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ZOHAK

Just as, according to Geiger®, Afrasyab is the incarnation of all possible evil
which afflicted the “nation of the Avesta”, due to their neighbours from the
desert at the Caspian shore, so, according to O. Klima?: “It is very probable
that a legendary monster mentioned in the Avesta, the king of the dragons Azi
Dahaka, was the symbol of a hostile power which, having sprung from Akkad,
reached in the east the territories beyond the borders of Media.”

Acc. to the Avesta, when Yima lost xvarena because of his sin, AZi Dahaka
overthrew him, came to power and ruled for a thousand years.?

Azi Dahaka was the “dragon” of the storm-cloud, an equivalent to the
Vedic Ahi, ie. Vritra. Originally, his struggle with Yima Xsag€ta had a pure
mythological character. When Yima became the earthly king, AZi underwent
the same transformation.* '

Acc. to the Avesta, Azi Dahaka, in the same way as Afrasyab, vainly
attempts to snatch xvarena.’

Acc. to the Sahname Zohak kills Feridun’s father Abtin, like Afrasyab
orders to kill Seyavus, the father of Key Xosrow.®

Thraétaona from the Athwiya line (in his translation, Darmesteter several
times speaks of Athwya clan, so it is not necessarily “the son of Athwiya”
which Darmesteter maintains in his note) defeated Azi Dahaka and chained
him to the Demavend mountain where he was to remain till the end of the
world, when Keresispa was to free and kill him.”

In the view of Darmesteter® the usurper AZi is identified with Chaldea, the
secular enemy of Iran. The name of Babylon mirrors a vague historical image of
a past Assyrian oppresion, later overthrown and forgotten, and the expression of
an intense national antipathy towards the Non-Iranian Chaldeans.

“At the time when the Avesta took its definitive form, Chaldea was
inhabited by Arabic tribes, it was already a sort of Iraq Arabt. To the writer of
the Avesta, Babylon, (Bawri) is the residence of Azi Dahaka, and Azi Dahaka
represents the Arab race.”

L Civilization of the Eastern Iranians, 1, p. 32 (cf,, J. C. Coyagee, Studies in the Shahnameh, p. 144).
% Avest. Ancient Persian Inscriptions. Middle Persian Literature, p. 16.

3CE, Av,D,0, 11, p. 60, n. 2.

4 Tbid.

5 Yt XIX; 46—50.

6 Zohak, v. 120; Ddistan-e Seyavus, v. 2341.

7 40,D,0, 11, p. 61.

8Ibid., p. 60, n. 3.

?Ibid., I, p. XLIX.
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Acc. to E. W. West, Azi Dahak was “the Arab usurper or usurping dynasty
that conquered Yim in his old age.”*°

Elsewhere West writes that “Azi Dahak, the Av. Az Dahaka,
[was- a] ‘destructive serpent’ (...). A name applied to a foreign dynasty (probably
Semitic) personified as a single king, which conquered the dominions of Yim.”!!

Acc. to Tabari, Iraq was his native land.!?
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“They also say, after Hisam ibn Muhammad, that Zohak succeeded Gam, as
they say, but God knows better, and ruled for a thousand of years and his seat
was in the very heart [of Iran], in the town called Nars (situated) by the road to
Kufa; his kingdom was the whole earth and he was an oppressor and tyrant, he
raised his killing hand and he was the first to introduce the custom of hanging
and beheading, and he was the first to collect tithes and to mint dirhams (...).”

AJ’A,,.LL a4 ulnauLuﬂ'd—_,.!:-ﬁd'ﬁ' Q‘, D9 a0 9 sl u’ L«.i.h, dlj
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“They say — continues Tabari'? — we have heard that Zohak was the same
Nemrod at whose times Ibrahim was born (...) and that he was the man who
wished to burn Ibrahim.”

Acc. to Tha4libi'*, “Dahhak le Himyarite qui, en persan, est appelé
Bewarasp, du pays Yemen, marcha contre lui (Gam) avec des troupes nomb-
reuses et une force formidable et fondit sur lui comme laigle sur liévre. Gam
s'enfuit sous un déguisement et Dahhak s‘empara de son empire (...).”

Ferdinand Justi writes about Zohak in Die iranische Religion, unfortunately
without giving any proofs that:

“Der Sitz seiner Herrschaft ist Babylon, wo sich sein Palast und seine
Citadelle befand.”!®

E. Herzfeld recalls some opinions which suggest that the origins of Zohak
should be traced in Babylon:

“In Yt. V, 28—35, quotation from Thrétona myth of the epic, the place of the
adversary, Azi Dahaka, is called bawroi§, in which Darmesteter already
recognized Babylon. Meillet calls this equation “evident” {...).1°

Y pk, VII, 26, n. 2, PT, V, p.- 10.
" Bd, XXXI, VI, n. 8, PT, I, p- 131
12 Tab, Tar, I, p. 204.

13 Tbid, p. 205.

14 Tha, Hist, p. 16—17.

15GIP, I, p. 664.

16 Hfd, Zor, 11, p. 518.
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D. Monchi-Zadeh maintains that the Babylonian origins of Zohak emerged
from a later tradition:

“Die Burg des Dahak war in Bavir (av. Bawri, Nyberg, Religionen,
besonders 465) eigentlich Biberland, darunter hat die Tradition spiter Babylon
verstanden. Vgl. Wikander, Vayu 55). Sie ihnelte einem Kranich (kulang).”!”

Acc. to the same author: “Firdansis Duz-huxt-Kang(...) bedeuted (das
Haus) des Verfluchten (d.e. des Dahhak).”!®

“(In) Yt. XV, 19 — writes Darmesteter'® — AZi is described as offering up
a sacrifice to Vayu in the unaccessible Kvirinta. We know from Hamza (p. 32)
that this was the name of a palace (the Kulang palace, the fortress of the Stork)
which Azi Dahaka had built in Babylon.”

“The inhabitants called it Dis Het ( < yus» ). Kuleng Dis was in Zend
Kvirinta daeza and Dis Het is nothing else than DuZita. One may doubt
whether Kvirinta is the name of a place or the Zend form of Kuleng, a stork: in
any case it was a palace in Bawri (Babylon). In the Shah Nameh it is called
Dizukht (...).”?°

“One cannot infer from “Babylon” that this was the primary habitat of the
dragon, but one can infer that at the time of the immigration the fights with
Babylonians and Assyrians were told after the pattern of the primeval dragon
myth, and that this became located in the West.

Azi Dahaka has a second palace in Yt. 15, 19, viz. Kurinta duzita, a name
which can only have been introduced when the Iranians had advanced so far
west, in the eighth century, because it is El karinta$ (about 1700 B.C., from
Kass. karaindas$), in Isidorus Char. Karina (= karind), still today Kirind,
a place situated in a most impressive gorge, above the natural frontier between
Iran and ‘Irdq, the Taq i Girra pass.”*!

PT. IV, p. 27, Dinkard, VIII, 8:

“A report of the ill-informed evil ruler of the seven regions, Dahak; his lineage
back to Taz, the brother of Hoshang and father of the Taziks (Arabs) (...).”

What was the native land of Zohak? Was it Babylonia? On the basis of
etymological studies, I. M. Diakonov?? arrives at the conclusion that it was
Babylonia.

The name Azi Dahaka itself, however, has the Iranian origin. This is what
Herzfeld?® writes about it:

“Herodotus calls the founder of the Median empire Deiokes, i.e. Daiaukku
of the annals of Sargon II, 1. 76 (Display inscr. 49) mentioned in 715—
—713 B.C.(...)

Y"M-Z, THS, p. 238.

18 Tbid.

19 49,D,0, I, p. XLIX. n. 2.
20Tbid,, 11, pp. 253—254, n. 3.

21 Hfd, Zor, 11, pp. 714—715.

22 Diakonov, Istoriya Midii, p. 43.
23 Hfd, Zor, 1, p. 89.




44

It was a mistake of W. Konig (...) repeated by Nyberg (...) to doubt the
Iranian character of the name Daiaukku. In the memorial document of Yt. 13
there are several names formed with dahyu, jara.dahyu, atardahyu and
dahyu.fradah, dahyu.sruta, and — ukku is an Iranian dimin. suffix, especcially
common in high antiquity, e.g. Assyrian annals.”

Some other facts (disregarding these which were mentioned in the chapters,
“The childhood and youth of Cyrus” and “The war for the Persian liberation”)
also suggest that Astyages could have been one of the two legendary
protoplasts of Zohak.

“The name of the last Median king — writes Herzfeld?* — is Astiagés in
Herodotus, better Astyigas in Ctesias, Akk. iStuwegu, ie. “Med. rsti.véga,
brandishing the lance (...).”

It is possible that genealogy of Zohak presented in the Sahname is
a legendary allusion to this name. Gamsid, v. 75:

“In those times a man lived in the desert of the horsemen wielding lances.”

As to deliver people from perdition prepared for them by Zohak's snakes,
which were fed on human brains, two honourable young men — Armail and
Garmail agreed to work as the king’s cooks. From among the lads who were
destined for death every day, they killed only one and mixed his brain with the
ewe's brain, whereas the second one was told to find a shelter in the mountains.
Zohak, v. 37: ‘
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“Now the Kurd is their seed and he does not mean to settle in one place.”

So wvhose descedant was Zohak? This is what Ferdousi writes about his
father (Gamsid, v. 77, 82—84):
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“This powerful man called Mardas and he raised himself above generosity
and justice. (...)

This honest-hearted man had a son, whom he loved more than life. That
one, avid of the world, was named Zohak,: he was audacious, stupid and
unchaste.” '

Iblis prompted Zohak to kill his father (Ibid., v. 94—97:
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241bid, p. 90; cf, also Olmst., p. 34.






