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By Cam Rea
The Achaemenid dynasty’s foundation is based on a man by the name of Achaemenes. Not much is known about the man himself. However, he is considered the eponymous founder according to the Behistun inscription of Darius I listed in his genealogy. Cyrus the Great says nothing on the Babylonian cylinder about the founder of their dynasty. However, Cyrus refers to himself as an Achaemenid on the inscriptions found at Pasargadae, but it is also debated whether the inscriptions are of Cyrus the Great as it could be quite possible that Darius I wrote those inscriptions after Cyrus died. Nevertheless, their most likely was a man by the name of Achaemenes. The only problem that surrounding Achaemenes was, who was he?


Let us start with the name Achaemenes. Achaemenes is a Greek form of his name. His name in Old Persian is Hakhamanish,
 or Haxamanis, or in Babylonian Ahamaniis, and in Elamite Haakkamannuis.
 In addition, we also have Hakhamanas
 and Hakhamaneshi
 as well as Hakamanish.
  As you can see, there are various spellings and pronunciations of his name. Now, the name Hakhamanish is said to possibly mean “friendly-minded”. Hakha or Sakha means “friend or friendly”, while the man in “manish” means “mind or minded.”
  This may be true, but there is another alternative to his name that should be considered. Sakha is Sanskrit and Hakha is Old Persian. Both languages are related to a certain degree.
  However, the term Sakha that is used in India is also used when referring to the Saka and you can find the name Saka in Sakha Sakha. In-addition, there was a tribe of Scythians called Sakha/Saka that migrated into Northern India
 and seem to have settled in the Panjab/Punjab region. In-addition, the Sakha/Saka are also called Shaka, and their capital was Shakala in Eastern Punjab.
  It now becomes possible that Hakha in Hakhamanish is another form for the term “Saka”. To give you a fuller detail lets us look at the similarities between the two names. Now, the Hakha and Sakha, both obviously have “akha” found in the name, but consider that both share the letters aka which is found in the word “Saka”. Now, look at the name Hakha and the Scythians called Shaka. Both once again share the “haka” in the name and if your remember reading earlier Haka was another form of Hakha. It also seems that Sakha/Hakha are similar to the name “Sahak” as you read earlier which was another name for King Astyages which means Isaac, and Isaac in Hebrew is “Ishak”. Notice the “hak” in Ishak, which bears simi-larities to Hakha and Sakha. In-addition, it also becomes possible that Hak is an epithet of “Haik”, which also means Isaac.  Thus, it becomes quite possible to suggest that Hakha or Sakha is not just the word friend or friendly, but can also repre-sent an origin, and that name seems to point to none other then the Saka/Scythian tribes that bear the name Isaac.
  


The next bit that needs to be focused on is the manish in Hakhamanish. As you have already read, there is a number of ways it is spelled. Manish, Manis, Maniis, Mannuis, Manas, Maneshi, Menes. When looking at the various forms of Manish, it becomes possible and thus speculated that all the various names for Manish you have just read, point to the tribe known as Manasseh. Take the name Manas that you have just read. Manas is also another name for Manasseh. The same can be said for Mannuis, which seems to be similar to Mannus, and is also linked to Manasseh. The name Menes could be linked to the name “Menesen”, which also seems to be connected to Ma-nasshe as well. In-addition, the name Hakhamanish also bears the suffix “ish or esh” which represents a sense of being or be-longing to a certain tribe or a person of ancestry. Thus, in conclusion to the meaning of the name Hakhamanish, it seems plausible that his name could mean “Isaac of Manasseh”.
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