Note on MA¥EN 9
R qv-4fnwt vsrb¥4 Mnwt and the North-Arabian origins

*... ywm whb méy Wd wé-r°w-a
[fl(n)wt w-ywm JbA ¥tr §-Qb © b-£(A°)[r] Z/7/ ...

Bron’s edition of the inscription Mén 9 records the presence of the goddésait in the context
“ywm whb gy Wd w-rl¥a [M]nwt” (“lorsqu’il a offert des offrandes &vaddet a sa divinité
tutelaire[Ma]nawa”, Il. 3-4)*. In the chapter dedicated to the study of(Ws religion, Bron points

to this theonym as a hapax in the South-Arabiapurand the earliest mention at all of this
divinity, found later in North-Arabian inscriptions few theophoric proper names of South-Arabia
and finally in the Koran. According to Bron, the mien of the goddess is connected here with the
northern origins of the man who dedicates the ip8on, a provenance which Bron detects in his
North-Arabian nameim¥and in the inclusion of f-dmwy f-Rgmtin the final gods’ list

However, considering the nam@m# as typically North-Arabian has been disputed fornyna
reasond This man’s clarGb/ is one of the main Minean clans, which probablg wecharge of a
great part of the trading activities of the kingdorBecondly, it seems not so odd that a man
involved in the trade included in the final listgdds f-amwyas worshipped in the oasis of Naiy
that was a stop along the route towards the North.

Finally, checking the inscription’s photo one s#es the reading of the wortd¥is far from being
sure and that the possible alternative readifig suits better the typical phraseology of Minaic
inscription ‘w-r -4 fnwt’, often following the phrasewhb mé%” + theonyn?. The best restoration
of 1.4’s first word is therefore[filnwt”, a consideration which entails for us the abseoicéhe
goddesdMnwt in the Minaic pantheon.

' Bron 1998, 49-51.

> #.amwyis the god of themrmtribe, which was settled from the very beginningtteé documented South-Arabian
history on the edges of the Jawf valley, on themerstern mountains along the route to dajiThe epithet-Rgmt
as Bron suggests, is probably to be connected/éinisoasis Rgmtn).

® Macdonald 2002, 123-125.

“ Beeston 1972 suggested the possibility to ideftifiye’s Gebbanites with this very clan.

® See B-M 179, |. 3w-r a-4 fnwi); Kamna 6, |. 3w-mé% (Wd) w-r(9[w-4 Kamna 14 A and B, Il. 1-2nég[ 4 #¢ét)
7-(R)[4bh ... ... ] (w-)rw-4]#(nw)t M 246, . 3:w-ywm whb (Zy)[d m]éy Wd(m) [wAr -4 fawtm w-ywmfbA ...;
Ma¥Cn 99, II. 7-8:w-#b mé§ Wd w-rw-4 fnwt Shagab 1, II. 9-10w-#b Amat méyt Wd bdm w-(r) w-dm fnwt. As-
Sawdt 76 (#-4 fnwt) and M 374([......]4b#fn[wt ... ... ]) are Halévy's copies. The first one could be amwretoo ¢
instead ofw); in any case, the context is too fragmentary. $&eond one could effectively repgrt. ...]J4b# and not
r w, meaning in this case “four canals”; anyway itslaet mentiorMnwt.
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