscription, nor Greek
tradition, records where Intaphemes or Hydarnes dwelt
or in what regions they held power and influence.
Gobryas is identified as a Pateischonan by the



Ve QLL.M.A)_}J:{L: c<=jb c)w f}b JLM:

o8 JOURNAL OF PERSIAN STUDIES

Babylonian version of DB §68 and also in the trilingual
DMe; Strabo (30V.IIL1) identified the Pateischorians as
one of the tribes of Persia.

The Bisitun Inseription does not relate the specific
contributions of the other three, although Greek
tradition preserves much information regarding all six
co-conspirators and their subsequent fates. Intaphemes
soon fell out of favour and was apparently replaced by
Aspathines, who is prominent at Nagsh-1 Rustam but is
not named in the Bisitun Inseription.®? Beyond the six
co-conspirators and those individuals already in power
under Cambyses and Cyrus (Hystaspes, Vivana and
Diadarshi; see below), the names of several other men,
who led armies against various rebel forces, are
provided. These mndividuals” political backgrounds,
like those of the st conspirators, are unknown —
whether they were officials and generals appointed by
Cyrus and Cambyses who came over to Darius, or
were “new men” selected by Darius,

Only Darius” father Hystaspes and the satraps
Vivana and Dadarshi apparently held their political
positions before Darius became king, Vivans was the
satrap of Arachosia, active against the rebel Vahyazdata
in Arachosia (§45) Hystaspes dwelt in Parthia and
presumably, was satrap there.®! Dadarshi was the satrap
of Bactria, active against the rebel Frada in Margiana
(§38).52 All three are identified ethnically as Persians,
Thus, beyond the six co-conspirators, Darius had
additional supporters who held important positions
based in the notth (Parthia), east (Arachosia) and north-
east (Bactnia), from a compass point based in Persis,
This indicates a sigmifieant, if not broad, base for Dars
in central, northern, and eastem Iran, Darius relied upon
them to quell trouble on the Iranian plateau and in
eastern Iran, while he and others addressed the far more
significant and expansive trouble at the core of the
empire; Persis itself, Elam, Meadia and Babylonia,
These regions were the mainstays of Cyrus’ family's
power, and 1t is probably not a coincidence that they
gave Darius so much difficulty.

DARIUS® TITULARY

There are no extant royal inseriptions of Cyrus the
Great’s  sons  Cambyses  and  Bardive from
Mesopotamia, Elam or Persia, so it is uncertain if the
title “king of Anshan™ was still in use after Cyrus’
death. If so, its use would have been strictly traditional,

in light of the extent of the Persian Emyprire even early in
Cyrus” reign. With the accession of Daris I,
conversely, there is a wealth of inseriptional material,
and the change in focus is plain. Darius’ earliest titulary
reads “Great King, King of Kings, King of Persia, King
of countries™ (DB §1 and DBa §1) and emphasises
descent from Achaemenes (DB §2-3), but nowhere
does he name himself or any of his predecessors “king
of Anshan™, This title 1s not even used in the Elamite
version of the Bisitun Inseription.

After Darius was firmly established, he presented
additional, new elements in some inscriptions. Darius
was not only king of Persia and an Achaemenid but also
the son of a Persian (an ethnic designation, not a royal
me) and of Aryan (1.e., “Tranian”, also an ethmic desig-
nation} lineage. The emphasis on Persian and Aryan
ethnicity does not occur in the Bisitun Inscription but
finds expression in subsequent dedicatory inscriptions
of Darius at Nagsh-1 Rustam (DMNa §2) and Susa (D3e
§2% and of Xerxes at Persepolis (XFh §2).3

This emphasis on Persian and Iranian ethmicity in
Darius’ titulary may be considered in opposition to the
emphasis on Anshan (highlighting an Elamite onenta-
tion} in Cyrus”. Darmus, exbubiting his Persian and
Iranian heritage, acknowledged his broader base among
Iranian peoples to the apparent exclusion of the Elamite
— at least in his titulary, Darius inaugurated a new
Persian and Iranian royal ideclogy, reflected in the
creation of an Old Persian script, his inscriptions, his
architecture and his art™ The disappearance of
“Anshan” from the titulary is just one result of this new
emphasis.

Darius™ identification of himself as an “Iranian™
reflects an eastern orentation, an acknowledgement of
the importance of his non-Persian, Iranian supporters.®
This acknowledgement probably reflected the base of
Darius® power, the Iranians in a wider sense than the
more restrictive (at this time) sense of “Persia” in the
geographical sense, ie., Fars. This was an acknowl-
edgement based upon a political reality that Cyrus (to
Judge from the extant record) did not make.

In consideration of Darius” eastern orientation, one
recalls the question of the connection between the
early Persian kings and the Zoroastrian religion, or, as
more commonly termed now in reference to the
Achaemenid period: “Mazlaism”. This question has
accupied pages of scholarly discussion, but a few
remarks must suffice in this context.® Ahura-Mazda is
ubiquitous in Darius’ inscriptions, another indicator of
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his Iranian sensibilities. The Elamite scribeis) of the
Bisitun Inscription differentiated Ahura-hdazda as
“the god of the Aryans™ (DB §62). The gloss in the
Elamite wersion, even though omitted in the
subsequent Old Persian and Babylonian wversions,
supgests (as does the entire inseriptional corpus) that
Ahura-Mazda may have been a relatively recent ntro-
duction to western Iran, at least among its non-Iranian
(ie., Elamite) inhabitants. This is not to imply that
Ahura-Mazda was unknown there before Darius’
reign, Cyrus” personal views on religion are unknown,
though it was not beyond him to manipulate religion
for his political purposes (e.g.. the Cyrus Cylinder’s
Mesopotamian religious elements).

Defining Mazdaism as 1t existed in the sixth century
B.C., or for that matter how it was practiced by the
Achaemenid kings, 1s currently impossible. It 1s
uncertain whether Cyrus may be considered hazdaean
or to what extent he may have been sympathetic to a
correlative belief system. Regardless of Cyrus” attitude,
political sensibilities (reflected In continued use of the
title “king of Anshan™) may have precluded the
prominence of a non-traditional, 1.e, a non-Elamute,
deity. On the other hand, Cyrus may simply not have
felt any desire or compulsion to acknowledge Ahura
Mazda.

The names of some prommnent ndividuals at this
time also reflect Mazdaean and eastern Iranian
influence. Trarus’ father Vishtaspa (Greek Hystaspes)
had the same name as Zoroaster’s patron. The name of
Cyrus™ daughter Atossa 15 usually interpreted as of
Mazdaean and eastern Iranian origin® Zoroaster’s
homeland was located in eastern Iran, and later
Zoroastrian tradition points to eastern Iran as the
ancestral homeland of the Iranians’® Other parallels
may be cited, but the preceding are generally acknowl-
edged if not wholly accepted Darius and the
Achaemenids” links to the Mazdasan tradition and
eastern Iran should not strike one as coincidences, as
Mazdaean and eastern Iranian elements indisputably
came to the fore in Darus™ reign, In light of the fact that
Cyrus” family had been entrenched in Fars and
immersed in Elamite tradition for at least four genera-
tions, when we find eastern Iranian and Mazdaean
elements during Cyrus™ time it may be productive to
lock to Cassandane and the increasing prominence of
the Achaememids as the source

Notes
* This paperis a modified and expanded version of presen-
tations made at the Amencan Philological Association
meeting in December 1998, Washington, DC and at the
American Omental Society meeting in Aprl 2003,
Mashville, Tenn Grants from the Office of Research aned
Sponsored Programs of the University of Wisconsin —
Eeu Claire allowed travel for research. 1 acknowledge and
thank the frax referee, Amélie Kuhrt, Fierre Briant, David
Stronach, and Matt Stolper for some tranchant comments
on vanows drafts of this article. It should not be assumed
that they agree with the analysis herein, Responsibility for

errors and shorteomings remains my owrL

1 Mote the remarks of D. Lewis, “Persians in Herodotus™, in
BI. Rhodes (ed), Selected Papers in Greek and Near
Easterst History (Cambridge, 1997), with whom [ agree in
principle: “The assumption hes to be that Herodotus is
right, except when he can be shown to be wrong™ (p. 345).
I would qualify this statement to include also those
instances where Herodotus' testimony is contradictory to
our knowledge of ancient Persia,

2 DB §2-3 (Old Persian vemion): Oary Daravavasd
xEgvaliva mand pitd Vistdspa Vistdspahyd pitd Ar¥amea
Avridmahyd pird Avivaramse Avivivomsahyd pind Clpi
Cifpai¥ pitd Hexdmanid Oty Davayevand xSdvabliva
avalpyorddiy vavam Hoxdmani$iva Bulyamaly. O1d
Persian texts and translations herein are after R.G. Kent.
Old Pergian: Crammay, Texts, Lexicon {New Haven,
1953); for the Bisitun Inscription, see alse K. Schinif,
Bisttis: Old Perstan Text (London, 19910
DPe §1 {(Old Persian version): adam Ddrayavasd
agveOiye vazraka xfyaBive aidveOidsdm xSiyabive
dabyiingm  pai¥im paviindm Viftdspalpd  puga
Haxdmaiiiiya. The significance of Danus® titulary wall be
taken up again later in the paper.

4 For the inzeriptions, see H. Schaudig, Die fascheifren
Nabonids vor Babyvion wnd Eyros' de Groflen, AOAT 256
(Mliinzter, 20010, 557-61; for discussion see [ Stronach,
“Datius at Pasargadae: A MNegleoted Soures for the History
of Early Persia”, Topot: Opteni-Oceident, Suppl. 1 (Lyons,
1997, 33163, “Cn the Interpretation of the Pasargadas
Inseniptions”, in Diteer T Fagart: Scrind it onove di
Carl Nylander (Rome, 1997), 323-2% and “Anshan and
Parsa: Early Achaemenid History, Art, and Architecture on
the Iranian Platean”, in Mesopotmmia anrd Iran in the
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Persian Period: Conguest and Dperialism 339-331 B.C.
{London, 1997}, 35-53.

Line 21 of the Cyrus Cylinder; see Schawdig, Dve
Fuschriften, 55056 and A L. Oppenheim’s translafion in,
ANET, 3 edition {Princeton, 19693, 315-18,

See, for example, Stronach, “Darius at Pasargadae™,
36062, A, Kuhit, The dncient Near East ¢, 3000-330 BC,
Yol I {London, 1995), 664-65; and P Briant, From Ciraus
to Alexander: A History of the Persian Empire {Winona
Lake, 2002), 111 and 138 — (hereafter, HPE). Note in
particular the detailed discussion of . Rellinger., “Der
Stammbaum des achaimenidischen Konigshauses oder die
Frage der Legitimitst der Herrschaft des Daresos™, AMIT
30¢1998), 155-209. For another perspective, see F. Vallat,
“Cyrus "usurpatenr,” in Tapor, Suppl. 1, 423-34

Hdt 112 .. & &n Koooovblvg i dogvaomeo
@y v maig Kepfivang, dvdpds “Ayaevidem, o
ofnt i e Alyumetivg, Translations from Herodotus herein
are after D. Greety, The History: Herodotus (Chicage, 1987)
Brozius, Women i Auclent Persia, 559-331 BC {Oncford,
1996), 35-38. See C, Harrenschmidt, *“Naotes sur la parenté
chez les Perses au début de I'Empire achéménide™, in H.
Sancisi-Weerdenburg and A Kubit (eds.), Achaemenid
History I The Greek Sources (Laiden, 1987), 53-67 and
Enant, HPE, 24 for a general overview of Parsian dynastic
MAITiages.

Mote the remarks of P Briant, “La Perse avant I"empirs (un
atat de la question),” L4 19 {1984), 74-75, echoed by
Brosivs, Women in Ancient Persia, 42-43, regarding
Etesias” account as a “Median version” of Cyrus’
conquest. For a translation of the Verse Account of
Mabonidus, zee Schaudip, fescfo-iften, 563-TH, ANET,
312-15;, and note the discussion of BA. Beaulieu, The
Retgn of Nabowidus, King of Babylon 536339 B.CL (New
Haven, 1989), 171-72, 206-7, and 214-16.

Hdt. Il Tehevmoavios 8¢ Kipov mopdhofe tiv
Baodainy  Kouftong, Kipov dov  moig  wal
Kaoouvdivng g $ogvionesn Suyowdg tig mpoano-
Bavotong Kigog almdg 12 péyae mévBog dmorficeo wol
woim dihowm mooelne mha iy figrs mévidog madecian
Torireng ) TG ivaaog Bl o wel Koo Kopfitong,
A Grayson, dssyrias and Babvlontan Chrosicles, Tesds
from Cuneiform Souces, Vol. 5 (Locust Valley, New Yok,
1975), 110-11, iii 22-24: fne IT[1 %] "aien” Savri mtars
wlte SRV ¥ o dedeavi adi UD 11 Fa T isanri bi-ki-tum
i Akdcadi[® Salnars wiSE gab-bi gaggad-su-si
ipatariduepet. Cassandane died i March, 338 For
parallel passages, see Bresius, Womes i dncfent Persia,
Chapter 3,
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For a summary of the variant versions of Cyrus” arigins in
classical literature, see B. Jacobs, “Fyros der Grosse als
Geisel am medischen Konigshof”, £4 31 (1996), 85-100
and Briant, HPE, 14-16.

Grayson, Chromicles, 106, 1 1-4, The precading section of
the chromicle 1= broken, so this event may only be dated in
ar before the sixth year of Nabonidus {ie., 533 to 349
B.Cy, the Sippar Cylinder of Mabonidus indicates that
Astyages” defeat occurred in 553, See Briant, HPE, 31-32
for dizcussion.

Fer the problems with dating the Lydian conguest, see 1.
Cargill, “The Nabonidus Chronicle and the Fall of Lydia™,
AIH 2 {1977), 97-116 and Briant, SPE, 34-335

Grayon, Chromicles, 109, 11 1223,

See Briant, HPE, 33-34 and 882 for disoussion of these
traditions.

Herodotus related that Cyrus met his death battling the
Massagatae In the extremme north-east (1.201-14). Most
other versions of Cyrus” death point to this same area, even
if the details diverge, see W.I. Vogelzsang, The Rise amd
Crgarivation of the Achaemenid Empire {Leiden, 1992),
18789 and Briant, APE, 49-50. The latest Babylonian
admindstrative taxt dated by Cyrus is 12 Avgust 530 and
the first by Cambyses 1z 31 Aupust 530; see M.
Dandamaev, A Political History of the Achaemenid
Empire, translated by W.J. Vogelsang (Leiden, 1989
70-71, Details of Cyrus” activities between the years 539
and 530, the conquest of Babylon and lis death in the
norti-east, are lacking

Vogelsang, Rive and Organisation, especially Chapters 1
and 6, contains discussions of the archasological evidencs
and references; see also Briant, HFPE, 38-40, 7679, and
753-34

For discussion and references, see Vopelsang, Rise armd
Organisation, 38-68%, Briant, HPE, 76, 892-93, and
102627 and Briant, Bullerss d'Ristoire achéménide I,
Persika I (Pans, 2001), 162-65.

Distances gauged from map 94 of the Barriegron dilas of
the Greck and Reman World, ed. K. Talbert (Princeton,
2000, For the difficulties in determining settlerment patterns
in mid-first millennium B.CE. Fars, see W, Summner
“Archaeclogical measures of cultural continuity and the
artivals of the Persians in Fars™, in H. Sancisi-Weerdenburg,
A Fahrt, and M.C. Root {eds.), dohaeneid History VI
Contingity and Change (Leiden, 1994), 97-103,

Some historians do not view this Cyms as Cymus the
Great's grandfather, because of the necessity of assigning
the reigns of Cyrus [ and Cambyses | to span the pericd
betwean 646 and 559, e.g., Briant, HPE, 17-18 and 878
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Ses my “The Earliest Persians in Southwestern Iran: The
Textual Evidence”, franfon Studies 32 (1999), 96-107.
Compare P de Miroschedji’s discussion in “La fin du
royaume d°Ansan et de Suse et la naissance de 1"Empire
patse”, Z4 75 (1983), 265-306

DI Luckenbill, The dewals of Sewacherds, CIP 2
{Chicago, 1924}, 43 1. 4344 {both preceded by the deter-
minative KR ).

R. Borger, Beitrdge zum Inschrifienwerk Ashurbanipals
{Wiesbaden, 1996), 191-92.

For this sealing, see M.B. Garrison and M.C. Root,
Achaemenid History IX: Persepolis Seal Studies (Leiden,
19963, 6-7 and fig. Za—«

Bee Schandip, fusoheiffren, 409-40 and Beaunlieu,
Nabowidus, 108

.E. Hagan, “Feilschnfludomden zur Geschichte des
K.onigs Cyns”, Beitrdge zur Asnyriologie 2 (1894), 257 for
the text and 214-15 for the tansliteration, Schaudig,
Tnschriffen, 548,

.1 Gadd er af., Uk Excavatton Texss (London, 1927), Vol
I — Plates, pl. 194 for the text and Vol I — Texds, p. 58 for
the transliteration; Schaudig, feschrifion, 549,

Grayson, Chromicles, 106-7. Thealteration “king of Anshan™
and “king of Persia™ does not appear to be historically sigmf-
icant; sompare F. Vallat, “Cyns I'usurpaten’™, 428

3. Smith, Babwoniar Histovical Texty (Chicago, 1924), 85,
v 4 and plate VIIT and Schaudig, feschrifien, 569

Usually the conjunctive title “kng of Babylon, king of
latls™ weas used, but sometimes one of the other appears
alone; see Dandamaev, Pefitieal History, 55 n. 9.
Regarding the evolution of this titlary, see A, Kuhut and 5

Sherwin-White, “erxes' Destmction of Babylonian
Temples™, inAchaemenid History I, 72-73 and F. Joannes,
“La titulature de Merxés”, Nowvelles assyriologigues
bréves ef utiliteives 1989 no. 2, p. 25

A K. Grayson, Babylonion Historical Literary Texts
{Toronto, 1975), 25 and 32-33,

The dynamics of the Persian-Elamite synthesis in Fars 1z a
topic beyond the seope of this article. Is it possible that the
fitle “king of Anshan” was used consciously as a vanation
of the traditional Elamite fifle “king of Anshan and Susa™?
At the least, it would have recalled a key component of the
traditional fitle that in itself encapsulated a glonous,
Elamite past. For a brief discussion of Elamite titilary, see
F. Malbran-Labat, Les Inscriptions reyales de Suse:
Brigues de Pépogque paléo-élamite & U'Empive néo-élamite
{Paris, 1995}, 176-79

Hee, among others, [ Stronach, Pasargadae {Ondford,
1978), 52-54, Mircschedjl, “La fin du royvanme™, 299-304,
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and E. Carter, “Bridging the gap between the Elamitas and
the Persians in Southeastern FKhuzistan®, doboemenid
Histary VIIT, 63-05.,

Grayson, Chrosfcfes, 111, 11 24-28, This passape has been
unclarstood in varous ways (eg, Dandamaev, Political
History, 5637 and references). The interpretation here
reflects AR Geotge's collations and discussion, “Studies
in Cultic Topography and Ideclogy”, Bir 53 (1996),
3T9-50. See also A. Kuhrt, “Some Theughts on P Briant,
Histoive de empive perse”, Topod, Suppl. 1 (1997, 300-2.
The femple was the E.GIDARKEALAMMA, SUM.MA
“House which Bestows the Sceptre of the Land™ (A R.
Geotge, House Meost High: The Temples of Ancient
Mesopotanda [Winona Lake, 1993], 132-33))

Sez also p. 4 and n, 22,

There are no extant Mesopotamian or Elamite roval
inseriptions, and thus no knewledge of formal titulary, of
Cambyses (r 530-522) The Akkadian version of the
Bisitun Inscription (line 12, DB §10) identifies Cambyses
as “king of Persia, king of lands™ (as is typical in
Babylonian economic texts dating to Cambyses™ reign)
LUGAL "par’-su LUGAL KURKUR. The Old Persian
and Elamite versions note only that “he was king here”
(DB, Old Persian, 1 29: hazvam idd xiqvabjva aha) and that
“he held the kingship™ (DB, Elamife, 1 23: SUNKEl-me
marrif). Egyptian texts name Cambyses “King of Upper
and Lower Egypt” and “son of Re” (both as expected) as
well as “The Great King of All Foreign Lands™ see, for
example, G, Posener, La Premidre dominalion perse en
Egypre (Cairo, 1936), 7, 28 and 36. Note also the
discussion of AB. Llovd, “The Insenption of
Udjahormesnet: A Colleborator’s Testament”, JHA 68
{1982), 166-80,

See Briant, HPE, 132-33.

See Bnant, HPF, 18-19 and 111,

Non-royal individuals whom Herodotus labelled as
“Achaemenid” are Hystaspes (1.209), Pharnaspes (I11.2),
Sataspes (IV.43), Megabates (V.32), Tigranes (VIL62) and
Artachaees (VIL11T).

Hat. VIL11: ey o v B Aogelon toff Yordoreostod
' Apodusog Tol* Apwapdyven 1o0 Teloneog Toll Kigou
1od) Koptozo 1ol Teloneog 1ol " AgaulEvien yiyovag
... Notably, Derius is the first of nine kings in Menes’
recitation, a direct echo of DB §4 and DBa wherein
Darfus clammed to be the mnth king in succession; see
Eollinger, “Der Stammbaum”™, 18999 and especially pp.
1934F,

For the mscrptions of Anaramnes and Arsames, see
Buient, HPE, 16 and 877, compare Vallat, “Cyros Fusurpa-
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tewr” and P Lecoy, Les inscriptions de la Perse
achémdride (France, 1997), 126 (with qualification ).

DB §35 (Old Pesian) hawv Parfavaiy dha avam Kiva
avaharde Bamigive abava. Elamite: "Mitadpn "u Vot
"Partwma® Favir hupiri “laffup i maztemaia beplip
Alkadian: "Uiraspd AD-tiea fio FRParnd afthmea wgu
laparmisu ana “F armarti¥ italiu

Hat. 11138 sl héyow ofdevd wo peydhou. Plato stated
oufright that Darius was not the son of a king (Laws 695¢)
Faor further dizscussion, see Bnant, FRE, 108-12. Note also
that Aelian, Varia Historia XI11.43 identified Darivs a3 a
“quiver-bearer” (gopeTpopdpay) for Cyms.

For the Bisitun relief, see Schinitt, Bisitwm, pl. 5. For DNe
(Magsh-1 Rustam) see R. Schrmtt, The Od Persion
Inscriptions of Nagsh-i Rustam and Persepoliy (London,
2000}, 45 and plate 22.

Sea Briants discussion, HPE, 107-12

See Brnant, HPE, 13235 and Brosius, Women i dncfent
Persig, 53-54, If the Otanes, son of Thukhra, of the Seven
was an Achaemenid, this identificaion would offer more
intriguing possibilities of the links betwean Cyrs” family
and the Achasmenids. Howewver, (Manes 15 nowhere
identified as an Achaemenid; like the other six helpers of
Darius, he 1s identified in the Bisitun Inscription only as a
Persian. This, though, does not preclude a link to the
Achaemenid clan

Mote W. Brandenstein aned M., Mayrhoter’s definition of
Teumadi-, Handbuch des Altpersischen (Wiesbaden, 1964),
145 “Geschlesht, Sippe, Familie, Nachkommenschafi™
Compare the Akkadian $a z@rfva “of my line (Iterally
‘sead™t and the Elamite NUMUN med sukami “of our
line™. See Rollinger, “Der Stammbaum™, 183-86.
Herodotis records that ancther of the Seven, Otanes, was
active in the conquest of Sames (111.141-49); see Briant,
HFE, 122,

Since Intaphermnes is still named in the Bisitun Inscription,
his fall from grace (Helt, 1IL118-19) presumably occumsd
after 519, See Boant, APE, 12837 for a discussion of
Darius” #iX co-conspirarors.

See p. 6 and n. 43.

This Dadarshi was different than the homeonymous
individual, an Armenian, who was sent apainst rebels in
Armenia (DB §26),

53

DMa §2 and DSe §2 (Old Persian versionk adam
Darayavaud cSiyalive vasrake Savabiva cbavabivanam
siavaliva dafyimam vispazandnam sFayvaliva akbyava
bimmid  vazvakdvd  divaiepty Viltdspalnd  puga
Haxamanizive Parsa Parsohya puga Aviva Ariva viga “1
am Danus the Great King, King of Kings, King of
countries containing all kinds of men, King in this great
earth far and wide, son of Hystaspes, an Achaemenid, a
Pessian, son of a Persian, an Aryan, having Aryan lineage™,
Kent, €Hd Persian, 138 and 142 and Schimitt, Ofd Persfan
Inscriptions, 25 and 30 {DNa §2).

See, for example, the seminal treatment of M. Cool Root,
The King and Kingship in Achaemenid Art {Leiden,
1979} and APE. Chapters 5-6 {with references). Note
that there1s not unanimity on the quastion of the creation
of the Cld Persian script, see, for example, Vallat, “Cymus
Iusurpatewr™ and F. Lecoq, Les imscriptions, 77 and
85-87.

For some of the broader implications of the “Asyan™
{Iranian) character of Achaemenid ideclogy, a complex
issueg, see G. Groli, The Mdea of fram Ar Essay on [is
Orfgit (Foma, 1989), Chapters 1-3.

See G, Gnoll, Zoroaster i History (Mew Yok, 20003 for
discuzsion and references.

M. Boyes, A History of Zeroastrianism, Vol. 1T (Leiden,
1982, 41. Mazdaean and eastern [raman etymologies have
bean proposed for other names, bat many are of dubious or
uncertain value (e.g. Cambyses). See the discussion of
Voelsang, Rive and Organisation, 306 for possible castem
connections of the Achaemenids in general and note J.
Harmafta, “The Rise of the Old Perstan Empire — Cynis
the Great”, deta Adntigua Academice Scientfarum
Hungaricae 19 (1971}, 1-15.

Dandamaev, Pofittcal History, 36-37 contains summary
and referances for the location of Zoroaster™s homeland in
Drangiana, compare G Gnoli, Zoroasters Time and
Homeland, A Smdy on the Origins of Maszdeism and
Felated Problenis (Naples, 1980). See also the remarks of T.
Cuyler Young, “Early Iron Age Irm Revisited: Preliminary
Suggestions for the Re-analysis of Old Constructs™, in L.
Huot et al. (ads), De Fludes awx Balkans: Recueil & Ja
Meémoire de Jeos Deshaves (Pans, 1985, 360 and Gnoli,
Zoroaster in History, 50 and 84 1, 42,
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RUSSIAN EXCAVATIONS IN ARMENIA
By R. D. BARNETT AND W. WATSON

THE most important contribution to the subject of Urartian atchacology is
the publication in 1950 of a preliminary report on the excavations at Karmir-
Blur. This (Karmir Blur, 1) is a short wotk of 97 pages accompanied by 16
half-tone illustrations and 64 text figutes by B. B. Piotrovsky (Akademii Nank
Armyanskoy §.5.R.., Erivan, 1950). Its importance lies in the fact, first, that it
is the first controlled excavation of any importance which has taken place in
Urartian territory, and second, in the nature of the material discovered and
described. The cate with which the excavation was evidently conducted
further adds to its importance. As copies of this work outside the * Iron
Curtain ”” must be exceedingly rare, we have thought fit to present a detailed
and illustrated summaty for the benefit of Western students. The book, too,
may be condensed with some profit, as it repeats itself in different chapters
yet lacks enough cross-references.

Karmir-Blur is an ancient site on the left bank of the River Zanga below
Erivan and opposite the village of Jaferabad (fig. 1). On the west of it lies a
wide waterless plateau, on the south are irrigated gardens and fields. The
plateau is covered with crumbled walls forming red earth, from which the local
name meaning “ Red Mound * is derived. On the top of the site are remains of
mediacval farm-houses, and, abutting the #a// on the west, are remains of a large
town covering about 6o hectares, in which at least three straight strects with
insulae on either side can be distinguished. The site was much robbed until
1936 by peasants seeking earth who found many vases and in 1936 a fragment
of an inscription mentioning Rusa, son of Argiti (c. 680-645 B.C)). The same
year an expedition began work under the joint leadership of Piotrovsky (for
the Hermitage) and Kafadarian (for the Armenian Commission for the Preserva-
tion of Ancient Monuments) and by reptesentatives of other bodies. Work
was concentrated on a huge building on the central mound which tutned out
to be the domestic wing and storehouses of the citadel (fig. 2). The citadel
was found to be a massive structure, the walls of which were built in a series of
alternate recessed niches and buttresses, while along the steep slope facing the
River Zanga they formed a series of towers proceeding in stepped fashion,
one leading in front of the other. The inner face of the citadel building was
also treated in this indented fashion and recessed to form a huge courtyard
entered through two gates. This courtyard area enclosed the homes of the
richer part of the community.

In the small area of the town which was opened, a little information was
gained concerning the insulae. They represented each a single structure con-
taining several dwellings of the same type; one included as many as five.

“This content downloaded from 195,34.79.223 on Sat, 14 Jun 2014 20:21:43 PM
All use subject to ISTOR Terms and Conditions
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Fig. 2. Plan of the citadel of Karmir-Blur.
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Each had its separate entrance, an open court and two living-rooms. The
buildings were apparently wholly built of stone, with wooden pillars supporting
the roof. The pillars rested on bases of tufa. Whereas the character of the
citadel architecture was strongly teminiscent of Mesopotamia, that of the town
had closer analogies to the buildings of the ancient Caucasus. Clay pots and
a potter’s wheel of clay, iron objects and a * stamp-cylinder ** were found.
A double-sided mould of stone for casting an axe of Transcaucasian type was
picked up here on the surface. It would seem that the buildings are contem-
porary with the citadel.

A cemetery of the Hellenistic petiod was also excavated, containing skeletons
placed in a crouched position in cist graves, in some cases more than one
skeleton being placed in the same grave.

There are also traces of graves of a pre-Urartian period to the south-west
of the grove of trees outside the citadel. They may, however, have overlapped
into the Urartian period. In these the bodies were laid in a crouched position
inside a circle or semicircle of upright stones covered with thick stone slabs,
In the graves were deposited clay vessels, bronze objects and in one case
obsidian arrow-heads.

The Citadel—The citadel, which formed the main area of excavation, is
said to belong to two periods. The date of the earlier is not stated, but from
the presence in it of objects bearing the name of Menua, it would seem to us to
belong to the late ninth ot early eighth century. The main building period
however is ascribed to Rusa son of Argisti (c, 680-645 B.C.). It seems to have
been destroyed in a violent conflict which took place, according to the ex-
cavators, at the beginning of the sixth century B.C. Many arrow-heads of a
type recognised as Scythian (see below, p. 147 and fig. 12, local arrow-heads
ate seen on fig. 13) were found around the West gate, a lazge number being
imbedded in a great mass of fallen brickwork with their tips bent or broken.
The excavators date this type of arrow head between 600 and 575 B.C.  There
is however some reason to doubt this dating, and to place this destruction of
Karmir Blur, as T. Sulimirski will show,? in about 625 B.C., connecting it
with the beginning of the Scythian invasion of Western Asia before the fall of
Nineveh. Remains of fruits, such as pomegranate, grapes and water-melon
seeds were found in nearby houses, and from this and other indications the
excavators judge that the fall of Karmir-Blur took place in the first half of
August.

Inside the courtyard were small temporary living rooms, built against the
inner fagade, roofed originally with light branches and earth, which were used
for habitation during the siege. They stood near the north west gate and at the

* For this nomenclature see below, p. 145. 1 In an article which is at present in preparation.
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south west corner. The former were burnt and the latter, though unburnt,
were plundered, and contained the bodies of the slain defenders. In these
rooms were found large quantities of millet, used for making beer, barley,
wheat and peas, also fragments of a bronze quiver, which originally hung
on the wall,

Fig. 3. Scaraboids. Fig. 4. Griffin heads of horn.

Another dwelling near the west gate contained remains of three wicker
shields with bronze conical omphaloi, two of which were inscribed “Argigeit
son of Menua”

The citadel is thought by the excavators to have been the court of the
Urartian viceroy or other royal representative, and contained a number of
rooms which were apparently used for storing tribute and supplies. Some of
these, however, had been used for temporary habitation during the last days of
the siege in which the city was destroyed. At the south side of the courtyard
were the residences of the officials. The building as a whole covered 1,600
square metres and contained at least 120 rooms, of which 3o have been so far
excavated. The walls are of large unbaked bricks containing chopped straw,
which measured 52 % 35 % 14 em. The bases of the walls consist of
huge unworked stones. Some of the walls are preserved up to a height of
7 metres and are about 4 metres in width. The original height of the rooms is
thought to have been about 10 metres. The roof was flat and was made of
beams of pine, poplar, oak and beech.  According to the excavators there were
two systemns in which these were laid, both of which are still used in the Caucasus.
According to the one, the beams are planed on one side and laid close together,
and on top of them layers of reed, twigs and rushes, and finally beaten earth,
are placed. According to the other, there ate transverse beams across which
longitudinal beams are laid, and above these a layer of reeds. Windows were
inserted in the walls high up near the roof, There are also the remains of
light wells. The central part of the palace was two storeys high, and in some

1c, Ths—76a B.C.
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parts it appears that there was a cornice with crenellations, as on the bronze
model from Toprak Kale (Irag, XII, pl. 1). The building as we have said
seems to have been built in two periods, the earlier belonging to the time of
Menua, and the later, containing storehouses of different kinds, to the time of
Rusa son of Argis (c. 680-645 B.C.).

Rooms 1, 2 and 3 have whitewashed walls, with a decoration imitating
brickwork. Room 2z contained cakes of sesame and refuse of sesame oil,
apparently used for fuel or fodder, stone rubbers and a pestle and mortar.

Fig. 5. Wooden objects.

Near the door leading to Room 3 was a large shield of bronze about 1 metre
across with a conical centre which had apparently fallen from the wall. It was
inseribed “ From the fortress of Argiti,! son of Menua ; this shield Argisti
son of Menua, powerful king, great king, king of Biaina, ruler of the city
Tufpa; (dedicated) to the god Haldi.”

1g, 785-760 B.C. The text is published by Piotrov- (i) Heldie swrie fwf o-fe (m) Argiilside
ski, Epig, Vortoka, TT, B4t (m) Argidftfond sorieile () Menwa-fi-nf wf-tions (i) Hal-dimioni alssei-né
Ba-si-ni-f (o) Mf—w—o—&r s ] A'.rgv—d—ﬂ-.w (w) Ar-gwh‘l af (o) Men-mu-a-fi BARRU DAN.NU BARRU

() Metigiea-pi-ni FaRRU DawsT HARRU ol i-ni 8ok MAT BV a=lagi {al) Tw-wl-pa (als).
HAR AT Bivemesr olueri (alt) Tweaf-pa (af)
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& 10
Figs. 6-10.
6. Bronze figure of Teifcha. 7. Stamp cylinder. 8. Bronze ornament of vase,
9. Bronze fragment of furnitare. 10, Gold carring.
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13 14
Figs. 11-14.

11. Iron knives and sword. 12, Scythian arrow heads. 135, Arrow heads,
14. Iron sword and scabbard.
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Regons 4 contained a vat with a gutter leading out of the citadel.  Small finds
found in it included a bronze belt made of plates otnamented with dotted lines
(of a type also found elsewhere in Urartu, at Goloveno and Malaklyu near
Igdir, Mt. Ararat), fragments of an iron saw and a griffin’s head of Scythian
style made of horn and remains of another unfinished specimen (fig. 4).
There were also cut basalt blocks, which appear to have been lodged in the
upper part of the southern wall of the room.

Room 5 had four doors. In it was found half a bronze quiver (the other
half being in Room 13) about 66 cm. long (Plate XX XTI, 1), decorated with
eight bands of horsemen, chariots and ritual scenes, and dedicated by Sardurit ;
also a bronze statuette of the god Teifeba, apparently the head of a standard
(fig. 6). This figure is 25 cm. high. His garment is decorated with small
squates like the figure from Toprak Kale (Irag, XIII, Pt. 1, pl. VII), and he
holds in his right hand a disc-shaped mace and a double axe in the left. On his
head there is a capital pierced with 2 horizontal hole. He stands on a base
which was fixed to an iron rod. In the western part of the room were 2
quantity of beads, Assyrian cylinder-seals and an Urartian * stamp eylinder.”

Roem 6 lay below 5 and was reached by descending a staircase. The roof
of the room was supported on a central pillar which stood on a stone base.
In the western patt wete heaps of wheat,

Boom 7 contained remains of six pithe/ holding sesame seed and three much
damaged cuneiform tablets, now published by I. N. Diakonov, Epigrafika
Vostoka, 11, 1948, 86. ‘Two contained personal names {one is I5tagi), apparent-
ly witnesses to a contract, and one has traces of a cylinder-seal impression.
The thitd tablet mentions sending of artisans and oxen.

Room 8 was empty ; it led into 9, which had been destroyed by fire.  Room 8
gave admittance to Roow 10 by means of a staircase or ramp. In Room 1o,
apparently used as a living-room during the siege, were found stone querns
and warious iron and bronze implements, including curved iron knives (type
of fig, 11), whetstones, a short iron sword (fig. 11) and a superb bronze helmet
ornamented with a broad frieze of chariots and ritual scenes protected by lion
headed snakes (fig. 15 and plates XXXII, 2, XXXIII, 2). This decoration
is executed in repoussé, and there is an inscription * To the god Haldi, Sarduri,
son of Argisti, for his life * followed by two hieroglyphs. An Assyrian faience
cylindet-seal showing a man fighting a monster was also found.

Reom 11 contained a bronze loop for latching the door, which bore the
inseription * Rusa son of ArgiSti, fortress of TeiSebaina.

Room 12 was filled with about 20,000 litres of wheat to a depth of 25-45 ¢cm.,

1 On p. 96 of the book however these objects are * For this nomenclature, see below, p. 145,
described a3 found in the " room of the gate-keeper Y (m) Rasa-ai () Argif-de-pinii (i) weri-

of the citadel," {#F-parrr-mials) (ilw)] Teei-Je-bawimi(alu). Published by
T e 760-733 B.C, Piotrovski, Epig, Vostoka I, 84.
5400 B2
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Figs. 16-19. 16, Red burnished ware. 17, Coarse ware. 18. Black burnished ware.
19. Bronze bowls.
5408 3
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and amongst it were remains of insects and weevils. In the southern part of the
room, on 4 wooden platform, were bronze pieces of furniture (fig. g}, some cups
and phialze of Assyrian type, small bells and bracelets and fragments of a bronze
belt decorated with a design of a bull and a sacred tree in a cartouche. Inside a
cup were some fine gold earrings, decorated with granulation (fig. 10}, A
bronze bucket was found, ornamented with two bulls’ heads in relief, and also
an isolated bull’s head of the same type (fig. 8).

Ragm 13 was also a store-room but had been used as a living-room during the
siege. It contained querns, vessels of grain, including one wooden vase
turned on a lathe (fig. §), 2 wooden handle shaped as a ram’s head (fig. 5) and
fragments of wooden panelling, perhaps from furniture (fig. §), inlaid with
geometrical shapes in horn, also fragments of an iron javelin. Some picces of
woollen textiles, balls of woollen thread and a distaff with unspun yarn and
fragments of net and remains of grass matting wete also found.

The same toom contained a ** huge ™ quantity of bronzes, fragments of a
second belt of thin bronze, ornamented with dotted lines, fibulac?, a long iron
sword of Transcaucasian type, 72 cms, long, with bronze-rimmed handle
and a scabbatd having a bronze tip (fig. 14), knives, sickles and daggers, many
beads and fish bones. Included amongst them were two Urartian seals and a
paste bead, hemispherical with ribbing, which is said to be of Scythian origin.
A steatite finial, perhaps from a wand, in the shape of a lion’s head, and one
half of a quiver, the other half of which was found in Room j, lay in the doot-
way of this room (see above, p. 139).

Room 14 contained a lamp-stand of iron, 1.45 m. high, with a tripod foot,
somewhat similar to one found at Toprak Kale (Irag, XIII, Pr. 1, fig. 13).

Room 15 was apparently used as a brewery. On the floor was a deep vat
with a gutter running through Room 13 to the outside. Above this was 2
stone funnel resting on a wooden structure, and nearby lay an iron shovel
with a long handle and a clay pot. In the pot were barley seeds and a filter of
straw and twigs covering a hole in the base.  This was used for making beet.

Room 16 contained a large burnished black vessel, 5o cm. high, with a painted
shoulder-band having concentric circles of black and brown on yellow and bulls’
heads in high relief (fig. 18). 'This also appears to have been used for beer.

Room 17 was empty except for part of an iron lamp and of an iron chain.

! The exeavators consider this pair of earrings 1o
be Western Anatolian or Ionian, of the sixth ¢en-
wry B.C., but one may disagree with this opinion,
They would ssem to be Oriental, pethaps 625-575 B.C.
The clogest parallels seem to be Phoenician carrings
from Tharros (end of seventh cenrury?)—Marshall,
Catalsgwe of Greek, eic. Jewellery in the British Museaom,
Pl. XXIIL, 1495, and a pair from Us, from below the
Persian floor of E-nunomakh (Woolley, A.J. 11,

This eonsent downlosded Fram 195,34,70.2
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No. 4. pl. XXX, 1923). CL, a Cretan example (late
seventh centwry s JLH.5., 1944, pl. IX). For Ionic
types, sec Winski, Johrbwoh fir klvinasiatische Forrching,
1, 1950,

3 The cxcavators say that whereas 3 fibula with
thickened arc was the type fmade locally, another
eype with flacened arc was used in Urarmu proper;
but 4 fibuls of this type was found by S. 1. Makalarys
in the Dran Cemetery (W, Georgia)-
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Room 18 contained a bronze helmet of Assyrian type originally held by
a thong passing under the chin from two metal loops, also six bronze cups
with offset rims (fig. 19), knives, sickles, two iron pitchforks, 85 and 54 cms.
long, iron bridles and characteristic Scythian horse trappings with bone cheek-
pieces (fig. 22) and beak-shaped buckles of bronze! Two paste scaraboid
amulets with imitations of Egyptian hieroglyphs were also found (fig. 3).

Roomr 19 contained a curious padlock of bronze in the shape of [ with a
cross-bolt,

Roem 2o contained four bronze wall-nails of Assyrian type.

Rooms z1-22 contained nothing of importance. Roosr 23 contained the
remains of a wooden door, the planks of which were bolted together with
wooden nails. There were also remains found of the iron latch in which it
was held.

Room 24 contained a bronze helmet similar to that from Room 18 but
decorated with a symbol in relief, pethaps of the god Teifeba (fig. 21), also some
Seythian arrow-heads (fig. 12) and a “ stamp cylinder ™ (fig. 7).

Room 23, the roof of which was supported on three columns painted with
frescoes in several colours, representing a sacted tree between winged figures
surmounted by a (winged?) disc, was a wine-store. It contained 8z pithei
half buried in the ground (Plate XX XIII, 1). All are marked with measures of
capacity, 62 being in hieroglyphs, 20 in cuneiform, and were evidently meant for
wine, which, owing to the season (early August), was not yet made. Of these,
a few were filled with wheat, barley and sesame. One, however, contained
97 bronze cups, all inscribed variously with the names of Menua, Argidti,
Rusa and Sarduri? The inscriptions on Menua’s six cups state that they
belong to his fortress. 83 are inscribed ** belonging to Sarduri,” and five out of
six belonging to Rusa also claim to belong to *the fortress™ and bear a tree,
a turret and a lion’s head (fig. 20). One cup refers to the  small town of
Rusa,” and five, inscribed * Belonging to Argiti ” add two hieroglyphs, an
eagle and a rhombus,

In the centre of this room was a sacrificial stand with traces of burning and a
censer, also five figures of gods in clay in the form of bearded men wearing
fish skins. Iron implements, clay lamps, a clay funnel, a bulla with two seal
impressions, and a cuneiform inscription, a Scythian iron bridle, beak-shaped

1 Theste beak-shaped buckles for crotsing straps
were apparently taken over in the harnessing of
Persian or Median horses, and may be seen illestrated
on the sculptures of Pertepolis, Pope, Survey of Perion
Art, Pl. 948, ogB, cf. t10; Herzfeld, fran im the
Ancient Eare, pl. LXVIL. They are apparently
related in function to the ceoss-over pieces ornamented

with figures of animals, in either bronze or ivory,
from the Greek coast of Asia Minor, such a2 that in
form of a boar, or that in form of & wild goat, Hogarth
Ephesas, pl, XXII1, 2, 3, fig. 33, datable to the sixth
century B.C.

% Most probably Rusa II (66c-623) and his son
Sarduri ITI (645-625 B.C.).
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buckles {fig. 22), a silver phalera and an ornament in the form of a three-armed
swastika, were also found. Among them wete the skeletons of four horses
which had fallen through the roof, one of which wore horse-trappings of
the above-mentioned Scythian type, while the others were bare. The excavator
sugpests that the horse with Scythian trappings had been captured by the be-
sieged before the fall of the citadel (—he does not explain how these animals,
with others mentioned below, found their way on to the roof).

Rogm 26 was filled with burnt bones, apparently of large and small horned
cattle which had been sacrificed, the skulls and legs of the oxen and cows being
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Fig. 2. Inscription and monogram of Sarduri,
from bronze bowls.

missing. This was a storeroom, and the bones appear to have been collected
from sacrificial pyres. The bronze fittings of a wooden stool with decoration
of pendant leaves were also found (cf. fig. ).

It is mentioned that there were also asses on the roof of the palace which
collapsed into the rooms below.  Parts of their flesh and skin were found, and,
in one case, fragments of a stomach containing water-melon seeds. It is also
mentioned that the heavy horned cattle resemble bos primigenins and that the
horse is of an extinct species smaller than the Scythian horse as known from the
South Russian kurgans, while the bones of the ass are identical with those of the
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aboriginal type of ass found in Transcaucasia. Remains of 2 goat and of 2 pig
and of two types of sheep were also found, but where it is not stated.

This concludes the list of things found in various rooms. The excavators
mention under the heading of agriculture that grain included remains of
Triticum wwigare vill., soft wheat and batley (Hordesn vulgare L.} and rye (Secale
L.} and millet (Setaria italica). In a vasc found in a house near the west
fagade was a store of seeds of Cameling micrecarpa and some fragments of Trans-
caucasian thyme, while stores of sesame were found in four large vases in
Room 1 of the palace. Two kinds of beans, Ciicer arietinum and Ervem fens, were
also found. A plum-stone is also mentioned from Room 14 as are remains
of pomegranate seeds in a house near the north-west corner of the fortress,

Pottery was of three kinds : (@) Red burnithed ware, consisting of one-handled
pitchers, profiled cups and small double vessels. It is remarked that the
burnish is less than that on pottery from Central Urartul, and that the pitchers
often have a hieroglyph stamped under the handle (fig. 16). (§) Coarse black
ware vases with wide neck and herringbone combed design (fig. 17). (¢) Plan
ware. The burnished pottery, which was found both in the citadel and in the
town, has analogies in Transcaucasian cemeteries of the seventh and sixth
centuries 5.C. in the Debed Valley, at Shaytan-dag excavated by de Motgan,
a cemetery at Goloveno, and from finds of Lalayan in the Sevan region.

Among miscellaneous finds described by the excavators are seals of seal-
cylinder type but with a4 second design on the bottom—a combination of
cylinder- and stamp-seal (cf. fig. 7) which was christened “ stamp-cylinder
by R. D. Barnett in a recent article.! The guess made there that these stamp-
cylinders came from Urartu has been amply verified ; 18 were found at Karmir
Blur, 14 being of steatite, 3 of faience and 1 of bronze. Some were four-
sided and some bell-shaped. Assytian cylinder-seals were also found.

The excavators mention that beads of carnelian, sardonyx, rock crystal and
steatite were found in huge quantities, and that the carnelian spherical
beads have a funnel-shaped perforation which shows them to be Assyrian,
whereas three barrel-shaped beads of golden carnelian are bored with a diamond,
giving a strictly cylindrical perforation. An article of Lemmlein® is quoted
sugpesting that they are from Iran or India. A box of birch bark was found
in the western part of the palace containing a necklace of agate beads, three
Urartian seals and a bronze pendant bearing an inscription in cuneiform,

Scaraboids of Egyptian type have already been mentioned showing connec-
tions with Phoenician or Egyptian circles. In addition a small pendant of
glazed paste representing Sekhmet was found. (The excavators mention

3 For this see g, H. H. von der Osten, Dir 3 LH.S 18, 1949, 13
Urartdische Topferei awr Van, 1 Oriemealia, fase. a1, B Krat. Soob, LMK, XVIII, 1947, 21
1952, (Past 11 bus noc yet appeared.)
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Fig_ 21. Bronze helmer.
Fig. 2:. Bone pieces of Scythian bridle and bronze buckles
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PLATE XXXIII

1. View of Wine Store in Room 25 at Karmir Blur

2. Derail of bronze helmet from Room 10
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similar Egyptian objects found at Van and various parts of the Caucasus,
In the cemetery of Mingechaut on the River Kur an sfaf eye was found, and in
the upper valley of the River Chegen in the Kabardin republic, 19 scarabs
of Naucratite type were found).

Among the most interesting remains are those of Scythian origin associated
with the destruction of the city. The room of the gate-keeper in the gate of the
citadel contained a griffin’s head of deet’s antler apparently rubbed by long
use (fig. 4). Nearby was another example which had apparently been made
on the spot together with the remains of an iron saw?  Scythian arrow-heads
and harness have been mentioned above.

The excavators report that bones of the following animals were found,
apparently used as food : Bors fawras, the domestic ox 3 Bos bubalus, the homped
ox; Eguus caballus, the domestic horse ; the pig; a gazelle, Gazells subgutturosa ;
a wild ram ; a type of large goat resembling the Daghestan Tur (Capra cylin-
dricornis) ; and some small horned cattle. Bones of a domestic dog (Spitghund)
(Canis familiaris palustris) and of a stone-marten, probably a pet, were also
found. 1In the storehouse of the palace was found the skeleton of a wild cat
which had fallen into it while chasing a mouse.

It is clear from this report that these excavations, conducted with very
considerable cate and skill, are of quite unusual interest and importance,
It is much to be hoped that the excavator will in due course follow the
work which we have studied, with a full-length publication and adequate
photographic illustrations.

Notk : The line illustrations to this article are all from Piotrovsky’s Karmir
Biar though several have been redrawn. The plates however are reproduced
from his article Urarin in a collectaneous work, Po Sledam Drevnikh Kultur
(1951) as the illustrations of the same subjects in Karmir Bler are too bad.
In obtaining access to these publications we have been greatly helped by our
colleague, Mr. J. C. W. Horne,

1 But sse sbove, p. 139, where according also to the excavators these are said to be from Room 4.
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A HOARD QF INGOT-CURRENCY OF THE MEDIAN PERIOD
FROM NUSH-I JAN, NEAR MALAYIR

By A. D. H. Bivar

The Cirewmstanzes of the Find

The 1487 campaign of excavations at Niish-d Jan, some seven miles north-west of Malayir, and forty-
three miles south-cast of Hamadan, has been described by Mr, David Stronach in his aricle for the
Bulfetin of the Metropolitan Museum,® and subsequently in greater detail in the gl issue of fran.®
On the last day of the season, there was uncovered a hoard of silver objects in a bronze bowl (FL I11c),
bucied Below oo level at the base of the ramp o the Eastern Building or Fort. This strecture &
ascribred by the excavator to the phase Nosh-a Jao I, dated to the peraod of the Median kingdom during
the seventh century B.C, Its abandonment is placed by him ¢, Goo B.C., a conclusion which seems 1o be
entively supported by the present examination of the fnd. Of over 200 silver objects found in the bowl,
goane were i the foem of jewellery, and included a single carving (139}, and numerows double and
guadruple spical beads. These are to be discumssed elsewhere by Me, Stromach, It will be maintained
heree that the remaining iterms were not pricmarily inteaded for persenal adornment or the manofictuce
of jewellery, but were cather valued for their bullion content, and are thus of interest for the bistory of
ancient currency prior to the intreduction of a formal coinage in the ancient Mear East. The present
writer is indebted to Mr. Stronach not only for his hospitality at Ndsh-i Jin during an earlier stage of
the excavation, but also for his kind invitation to publish the monetary portion of the fnd, and for the
illustracive material which is used here. The present examination i3 also extensively based on the regis-
ter of the board compiled by Mr. 'All Sarfariz of the Iranian Archacolegical Service, and by Mre
Stranach, whe asisted In many ways, and in particular weighed many of the pieces, and cleaned some
of those ohscured by encrustation. At the Mizeh Irfin Bastin, Tehran, Mr. Khurramabidi kindly
facilitated the writer's examination [during his travel en study leave from the School of Oriental and
Adfvican Stwdies in 1900 of the portion of the fnd which passed to that Museusn, and aecanged for him
ter benefit fromm My Isfandivaer’s lelp in veriliing the pegiter numbers, and other details.

Mention of the town of Malayir in a numismatic context will naturally recall the well-known
treasure of Greek ooins found there in 1og4, of which gob pieces are reported to be in the Mizeh Trin
Bistan.® The preciss find-spot of that discovery was not efficially disclosed, but since it represents the
maore recent chronological horizon of the fifth century B.C., attested at our site by only a few minor
structures in squares g and Tg,* it may be regarded as improbable that the 1934 find had any connexion
with the mound of Ndsh-i Jan, At any rate, it is here assumed to have no relevance, even of & marginal
nature, v the present discwssion.,

The ** Stlversmeithe’ Hoordi™

The eccurrence of so-called * Silversmiths” hoards ™ & a widespread fact in archaeclogy as late as
the Achasmenid pericd [550-331 B.G) throughout the Near and Middle East, Typically such Gnds
contain ancient Greek slbver coins, entire or subdivided, and frequently bearing characteristic chisel-
cuts; fragments of ancient jewellery and metalwace; oot lengths of silver wire; chunks of cut silver
hacked from larger slabs (the well-known Facksifber of the German writers, for which the term * Cut-
silver ** is here emploved as a standard translation} ; occasionally chickish, rectangular ingots which we

=t " Tepe Nushd Jan: & mound in Media ¥, T Mebpolitm in Racel Curied and Dasie Sehlambenger, Trdari faond o
Adarevmm o Ard Balletis XXV (3 Now. 053], 1B, Afphaminay  [Mémodres de la Délégation  Archéokogique
8 Bepavalions ab Tepe MNisk-i JEn, pglp ", feen VI {rgbgl, Frangaise ez Afghanistan XIV], Paris 1953, po 5o
15~r6, 4 Stronach, feen FIT, po .

" [, Schlumsberger “ Liargent gree dans Pempireackéménide ,
a7y



Ve Qm)jﬁli c(ﬁjb o)w rj) JLM»

o JOURNAL OF PERSIAN STUDIES

Ay call ™ S[ah-ingo‘m b and fae circular ingnm of various sizges formed b‘:,-' frtal snildi[':,lin.g ot the
bottom of a jar? ((he variety known in German as Salberkuchen, here Englished as * Cake-ingets 7). The
one feature which all thess objects present in common is that they aee all composed of silver, Finds of
this character hivve been recorded from Kabul, Afghanistan;? from uncertain sites in Irag;® from Eas
Shamra in Syria;¥ from Beni-Hassan {so spelt in the lterature), Damanhur and Myt-Eahineh in
Egvpt.® A further considerable list of similar finds frorn the Palestine area is the hasia of the interesting
dizcussion by Mra. B 5. Balmuth.™

It is clear that such finds ocenr throughout the territory of the Achaemenid Empare, and occasions
ally beyond, When recogmisable Greek coins are present in such contexts, their presence has oaturally
heen found helptal for dating purposes. At the same time, the sccorrence of Greek coins has had the
useful effect of drawing attention to the antiquarian intereat of the material. 5o seldom, indeed, have
" Rilversmitha’ hoands ™ rmh';ug rreek coims been notieed in the literature that one can Jugpect casial finds
of that class {including, naturally, any pre-Achzemenid in date) may often have gone to the melting.pot
without farther examination,? The date indicated by Greek coins in such 2 find 5 of course only the
date of deposit. The coins do not always have to be regarded a5 contemporary with any accompanying
" Ingot-currency ', which, as the present discussion will show, is often likely to be older, and indeed
aubstantially so.

The hypothesis i at fretsght ateractive that the fods of the Achaemenid peried described above, no
lesss than that feaem the seventh century BoC site of Nashea Jan, had, as carlier students supposed literally
formed the stock-in-trade of silversmiths, who would have accomulated sech metal for the manafacies
of their wares, Thiz was indeed one of the two hypotheses envisaped by the excavator i his pres
liminary note on the find. Yet in spite of the arguments there cited in fvvour of an explanation on these
lines of the find from Nash-i Jin, 2 the present writer belicves that even stronger reasoning can be assem-
bled in faveur of the excavater’s second hypothesia: namely, that these miscellancous pieces of silver
p-errmm:d the fiunetion of an earlg CUCTEREY, A Miishei _]EnJ ag in the case of other Aands, it s p]ain that
the sabver jewellery 15 in process, not of cemstreton, but of destrvetion, Ohn these, and other lines, a strong
case has been made in recent years that such accumulations of * Bulk-sibver ™ from the Achaemenid
period in themeelves constitueed the medium of exchange, being weighed out 55 required wpon the
scales.M Mot only a silversmith, therefore, but any person pessessing a reserve of wealth conld have held
it in this form. The new evidenee rora Nash-d Jin Tuether belps o demonsteate, iF these views are accep-
ted, that the monetary use of ¥ Bulkesibver ™ arose well before the Achaementd perdod. As we shall see,
it GRn bl: r\cg:erc.d. LR 5un-'iuz| I'rc||1'| ikn l:.arli_cr ph:Lsr. in lhr_ hisbgr:,' ufcurr{:m_:}', which lasted on under
the Achaemenids in the face of increasing competition from the Hellenic innovation of coimed sabeer.
Thus the once-prevalent description of * Silversmith's hoard  should be wnderstood 25 no more than a
picturesque and popular designation; and the excavator’s second hypothesis accepted, which refers
the find of Mash-i Jan, with those of the Achacmenid period, to the wider, monetary, context,

¥ A good specisnen appeared in the Tarasio Hoard, B Babelan, Ling, " Agyprische Fusde alegrbechische Miinzen ™, ettt

* Trouvaille de Tarants ", R Moimantipuee XVT (03], 2.

# The caszing of sheer in fars is moticed by Herodotus 110,
whire: iegroos seens likely o hove been lasger than those reparied
im the Smds, We shall ceiuss fn the gquostion o *Cake-ingote”
= [

7 Behlysalerger, p. i, 50-35.

" E. 5 G. Robinson, *' & ' Sikversmaih’s hoard © froen MMesope-
wamin ', foeg X1 (1950), 450 G K. Jenkins, © Coim from
the collecrion of G, . Bich 7 B8 VTIT (1664), 000

"L FoA Sthaedfler, * Une rouvaille de moneales archabgques
grecaques & Bas Shamra™, Milsnzer Swime affers d Meesiar feed
Dheisawd [, Pars tgso, g-4%.

WE 8 & Bebiogn, " A Bsand Iram Sidon [Beni-Hassin] ™,
Nunimali l.".‘ba.llttf 1937 197, Fuller references 1o this,
and e fwas speereding Exly may be fousel Breugh 5, P Nee,
A dibilegrasby o Gk caim Boandr, wnd ed, New York 1597, under
the several siteanames. Mote especially H. Diresed asd K. Heg-

S Mvenank XXXV [egay], 1—158, the closic exgesition
of this whole sulbjecs,

Ry, .I'.'.nlrmlh. " MDHHI.T‘- I'nr\enlnr-er: al coinage in Fhosnicia
and P ing "™ in e soriiamiline. | fracaien
- Devamber 1oz, Tel Aviv aghy, 25-32.

13 A i the o quoted by Jenking, see n. B above,

13 T B, Strooach, fmen WII, ofi: * Ary cacke that was Being skearsd
for lns Ierinsle waloe would almcst ceriainky have included
wther cherished materialy partieularly goll iCoot gl agate aed
carnedian, " et just the same argument coeld be invoked in
the contrary some: o the eoe harel & jeweller soulid egqually
have used & stock ol gold ard semisprecious siones; on the
wther, & preferenes foe gilver a8 the medium of secdusgee oosld
hawe arisen from i grester convenience [or moderare valoes,
wider Gamiliariny in the aren, aod conssquent neospeahilicy.

W of, Drressel and Begling, 00, XXXV (1537), 12; Robinson
N, tasT pe 19
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The Problem of an Assyrian Cothage

Coinage has been defined as 2 medium of exchange in metal, prepared io wnits of aceurately stan-
dardized weight, and marked with the stamp of an authority by whom their accuracy and fneness had
been guaranteed. 1n this precise sense the view has prevailed amongst numismatists that coinage was
developed around bgo—Gao B.O,, elther in Lydia or Tonta, 1% bot at any cate in Asia Minor, The earliest
coins were therefore those strock in electrum, the natural alloy of gold and silver, which afterwards
came to be compounded artificially, Some decades later, silver was put to use for coinage in European
Grecee, in the first place on the island of Aegina.

That coinage should not have been o use by the developed cvilizations of Babylonia and Assyra
has often occasioned surpeise, and indeed incredulity. Pasages have been cited from cuneiform tablets
which seem to imply the existence of something approaching a real coimage, as when payments in
silver are described a3 being in * Heads of Ishtar ™, ** Heads of Shamash ™ or " Heads of Ashuor®™,
transtations which all suggest the existence of corrency units stamped with such motife.?® Again, tablets
from Anatolis are quoted as referring to payments in * sealed silver ™57 though not all authaorities are
agreed that the phrase necessatily relers to silver pieces marked with some sort of impression. Itis best
not o overstress such purely verbal interpretations of e Akkadian pheases. A layman could suspeet,
i e abietice of mealerial evidence fo the sondvary, that such expresiions as * Heads of Ishiare ™ had a pucely
whstract sense, possibly implving capital funds from the temple of Ishtar, Only material evidence, so G
wholly lacking, of the actual existence of picces bearing these motifs, could put the old interpretations
beyond doube, and provide a firm base for this view of Assyrian, even Babylonian, cusrency.

Yot i evidence must be treated as inconclusive for the existence of tnwe colnage in ancient Meso-
]'.\u.:-l:m.rrji.a1 and indeed later in the ]Li:u.gl]um af the Medes, the same cannot b said of sim]:ll-er Farms of
currensy, Cuneifoem texis are replets with references to the media of exchange, Barley, gold and lead,
are occasi anally mentioned, but by far the most generally used substance, cspecially in the later periods
was silver,® Normally, it was weighed out upon the scales, a procedure requiring indeed a generally
recognised system of weights, but one which did not necessitate the manuficture of the metal in units of
apecific weight or form. At the same time, it will natueally have been convenient to prepare the metal
uged 0 business transactions in meore or less conventional forms which eould be easily handled, A
classic summary of textual evidence on this point comes from Boteére's edition of the Mari tablets:'#

Il ne s"agiszail dviderment pas de monnaie, au sens maoderne du mats pébees de métal réserviées 3 Péchange,
domt le pois ot la valewr conrlants auraient £6¢ gurantics par un controle et une estampille eéservds & PReat . -
Pour autant que nos textes nous permedtent 97y voir clair, l'argent devain &te cependant déconpé en marceaux
aullisamment réguliers, que Pon pouvain peser, comemis pows Pavens vue, enseles er mime en grains,. Peat-
Etre ces morecaus allectaient-ils sowvent des formes wsuelles, anneaux sourtaut [Aulls ot principalemnent fedru),
peatsétre wwmi hachetes (fezzing); la notion de kaspu Jebirte s"éclaire alors: il s'agit sans douts de métal en
IONGEANIR |'rg,f'umn, clestededire nan coulé en anneanx, barres, hachedtes o wvases: done phl:; wolomtiers on
rognures, grenaillé ou cisaallé,

From the literary evidence of cunciform texts we may tourn oo that of actoal finds containing silver in
these, and posibly other, specific monctary forms. By comparizon with the much larger aumber of
fireds artributable to the Achacmenid pertod on the evidence of aceompanying coins, the material for the
Agyrian period seems sparse. Yet it B enougl tosupply a background to the large and well-documented
finiel from MNsh-3 Jan.

v i, 8. G Robinson, * The date of the carlicsi codns ' Mawdee % 0, 1L W Johns, Aspedae deeds and docvmesds 11, 2745 O, Fossey,
it Chrodisls 1550, P- o, * Loea pagrpurts che valoes enkre "argens of divers mibdaue sgu Iy

B H. W, Johns, diapdas deedr and g 11, Cambridge dynastie Chaldéenne "', Rene e dades sitigoes VT [onas).
15t 26 SAK-MEF fa Dibtar p 108, Ashur. 4545

¥ British Mumioam, Depe. of Egypeian azel Anyrian Aniiguities, ' [ean Bodtéro, Tecter dascomigues of samisiamanT (eebisa noales
Cuneform et from Capgadecion fabivtr I, 1oz, 105 120 " prob= dr Mo, Faris ros, p. 9320 In o laver pasmage, p. 355, he
ahly E=aplies a loan for which the bossowers seslad 8 detu- explxing ot the aze-ingits [heoeien) weeld have Tees of
ment ™, Sebem Loed, Early Anadedia 1055, 108 undersiond the copper, and the other ohjects in sher,
pherase s indicating sibver banded out in sealed packages.

1
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Well-known is the find feom Zincirli, which eontained three large * Cake-ingots *, accompanied by
a number of small cast silver blocks of iregular weight® The largest of the * Cake-ingots™
at 40798 gm. falls close to the standard of the Babylonian mieg, which under the subsequent Achae-
mmenids at least, approached fog gm. These ingots are inscribed in Aramaic with the name of a local
tuler, BEREE BR PNMW, who may be dated around 712 B.C. Since ¥ Cake-ingots ** are also known
from Kas Shamra,® and several of the Egvptian fnds, the poasibility ariscs that they may be ascribable
to a definite area of distribution, arcund the western feinge of the Fertile Creacent. T'o this question of
distsibution-areas we shall shortly return,

More closcly comparable, however, with the find from Nosh-2 Jan, and evidently nearer in date, was
that wncovered in 1gol by the German excavators of Assur, Here the city’s destruction in G14 B.G.
provides & lower Limit for the deposit, and one not far removed from that suggested on other grounds for
the site of Miish=i Jin, To the present writer's knowledge the material from Assur has never been the
subject of a detailed publication, and indeed jis present whereabouts is something of & mystery, NMone the
less, its summary description in the preliminary report of Andrae is enlightening for our purpose

Ein Topd mit Hacksilber wurde in DBV gefunden, Wisder sind hier, wie schon bet fritheren Funden
dicser Art, Rohgusplatten und aus solehen gebackee Kleinere and kleinste Stivcke, sowie diimne, geglivets
Blechstivcke, drahtstift- und ringformige Stiscke, zu unterscheaden, cin weitgechende Atstufung des Gewiches,
die es mir waheschelnlich macht, dass das Silker, zum Zuwisgen zerkleinect, als Zahlungamiel, d.bh als Geld,
grdient hat.

Tt does not appear that after Andrac’s account, the ingot-find from Assur was ever again available
for study, In fact the present writer could not establish whether it passed unnoticed into one of the
German collections, or was lnst o sight during the 1914 war in Mesopotamia, Mone the less, this brief
aceount iz helpful in providing a clear chronological horizon, with swratdgraphic indications plainly
placing the find before the rise of the Achaemenid Empire. After the find from Assur, we twrn divectly
o that froam Nish-i Jan.

The Contents of the Naskei Jan Find

We have alreudy seen that the treasure of silver was discovered in a bronze bowl, illustrated in PL
11le. The trensure consisted of certain pieces of jewellery, and ingots of silver here interpreted as mone-
tary. Understandably, in the state of society where every fragment of silver has direct monetary value,
a distinction between jewellery and currency 15 not always easy to deaw. The earrings and beads of the
present find, though they had once served the purposs of jewellery, at the tme of their deposit had
already been broken up, and sserm to have been performing a monetary funcdon like te remainder.
Mane the less, gnce their primary purpose was that of adornment, it is in that context that deey are best
examined.

With regard to the residue of the hoard, the simplest classification is to divide the pieces of which it iz
comprsed into three categosies on the basis of their form, The first category, of which complete
examples have not been reported Tram any previous find, may be designated as * Bar-ingow ™. OF these,
only three are intact. Others have been divided into portions of various sizes. The threee complete
specimens differ notably in shape (PL I, Ar, Ae and AG), and, in the case of A (1508), which i
especinlly small, also in weight, The divided specimens further help o confirm that there was not any
gingle uniform pattern, Evidently swch ingols were not cast by eepeated use of & single mould, but a
this stage cach was made from an individual mould, presumably of clay, which was broken or abandoned
after the casting of each single bar. As already noticed, complete bar-ingots have not been reported in
the numerous fnds of *© Bulk-silver ™ fom the Eastern Moditerranean, At the same time, the present
find contins no example of & * Cake-ingot™, This situation raiscs the possibility of & distinction

# Felix von Lachan, Die Klsyted ree Sadishind [Ausgrabumgen Thrir wrights af 2945 gm., 20750 g6 and 1855 gr. are not
in Sendichicli W, Berlin 14, rog-re1. immediarely informative.

00 B A, Schaeffer, ' Une trouvaille de monsaics arctaiques ™ W Andrae, Milidlegen der Dewlishe OriminGeneitanbyf) KKKV
greepecs 4 Kok Shamea ¥, Ferl. fmd Dwirasd I, 462 and 406, [agod}), ea.
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beewesn the circulation areas of the two curveney-forms; it & posible that the “Cake-ingoe” was
characteristic of the Svrian-Egyptian arca, and the “Bar-ingot™ of a region further to the East, in-
cluding, so it seems, the Iranian Platean, and the eastern margins of the Assyrian world.

Though the find evidence for any general tieory of cirenlation-arecas remaing for the time being
slender, it is markesdly strengthened by indications to be derived from the currencies of Ancient India,
Ag fewell known, one of the earliest forms of Indian currency is that designated the “Bent-bar™ ecinage.
Twelve speeimens were aleeady represented in the find of Chaman Husied, Kabul, of which the deposit
15 placed towards 980 B.C To the Chaman Huzied fnd the familiar “Punch-marked” comage, some
of which, at least, Belomgs to the empire of the Maoryas {3ed Centory BACL) was notably absent, This
fact tended to confirm the conclusion of Allan that the “Bent-bars™ belong to the fsurth or even the
Afth centwey BG It was also onee ohserved of the “Beot-bars™ that *all of these coing which are of
known provenance come from the area owver which Perstan influence extended™ 2 Now with the
appeacance of “Bar-ingots” in the ancient Median context at Nish-i Jan, the possibility presents itself
that currency in the form of bars circulated on the Iranian Plateauw and castwards well before the eise of
the Achaemenids, and that the Indian “Bent-bar” coinage represents a development from this. The
“Bent-bars™ are of course adjusted to a standard weight, and stamped with the “six-armed syembol™
which no doubt represents some unknown Bsuing autharity. Circular coinage of the Greek type 15
thought 1o have besn inawgurated on the Tranian Plaeaw no earlier than the reign of Seleucus 1
31z BC)E 5o that the hypothesis cun easily be entertained that bar-currency had remained in use
there from Median times down to the close of the Achaemenid period. Thus theee emerges the vista of
a wholly unknown pravinee of ancient numismatics.

Atteactive though these speculations st seern, at this point in the Inguiry the gap between the find
evidence of the sth centery BoC at Nishet Jin, and that of Chaman Huzded from the 5th century B.C.
natucally seemed a perilous one, It was therefore particularly gratfving, during the writers visit o
Kabul in 196q in the course of study-leave alveady mentioned, that material cane o notice partially
beidging the gap. Whilst secupied in the examination of the eoins feorm the Mir Zakal hoard in the
Kabul Museumn * the writer’s attention was drawn do a small group of residual Stems, 22 in number,
manifestly intermediate between the Median bar<ingots and Indian “Bent-bars”, Nineteen of these
ranged in weight from r2-76 gm. to B-34 gm., [the last, of course, being the effective weight of the
Babylonian shekel, as exemplificd in the gold Daric ceinage of the Achacmenids]. These pleces all had
the Form of a steaight bar; bat whilst two bore teaces of the repular “gx-armed symbol™ charactenstic
of the “bent-bars", the rest were unstamped. Thus they indicated a clear transition from a plain bar-
currency te & stamped bar-coinage of the Indian type. Most steiking, perhaps, was the plain bar
weighing 834 g, as already mentioned, [ts shape, with the enlarged ends, was reminiscent of the
“Bar-ingot™ Ar [(146) feom Nash-l Jan—the “dog's-bone peofile”, to use o convenient phrase—but
the stze was much semaller, the suefaces had been finished by hammening, and the reduced weight at
#:q4 gm. was sueely indicative of manuficture gnder the Achaemenids, The “Bar-ingots™ of the Mir
Zakah resdue plainly deserve close study, and cannoet be examined in detail here, bat o bricf notice is
necessary for the present discussion.

“Lugagilyer”

The second category of pieces in the find from Niish-i Jin s that well known from the German
publications as Hacksifber, which we here render by the English translation of "Cut-silver”. Thess are
pieces of glver cut with a cold chisel from lengths of varying size and shape. Some are pleces of silver
fatl, roughly cut, and aqueczed into Jumps, Chbers are cut rom pleces of wire of varying thickness, The
mast characteristic are however thickish blocks of sibver, most of which have clearly been cut from

a S{h.l.umbﬂ'g:f "'I'.. .i.rg:am. gres dans empire Ackémenide™, ™ E T, Mewell, Eiibrs Sefeseid minti, po 157,
i {uried and 5 mer, Tefiery irex d A fpbaeisim, ¥ Raoul Coriel and Daniel Schlumberger, "Le odsr de Rfir
P Zakah, prés de Gardse™ in Curbel and Schiambesges, Trdiari
"J'-lﬂm Allan, Britid Mot I'.\-'dldl'qu.r o thr (2dnd o Aneron? fnaffa, mrentediner & Afpfamiptae, p, 65 I Sings ik fisgd was the product
T BV of'a sacred spring; frequented over many conturies, its ooatest
# R H. G Walsh, Pasf-nankad coms fom Tanila (Memoie of the covered o wade chircesslogical sange, and the apper Emit Bas
Arckacciegical Surery of Indm Mo, gq], Delki 1915, p, 0. perhaps never been tlosely defined,
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* Bar-ingots . Thus we sec that the significance of the " Bar-ingots © extends beyond the three intact
specimens occurning in the present find. It becomes increasingly obvious that in the Achasmenid
hoards af ** Bulk-salver ™ alse, a great deal of the * Chat-silver "' must have been decived originally from
" Bar-ingots "', so that the currency of the latter must have been more extensive than at first appears.
The implication seems to be that the period in which * Bar-ingots ™ circulated intact was a relatively
early one. AL some moment in time which is not easy to fix precisely, but which was ne doubt during
the Achaemenid pericd, and perhaps towards the beginning of the 5th century BAC, the casting of fresh
" Bar-ingots ™' seems to have been discontinued, Those previously current natorally remained in cireu-
lationy, and they were progressively subdivided for the purposes of day-to-day transactions as time went
on. Thus gradually all the sueviving * Bar-ingots ™ will have been reduced to ¥ Cut-silver ™, and the
latter in turn to smaller and smaller picces, This * Cut-silver ™ secis o bave achieved a wides ¢ireula-
tiom than the original baes, and also to have proved a move lastiog phenomenon, While the bars weee
perhaps restricted to the tervitory of the fermer Median empare, the © Cut-alver " seems to have been
acceptable throughout Achaemenid teeritory, even fie to the West.

Since much of the " Cut-sllver ** was decived from * Bar-ingots "', it is not easy to maintain a rigid
distinetion betwesn the twis categories, Where the origin is obvious, I have classed the pieces as "' Bag-
ingrots V', Where there 15 room for doubt, [ have listed them as * Cotsilver @, even whese it would be
reasonable o suppose that a piece had been decived from a bar. This point should be bogne in mind
when searching the catalogues for a particular item,

A special point of interest in the present find is that one of the pieces of * Cutsilver ' [Bali(gqh),
wit. £G4 gin.] bears traces of 8 fragmentary cuneiform inscription. Professor Johm A, Brinkman, of the
Oriental Institute at Chicago has very kindly offered to contribute a note on these cuneciform traces,
which is printed on p. of below.

Becawse of s very fragmentary navare, the Tull purpost of the Akkadian
mgcription in the present case canngl easily be established. However, it 5 clear
since the inscription i iself frapmentacy, thae the ™ Bardngot " from which
this block was originally cut had already been inseribed before it was sub-
divided. Thus it scerns that some of the " Bar-ingots ™' were made with appro-
priate inscriptions, and therefore hope exisis of a complete inscription being
eventually recovered, from which further deductions may Become possible on
the working of the system of * Bulk-sibver **, A block so mscribed naturally
brings to mind that from the Chaman Huzdet find st Kabul, with its Elamite
inscription clucidated by the late Professor W, B, Henning,® The only com-

) - ment an the latter’s view sugpgested by the picce from Nish-i Jin is that the
fr_f_-i ;;L;:fm"j““ Heards g atul block may likewise (in view of its substantial thickness) have been cut
. Jragment B po . ‘e ] M '
Lk cueefforta tnacer. not from a picce of tableware, but from a * Bar-ingot ™ which ance bore the
full Elamite inscription. 1§ so, the bar iisell’ presumably originated during the
Achaemenid period, and would help to fix the lower time-limit for this mediom of curcency.

" Ring-mongy ™

The third category of picces occurring in the Nosh-i Jan find may be described as * Ring-money ™.
They vary considerably both in form and weight, the latier from a maximum of no less than zzo gm. to
a fraction of a gram, but it seems practical to group them all together, Literary evidence for the exis-
tence of * Bing-money "' in ancient Babylonia has aleeady been mentioned, ? but actual specimens
scem not to have been systematically studied, nor the working of the system explained. The present
find prescats eapecially rich marerial for the study of the guestion. Certain groups of the rings ssem to be
of standardised Ferm, and the question must be considesed whether their weights were also intended as
stamdardised,  As to their shape, several of the rings are rough and ireegolar, and would noe have
served the purpose of adornment, Others could possibly have possesed some function as jewellery,

# Y% The *coin® with cuneilorm imecription ™, Nwmetic ™ Above, poga.
Chopeicle 1ggs, 1278 pwhere the saslier references will be foand.
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The group already noticed have some resemblance to earrings, but they have not been decoratively
worked, and such spiral rings could hardly have been inserted into pierced ears without much discom-
fort. For wear, slender hooks would also have beesn needed, as indeed have been prezent in other finds.™
Maore probably, therefore, the main eGle of these rings was monetary, We ave reminded of the gloss of
Phatius, te which attention has already been drawn by Schlumberges 31

ofchas kol wd Bvirioy kol crolpts Bapbapikts, Suvdpiveg denh dfaiobs “Armieols.
skbler: (stgnifes) both an earcing and an Oriental weight equivalent o eght Atce obals,

If the At drachma, equivalent to six Attic obols, is reckoned at 42 gm., then eight Attic obols would
amount to 5-0 gm., a weight which indeed corresponds with that of the Pesian sibver coin known as
the siglos. It remains to be verified whether quasi-monetary earrings of the type considered here
approximate 0o the same weight of silver.

The possability may alo be considered whether some of theae rings could not have been worn a3
finger-rings, Several of the spiral fogs are of dimensions coughly suitable for that purpese. Again,
theee are two wider rings included in the Gnd, Cre (141) and Cg (245), which have a pronousced
resemblance to modern wedding-rings, and could certainly have been worn, Tt s often claimed that in
the modern marriage ceremaony, the use of the wedding-ring has 2 monetary significance, and that it was
originally the equivalent of a " bride-price .2 To cxplove this idea in detail would be a complex
matter, but it seems teue that in the peried of our find, the boundasy-line bevween jewellery and cash
was particularly blursed, and the conditicns postulated by the above assumption weree 10 a large extent
effective. Further evidence would naturally be needed before the rings of our find could be claimed as
setal wedding-rings.

Numebering aed Arvangement

Iriz a fact of museum life that objects in a collection tend to receive seceessive and different ournbers
at different stages in their muoseum history. Finds coming rom excavations receive first excavalion
numbers, which normally fellow the sequence in which the pieces have emerged from the sal, On
entry to & muossom they further receive accession numbers, usually in order of registration, with such
modifications as the particular working routines require, When a systematic catalopue 15 ultimately
compiled, a third system of numbering is almost inevitably imposed, on whatever basis seems most
meaningful to the cataloguer. With regard to catalogue sequences, the preferences of succeeding genera-
tions may also differ, and recataloguing alier a lapse of time iz Likely to prodoce a resh crop of numbers.
It can thus be a complex matter to follow a nembered find through different catalogues and registers.
In the present case also, attention must be given to numbering and concordanca, It is true that the
numismatist is usually spared undue dependence on arbitrary numbers owing to the strong chronologi-
cal thread which pecvades his subject and makes it passible, once the identification is made, to go straight
to the piece in question without relerence to any numerical code. However, with © Ingot-currency ™
such a5 the present find, there 15 no immediately manifest chronolegical order, and 2 serial enumeration
is therefors necesary, At the time of excavation the picces were registered in the order of their emer-
gence from the groond, and these numbers cetain their valoe for destrnation of individual picces, The
portion of the find which passed at the time of division o the Miizeh Irin Bistin retaing with but minor
modifications its excavation numbering, and so necds no special concordance. It may be noticed that
it is by no means easy, even from & photograph, to distinguish from one ansther the numerous, generally
similar rings. Where the number can be inked on, or a label attached, this has usoally proved helplul.
The addittonal check afforded by a record of weights 15 none the less an advantage, and for systematic

g at Shhﬂ'ltn, &2 &, Balmith, = Menelary Torerusmiers of i Curied and E:Iulmmhngh-, Trisars maAfidine: u‘-q_f&mrmt.
coinage in Fhoeniciy and Talestine "', Safemanicoal Numisoar P15
[~ fom : Ferunstee, 2751 £ ter i, P L 3 For eqnmple in the Jewish ceremony, scoording o Engels
I, Schlambergen, * Largred grec dans ermgriee Achdsndnice Bardia of &nlipion and Evhicr VI 4z,
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arrangement in the present article the handiest method seemed to be to arrangs the pieces in thres main
sections (A, Bar-ingots; B, Cut-ilver and C. Ring-money); and within each to arrange the pieces in
descending order of weight. Thus a figed sequence is attained, which virtually excludes the need for any
qualitative decision by the cataloguer, and in the event of accidental disarrangement, can be immedia-
tely restored merely by reference to a balance, Since the main histerical indications provided by this
* Bulk-sibver ** arise from the metrology, the arrangement by weight makes these immediately evident,
and has much to recommend it as a practical solution to the problems of classifying a find of this rather
onasl mature® The catalogue iz therefore arranged in the manner described, and & concordance of
the original excivation numbers is provided at the cad of the article. Towe to Dr, O, Muscarella, of the
Metropolitan Musewmn of Art, New York, registration details of the pieees which passed, after the
division ingo his custody,

The Metrology g the Trgots

It i no exaggeration to say that the heart of any study of an ingot find such as that of Nishei Jan
must be the seetion dealing with ite metrology, Investigators who have touched on this matter in the
past have tended to the conclusion that the weights actested are purely random ones,® and if this view
were shown to be correct, we could expect no conclusion ol interest 1o result from an analysis of weights
in this particular case, In view of previous negative results, however, it need not be expected that any
sigmificant pattern will be a simple and obvious one. At the same time, it has to be borne in mind that
methods of examination applied in carlier cases were admittedly insensitive, For seeking to ascertain a
possible weight=standared in an assemblage of irregular metal ingots, the method of averaging cannot be
too strongly deprecated. Tt is a wellknown witticiem that a gathering of five four-year-old infants and
five octagenarians hive an average e of 42, Yet it would be misleading to conclude from chat statistic
that any person actually aped 42 (or anylhing appeoximating to it) would therelore have been present.
Similarly in the determination nf' weight-standards, the calculation of the average may give a useful
result when a single, uniform weight-standard is present in the whole matecial. Yet even in dealing
with regular coinages where such a situation prevails, numismatists hivve preferred to employ the
technigue of the frequency-table. Where multiple standards may be present, or multiple denominations
of & single standard, the Feguency-table is the only reliable method. Indeed the manner of its armnge.
ment and presentation demands some eare, a matter 1o which we shall return after examining some
mare general considerations,

Tt has been noticed above that in investigating a currency thist lucks any marck of origin, the metra-
Inry alone—leaving aside pessible fitture investigation of trace-metals by spectroscopic analysis—aoffers
hope of lusidating the mechanism of the syatem, and arriving at historical conclusions, 'We must fice
the possibility that sur inquiry may prove unavailing, Yet the prospect of o whelly new insight inte the
ecomomisc history of the Assyrian and Babylonian worlds cannet lightly be dismzsed. 17 the weight-
standards can be shown to have evolved in a chronological sequence, the weighing of an inget waould
henceforth give an indication of its date, This is by no means a far-fetched suggestion. Tt has already
been proved of the siglos coinage of Achasmenid Anatolia that only weighing will determine e
chronelogy of certain fssues, ™ Omn the other hand, weight-standards conbd well show a geographical
distribution, and the balance provide indications of the direction and volume of trade, In practice, asin
the history of eoinage, both factors are likely to operate to a certain extent, and the task of unravelling
thery could prove a comples, yet informative, inguiry. Tt would alse be interesting to know whether
any ponsistent relationship exiss between the weight-standards, and the three classes of material, ™ Bar-
ingots "', * Cut-gilver ™ and ™ Ring-money .

# The methed of srrasgement of & find of * amorphous '
currercy in dimindhing order of weight seems Bsuk tn kave been
waied Ty Pralesser [, Schlambernger for the 20 ™ counrermarked
coing " ol the (haman Husdiid hoaed g Kabeal, of “Llargent

Phosnicia and Palestne ™ in frtemarfonal ¥ i I

TFeuglnw 37-51 Deieviber 2562 p. 38 " The ondy n:\:m:lu.llun
pomible alter weighing and chagrving Lhe Beards Trn Skechem
and Bech Shan is that mo weight relmiionship exosos the

wrec dacs Pempire Achdménids ™ in Cusiel aml Schlumberger,
Trfrors mendfatrs ﬂl-ﬂ..rg‘hllhllllﬂl P 42
e g M5 Balmuth, = The monciary rerummers of iirage in

ingute and that they could be negocizble anly by nsass ™,
& F. B G, Bobinson, " The keginnings of Achaemenid codnage ',
Nurefreinte Cranielr 1058, poo1gr.
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It iz usually allewed chat the metrological svstems of ancient Mesopotamia were internally organised
in ke majority of cases, on a sexagesimal system:

6o shekels
&0 minae

1 Jmina
1 talent

Cuneiform texts make constant reference to these denominations and their numerical relationship. The
matter is less simple when it comes to determining the absolute values of these depominations in any
particular period o location. In practice, the meost successful technigque for this puepose is the examina-
tion of surviving ancient weights, some of which bear inscriptions which are more or less informative,
though they do ot always spectfically name the denomination.® Best known of the weight-standards
current in Mesopotamia during the pre-Achaemenid period is the Babyvlonian standard. It is, however,
miost ensily determined from the material of Achaemenid date, when fundamentally the same standard
wag in use, and when the value of the shekel was close to 84 g, and that of the mina to 504 gm. No
deubt difficultics were experienced in antiquity in precisely standardizing the weights, and specimens
from excavation may often have suffered from the frandulent manipulation of which theee is biblical
evidence ¥

In addition to the familiar Babylonian standard, the bedrock as it were of ancient metrology, there
t5 considerable evidence, especially in Assyrian times, of the existence of competing systems. There are
numergus references 1o 2 weight-standard * of the King ",® and on the evidence of inscribed weights
from Mimred, its mina has been reckoned at approximately double the Babylonian at some toto g, %
which would result in a shekel (asuming the proportions uachanged) of 168 gm. Whether such a stan-
dard remained constant ithrougheout the Assyrian Empire, and in all pesiods, is a questicn for investiga.
tion. There B anyway cuneiform evidence for the existence of leeel standards™—which imples that
they were different—and for the area of Palestine a clear case has been made from the evidence of
excavated weights for a shekel of 11-2 gm.® The lateer finds were linked by Yadin with the Samaria
cetraca, ascribed to the date of 398 B.C, It therefore appears that quate & variety of shekel standards
may have been current at different dates and places, though there is no certainty that all of thess would
have Been emploved for the weighing of silver,

After these preliminary remarks, we may fuen to the frequency-table (fg. z). The data are pre-
seoted inosix paralle]l ranges, with the scale of each varied proportionately, so that the increasing
multiples of the same standard appear conveniently in the same horizontal line. It will be scen at a
glance that the weights show a good deal of irregularity, evidence perhaps ol unreliable scales, and where
the pieces are out, of iImprecise cutting. It is true that there is no masive coincidence in weights that
would attest the presence of a single rigid standasd. Nevertheless, it can hardly be said that the distri-
bution pattern iz a random one, In the two highest ranges theee are relatively fow specimens, as we
might expect. Yetsuch evidensce as the chart does provide is surprisingly coherent. There are two intact
bar ingors coanciding closely at a Jittle over too gm, The larpest picce of cut-sibver falls at 51-43 o, 2
and there is a neat concentration of items arcund the 24 gm, mack, all of which decidely suggests 2 range
of muliples ol & gm., 12 g, 24 gm., 50 gm, and 1o gm,

The next point 4o be mads i that out of By specimens displayved upon the table, no less than g2 fall in
what we have designated the Half-3hekel Range, and 22 in the Shekel Range, It is of course evident
feomn the cunciform docutnents that the shekel and the halfsshekel would have been the most popular
denominations in any cureency system, The latter in particular, best known under its Aramaie name of
sz, and the ancestor of the Greek drachma, would have been o convenient pizce in ordinary shopping,

™ PrzEapn the Mallal docwaion of the dhier svidence for Asyrian
weight-standands is thar of . H. %W. Johns, drgenios deadr ond
daconimie L, ggf-ps: Sir Max Malbowan, Niamd 1, 326 amd
a3, mentions a hall-mina of 250 7 gm., ard calls attenivon o
the eeed o a feesh investigacioa,

W Devieronaspr 25 145 Theda shalt not Bave im thy bag divens
welght, o great and a smadl,

B Saowel rg. 96z, dwo Bundred shekels after che king's
welght,

* Johna, ag, it I, oz,

4 Palmuth, gp oll. po 26 [where che preceding, and furiber refere
areen will be foused); Johne, . a6,

A Yigaed Yadin, "' Ancient Judaean weights and che date of the
Samaria dalzmnc ™, Segile s it VI ol

¢ It is inceresting in chis connexion thar the single aberramt
weight in Yadin®s mhle fepe o, po a3, thae Team eloJils,
weighed 5158 gm, thoogh the norm of his 4shekel range was
Letween g5 and 46 e,
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Tuarning now to the question of specific weight-standards, we see grougings in the shekel range at 2 little
over 12 gm,, between o6 and 11-5 gm., between g-5 goe, and 10 gm., and, perhaps, around -5 gm.,
The sccond coincides well encugh with the Palestinian shekel demonstrated by Yadio, and the last falls
close to the Babylonian shekel of Achasmenid tiraes, The other two, though unknewn, are quite con-
ceivable shekel standards, and can hardly be dizmizsed a3 meaningless. Taking next the hali-shekel
rangre, there are evident groupings around & gm,, and again at 56 g, (the last higure, of cowrze, 18
known later as the Achaemend siglos, though the name is something of & misnomer, since rather than a
shekel the coin is better regarded as a zwez or drachma, of which the weight represented a key figure for
the cross-rates between gold and silver in Achaemenid times®), Discegarding a few stragglers, a further

&
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Fig. 2. Nawhei dn board: regoancy-tabls o ooiphes befam £z g, and £ gm, The seale of grems in cask colusin & hali” dhar o
e palwmn freeratng,

segrming concentration is found at 4+ 4 gea., very close to the half-shekel of the Achaemenid Babylonian
standard, There is aonother peak at g8 gm., then something of 4 gap, and a fuether small concentration
at 21 gon, which presumably represents the quarter-shekel corresponding to the halfat 4« 4 gm. Tt may
be aoticed at the same time that there is no clear separation between the standards exemplified by the
“ Cutesilver ', and those of the rings.

In conclusion therefore, it may be said that the frequency-tible indicates a certain rcegularity of
weight, as might be expected if the ingots had been cut to size by eye, rather than by some precise
messurement, Vet the distribution of weights is by no means random, It may rather be the result of the
attestation in the find of a series of varving weight-standacds, some perhaps cepresenting local shekels of

W Since o sigloi were milended o ceermpond in vabee b the el Al id eninage 7, Mot Choutal 1550, po100.
gld daric of & g5 gen,, of, B, 5, G, Robinson, ™ The beginnings
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arcas from which the ingots may have been brought, and others progressive changes in the * Royal ™
standards, Hitherto, for want of evidence either way, there has been a tendency to assume that such
* Boyal * standards as that of the Assyrian kingdom remained a fised and unchanging value, What
is known of the coonomic history of other periods in antiquity hardly corroborates this view. The
feequency-table of any mixed hoard of 5th century Greek coinage would illustrate a scatter of weight-
standards and denominations not dissimilar to that presented here. Between the siandards of ancient
Mesopotamia, and those (varying widely) established in Classical Greece there are in all probahility
historical connexions, a5 such Semitic loan-words as pvit for the ming evidently attest. Further such finds
will need to be published, and systematically analysed, hefore any general conclusion would he justified,
Yet it may well prove, and the present material suggests, that the metrology of ancient Mesopotamia
wits but little less complex than that of every other period in human history,

THE INSCRIBED SILVER FRAGMENT FROM NOSH.I JAN (Fig. 2), by J. A. Brinkman

The small piece of metal bears traces of markings which are probably to be interpreted as fragments
of caneiform signs. The most definite traces are what appear to be the left sections of two horizontal
wedges, consisting in each case of a wedge head and the beginning of 2 tail, and a horizontal dividing
line between them, presumably separating two lines of text. There are additional marks, or possibly
scratches, on the metal which could point to slightly more complex signs than the simple horizontal
wedge,

From these slight traces it s impessible at present to determine anything about context, type or date
of script, or place of origin, One cannot at this time establish whether the “wext” was written in
Akkadian (Babylenian), Old Pessian (or some forerunner), Elamite, or some other similar script,
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et Na, Exeavation  Weight in Lovation Plate
Mo, grams
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B 6y 162E 1-07 Imst. Pl TIX
B &5 1z g o-g7 Inst. —
B 65 1271 a-gh Imst. —
B iy (foil) t6zF o-gz Inst. FL 111
B & topls o-Bz Imst, —_—
B 6y 1 BB o-77 Tehran —
B 70 pzald o-f7 Tehran e
B i 127A o-Gq Imet, —
B oz 1zl 5 o-fg Inst, FL 111
B 9y (foil) 16zl 2 o=GL Tmest. FL 111
By 1070 o-BGa Imst. —
Bys5 1hzlh 4 057 Imar. FL I11
B 76 [wire) GzA = 0-48 Imst. Fl, IT1
B 77 (ware thzA 4 o-45 Inst. Pl TI1
hook)

B 58 [wire) 1hzA 1 orqe Imar. FL 111
B 59 120l 0= 40 Tehran

B 8o (fuil) 162D g 0-27 Imst, Fl, 111



Ve QLLMA)‘))&Q ‘f‘jb o)w rj) JLMJ

110 JOUTYENAL OF PERIIAN STUDIES
Cai. M. Excanation Height i Lacation
Mo, pran
B He pawai o ER Tehran
B flz 1e7H ok Frasr.
Sectiondd: Ning=mogey
T 1oz e Tehran
Ca 158 ga- 50 Tehran
g fenil) To7Mh 33 -t Inst.
[ 1 el 21 8o Tehran
Mo, 194
Cs E45 £y -84 Landon
B 13508
6 aThB [5G Ims=t.
GCo t54 RNt Tehran
cs r1osh ET-a0 Mew Yaork
Go.04.5
[ PPN 1007 I,
1o PERER: 1050 Oy Mew York
fgrsy
O £17] o - HE Lomadan
Ebd 13507y
ooz 141 LR 1] Tehran
2y 1o L1 Imst.
Corg r6ig He2E Imsa
L T2TA 5-ab Inzt
L T A 4-85 Tehran
ey g7 =48 Tehran
Lo E: t5% 4-54 Loanden
Bbi rgraby
LS T padal 415 Tehran
oo 1a2sB 13- T Tehran
[T rrndy 3.9 Mew YWork
Bg-ag-n
az 131 3 ob Irar.
Cag 105 B Tehran
Coag 121 2@y Tehran
Cag 15 p 82 Tehran
Moo r4r
ool T4 1 -fo Mew Yark
By, 2
ooy o T-4% Tehran
ozl g0 T - Tehran
LT riol I3 Mew Work
Go.24.8
g0 1448 1090 Tehran
i oar [broken) 1148 o-g5 T'ehran
(2 3o 1 e o gE Irer.
oz 1344 g Tehran
C 34 1zE5B -7 Tehran
LT (=13 L [ Tehran
6 ronB e Imse.
C a7 g - 70 ‘Tehran
gl (broken) 1140 047 Tehran

Flafe

L%
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INGOT-CURRENCY OF THE MEDIAN PERIOD FROM NOSH-T JAN 111

CONCORDANCE OF EXCAVATION NUMBERS

Note: Ttems clasafed as jewellery, to be published elewhere, and not included in the peesent catalogue, are
indicated by the letter ] in chis concordance,

gs ] rrald B o1z 12500 B 1534 By 150B A6 vheC o Bk
g74 (b rral B by 1258 ] 1338 Bao 151 J rheC o B 5y
g7B Bzo A J 125F  Bys 134 7 152 CaB rheC oy Bbs
g70 Bsg rrsE 12 ] 1354 Bg 153 1 thzl» 1 B 6o
g7 B ag g 126 Cir 1358 Ag 1544 Boes thzlra B gy
g4 B regly 27A By 1350 B s 1548 By thzlr g E Bo
gdB B3 iigE ] iz9B Bz 1350 B gz 1540 Bog izl g B35
gy By g Ooag 1270 Bag 135E ] 155 Asg thzld 5 B 7z
1004 Oy 4B G 1270 Bag 136 ] 1564 By rhely G 50
ol O36 LEFTE 127E  Bab gy Oy 1568 ] thalr v B gs
ool B s J ra7F A g ] 1580 ] thzll B 6y
wo1h Q1o e Oy 127l EBag 199 ] 1560 ] rieF B GOy
1B ] 117 Ag 127H  E Ry Taod A 11 156E Bag the(z 1 *
ol B 63 1A B eyl BEL g0 By 156F Bse thelr 2 B 4B
ipr G 1186 B 6y ta3]  Bsh 1400 Bao 158G ¢ phell  *
g ] g J rzBA Og 4ol Bag 1568H Bz bzl

og ] 1z0h ey zBE J 140E Baj 1561 B g7 bis —E7 *
o Cag 1zoB Eaq 1zBC Eagg 141 Oz isa] ] hiz]

ok Bk 1zall B gy 1280 Bab T4z ] 56K Bz P-g *
rofA Oy 1zeld B g0 regA ] rg2B ] . el *
il Ca 1z0E ] reglh ] 142l ] 1568 ] rhzH

1070 B ja 1z0F J 130 C B 1434 EB6 1A Ag -3 *
toBA 1214 Oy 151 C ooz 438 By 598 Ag thzAd B
ol J 1218 Bgy 13zA JE r450 Ba 1570 Bag gl Az
toBc J 1210 B T O | rgqh Coasg 158 Cg 64 Crg
o B fE-2- TN | 13zc 1+ g4l I By IRG J T |
o OB 1228 ] gzl J 45 Cf 16 J B ]
1ol Coag 1220 ] 152C g ] 4f A1 161 Ay ehsls ol
ol Oz 123 Oay 1320 4 ] t47A BaoB hzA T Byl HCYR I |
1eld Bog 1244 Bgo 15205 ] t47BE AL 1hah 2 B oo 1isE ]
1A Coae ragB Bag 13206 ] tgBA Cab has g Bad 166 Bronze
1 Bag 1240 Cag 13207 ] 404 | 6z 4 By sl
11z By zsA ] 1320 ] 408 thzA 5 B gs [Plaze
rizh Bos ragl 2o 132E ] 1ol J Gl ] Il
1128 Boags rasC A 1o 132F ] 1s0A AT rhzlia |

% This item = 2 small piece of " Cut-slver °, of which the weight % 1424 is a minute ring of unknown weight,
& not at present oo record. It will be incloded in the forthe 97 156G and | are pieces of " Cut=silver™ made from langths of
coming catalogue of jewellery, together with the frst two frens wire, and are being published with the jewellery as al is
i the pote fallwing. 156y & flat triangelar picce, appacently of fil,

“ g5eA and B oare tee very small rings which bave nod been % Jiems marcked with an asterisk were registered m bioe under
weighed, but which were possibly monetary, No. 1920 1 sa this serial, and have not been individually carded,
very small pisces of ™ Cutssilver .
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BARDA and BARDA-DARI. Achaemenid Period
Dandamayev

At the beginning of the Achaemenid period, the institution of
slavery was still poorly developed in Iran. In Media a custom
existed whereby a poor man could place himself at the disposal
of a rich person if the latter agreed to feed him. The position of
such a man was similar to that of a slave. However, he could at
any time leave his master if he was poorly fed (see 1. M.
D’yakonov [Diakonoff], Istoriya Midii, Moscow and Leningrad,
V4ol pp. YYi-Yo), By the time their own state had emerged (the
first half of the th cent. b.c.), the Persians knew only of such
primitive slavery, and slave labor was not yet economically
significant.

The most common term to designate slaves in ancient Iran was
the word bandaka-, a derivative of banda- “bond, fetter” (see
banda and Kent, Old Persian, p. Y 3%). This word was utilized not
only to designate actual slaves, but also to express general
dependence. For instance, in the Behistun [Bisotlin] inscription,
Darius I calls his satraps and generals his bandakas(in the
Babylonian version gallu “slave”). Likewise Darius 1 calls
Gadates, his governor in Ionia, his slave (doulos; see W.
Dittenberger, Sylloge Inscriptionum Graecarum 1, Leipzig, Y4V °,
no. YY), just as in many countries of the ancient East, all the
subjects of the king, including even the highest-ranking officials,
were considered slaves of the king. Therefore the Greek authors
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wrote that, with the exception of the king, the entire Persian
people were a crowd of slaves (see, e.g., Herodotus, V,)Y®;
Xenophon, Anabasis ¥,°,YA). In the same way, the authority of
the heads of patriarchal families over members of their own
families was tyrannical and they could treat their children as
slaves (see Aristotle, Ethica Nicomachea 3, Y).

One of the Old Iranian terms to designate slaves was *grda-the
original meaning of which was “household slave(s).” This term is
attested in the Aramaic letters of ArSam, the satrap of Egypt in
the °th century b.c., in Babylonian texts of the Achaemenid
period in the form garda/u, and in Elamite documents from
Persepolis as kurtas (see G. R. Driver, Aramaic Documents of the
Fifth Century B.C., Oxford, Y4V, p. 1Y). These persons were
workers of the royal household and of the households of Persian
nobility in Iran, as well as in Babylonia and Egypt. The
overwhelming majority of kurtas consisted of foreigners. In
terms of their composition and legal status, the kurtas were not
homogeneous. In all probability, there were among them a
significant number of slaves who were prisoners of war, a few
free people who worked voluntarily for wages, and some
individuals who were temporarily working off their labor service.
Thus, with the passage of time the word kurtas acquired the
broader meaning “worker.”

In the Elamite version of the Behistun inscription kurtas is the
equivalent of Old Persian maniya-(in the Babylonian version it is
rendered with a term meaning ‘“hired laborers™). Maniya-
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probably meant “household slave(s)” (see Kent, Old
Persian, p.Y+Y).

As a result of the far-flung conquests of the Achaemenids there
occurred a sharp change in the royal household and in the
households of the Persian nobility from primitive patriarchal
slavery to intensive utilization of the labor of foreign workers in
agriculture and partly in crafts. A portion of these foreigners were
exploited as slaves, while the remainder were treated as semi-free
people and were settled on royal land. Usually they were
prisoners ofwar recruited from those who had rebelled against
Persian rule or put up resistance to the Persian army (see M.
Dandamayev, “Foreign Slaves on the Estates of the Achaemenid
Kings and their Nobles,” in Trudy dvadtsat’ pyatogo

mezhdunarodnogo kongressa vostokovedov 11, Moscow,
Y41y, pp- \0\_0\’).

A substantial number of slaves who performed domestic work for
the Achaemenids and Persian nobility (bakers, cooks, cupbearers,
eunuchs, etc.) were also recruited from among the representatives
of vanquished peoples. Babylonia alone was obliged to supply the
Persian king for these purposes an annual tribute of ©++ boys
(Herodotus, Y,3Y).A certain number of such slaves were

purchased by Persians on the slave market as well (Herodotus,
/\, A O).

Our information on privately owned slaves in Iran is scanty and
haphazard. A Babylonian slave sale contract from Persepolis has



gL,.:..aw 093 o ‘5)‘5 63y 9 63

been preserved and dated to the reign of Darius I. However, the
contracting parties as well as the slave himself were Babylonians
(see M. W. Stolper, “The Neo-Babylonian Text from the
Persepolis Fortification,” JNES £Y, Y3AL pp. Y43-Y+¥) In oYY
b.c. a certain Razamarma, son of Razamumarga, and
Aspumetana, son of Asputatika, sold their slave women Kardara
and Patiza to a Babylonian for ¥ Y/¥ minas of silver (J. N.
Strassmaier, Inschriften ~ von  Cambyses,  Konig  von
Babylon, Leipzig, YA%+, no. YA¢). The contract was drafted in
Babylonian at Humadésu (Uvadaicaya in the Old Persian version
of the Behistun inscription), a city in the Persepolis area (see R.
Zadok, “On the Connections between Iran and Babylonia in the
Sixth Century B.C.,” [ran V¢, YAV, p. V¢, Stolper, art. cit., p.
¥+ 7). The sellers and the slave women, judging from their names,
were of Iranian descent, but the buyer was a Babylonian. In YA
b.c. a slave woman who had been purchased in Elam was sold in
the Babylonian city Opis (Strassmaier, op. cit., no. )¢Y).In
©+Ab.c. there was among the slaves of the Egibi business house
in Babylon a slave woman from Gandara (J. N.
Strassmaier, Inschriften von Darius, Konig von Babylon, Leipzig,
YA4Y no. YV4 line €¢). In V) b.c. one Babylonian sold “his slave
woman, a Bactrian” in Sippar (see for references M. A.
Dandamaev, Slavery in Babylonia, DeKalb, Y3A¢ p. Y+A; cf.
ibid., p. Y1), on a slave with the Iranian name Patiriddta). These
slaves apparently were prisoners of war (the “booty of the bow”).

Under the Achaemenids in Babylonia and other conquered
countries Persian nobles became large slave owners (see for
references Dandamaev, op. cit.,, p. Y))). According to some
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documents, Iranians sold their slaves in Babylonia (see, e.g., H.
G. Stigers, “Neo- and Late Babylonian Business
Documents,” Journal of Cuneiform Studies YA, Y3Y1 no, YY).

On the whole, there was only a small number of slaves in relation
to the number of free persons even in the most developed
countries of the Achaemenid empire, and slave labor was in no
position to supplant the labor of free workers. The basis of
agriculture was the labor of free farmers and tenants and in
handicrafts the labor of free artisans, whose occupation was
usually inherited within the family, likewise predominated. In
these countries of the empire, slavery had already undergone
important changes by the time of the emergence of the Persian
state. Debt slavery was no longer common. The practice of
pledging one’s person for debt, not to mention self-sale, had
totally disappeared by the Persian period. In the case of
nonpayment of a debt by the appointed deadline, the creditor
could turn the children ofthe debtor into slaves. A creditor could
arrest an insolvent debtor and confine him to debtor’s prison.
However, the creditor could not sell a debtor into slavery to a third
party. Usually the debtor paid off the loan by free work for the
creditor, thereby retaining his freedom.

Judging from Babylonian documents and Aramaic papyri of the
Achaemenid period, slaves were sometimes set free with the
stipulation that they continue to serve the master or provide him
with food and clothes as long as the latter was alive (see
Dandamaev, op. cit., pp. £¢YA-29),
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In Babylonia, the slaves often worked on their own and paid a

certain quitrent from the peculium they possessed. The size of the

quitrent on the average when calculated in monetary terms

amounted to VY shekels of silver a year. Such a sum was also what

the average annual payment of a hired adult employee amounted

to, regardless of whether he was free or a slave. The slave himself

cost around 1+-9+ shekels of silver, and for ) shekel it was

possible to purchase YA+ liters of barley or dates.
Bibliography : Given in the text.
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