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PREFACE

The writing of a book has sometimes been
compared to giving birth to a child. In my
case a more apt metaphor would be giving
birth to an elephant. For the gestation period
of that mammoth is about twenty-one months
and this is closer to the ten years that
have elapsed since I first became interested
in the chronicles. Portions of this study were
originally a doctoral dissertation for The
Johns Hopkins University completed in 1962,
In the intervening years I have expanded my
research to include all the published chroni-
cles and whatever unpublished documents 1
could find. The final manuscript was complet-
ed and sent to the editors in August of 1967.
During the two years that have elapsed since
then important progress has been made in
this field. More textual material has come to
light and new insights have been achieved.
A complete revision of the entire manuscript
in accordance with new discoveries is imprac-
tical and so I have placed most of the infor-
mation that has come my way since August
of 1967 in the Addenda et Corrigenda.y

In selecting texts for this volume my work-
ing definition has been that an ancient Meso-
potamian chronicle is a prose narration of
eventsin chronological order normally written
in the third person. That this definition re-
quires qualification in detail will be obvious
to anyone who reads my first chapter. This
book is essentially a text study. My main
concern has been to establish the wording
and meaning of the original document and
chronological and historical problems have
been investigated only when necessitated by
my principal task. Thus there are numerous
questions, particularly of a chronological
nature, that have been ignored. For dates 1
have generally followed Professor J. A. Brink-
man (for bibliographical details see the Ad-
denda to Appendix B). Relevant to establish-
ing the text are historiographical questions

1 = See Addenda et Corrigenda.

and these are discussed in Part I. There is
also a brief description of the content of
each chronicle and the reader should note
that these sections are purely descriptive and
not attempts to write history. In Part II
will be found the texts with bibliography,
transliteration, translation, and commentary.
In this part the measurements of the tablets
are also given. These are based on the maxi-
mum length and breadth. Hand copies of all
previously unpublished chronicles as well as
of Chronicle P (of which no adequate copy
has ever been published) are presented at the
end of the book. All of these copies are mine
except for Chronicle 13b which was done by
Mr. Douglas Kennedy (see the Addenda). For
the other chronicles adequate copies are avail-
able and I saw no necessity to recopy them.
In any case I have presented in the plates
photographs of virtually all the chronicles.
Every text published here (except Chroni-
cles 13b and 19, A and B) I have examined
in the original and I am grateful to those
who have made this possible. In particular
I wish to express my gratitude to the Trus-
tees of the British Museum, to Dr. B. D.
Barnett, to Dr. Edmond Sollberger, and to
their staff in the Department of Western
Asiatic Antiquities. Not only did they pro-
vide me with every facility to collate the
published documents, I am indebted to them
for permission to publish for the first time
Chronicles 11, 12, 13, 13a, 13b, and 23. My
thanks also go to Professor Doctor G. R.
Meyer, Director-General of the Staatliche
Museen, Berlin, for allowing me to collate
the tablets in Berlin. In connection with the
Asgsyrian Chronicle Fragment in the Yale
Babylonian Collection I appreciate the co-
operation of the curators, Professor Ferris J.
Stephens and Professor William W. Hallo.t
The help I have received from individuals
is multifold. To Professor W. G. Lambert I
owe my chief debt of gratitude. Not only did
he introduce me to Assyriology, he has fol-
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lowed with keen enthusiasm every step of my
research on chronicles. So many observations
and readings incorporated here originated
with him that it would be impossible to give
him credit in each instance.

My thanks also go to Professor J. A.
Brinkman who has co-operated closely with
me while writing his Political History of
Babylonia and who generously provided me
with the manuscript of his study long be-
fore publication. The free exchange of infor-
mation which has taken place between us
for years has been invaluable in preparing
this volume and I have not attempted to
designate the numerous statements which
were influenced by him.+t

To Mr. Douglas Kennedy I am grateful in
connection with the new chronicle (Chronicle
13b) published in the Addenda. He first drew
this chronicle to my attention, placed his
notes and copy (the latter is included in the
plates) at my disposal, and did collations at
my request. My research on the Seleucid
Chronicles has benefited considerably from
consultation with Professor Abraham J. Sachs
and I wish to record my gratitude to him.

A few years ago Mr. A. R, Millard gener-
ously sent me the manuscript of his “An-
other Babylonian Chronicle Text”” (Chronicle
15) for which I am thankful. Professor Doc-
tor W. Rollig has placed at my disposal the
manuscript of his Materialen zur Chronologie
Vorderasiens im 2. Jahrtausend v. Chr. which
I very much appreciate. He also read my

manuseript in draft and made several signi-
ficant suggestions. Mr. Peter Hulin kindly
provided me with his new readings of the
Shalmaneser III statue from Nimrud (see
Appendix B sub Shalmaneser ITI) for which
I am grateful.

For his interest and encouragement I am
indebted to Professor W. W. Hallo. My work
has also benefited from the time I spent
with Professor W. von Soden in Vienna and
from my association with the Chicago As-
syrian Dictionary Project. The research fa-
cilities of the dictionary project were of
great assistance and I also appreciated the
opportunity to consult with the editorial
staff, notably Professors Gelb, Oppenheim,
and Reiner.

To the various bodies which have assisted
me financially I express my gratitude: to
the Canada Council and the Samuel S. Fels
Foundation for pre-doctoral fellowships; and
to the Humanities Research Administra-
tion of the University of Toronto which has
borne the cost of two trips to Europe as
well as stenographic and photographic ex-
penses. For assistance in typing the manu-
script I wish to thank Mrs. Hughdene
Ponick.

Finally, to my wife and daughters tribute
is due for the fact that I have remained
sane and healthy throughout the decade I
have worked on this volume.

Toronto July, 1969
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PART I

1

INTRODUCTION

Assyrian and Babylonian Chronicles are
an integral part of ancient Mesopotamian
chronography which in turn is an integral
part of ancient Mesopotamian historiogra-
phy. Properly, therefore, one should first
discuss the subject of historiography in de-
tail, then deal with the chronographic as-
pects of it, and finally turn to a full discus-
sion of the chronicles. In general this plan
will be followed in this study but since one’s
primary concern here is with the chronog-
raphy and especially the chronicles, only
these subjects will be dealt with in great
detail. In particular a detailed enquiry will
be launched into the origin and purpose of
the chronicles.

A word must also be said about the tem-
poral and linguistic boundaries. As the title
of the book indicates, the task that the au-
thor has undertaken is to present a study
and edition of Assyrian and Babylonian
Chronicles. This obviously excludes all other
Agsyrian and Babylonian historical texts,
even king lists, as well as Sumerian histori-
cal texts. But it must be emphasized that
this is an- arbitrary decision dictated by
practical considerations of time and space.
Many kinds of historical texts from ancient
Mesopotamia are very closely connected
with one another and it is impossible to
study one genre in complete isolation. This
is particularly true of the chronographic
texts which not only show some affinities
with other kinds of historical texts but in
particular display a very close interconnec-
tion with one another despite the fact that
they cover a time span of over two millen-
nia and are written in Sumerian or Akka-
dian. Thus the study of chronography to be
presented will deal with all chronographic

texts although in subsequent chapters one
will be concerned only with the Assyrian and
Babylonian Chronicles.

Before describing ancient Mesopotamian
historiography a word should be said about
the nature of historiography and particu-
larly chronography in other ancient Near
Eastern civilizations. Turning first to Egyptt
it is interesting to note that the annals of
the Egyptian kings evolved from date lists?
and from the annals, king lists were later
extracted.® Of equal importance with the
annals and king lists are the “diaries”. The
diaries were records of each day’s activities
during a campaign and were dictated per-
sonally by the king.4

In the books of the Old Testament his-
toriography reaches an unprecedented height.
The clarity and beauty of style found in the
ancient Hebrew narratives is unique among
historical documents from the ancient Near
East. Of particular interest among the texts
found at Ugarit is a king list which is in-
scribed on the reverse of a tablet, the ob-
verse of which contains a religious text.®
There is a list of kings from Elam in which
only the names of early rulers are given.®

1 The author is indebted to Professor Hans Goe-
dicke for help with the Egyptian material.

2 W. Helck, “Untersuchungen zu Manetho und den
dgyptischen Konigslisten,” Untersuchungen zur
Geschichte und Altertumskunde Agyptens 18
(Berlin, 1956), pp. 1f.

3 ibid, p. 3.

4 H. Grapow, ‘““‘Studien zu den Annalen Thutmosis
des Dritten und zu ihnen verwandten historischen
Berichten des neuen Reiches,” ADAW 1947/2,
pp. 50-54. -

5 C. F. A. Schaeffer, AfO 20 (1963), pp. 214f.

6 V. Scheil, MDP 23, p. IV and ses RA 28 (1931),
pp. 1-8; Konig, Elam p. 1; and Boehmer, Or.
n.s. 35 (1966), pp. 345-376.
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The Hittites also deserve mention here since
they wrote royal annals which are dis-
tinguished by their clarity. It has been sug-
gested that the Hittite royal annals have
greatly influenced the Assyrian royal annals.?
But Hittite chronographic texts are un-
known.®

Ancient Mesopotamian historiography is
an exceedingly complex and badly neglected
subject. Its complexity is not surprising
when one remembers that it evolved over a
period of more than two thousand years and
was written in two languages, Akkadian and
Sumerian. Inevitably ideas about history
altered frequently during these millennia
and, furthermore, subtle changes were effec-
ted by the gradual substitution of Sumerian
by Akkadian. That such an intriguing sub-
ject should have been generally neglected
by modern scholars is mystifying. It is true
that a few have attempted to deal with cer-
tain aspects of the subject such as Olmstead
who, at the beginning of this century, con-
cerned himself with the Assyrian Annals®
and Giiterbock who, many years later, pre-
sented an excellent, if brief, treatment of
the historical tradition of Babylonians and
Hittites.10 More recently Speiser? and Fin-
kelstein!? have provided valuable sketches
of Mesopotamian historiography. But apart
from these few studies no one has concerned
himself with the broad questions of origin

? Goetze, Kleinasien?, pp. 174f.

8 The “chronicle’” mentioned in Goetze, Kleinasien?,
p. 174, is actually a kind of magical text. See
Giiterbock, ZA 44 (1938), pp. 81-84.

* A. T. E. Olmstead, ““Assyrian Historiography’’ in
The University of Missouri Studies, Social Science
Series ITI/1 (Columbia, 1916).

10 H, G. Guterbock, ““Die historische Tradition und
ihre literarische Gestaltung bei Babyloniern und
Hethitern bis 1200, ZA 42 (1934), pp. 1-91; 44
(1938), pp. 45-149. Additions to this study are
found in AfO 13 (1939-40), pp. 49-51.

11 E. Speiser, ‘“Mesopotamian Historiography,” in
R. C. Dentan, The Idea of History in the An-
cient Near East (New Haven and London 1955),
pp: 35-76.

12 J. J. Finkelstein, ‘“Mesopotamian Historiogra-
phy,” Proceedings of the American Philosophiecal
Society 107 (1963), pp. 461-472.

and purpose in Mesopotamian historiography
and a comprehensive treatment of the sub-
ject as a whole is still lacking.

Briefly stated, ancient Mesopotamian his-
toriography may be divided into categories
entitled: chronographic texts, pseudo-auto-
biographies, prophecies, historical epics, roy-
al inscriptions, and miscellaneous histori-
cal texts.’® The term “pseudo-autobiogra-
phies” is used here as a designation for a
class of texts, the characteristics of which
are a narrative of historical events told in
the first person by a king or god. What dis-
tinguishes these from royal inscriptions is
the fact that the autobiographies are com-
posed not at the king’s command but by
scribes, presumably some time after the
king’s death, on their own initiative. Thus
they are pseudo-autobiographies in contrast
to the royal inscriptions which are, in one
sense, genuine autobiographies. The term
“nard literature” has been used by some
scholars for this same class of texts.* The

13 These ocategories apply primarily to historical
texts written in Akkadian. However, since Su-
merian texts are inevitably included in most of
these categories the term ‘“Mesopotamian his-
toriography” rather than “Akkadian historiogra-
phy” is preferable. For a special study of Su-
merian historiography see S. N. Kramer, IEJ 3
(1953), pp. 217-232. For the singular genre called
“royal correspondence” see C.J. Gadd, “Baby-
lonia, c. 2120-1800 B.c.”” == CAH I, Chapter XXII,
pp. 12f. and 20-24 and the references there. A
few representatives of this genre are also known
in Akkadian. See E. F. Weidner, AfO 10 (1935~
36), pp. 1-9, and B. Landsberger, pp. 140-144.
The letters ABL 924 (cf. E. Weidner, Tn. no. 42)
and 1282 also belong to this group.t

14 These texts were recently discussed by the author
in JCS 18 (1964), p. 8. There is the Sargon Birth
Legend discussed by Giliterbock, ZA 42 (1934),
pp. 62—65. To his bibliography in n. 1 on p. 62
add K 7249 published by W. G. Lambert, CT 46,
46 and the English translation by E. A. Speiser
(revised by Grayson) in ANET? p. 119. Concern-
ing the motif of the Birth Legend and its spread
to other cultures see P. Jensen, RLA 1, pp. 322—
324. Another pseudo-autobiography is BRM 4,
no. 4 (cf. Guterbock, ZA 42 [1934], p. 64, n. 3)
which is also about Sargon of Akkad. The Cutha-
ean Legend of Naram-Sin also belongs to this
category. For all references see O.R. Gurney,
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pseudo-autobiographies represent a genre
which goes back to Sumerian times. Essen-
tially these compositions have a didactic
purpose as is evident from one of the best
known of the pseudo-autobiographies, the
Cuthaean Legend of Naram-Sin. After a
lengthy description of the misfortunes that
were supposed to have befallen Naram-Sin
the author concludes with an exhortation
to a later prince to heed the document which
has been written and therefrom learn how
to conduct himself.15¢

Many might balk at including a genre
called “‘prophecy” in a discussion of historiog-
raphy and the present author therefore has-
tens to explain what is meant by this term.
It is a title given to a small group of texts
which contain a generalized description of
various periods in Mesopotamian history in
prophetic terms.1® These texts are, therefore,
not genuine prophecies in the Old Testament
sense of the word but neither are they histo-
ries. The phrase “vaticinium ex eventu’ aptly
describes this kind of composition. The reason
for composing these pseudo-prophecies after
the events had occurred and the origins of
the genre are unknown.

AnSt 5 (1955), pp. 93-113, and J. J. Finkelstein,
JCS 11 (1957), pp. 83-88. A pseudo-autobiogra-
phy which describes events in the Kassite period
is TII R 38, no. 2, which has been edited by
H. Winckler, AOF 1, pp. 534-538, and, more re-
cently, H. Tadmor, JNES 17 (1958), pp. 137-139.
The document edited by Giiterbock, ZA. 42 (1934),
pp- 77-79, may be a pseudo-autobiography but it
is too poorly preserved to be certain. It was dis-
cussed by A. Poebel, AS 14, pp. 23-42, and cf.
E. Sollberger, JCS 5 (1951), p. 20 under 6.4. The
discovery of a duplicate of this text from Mari
was announced by G. Dossin, Syria 20 (1939),
p- 99, but the document has not been published.
Further cf. the Hittite text edited by Giiterbock,
ZA 44 (1936), pp. 66-80. Further texts which
may belong to this genre are K 2599 -+ 3069 pub-
lished by W. G. Lambert, CT 46, 49 and the Sen-
nacherib text published by H. Tadmor, Eretz-
Israel 5 (1958), pp. 150-162.

15 AnSt 5 (1955), p. 106:147 — p. 108:175.

18 A, K. Grayson and W. G. Lambert, ““Akkadian
Prophecies,” JCS 18 (1964), pp. 7-30.

The Mesopotamian historical epict” is Su-
merian in origin and the reason for its cre-
ation is obvious. The composition of poetic
narratives retelling the deeds of famous
kings such as Enmekiri'® or Gilgamesh was
a natural development in a society which
was already well advanced in the arts of
civilization. It is true that the Gilgamesh
Epic contains large sections of mythological
material which make one hesitate to classify
it as an historical epic. Nevertheless it is cer-
tainly from this general background that the
later Babylonian and Assyrian historical
epics spring. In these epics one finds intense
national pride and lavish praise of the mon-
arch and state deities. This is particularly
evident in the Tukulti-Ninurta Epic which,
due to its blatant pro-Assyrian prejudice,
was for many years regarded as a propa-
gandistic tract.

Royal inscriptions also go back to the
early days when Sumerian was the spoken
language in the Babylonian plain and find
their origin in the ancient monarch’s pen-
chant for self-glorification.® Down through
the centuries the royal inscriptions under-

17 A survey of Akkadian historical epics will be
presented in the discussion of Chronicle 22 in
Chapter 6. .

18 For the reading of this name see Appendix B
sub Enmekiri.

19 A bibliography of studies of royal inseriptions
has been given by R. Borger, Einleitung 1, pp.
ixf. The bibliography of texts which Borger has
begun to publish for the Assyrian royal inserip-
tions (Einleitung 1 — the bibliography is ac-
companied by critical remarks) will fill a wide
gap in Assyrian historiographical studies. It is to
be hoped that someone will do the same in the
near future for the Babylonian royal inscriptions.
For a comparison of the style of Middle Assyrian
and Middle Babylonian royal inscriptions see
E. Reiner, BiOr 19 (1962), p. 159. Forged royal
inscriptions have been discussed by I. J. Gelb,
JNES 8 (1949), pp. 346-348 and n. 12. To his
bibliography add the Ashur-uballit I forgery which
has been discussed by W. von Soden, Or. n.s. 21
(1952), pp. 360f. The typology of Sumerian royal
inscriptions of the Ur I1I period has been studied
by W.W. Hallo, HUCA 33 (1962), pp.1-43.
For the Sumerian material further see T. Jacob-
sen, AS 6, pp. 20-28.%
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went considerable change partly due to inter-
nal development and also, perhaps, due to
Hittite influence.?® Among the miscellaneous
historical texts are the poetic account of
the third campaign of Shalmaneser I1I%, a
composition from the reign of Nebuchad-
nezzar 1122, the account of a royal campaign
to Emar (usually called “An Old Babylonian
Itinerary’’)2%, some literary texts concerning
Sargon of Akkad of which only the titles are
preserved?®, and the genealogy of Ammisa-
duqa.?s

Having outlined briefly the general nature
of ancient Mesopotamian historiography it
is time to turn to a detailed discussion of
one of the most important groups within
this sphere, the chronographic texts.?6 The
term ‘“‘chronographic” is used here to de-
scribe a group of texts which have, in the
past, been called either king lists or chroni-
cles. By definition the word chronographic
denotes documents which are composed along
essentially chronological lines. This is cer-
tainly a characteristic of ancient Mesopo-
tamian king lists and chronicles which makes
them a distinct entity. It is, moreover, essen-
tial to have one term for these two cate-
gories since in ancient Mesopotamia the
king lists and chronicles are so interrelated
that it is not always possible in a particular

20 See Goetze, Kleinasien?, pp. 174f.

2 The text is published as STT 1, no. 43 and edited
by W. G. Lambert, AnSt 11 (1961), pp. 143-158.

2 The text was published and edited by W. G.
Lambert, Iraq 27 (1965), pp. 1-11.

2 For a full discussion and bibliography see W. W.
Hallo, JCS 18 (1964), pp. 57-88.

% The titles are preserved on Rm 618 (cf. C. Bezold,
Cat. 4, p. 1627) and read:

Sorru-kin $u-pu-u (line 5)
Sarru-kin $drru dan-nu (line 22)

% J. J. Finkelstein, ‘“The Genealogy of the Ham-
murapi Dynasty,” JCS 20 (1966), pp. 95-118.

26 Specialized studies of chronographic texts will be
referred to in appropriate places. An incomplete
and inaccurate article which will not. be mentioned
again has been published by G. Morawe, ‘‘Studien
zum Aufbau der Neubabylonischen Chroniken in
ihrer Bezichung zu den chronologischen Notizen
der Konigsbiicher,” Evangelische Theologie 26
(1966), pp. 308-320.F

instance to decide if a text should be classi-
fied as either a king list or a chronicle. Such
is the case with the so-called Assyrian King
List. The beginning of the text simply lists
one ruler after another and therefore can be
classified as a king list. But there are some
narrative sections in this document which
belong to the classification chronicle.2” Thus
the Assyrian King List illustrates quite well
the fact that it is impossible to study chron-
icles in isolation from king lists. As a result
one must first treat all chronographic docu-
ments in detail before going on, in subse-
quent chapters, to study only the Assyrian
and Babylonian chronicles.

Rather than superimpose some modern
classification on the chronographic material
it is best to discuss them in terms of the an-
cient literary patterns which they follow. It
will be seen that this is not only an excel-
lent means of viewing the close interrelation-
ship of these texts but also an aid to eluci-
dating the problem of their origin and pur-
pose.

Before describing the literary patterns,
however, some observations are necessary.
A fact which is to be kept in mind when
investigating the form of the chronographic
texts is the manner in which these are pre-
served. Although a given text may have been
composed in the fifteenth century B.c. it
may be known to us only through a copy
made in the seventh century B.c. In such a
case one must allow for scribal errors that
have crept into the text down through the
centuries. Another possibility is that a par-
ticular cuneiform tablet known today may
contain only an extract from a larger, more
detailed composition. In such a case one
must allow not only for scribal errors but
also discover whenever possible the reason
the extraction was made. In connection with
the problem of the form in which a text has
been preserved the size and shape of the
tablet should always be considered.?® In gen-

27 A. Poebel, JNES 1 (1942), p. 281, in fact pre-
ferred the title Chronicle for this document.
28 H. Winckler, OLZ 1907, 575f.
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eral large tablets which contain carefully
written inscriptions formed an integral part
of a permanent library. Small tablets, partic-
ularly those shaped like business documents,
were made for a particular reason and would
not normally be intended to form part of
a permanent collection. Since the large tab-
lets were intended for libraries they normally
have colophons and, in cases where they are
parts of a series, catch-lines.?® They are some-
times referred to as “‘official” documents.
The small tablets which are composed for
various private purposes and may be called
“private’’ documents, may or may not have
colophons and catch-lines.

Before discussing the various categories of
chronographic texts it is advisable to strike a
note of caution. There is a danger in a study
of this kind of becoming so immersed in the
details of how a particular text fits into a
certain scheme that one might forget the
overall pattern and purpose of this kind of re-
search. In fact one might be so far misled as
to twist and contort a given text in order to
force it into a category into which one, a
priori, feels it should go. The author has tried
to avoid this pitfall by bearing in mind at all
times the purpose of this study. We are con-
cerned after all with the very important prob-
lem of the origin and purpose of Mesopota-
mian chronographic texts.t

A detailed analysis of the literary patterns
in chronographic texts is given in Appendix
A. Only a summary of that discussion will
be provided here. Four categories can be dis-
tinguished on the basis of literary patterns.
Of the texts in one category (A), the oldest
are the date lists (Ur III period) and the
youngest is the Kighteen-year Interval List
(ends in 99 B.C.). The oldest text in a second
category (B) is the Sumerian King List (Ur
IIT or Isin-Larsa period®) and the latest is
the Ptolemaic Canon (second century A.D.).

29 B.g.: Chronicles 1, 3, and 5.

3¢ M. B. Rowton, JNES 19 (1960), pp. 156-162, fa-
vours an Ur III date but F.R. Kraus, ZA 50
(1952), p. 49, favours an Isin-Larsa date,

In a third category (C) the contents of the
texts are a little closer in time, the period
being approximately the beginning of the
third to the beginning of the second millen-
nium B.¢. Only two documents are known in
the fourth category (D), both of which were
written during the latter part of the Neo-As-
syrian period (c. 783-627 B.C.).

These categories are distinguished by the
literary patterns which they employ. There
are two patterns characteristic of category A.
One is “The year when . . .”” The other is “N
(were/are) the years of the king”’. The pattern
of category B is ‘““The king ruled for N years”.
The pattern of category C is simply that of
royal name followed by narrative. Category D
is characterized by a synchronistic pattern.
That is, the names of two contemporary rul-
ers of two different countries are put side by
side. The use of titles (e.g. “’king”’) and gene-
alogies (e.g. “son of . . .””) in these documents
is usually haphazard and therefore of little
significance for a study of literary patterns.
Only where a consistent pattern is evident
has this matter been considered.

The following is a chart of the documents
divided according to the categories to which
they belong (see Appendix A for an expla-
nation of the symbols):

A
MU Narr.

N muv RN

Date Lists

Larsa Date List
Babylon I Date List
Larsa King List

Ur-Isin King List
Babylonian King List A
Babylonian King List C
Uruk King List
Chronicles 1-17
Astronomical Diaries
Eighteen-year Interval List
Eponym Lists
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B
RN mvu N Pred.

Sumerian King List

Dynastic Chronicle

King List of the Hellenistic Period
Babylonian King List B

Ptolemaic Canon

Assyrian King List

C
RN Narr.

Tummal Chronicle

Weidner Chronicle

Chronicle of Early Kings
Babylonian Chronicle Fragment 1

D
RN, RN,

Synchronistic History
Synchronistic King List

Unclassified :

Chronicle P, Chronicles 23—24, Assyrian
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A study of the literary patterns helps solve
the problem of the origin of the chronicles of
category A. It will be demonstrated in Appen-
dix A that date lists (lists of names given to
each year for the purpose of dating records)
and the late chronicles (Chronicles 1-17) have
literary patterns which are virtually identi-
cal. This suggests that by the time year
names and date lists were being replaced by
dating according to regnal years (c. 15600 B.C.)
the scribes continued to compile such texts,
although the original purpose for them no
longer existed. There are no documents from
this transitional period (the earliest chronicle
of category A deals with the twelfth century
B.C.) 80 that this suggestion is nothing more
than hypothesis. But assuming the hypothe-
sis to be correct, why the scribes should
have continued to compile such texts is an

intriguing question. It has been suggested
that divination was the reason in some cases
but to date the evidence that omens and
chronicles are closely connected is very sparse
and uncertain, This matter will be discussed
in detail in Chapters 3 and 5.3* Another pos-
sibility is that the Babylonians recognized an
intrinsic value in these records and therefore
compiled them out of an interest in history
for its own sake. This suggestion will be dis-
cussed in Chapter 2. Yet a third factor that
may well play some part is the conservative
nature of Sumero-Babylonian civilization. It
could be that the scribes were reluctant to
abandon a particular genre even though it
had outlived its usefulness. These suggestions
with regard to the reason for the compilation
of the chronicles of category A do not ex-
haust the possibilities nor are they mutually
exclusive. All three factors, as well as some
unknowns, may have played some part in mo-
tivating the scribes to write these important
documents.

In category B the Sumerian King List has
close similarities to the other texts and in one
case, the King List of the Hellenistic Period,
there is concrete evidence (the use of an ar-
chaic sign form) that the scribe was con-
scious of following the tradition of the Su-
merian King List. As evident as the origin of
the category is, however, the reasons for the
composition of the various texts within it
vary considerably and are not always clear.
The purpose of the Dynastic Chronicle will be
discussed in Chapter 4.1

Whether or not there is any real connec-
tion between the Tummal Chronicle and the
other texts in category C is an open question.
The similar literary pattern and the early pe-
riod of history with which they all deal may
be attributed to coincidence. It is particularly
important to bear in mind that the Tummal
Chronicle has a very complex literary pat-
tern which, only when it is reduced to its
simplest form, can be compared to the pat-
terns in the other texts. There is, however, a
close connection in content between the Weid-

31 Also see Grayson, Divination, pp. 69-76.
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ner Chronicle and the Chronicle of Early
Kings, a matter which, together with the pur-
pose of these texts, will be discussed in Chap-
ter 5.

The synchronistic pattern followed by the
two texts of category D is an obvious one
and its occurrence in both texts may be coin-
cidental. The purpose behind the Synchronis-
tic History, however, merits some discussion
and this will be found in Chapter 6.

The remainder of this book will be con-
cerned with a detailed examination of Baby-
lonian and Assyrian Chronicles. In this ex-
amination our attention will be particularly
concentrated on establishing the source mate-
rial used by each chronicler, his purpose in
writing the chronicle, and the reliability of
his composition as a source for modern his-
torians.
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THE BABYLONIAN CHRONICLE SERIES

Among the chronicles which belong to cate-
gory A are some texts which, although re-
lated to the other chronicles, represent a dis-
tinct entity. This category, the Babylonian
Chronicle Series, includes Chronicles 1-13 a. It
is the largest group of ancient Mesopotamian
Chronicles and the one which most properly
deserves to have the name Chronicle applied
to its component parts. The time period cov-
ered by this series extends from the middle
of the eighth century B.c. to the third cen-
tury B.c. But within this era of approximate-
ly half a millennium there are many gaps due
in part to the limited time span of the indi-
vidual texts and in part to the poor state of
preservation of some of them. These docu-
ments, although exhibiting various isolated
peculiarities, are definitely related not only
from the point of view of typology but also in
terms of source material, outlook and phrase-
ology. The tradition from which these chron-
icles stem represents the highest achieve-
ment of Babylonian historians with regard
to the writing of history in a reliable and
objective manner.t

There are, no doubt, those who would de-
ny that such a prosaic narrative of the bare
events without any attempt to explain causes
or effects should be called “history”. One can
only reply that without such sober, factual
accounts as found in these texts it would be
impossible for modern historians to write
their more profound reconstuctions of Baby-
lonian history. For this group of chronicles is
the very backbone of our knowledge of late
Babylonian history. Letters, business docu-
ments, religious and literary texts provide in-
sights into various aspects of Babylonian his-
tory and culture but a consecutive narrative
of the history as a whole depends almost
entirely on these few products of the Baby-
lonian scribe’s interest in history.f

The Babylonian Chronicle Series may be
subdivided into two parts called respectively
the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series (Chroni-
cles 1-7) and the Late Babylonian Chronicle
Series (Chronicles 8-13 a). This-subdivision,
the dividing point of which is c. 539 B.cC., is
somewhat arbitrary since the series, so far as
one can tell, continued uninterrupted from
the eighth to third centuries B.0. Neverthe-
less the fact that there is a large chronologi-
cal gap after 539 B.c. (over half a century)
before examples of the series are again pre-
served and that the latter texts have one or
two peculiarities not evident in the earlier
documents makes it advisable to draw this
dividing line. Of the two groups the texts of
the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series are by
far the best preserved.t

That Chronicles 1-7 belong to or are ex-
tracts from one series is evident from the fact
that all seven texts complement one another
chronologically and they employ the same
characteristic phrases. There is no doubt that
Chronicles 3-5 belong together as the catch-
lines show. Chronicle 1 claims to be the ‘“first
section (of a series).””* Since Chronicle 1 and
Chronicles 2-7 have similar characteristic
phrases for battle,2 defeat,® retreat,® and
death,’ and complement Chronicles 3—5 chron-

1 Chron. 1 iv 34 and see the commentary.

2 salta (ana 1ibb7) . . . epédu. See the note to Chroni-
cle 1 i 7f. Outside of chronicles this phrase oc-
curs in & NB letter, a 8B omen, and the inserip-
tions of Darius 1.

8 (K1.)BATLA ... dakdnu. See the note to Chronicle 1
i 35. Outside of chronicles these words are re-
placed by words such as ddkw and the phrase
abikto/dabdd . . . Sakanw.

L ina pani. . .nobalkutu. See the note to Chroni-
cle 11 35. Outside of chronicles this phrase is re-
placed by such words as tdru and sahéru.

5 swmdati. This is used passim in Chronicle 1 and it
also appears in Chronicle 5:10 (death of Nabo-
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ologically,® there is little doubt that all
seven of these chronicles belong together.”
The second group of chronicles, the Late
Babylonian Chronicle Series (Chronicles 8—
13 a), isreally a continuation of the Neo-Baby-
lonian Chronicle Series. That Chronicles 8-
13a are closely related to one another is evi-
dent from certain features which they have
in common and their close chronological re-
lationship. Despite the poor state of preser-
vation of all of these chronicles one particu-
lar feature that most of them have in com-
mon is evident, the use of the singular phrase
“MN, that same month.’’8 Although the chron-
ological position of these documents cannot
be determined accurately in every case there
is no doubt about the general time range
with which each deals. In chronicles 8 and 9
events of the Achaemenid period are de-
geribed ; Chonicle 10 deals with the succeed-
ing era, the time of the Diadochi; Chron-

polassar). No other deaths of ruling monarchs are
mentioned or, at least, preserved in Chronicles
2-7. See the note to Chronicle 11i11. Outside of
chronicles it is replaced by mdtu or Saddsu emedu.
There is a gap of 41 years (from the accession
of Shamash-shuma-ukin to the accession of Nab-
opolassar) between Chronicles 1 and 2. Six
regnal years of Nabopolassar are missing between
Chronicles 2 and 3; 37 years are missing
between Chronicles 5 and 6; and one year is
missing between Chronicles 6 and 7.

Note that Chronicles 1 and 7 are slightly dif-
ferent from the other chronicles in that they
are divided into two columns on each side rather
than one. This is not surprising when one con-
siders that it is probable that both texts were
copied by the same scribe. See Wiseman, Chron.
p. 3. Further note that Chronicle 1 contains less
detail about each king. Chronicles 2, 4, and 6
are inscribed on tablets which have the shape
of Neo-Babylonian business documents, a feature
also exhibited by the Late Babylonian Chronicle,
Chronicle 9. Note that Chronicles 2 and 6 were
written by the same scribe (see Wiseman, Chron.
p- 3). Finally, it is noteworthy that Chronicles 3
and 5 are inscribed on larger tablets and were
written by the same hand (see Wiseman, Chron.
p. 3).f

itiny 171 1. The phrase is attested in all Seleucid
Chronicle fragments except the tiny piece, Chron-
icle 13 a. It does not appear in Chronicles 8-10.
For references see n. 143 below.

@

~

®

icles 11-13 are concerned with the next his-
torical period, the Seleucid era. Thus, al-
though the fragmentary nature of these chron-
icles deprives one of numerous examples of
similarities, there is sufficient evidence to
conclude that these Late Babylonian Chron-
icles are very closely connected to one an-
other.t

The Late Babylonian Chronicle Series, as
stated above, is really a continuation of the
Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series. As the
scribes compiled the chronicle series during
the period before Persian and Seleucid con-
trol, so they continued to do in the subse-
quent historical eras. In attempting to illus-
trate the close relationship between the two
groups, however, one is hampered by the
fragmentary condition of the late texts. Not
one complete sentence is preserved of the
Seleucid Chronicle fragments. Nevertheless,
phrases characteristic of the Neo-Babylonian
Chronicle Series are found in the best pre-
served of the Late Babylonian Chronicles,
Chronicle 10. Expressions similar to the
unique phrases used in the Neo-Babylonian
Chronicle Series for waging war and retreat-
ing are also found in Chronicle 10.° One
should further note the statements concern-
ing launching a campaign that occur at the
beginning of two sections in Chronicle 12 and
which commonly occur in the same position
in the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series.1?
Thus, despite the mutilated condition of the
Late Babylonian Chronicle Series, there is
sufficient evidence of a close relationship to
conclude that the two groups are really part

® “40 do battle” is expressed salta itti . .. epedu
which is to be compared to salta (ana libbi). . .
epédy in the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series.
See the note to Chronicle 1 i 7f. “to retreat” is
expressed with the verb nabalkuwiu in Chronicle 10
and in the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series.
See the note to Chronicle 1 i 35.

“He mustered (his troops)’’ —. . . 4dkéma. Chron-
icle 12:4, r. 2. The common occurrence of this
phrase in the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series
(e.g. Chronicle 3:1, 16, 38, etc.) was not listed
among the phrases peculiar to the series since it
commonly occurs in other types of historical
texts. For examples see CAD 3 (D), pp. 127f.

1

o
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of one continuing series which, if it were
completely preserved, would represent a na-
tive history of Babylonia from the middle of
the eighth century to the third century B.0.}

In the remainder of this chapter each series
and each chronicle within each series will be

discussed in detail. Technical matters , which
are of interest only to the specialist, are
omitted from the discussion and may be
found in the introduction to the edition of
each text in Part IT of this book.

i) NEO-BABYLONIAN CHRONICLE SERIES: CHRONICLES 1-7

Seven chronicles have so far been discov-
ered of the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series.
The Series began with the reign of Nabu-
nasir (747-734 B.0.) and continued at least
until the Persian conquest of Babylon (539
B.C.). Since the chronicles are so closely con-
nected, they are usually treated here as one
text.12 The text is divided by horizontal lines
into sections of unequal length and each sec-
tion usually deals with the events of a single
year of a Babylonian king’s reign. Due to the
fact that most of the preserved chronicles
have major lacunae and that some chronicles
have been completely lost, there are many
gaps in the narrative. The account of the end
of the reign of Sargon II and the beginning
of Sennacherib’s reign is largely missing.1®
The narration breaks off after the accession
year of Shamash-shuma-ukin (669 B.c.)** and
does not resume until the accession of Nabo-
polassar (626 B.c.).35 Nothing is preserved of
six regnal years of Nabopolassar (years four
to nine inclusively).'® The narrative is again
interrupted at the end of Nebuchadnezzar’s
tenth year (595 B.0.)Y” and does not resume

11 The main points in this section were presented
in a paper to the one hundred and seventy-
fifth meeting of the American Oriental Society
in Chicago on April 15, 1965.

12 The fact that Chronicles 1 and 7 are slightly dif-
ferent from the other chronicles must be kept
in mind (see n. 7 above). But this does not viti-
ate a treatment of these texts as one group.

13 Chronicle 1 ii 6'-18.

4 This is found in the last section of Chronicle 1
(iv 34-38).

15 This is where Chronicle 2 begins.

16 Chronicle 2 breaks off during the account of the
third year and Chronicle 3 begins its narration
with the tenth year.

17 This is where Chronicle 5 stops.

until the third year of Neriglissar (557 B.c.).18
The account of Neriglissar’s fourth year as
well as the three month reign of Labashi-
Marduk is missing.

The Weltanschauung of the authors of this
series is parochial in that they are interested
only in matters related to Babylonia and, in
particular, her king. But this narrow outlook
does not affect the manner in which the
events are narrated. Within the boundaries
of their interest, the writers are quite objec-
tive and impartial. This is evident from the
numerous times they mention defeats of the
Babylonians at the hands of their enemies.
The raid on Babylonian cities carried out by
Tiglath-pileser 111 in Nabu-nasir’s third year
is only one example of many defeats at the
hands of the Assyrians which are mentioned.?
The objectivity of the writers provides a use-
ful rule to follow in instances where other
sources contradict the Neo-Babylonian Chron-
icle Series. Two notorious examples of this
are the battle of Der in 720 B.c. and the bat-
tle of Halule in 691 B.c. In each of these
cases, as the present author has argued else-
where, the chronicle’s account is to be re-
garded as the most reliable of all the accounts
available.20t

Further, the authors have included all
Babylonian kings known to have ruled in this

18 This is where Chronicle 6 begins.

1% Chronicle 1i 3-5. Other defeats at the hands of
the Assyrians are: Chronicle 11 19-23; ii 25-30,
45-iii 6; iii 22-24; Chronicle 2:7, 23 f.; Chronicle
3:17f., 37, 66—68. One defeat at the hands of
the Egyptians is mentioned (Chronicle 4:16-18).
The conquest of Babylonia by Cyrus IT is found
in Chronicle 7 iii 12-20.

20 For a full discussion see Grayson, Studies Lands-
berger, pp. 340-342.
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period and there is no evidence that they
have omitted any important events which
have a bearing on Babylonia during their
reigns. Bvery significant event known in this
period from sources other than the chronicles
(eponym canons, royal inscriptions, letters,
business documents, foreign documents) which
affects Babylonia is referred to in the chron-
icle.? Thus one may conclude that the paro-
chial outlook of the authors of the Neo-Baby-
lonian Chronicle Series, although it limits the
scope of their narrative, does not in any way
distort it.

The conclusion that these are impartial
historical documents leads to the question of
why they were written. They were certainly
intended to be more than chronological aids
since a king list would be sufficient for this
purpose. As was just stated there is no ap-
parent prejudice or attempt to propagandize
in these documents. The writers are obvi-
ously not trying to convince their readers of
some particular idea as the author of the
Synchronistic History was. Thus oneis tempt-
ed to conclude that the documents were
compiled from a genuine interest in writing
history. It appears that the scribes simply
wished to record what had happened in and
around their land. We have, therefore, what
seems to be history being written for history’s
sake as early as the eighth century B.0. Of
course this history-writing is parochial. But
it is not chauvinistic. That is to say, the
interest of the scribes is confined to the events
that concern Babylonia and her king (thus
parochial) but these events are recorded dis-
passionately (whether shameful or honour-
able) without any distortion due to national
pride.

It now remains to discuss the manner in
which this series was compiled. It may be
stated immediately that there is no evidence
for any connection between this series and
royal inscriptions. This is not surprising since
Babylonian royal inscriptions are concerned
primarily with religious, not secular, events

% In fact practically every regnal year of each
king is mentioned. '

—the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series is, in
a sense, the political annals of the Neo-Baby-
Ionian monarchs—and it would be unheard
of for a Babylonian scribe to copy information
from an Assyrian royal inscription. There is
one instance in which Chronicle 1 and the
Eponym Canon CP 6 are strikingly similar.
This is the account of the destruction of the
cities Larak and Sarrabanu in 704 B.c. by
Sennacherib. Although Sennacherib lists
many conquered cities, thirty-nine including
these two, in his account of the campaign,
both the Eponym Canon and Chronicle 1
have chosen to mention only two, the same
two!22 This may indicate borrowing on the
part of one of these documents or, and this
is more likely as will be shown, it may indi-
cate that the two texts had a common
source.?® Although there is another instance
in which the text of an Eponym Canon and
the text of Chronicle 1 have some similar-
ity, the discrepancies between the two ac-
counts are sufficient to dispel any suspicion
of a direct connection,24

There is little evidence of a connection be-
tween the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series
and the Ptolemaic Canon as far as content
is concerned. The only evident similarities are
that both documents begin their list of Baby-
lonian kings with Nabu-nasir and both docu-
ments use the same short form of Nabu-
nadin-zeri’s name.?> The fact that the Ptole-
maic Canon omits Nabu-shuma-ukin I1 ;26 uses
the Babylonian name of Shalmaneser V

22 See Chron. 1ii 22, C*6 in RLA 2, p. 435, and
OIP 2, p. 53: 42-47,

% It cannot be argued that of the 39 Amukkanite
cities mentioned only Larak and Sarrabanu are
important. Certainly S/Shapia, which is listed
by Sennacherib, is important. In an earlier period
it was the centre of the Nabu-mukin-zeri rebel-
lion. Parakmar(r)i, another city mentioned, ap-
pears in two letters, CT 44, 67: 4 and Iraq 27
(1965), p. 23 LXXVI: 6, 11. It is possible, how-
ever, that Sennacherib in fact only conquered
Larak and Sarabanu and the remaining 37
names in his inscription might be sheer embel-
lishment.

% See the commentary to Chronicle 1 ii 5.

% See Appendix B sub Nabu-nadin-zeri.

26 See Appendix B sub Nabu-shuma-ukin IT.
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while the series uses his Assyrian name;*
does not recognize the rule in Babylonia of
Sargon as the series does;?® and reckons the
number of years of the interregnum before
Esarhaddon and the number of Esarhaddon’s
regnal years differently from the series®
shows that the source or sources used by
Ptolemy certainly had a different point of
view from the author of the series.

With regard to other chronicles there is
evidence of a close connection between the
Esarhaddon Chronicle and Chronicle 1. The
relevant portions of the two texts generally
agree word for word. However, in some
cases Chronicle 1 has additional information
which the Esarhaddon Chronicle does not
have3® and in two cases the Esarhaddon
Chronicle contains no mention of defeats suf-
fered by Esarhaddon (sacking of Sippar in
his sixth year$! and defeat in Egypt in his
seventh year)32 Thus, although there is a
definite affinity between the two documents,
the Esarhaddon Chronicle is a little more
concise and has a definite bias in favour of
Esarhaddon. One concludes from this that
the author of the Esarhaddon Chronicle used
Chronicle 1 as source material or else the
authors of both texts had a common source.
The second of these two alternatives is the
more probable.33

That the two texts are based on a common
source is indicated by the fact that there
is some connection between them and the
Akitu Chronicle. In the sections of each of
these chronicles which appear at the end of
Esarhaddon’s reign and the beginning of the
reign of Shamash-shuma-ukin there is a very
close connection. In some cases all three
texts have lines which are exactly parallel to
one another. In other cases the Esarhaddon
Chronicle and Akitu Chronicle have lines not

27 See Appendix B sub Shalmaneser V.

2¢ See Appendix B sub Sargon II.

29 See Appendix B sub Sennacherib.

30 See the commentary to Chronicle 1 iv 21, 23-28,
30-33, 38.

31 Chronicle 1 iv 9 £,

32 Chronicle 1 iv 16.

88 Smith, BHT p. 2, came to the same conclusion.

found in Chronicle 1 (this is virtually the
only passage in which the Esarhaddon Chron-
icle has more information than Chronicle 1).34
Thus none of these three texts could have
been the sole source from which the other
two derived their information and yet there
is a close connection between them.? One is
inclined to conclude, therefore, that there
was a common source used by the writers of
these three documents.

It seems probable that in fact all of the
late chronicles of category A had & common
source and that this source was a running
account of all important events affecting
Babylonia.3® Further, it is probable that this
running account is identical with a genre
known as astronomical diaries,3” a term which

3 The following chart indicates the points of con-
tact and discrepancy:

CuroNiciE 1 | ESARHADDON AxTTU
CHRONICLE CHRONICLE
omits 311, = 14
omits 33f1. omits
iv 34-36 = 35f. = 5-7
omits 37 8
iv 37f. = 38f. omits

3% Note that the Akitu Chronicle and Shamash-
shuma-ukin Chronicle also have one line in com-
mon (Akitu Chronicle 12 = Shamash-shuma-
ukin Chronicle 6). It is also possible that the
Shamash-shuma-ukin Chronicle has one line in
common with the portion of Chronicle 23 that
belongs to category A (see the commentary to
Chronicle 23 r. 6 f.).

38 A similar proposal was made by Landsberger
and Bauer, ZA 37 (1927), pp. 61-65, who thought
all chronicles belonged to one series, the evi-
dence being the tendency of the Babylonians to
canonize all their learned literature. Wiseman,
Chron. pp. 3f., went farther by suggesting that
the preserved chronicles are in fact extracts from
one original running account. His evidence was
the difference in character between Chronicle 1
and Chronicles 2-6. The former is more com-
prehensive in period of time but less detailed
while the latter are quite the opposite.

37 Cf. Wiseman, Chron. p. 4.
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must be explained before elaborating upon
this suggestion. Astronomical diaries are rec-
ords of various phenomena, each text re-
cording the events of half a specified year.
The diaries are divided into sections, each
section covering the almost day-to-day events
of one month. Most of the phenomena re-
corded are of an astronomical or meteorologi-
cal nature but at the end of each section
there are statements about market prices,
the height of the river, and matters of his-
torical interest. There are several reasons for
regarding the diaries and the chronicles as
being closely connected.

One reason has to do with the ‘“Nabu-
nasir Era”, There is a tradition that from
the time of Nabu-nasir (747-734 B.C.) offi-
cial records, particularly of astronomical ob-
servations, were available in abundance. This
tradition is best attested by Ptolemy who
not only began his list of Babylonian kings
with Nabu-nasir and used the Nabu-nasir
Era in his writings for dating, but also said
at one point that astronomical observations
were preserved from Nabu-nasir’s time on-
wards.?® The tradition is also alluded to in a
curious statement attributed to Berossus by
Alexander Polyhistor and quoted from the
latter by Syncellos: “Nabu-nasir collected
and destroyed the (records of the) deeds of
the kings so that the reckoning of Chaldaean
kings might start with himself.”’?® On the ba-
sis of this evidence Winckler claimed that the
reign of Nabu-nasir marked the introduction
of a new calendar.?® Kugler later pointed out
that such an assertion was unjustified since
no mention is made by either Ptolemy or
Berossus of a new calendar. Kugler instead
argued that one could only conclude from

38 K, Manitius, Des Claudius Ptoleméus Handbuch
der Astronomie (Leipzig, 1912) I, p. 183: 6-8.
Also ef. O. Neugebauer, The Exact Sciences in
Antiquity (Princeton, 1952), p. 93.

3% F. Jacoby, Die Fragmente der Griechischen
Historiker 3. Teil, C. (Leiden, 1958), pp. 395f.
The passage is also quoted and translated (into
German) by F. X. Kugler, SSB 2, p. 363.

4 H. Winckler, Geschichte Babyloniens und As-
syriens (Leipzig, 1892), pp. 121f.

the evidence that the reign of Nabu-nasir
marked the beginning of an era in which de-
tailed records were kept of astronomical
phenomena. He attributed the cause of this
sudden interest in keeping records to the sin-
gular astronomical phenomena which occurred
in the first year of Nabu-nasir’s reign.®* Actu-
ally the evidence supports the conclusion that
detailed records of various things and not
just astronomical phenomena were kept from
the reign of Nabu-nasir.t

The evidence that astronomical records
were sedulously compiled from the reign of
Nabu-nasir onwards implies that astronomi-
cal diaries (being astronomical records) were
diligently written starting with this period.
It is now important to note that the Baby-
lonian Chronicle Series beging its narration
in the reign of Nabu-nasir. It appears that
scribes began compiling astronomical diaries
(among other astronomical records) and the
Babylonian Chronicle Series about the same
time. Or, to be more precise, the astronomi-
cal diaries and the source of the Babylonian
Chronicle Series began to be compiled in
great detail beginning with the reign of
Nabu-nasir. This in itself would suggest that
the source of the series was astronomical dia-
ries.®2 Also to be considered is the fact that
typologically the two genres are similar (see
Appendix A) and in phraseology there are
several points of contact.®® Thus there is

L F. X. Kugler, S8B 2, pp. 362-371. The Saros
Tablet discussed by Kugler is treated in Appen-
dix A.

42 The fact that the later portions of Chronicle 23
belong typologically to category A (see Appen-
dix A) suggests that the source of the Baby-
lonian Chronicle Series is at least as old as the
earliest period dealt with in this portion of the
text. The pattern of category A. is first used in
Chronicle 23 in the entry that deals with the
reign of Merodach-baladan I (1173-1161 B.C.).
There is no reason to reject the idea that docu-
ments similar to astronomical diaries were com-
piled as early as the twelfth century B.c.

4 Phrases which the historical narratives of astro-
nomical diaries and the chronicle series of cate-
gory A have in common are:

a) ina pansi . . . nabalkutu. Examples are cited in
the note to Chronicle 11 35.
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good reason to believe that the source of the
Babylonian Chronicle Series (Chronicles 1-
18a) as well as the other chronicles in cate-
gory A (Chronicles 14-17) and the later por-
tion of Chronicle 23 is astronomical diaries.}

On the question of who wrote these docu-
ments there is unfortunately no clear indi-
cation but on the question of the material
upon which they wrote there is some inter-
esting evidence. This is contained in the colo-
phon of Chronicle 15, the beginning of which
reads: “Nonintegrated lines from a writing-
board of Urshidazimeni.”** This statement
shows that at least some chronicle material
was inscribed on writing-boards.® The exis-
tence of writing-boards was suspected for
gsome time and was finally confirmed by the
fortunate discovery of some of these at the
bottom of a well at Nimrud. The writing-
board consisted of several short boards at-
tached by hinges. On the inner surface of
each board was spread a thin layer of bees-
wax for the inscription. In his publication of
these, Wiseman* drew attention to the evi-
dence for various types of texts being written
on writing-boards (omens, reports, rituals,
administrative documents, etc.). To the types
of texts known to have been written on
writing-boards may be added chronicles on
the basis of the statement quoted above. Since
the earliest king mentioned in Chronicle 15

b) salia . . . epésu. Examples are cited in the note
to Chronicle 1 i 7f.

¢) NaM™®, See the note to Chronicle 11 11.

d) 171 BI. See n. 143 below.

Further note the occurrence of the phrase alteme
wmmea in Chronicle 13 r. 5 which is a common
idiom in astronomical diaries but most peculiar
in & chronicle. Algo interesting in this regard is
the list of commodities and the phraseology in
Chronicle 23 (also note Chronicle 10 r. 31 and 35)
which is virtually identical with passages in astro-
nomical diaries. See the relevant commentaries

- for details.

4 Chronicle 15:23.

# In this connection note the interesting statement
in copy A of Chronicle 1 i 8 that an event ‘‘is
not written” and the fact that the section is
omitted in copy B. This in itself suggests that
these texts are extracts from another source.

46 Traq 17 (1955), pp. 3-13.

is Shirikti-Shugamuna (984 B.c.) it also indi-
cates that writing-boards were used as early as
the beginning of the first millennium s.c. for
the composition of a chronicle of the type
within category A.

In conclusion it may be stated that Chroni-
cles 1-7 represent only a small part of a se-
ries of late Babylonian chronicles which, like
all chronicles of category A, were probably
résumés or extracts made from running ac-
counts which were sometimes kept on writing-
boards and these running accounts were
probably identical with astronomical diaries.7
The narrative exhibits a narrow outlook re-
stricted to matters of concern to Babylonia,
but within these confines the authors are ob-
jective. Their main concern is to record what
actually happened. Thus one may use these
documents as source material for the his-
tory of the period with considerable confi-
dence in their reliability.®

a) CERONICLE 1

The text of Chronicle 1 covers the period
from the reign of Nabu-nasir (747-734 B.C.)
to the reign of Shamash-shuma-ukin (668-
648 B.0.). It is preserved in three copies.
There are some serious lacunae in the best
preserved copy, and although the other two
tablets which are smaller fragments assist in
the restoration, not all of the text can be re-
constructed. The text is divided into two col-
umns on each side as is Chronicle 7. The fact
that this differs from Chronicles 2—6, which
have no division into columns, is to be noted
and attributed to the fact that both tablets
were probably copied by the same scribe.*%t

The narrative begins with a broken pas-
sage®® that may be a statement concerning

4" That the chronicles were résumés or extracts from
another source provides an explanation for the
slightly different format of Chronicles 1 and 7.

48 There are, of course, minor scribal errors: Chron-
iele 11 23, 25, 28;iii 7, 13, 81; iv 10, 12, 19-22,
251.; Chronicle 2:21; Chronicle 7 ii 3, 9, 10, 12,
See the commentary to these passages.

4 'Wiseman, Chron. p. 3.

503 1%,
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the interruption of the Akitu festival. The
first fully preserved section’ describes the
accession of Tiglath-pileser III to the As-
syrian throne and a raid which he made in
Babylonia in the same year. Although the in-
troductory formula is broken away, it is
reasonably certain that thisis the third regnal
year of the Babylonian king, Nabu-nasir.

The following three segments®? concern the
events of three regnal years of Nabu-nasir.
The first of these®™ is undated and the ex-
planation for this singular omission is pro-
vided by the chronicler who states that the
event he mentions “is not written.””® The
event itself concerns a rebellion in Borsippa.
The entry for the fifth year of Nabu-
nasir®® contains merely a statement regard-
ing a change of monarch in Elam. The
final section® for Nabu-nasir, his fourteenth
year, records this king’s death from natural
causes, a statement concerning the total num-
ber of years he had ruled, and the name, in
an abbreviated form, of his successor, Nabu-
nadin-zeri.

Nabu-nadin-zeri was doomed to reign for
only two years and his murder during a revo-
lution in his second regnal year is recorded
in the next section.’” The usurper, Nabu-
shuma-ukin I (whose name is also abbre-
viated), fared even worse for after only one
month and two days on the throne he was
deposed by an Amukkanite called Nabu-
mukin-zeri (the name is again abbreviated).

According to the narrative in the subse-
quent gsegment,’® Nabu-mukin-zeri was able
to hold the throne for three years. Then
the Assyrian king, Tiglath-pileser I1I, at-
tacked Babylonia, captured the usurper and
himself took the Babylonian throne. But this
powerful Assyrian monarch must have been
getting on in years when he took the Baby-

lonian throne and it is not surprising that the
next section® records his death in the second
year of his rule in Babylonia which is his
eighteenth year of rule over Assyria. The suc-
cessor, Shalmanaser V, is named and there
follows a terse statement at the end of the
section: “He ravaged Samaria’.

This is the only information provided by
the chronicle for the reign of Shalmaneser V
for the following entry®® records his death in
his fifth year and the usual summary formula
stating that he had ruled for five years. With
his death, as can be seen from the chronicle,
the thrones of Assyria and Babylonia were
again separated with Sargon 1I becoming the
Assyrian monarch and Merodach-baladan I1
the Babylonian.

The next four sections® concern the twelve-
year rule of Merodach-baladan IT, viz. his
second, fifth, tenth, and twelfth regnal years.
The account of the second year®? narrates the
battle of Der (720 B.c.). The section on the
fifth years3 has to do with a change of monarch
in Elam and for the tenth year it is said
that Merodach-baladan went on a plundering
raid in an unknown district (the narrative is
fragmentary).®

The battle between Sargon and Merodach-
baladan which caused the latter to abandon
Babylonia and flee to Elam is narrated in
the section for the twelfth year.% The narra-
tive of this portion of the text concludes
with a staternent of the number of years,
twelve, that Merodach-baladan had ruled in
Babylonia and the information that the As-
syrian, Sargon II, now ascended the Baby-
lonian throne.

The next few sections® of the text deal
with the period during which Sargon was in
control of Babylonia. The entries are brief,
mentioning the participation of Sargon in the

51 4i 1-5.
524 6-13.
533 6-8.

5 yl Sagir.
5% 1 Of,

563 11-13.
571 14-18.
58 § 19-23.

5% 1 24-28.
80 3 29-32.
613 331 5.
621 33-317.
631 38-42.
841 431,
8531 1-5.

86 3 1'-18.



16 Chronicle 1

Akitu festival and his capture of the southern
Babylonian stronghold Dur-Yakin in his thir-
teenth year ;% his inactivity in the fourteenth
year;%8 the return of the Sealand pantheon
to its home and a plague in Assyria in the
fifteenth year;® and the campaign against
Tabal in his seventeenth year.”® At this point
the text is very fragmentary and it is only
after a gap of several lines™ that a coherent
account is possible. In this gap there was a
change of monarch for when the text is
again readable, one finds the successor of
Sargon 11, his son Sennacherib, on the throne.

A large portion of the text? is devoted to
the period during which Sennacherib exer-
cised control over Babylonia through a series
of puppet rulers. The first, fragmentary sec-
tion™ concerns a Babylonian campaign by
Sennacherib, his dealings with Merodach-
baladan II who has reappeared, and Bel-
ibni’s appointment by Sennacherib to the
Babylonian throne. The next two segments
concern, respectively, the first™ and third™
regnal years of Bel-ibni. Sennacherib cam-
paigned in the Bast Tigris region in the first
year and then into Babylonia in his third
year. Bel-ibni and his officers, apparently
guilty of treason, were led away to Assyria
and Sennacherib’s son, Ashur-nadin-shumi,
was placed on the Babylonian throne.

The six-year reign of Ashur-nadin-shumi is
covered by two sections.”® The first” con-
cerns a change of monarch in Elam which
took place in the first year of Ashur-nadin-
shumi. The second? concerns a campaign of
Sennacherib into Elam in his son’s sixth reg-
nal year and the cunning simultaneous at-
tack of the Elamite king on North Baby-

87 4i 1'-2,
68 ii 3.

9 ji 4'-5’.
70 4i 6.
i 7-18.
2 i 19-ii 42,
7 ii 19-23.
i 24f.

% ii 26-31.
76 ii 32-45.
77 ii 32-35.
78 ii 36-45.

lonia which resulted in the capture of Ashur-
nadin-shumi. The Xlamites placed their own
appointee, Nergal-ushezib, on the Babylonian
throne.

There follows a lengthy segment? in which
the events of the first (and only) regnal year
of Nergal-ushezib are narrated. In a battle
between the Assyrian army and the army of
Nergal-ushezib, the latter individual is de-
feated and captured. A rebellion takes place
in Elam of which Sennacherib takes advan-
tage by again campaigning into that country.
The section concludes with a statement that
Mushezib-Marduk ascended the throne.

Two segments®® are now devoted to the
four-year reign of Mushezib-Marduk. In the
entry for the first year® is found an account
of another change of monarch, through revo-
lution, in Elam and the battle of Halule. The
section on the fourth year of Mushezib-Mar:
duk® mentions that the Elamite king was
struck with paralysis and Mushezib-Marduk
was deposed. The section concludes with a
narration of a change of monarch in Elam.
Nothing is said as to who took the throne in
Babylon after the deposition of Mushezib-
Marduk and the subsequent section,’® which
covers the remainder of the period during
which the Assyrian, Sennacherib, exercised
control over Babylonia begins: “The eighth
year of there not being a king in Babylon.”
In this segment mention is made of the re-
turn of the Uruk pantheon from Elam to
Uruk and a change of monarch in Elam.
Sennacherib is murdered by his son and after
a period of political turmoil in Assyria, Esar-
haddon, the son of Sennacherib, ascends the
Assyrian throne.

The remainder of the chronicle,® with the
exception of the last section, is concerned
with the reign of Esarhaddon.®s All of his
94 46-ii 12.

80 jii 13-27. The scribe mistakenly omitted the
dividing line between these two portions.

8 jii 13-18.

82 jjii 19-27.

83 {ji 28-38.

8 313 39-iv 33.

8 For a comparison of the content with the Esar-
haddon Chronicle, see the study of that text.
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twelve regnal years are mentioned, apart from
the ninth,®® in these eleven sections. The first
segment®” records the abortive attempt of a
Sealand governor to capture Ur and his sub-
sequent flight to and execution in Elam. The
remainder of the passage, which is fragmen-
tary, concerns the gods of Der.

The entry for the second year®® is almost
entirely missing. In the third year® two high
Babylonian officials were executed in As-
syria. In the fourth,®® Sidon was captured
and troops were conscripted in Akkad. The
entry for the fifth year® concerns the capture
of Bazza and the decapitation of the kings of
Sidon, Kundu, and Sisu. An Elamite attack
on Sippar in North Babylonia took place in
the sixth year®® and the Assyrian army cam-
paigned to Milidu. There follows a notation
of a change of monarch in Elam. At the end
of the section is recorded the transportation
of two important Babylonians to Assyria.
The Assyrian army suffered a setback in
Egypt in the seventh year.%® In that same
year the pantheon of Agade was returned to
its home from Elam. The capture of Shubria
is recorded for the eighth year®* and the
entry of its booty into Uruk. At the end of
the entry the death of the king’s wife is men-
tioned. The entry for the tenth year® records
in some detail an Assyrian campaign into
Egypt which resulted in the capture and
sacking of Memphis. In the eleventh year%
the king executed many of his officers in As-
syria. Finally, in the twelfth year®? the king
died in the course of a march to Egypt. He
was succeeded by his sons, Shamash-shuma-

8 The Esarhaddon Chronicle also omits this year.
It is therefore not to be regarded as a scribal
error. See the commentary to Chronicle 1 iv 23—
28.

87 {ii 39-47.

88 jii 48-50.

8 jv 1f.

% jv 3f.

9% jv 5-8.

2 jv 9-15.

% jv 16-18.

 jv 19-22,

% iv 23-28.

% jv 29.

97 iv 30-33

ukin and Ashurbanipal who took the thrones
of Babylonia and Assyria respectively.

The remaining section® of the chronicle
concerns the accession year of Shamash-
shuma-ukin in which the Babylonian pan-
theon was returned from Ashur to Babylon.
Kirbitu was captured in that year and a
Babylonian judge was executed. A colophon
is found at the end of the text in which it is
stated that this text is “‘the first section (of a
series).” According to the colophon it was
written in the twenty-second year of Darius I.

b) CarONICLE 2

This portion of the Neo-Babylonian Chron-
icle Series covers the period from the acces-
sion of Nabopolassar (626 B.c.). to his third
regnal year (623 B.c.). The previous part of
the series ended in 669 B.c. There are proba-
bly several tablets missing that would have
covered the intervening forty-one years. There
is a large piece missing from the upper left-
hand corner of the tablet on which Chroni-
cle 2 is inscribed which means that both the
beginning and end of the text are fragmen-
tarily preserved and therefore poorly under-
stood. The tablet on which the text is in-
scribed, like the tablets on which Chroni-
cles 4, 6, and 9 are inscribed, has the shape
of a late Babylonian business document.

The first section of the chronicle, which
deals with the events leading up to the ac-
cesgion in Babylon of Nabopolassar, begins
with the narration of hostilities between Bab-
ylonia and Assyria. After an initial Assyrian
setback resulting in Sin-sharra-ishkun’s flight
to Assyria, the Assyrians launched a major
attack on Nippur. Nabopolassar retreated
before this onset to Uruk. Here a battle
took place which resulted in an Assyrian
withdrawal. Another major confrontation
took place outside Babylon and again the
Assyrian army was defeated.

After the narration of these events it is
stated: “For one year there was no king in

% iv 34-38.
9 1-17.
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the land (Babylonia).” This is followed by
the information that Nabopolassar now as-
cended the throne in Babylon. The lagt few
lines of this section begin: ‘“The accession
year of Nabopolassar.” It is recorded that
the gods of Susa, which had been carried
off by the Assyrians, were returned to Susa.

The following segment concerns the first
regnal year of Nabopolassar.l® There was
panic in Babylon (no reason is given) and the
gods of Shapazzu were brought to Babylon.
The Assyrian army attacked Sallat, the gods
of Sippar entered Babylon, and Nabopolassar
led his army to meet the Assyrians. But the
Babylonians were forced to withdraw.

In the second year'™ the Assyrians invaded
Babylonia and in the ensuing battle “achieved
nothing.” The narration of the third year!0?
is badly broken and no consecutive sense
can be obtained. However, from the fragmen-
tary lines it is obvious that hostilities con-
tinued between Assyria and Babylonia. A
rebellion of Der against Assyria is mentioned.
On the left edge of the tablet are found a few
fragmentary lines'® about a rebel.

¢) CHRONICLE 3

The period of time covered by this chroni-
cle extends from the tenth to the seventeenth
regnal year of Nabopolassar (616-609 B.C.).
Between this text and the preceding there is,
therefore, & gap of six years which means that
only one and possibly two tablets are miss-
ing at this point. There are several breaks
in the tablet, particularly on the reverse,
which fact hampers the reading.

The description of the tenth yearl® is en-
tirely taken up with the military campaigns
of Nabopolassar. The Babylonian army
marched up the Euphrates and received trib-
ute from the Suheans and Hindaneans. In a
pitched battle with the Assyrians, the latter
were defeated and their allies, the Manneans,

100 1824,
101 25-28.
102 29-37.
103 38-41.
104 1-15.

were captured. Towns further up the Euphra-
tes were plundered. The Egyptians appeared
on the scene as allies of Assyria and at-
tempted, unsuccessfully, to overtake the Bab-
ylonian army as it returned to Babylon. In
the Kast Tigris region another battle took
place between Assyria and Babylonia and the
Assyrians suffered yet another defeat.

In the eleventh year'% the Babylonians at-
tacked the heart of Assyria, beginning with
a siege of Ashur. A counter-offensive was
launched by the Assyrians who pushed the
Babylonians back down the Tigris to Takrit
where the Babylonians fortified themselves.
The Assyrians were defeated in their attempt
to dislodge the Babylonian army and with-
drew. The section concludes with a broken
sentence referring to a Median attack on Ar-
raphu.

The Medes are again mentioned at the be-
ginning of the section for the twelfth year.108
They campaigned in Assyria, threatening
Nineveh and capturing Ashur. It is stated
that the Babylonian army had gone to as-
sist the Medes but had arrived too late. Nabo-
polassar, king of Babylonia, and Cyaxares,
king of the Medes, met and concluded an en-
tente cordiale.

Most of the thirteenth year'®” was spent in
campaigning along the Euphrates. The pur-
pose was to quell a Subean revolt and the
campaign involved a siege of Anat. At the
end of the section, where the text is broken,
the Assyrian army is mentioned.

The section for the fourteenth yearl®® ig
badly preserved. The Babylonian army went
off on campaign and the king of the Umman-
manda approached the Babylonian king.
Cyaxares is mentioned. Then there is talk
of a joint march up the Tigris and a siege of
Nineveh. After three months the city is taken,
looted, and destroyed, and its king, Sin-
sharra-ishkun, apparently (the text is broken)
dies. At this point Cyaxares returned home

105 16-23.
106 24-30.
107 31-37.
108 38-52.
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but the Babylonians campaigned in the vi-
cinity of Nineveh. The last paragraph of the
segment is very poorly preserved and the
only meaningful statement concerns the ac-
cession of someone “in Harran to rule As-
syria.”’

The beginning of the portion for the fif-
teenth year'®® is badly broken and concerns
another Babylonian campaign in Assyrian
territory. In the same year the town Ruggu-
litu, on the Upper Euphrates, was captured
by the Babylonians. In the sixteenth year®
the Babylonians again campaigned in As-
syria. They were joined by the Umman-manda
and a joint attack was launched against
Ashur-uballit 11, the Assyrian king in Harran.
Ashur-uballit IT and his Egyptian allies aban-
doned Harran and the city was taken and
plundered.

The Assyro-Egyptian coalition launched a
counter-offensive in the following (seven-
teenth) year™ and laid siege to Harran. The
siege was eventually lifted with the arrival
of the main Babylonian army. Afterwards
the Babylonians campaigned as far as the
Urartian border but the details of the cam-
paign are lost due to the broken state of the
text. At the end of the tablet is found the
catch-line (which is the first line of Chroni-
cle 4) and a colophon which is, in effect, a
prayer that the tablet might not be lost.

d) CHRONICLE 4

The narration of Chronicle 4 begins where
Chronicle 3 ended which is the eighteenth
year of Nabopolassar (608 B.c.) and contin-
ues to his twentieth year (606 B.c.). There
are virtually no breaks in the tablet. In the
eighteenth yearl!? a plundering raid was exe-
cuted in the border district of Urartu. In the
following section™? two Babylonian armies are
mentioned, one led by Nabopolagsar and one

109 53-57.
110 58-65.
11 66-75.
112 1-4.
113 5-15.

led by his son, the crown prince Nebuchad-
nezzar. The name of the destination is broken
away but it may have been Urartu. While
Nebuchadnezzar carried out plundering raids
in this area, his father returned to Babylon.
When the crown prince returned to Babylon,
the king again went out at the head of his
army and captured and looted Kimuhu on
the Upper Euphrates.

Kimuhu is still the centre of attention in
the following (twentieth) year when the
Egyptians captured it from the Babylonian
garrison. Then the Babylonian king cam-
paigned up the Euphrates, capturing several
cities south of Kimuhu. As soon as the Baby-
lonian king withdrew, the Egyptians moved
down the river and forced the Babylonian
army, which was camped there, to withdraw.
The tablet ends with the catch-line for the
next chronicle. 5

¢) CHRONICLE 5

Chronicle 5 picks up the narrative at the
point where it was left by Chronicle 4, that is
in the twenty-first year of Nabopolassar (605
B.0.), and continues until the tenth year of
Nebuchadnezzar IT (595 B.0.). The text is
poorly preserved since, over and above nu-
merous small flaws throughout, the bottom
of the tablet is broken off so that the last
few lines of the obverse and the first few
lines of the reserve are entirely missing.

The firgt line of the first section!® in which
the twenty-first year of Nabopolassar is in-
troduced is a repeat of the catch-line found at
the end of the preceding text, Chronicle 4.
While Nabopolassar stayed in Babylonia, his
son and successor, Nebuchadnezzar II led his
troops up the Euphrates and battled with an
Egyptian army at Carchemish. The result
was a resounding defeat of the Kgyptians
who were slain to a man. In addition, Neb-
uchadnezzar conquered Hamath. The notice
of Nabopolassar’s death and the accession of

14 16-26.
15 27f.
e 3-11.
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Nebuchadnezzar II to the throne is given at
the end of the section.

In his aceession year,"? which is really the
same calendar year as the preceding, Nebu-
chadnezzar returned to the West after the
coronation and campaigned with success. In
the month Nisan he participated in the Akitu
festival. The next section® contains the
narrative of the events of his first full regnal
year. Another successful campaign to the
West is recorded in which all the western
kings (“all the kings of Hattu’’) presented
tribute to the Babylonian monarch. The con-
quest and looting of a city, the name of which
may be Ashkelon, is recorded in the last
part of the section. The account of his second
year®® is badly broken but presumably con-
cerns another campaign to the West. Enough
of the next section,’?® which concerns the
third year, is preserved to recognize that yet
another successful campaign was launched
against the West.

In the fourth year'?: the king marched
through Palestine to Egypt and in the en-
suing Egypto-Babylonian conflict both sides
suffered severe losses. The Babylonian army
returned to Mesopotamia and in the entry
for the following (fifth) year?? it is stated
that the Babylonian king stayed home and
refitted his cavalry and chariotry. A cam-
paign to the West was again conducted in
the sixth year'?® and in the course of this
activity, an attack was made on the Arabs
in the desert.

The capture of Jerusalem (‘“‘the city of
Judah”) is the highlight of the entry for the
seventh year.1?* The Babylonian ruler placed
his own appointee on the Judaean throne.
The entry for the following (eighth) yearl®
is broken but concerns a western march as

17 12-14.
18 15-20.
19 21-r.l.
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122 p 8,
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124 11-13.
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far as Carchemish. Similarly the next section
is poorly preserved.!? A march up the Tigris
and an encounter with a king of an unknown
place (the name is broken but it may be Elam)
is recorded for the ninth year.

The last section of the chronicle,*?” which
concerns the tenth year, is poorly preserved.
There was a rebellion within Babylonia which
involved military elements and resulted in
mass executions. Towards the end of the sec-
tion another western campaign is recorded.
At the end of the text is found the catch-
line'28 for the next, lost, tablet. It concerns
another western campaign in the eleventh
year.

f) CeroNICLE 6

This text concerns the third regnal year of
Neriglissar (557 B.c.). This means that be-
tween Chronicles 5 and 6 the narrative of the
eleventh to forty-third years of Nebuchad-
nezzar 11, the two years of Evil-Merodach,
and the first two years of Neriglissar have
been lost. This gap of thirty-seven years rep-
resents a loss of several tablets. The text is
reasonably well preserved, there being only
one major flaw at the top of the tablet. There
is no colophon or catch-line and the text is
inscribed on a tablet in the shape of a late
Babylonian business document. It is similar,
therefore, to Chronicle 9 which also concerns
only one regnal year, the fourteenth of Arta-
xerxes II1; has no colophon or catch-line;
and is inscribed on a tablet of similar shape.
Both documentswere probably extracted from
the running account of Babylonian History
for a particular purpose. In this case some-
one, possibly the king, wanted to have the
facts of this campaign in a convenient form.

The narrative of the third year is entirely
taken up with a Babylonian campaign against
the Anatolian state, Pirindu. The attack was
occasioned by a plundering raid carried out
by the king of Pirindu in Syria. Despite the

126 r, 16-20.
127 p, 21-24.
128 p, 251,
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Anatolian’s employment of ambush, his army
was defeated by Neriglissar’s troops. The
king fled to his mountain capital, Ura, where
he was overtaken. After the capture and
looting of this city, yet another mountain
stronghold, Kirshi, was taken and burned. A
Mediterranean island fortress near the coast
was taken by means of boats. The chronicle
concludes with the statement that the king
of Pirindu was never captured and the Baby-
lonian monarch returned to Mesopotamia.

g) NaBoNIDUS CHRONICLE : CHRONICLE 7

The Nabonidus Chronicle is a narration of
events beginning with the accession of Nab-
onidus in Babylon (556 B.c.) and ending
sometime after the capture of Babylon by
Cyrus (539 B.c.). The text, which is pre-
served on one tablet, is divided like Chroni-
cle 1 into two columns on each side. The
peculiarity (Chronicles 2-6 have no division
into columns) is to be attributed to the fact
that both texts were probably copied by the
same scribe.’?® Also noteworthy is that mat-
ters of a ritual nature appear more commonly
in this text than in Chronicles 1-6. The tablet
is broken in such a way that most of the first
and fourth columns is missing while the bot-
tom of the second and the top of the third
columns are missing. There appears to be a
colophon at the end of the tablet which men-
tions Babylon but the rest of it is broken
away.

On column one the first dividing line is
visible at the end of line eight. But the text
is so mutilated that one does not know for
certain if there was another line drawn be-
fore this. This is highly probable, however,
since this first portion presumably dealt with
the accession year and first full regnal year
of Nabonidus. Only one event of significance,
a campaign to Hume, is legible. In the sec-
tion for the second year'® only the place
name Hamath is preserved. The mutilated
narrative for the third year® contains a de-

129 See Wiseman, Chron. p. 3.
30§ 9f,
1813 11-22.

scription of a campaign to the West. There
follows a large lacuna in which the fourth
and fifth years are entirely missing.

When the text is again preserved, the au-
thor is describing events of the sixth year.132
The battle between Astyages and Cyrus II,
which resulted in the latter’s victory, is re-
corded. The looting of Ecbatana, the capital
of Astyages, is mentioned at the end of the
segment. In the seventh year'® since Naboni-
dus was in Tema the Akitu festival was not
celebrated but offerings were made to the
gods of Babylon and Borsippa. The next sec-
tion®™ begins: ‘“The eighth year.” It is fol-
lowed by a blank space. The scribe appar-
ently did not have the entry for that year at
hand and so left a space, planning to fill it
in later.135

For the ninth year!®® the sojourn of Nab-
onidus in Tema and the interruption of the
Akitu festival is recorded as for the seventh
year. Also recorded in detail is the death of
the queen mother and the extensive mourn-
ing for her. A campaign of Cyrus, which may
have been his attack on Lydia and the cap-
ture of Sardis (the text is broken), is record-
ed at the end of the section.}

In the tenth year'® the king was still in
Tema and the Akitu festival was not cele-
brated. An event is recorded at the end of
the segment but the text is so broken that
no connected sense is possible. Again in the
eleventh year!®® the king was in Tema and
the Akitu festival was neglected. There fol-
lows a large lacuna in which the twelfth to
fifteenth years are missing.

In the next preserved portion,'®® which con-
cerns the sixteenth year, only a few words
are legible. There follows a long section!4
which, although the number of the regnal
year is not preserved, must concern the seven-

12 3 1-4.

133 §j 5-8.

1344} 9,

135 See the commentary to ii 9.
188 ji 10-18.

187 i 19-22.

188 ji 23-25.

189 iii 1-4.

10 jij 5-28.
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teenth (and last) regnal year of Nabonidus.
The first fact recorded is the celebration of
the Akitu festival. It is then stated that the
gods of various Babylonian cities entered
Babylon in a certain month but the gods of
Borsippa, Cuthah, and Sippar did not enter
Babylon. The Persian defeat of the Baby-
lonians at Opis and the capture of Sippar is
mentioned. Babylon was taken without a
battle and Nabonidus captured. The chroni-
cler notes the mild treatment afforded the
Babylonians by the Persians. Cyrus was re-
ceived with joy in Babylon where he ap-

pointed local governors. The gods which had
previously been brought to Babylon were re-
turned to their homes. The death of the
wife of the king was an occasion for exten-
sive mourning. The text now becomes muti-
lated again but the name Cambyses, son of
Cyrus, is legible and just before another
large lacuna the divine names Nabu and
Marduk (Bel) are discernible. In the remain-
ing (fourth) column only traces are visible.
It may have been a continuation of the pre-
ceding section or a new section. A mutilated
catch-line™! is found at the end of the text.

ii) Late BaByroNiaN CHRONICLE Serirs: CHRONICLES 8-13a

Six distinct chronicles and one fragment
have been recovered for the period after the
capture of Babylon in 539 B.c. by Cyrus, a
period which is called “Late Babylonian’ in
this discussion. The term “series,” which was
used for the previous group of chronicles,
has also been employed here. There can be
little doubt, as shown earlier, that all these
texts belong to one series which was a con-
tinuation of the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle
Series.!42 Although the preserved texts donot
appear to begin before the reign of Xerxes I
(485-465) it is safe to assume that this series
picked up where the Neo-Babylonian Chroni-
cle Series came to an end, c¢. 539 B.c., and
continued at least as far as the reign of
Seleucus IT (245-226 B.c.). Indeed, there is
really no break in 539 B.c. or any other time.
The two categories, the Neo-Babylonian
Chronicle Series and the Late Babylonian
Chronicle Series, are really the same series.
When the Babylonians lost their political
independence to Cyrus in 539 B.0. they still

44y 8f.

142 This is despite the fact that, due to the frag-
mentary condition of these tablets, in no case is
a catch-line preserved that is also found as the
first line of the subsequent tablet as in the case
of Chronicles 3-5. In fact only one catch-line is
apparently preserved. The traces on the left edge
of the Chronicle Concerning the Diadochi may
well be the remains of a catch-line. Chronicle 9,
like Chronicles 1 and 6, has no catch-line.

retained their ancient culture. In the con-
servative learned circles the literary tradi-
tions were maintained and scribes continued
to compose and copy texts in the Akkadian
and Sumerian languages although Aramaic
was the common tongue. Among these scribal
traditions was the running account of Baby-
lonian history already discussed in connection
with the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series. The
Late Babylonian Chronicle Series is a group
of extracts from this running history the same
as the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series was
an extract from the earlier sections of the
same source. However, over the years minor
changes took place so that these later chroni-
cles exhibit certain peculiarities not evident
in the earlier texts. In particular the singu-
lar phrase “MN, that same month” which is
found in the Seleucid Chronicles and is proba-
bly derived from astronomical diaries'®® is to
be noted. It is, in part, because of these mi-
nor changes and because of the gap of more

143 References to 1TI BI in the chronicles are: Chron-
icle 11:3,r.12, 16; Chronicle 12: 3, r. 8 ; Chronicle
13:12,r. 9 (?). Note that the passages in astro-
nomical diaries which deal with market prices,
flood levels, political events, ete. regularly appear
for each month after a description of astronomi-
cal phenomena and are introduced by 171 BI. In
extracting information for these late chronicles
the scribe simply copied both the name of the
month and the introductory phrase “‘that same
month”, omitting what had appeared in be-
tween.t
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than half a century between the last pre-
served portion of the Neo-Babylonian Chroni-
cle Series (539 B.c.) and the first preserved
portion of the Late Babylonian Chronicle
Series (c. 485 B.C.)™*® that appear in the later
period that it has been deemed advisable to
subdivide the series into the two groups.t

What has been stated concerning the text
of the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series ap-
plies to these texts as well, including the fact
that in this study the component parts of the
series will be treated as one text. Throughout
this discussion it must be kept in mind that
the text is very fragmented with many gaps.
It is divided by horizontal lines into sec-
tions of unequal length. Each section deals
with the events of a single year of the mon-
arch’s reign 146

As with the authors of the Neo-Babylonian
Chronicle Series, the authors of this text
have presented Babylonian history in an ob-
jective and reliable manner. Thus one finds,
in a broken passage, the description of the
ravage of Babylonia by Antigonus.'*? One of
the documents, Chronicle Concerning the
Diadochi, is sufficiently preserved to be com-
pared to a foreign source, Diodorus Siculus,
and the comparison has shown that the Baby-
lonian chronicle is far more reliable than the
Greek author.*® Perforce there is a certain
broadening of the Babylonian historian’s
horizon. This was inevitable in a time when
there were major events in the ancient world
that affected all parts of it, including Meso-
potamia. Thus events that took place far
away from Babylonia, such as in Macedonia
or Bactria, are mentioned. This is & natural

4 Chronicle 7,

145 Chronicle 8 may deal with Xerxes I (485-465).

18 Since Chronicle 9 concerns only one regnal year
there are no dividing lines. The tiny fragment
Chronicle 13 a is so badly preserved that no lines
are visible except for a line at the end which
may mark the end of the text and the beginning
of a colophon or catch-line.

147 Chronicle 10 r. 211f,

18 Smith, BHT, pp. 120-138. On the unreliability
of Diodorus also see T. W. Africa, “Herodotus
and Diodorus on Egypt,” JNES 22 (1963), pp.
254-258.

development and it must be borne in mind
that even the earlier chronicles included such
far away events as the battle of Carchemish
(605 B.0.)."° There is, then, no basic change
in the outlook of the Babylonian historians.
They still narrate only those events of imme-
diate concern to a Babylonian but, due to
the changed situation, those events might
have taken place far from Babylonia. There
is certainly no evidence that they omitted
any major events that fall within the scope
of their outlook. Thus one may conclude that
these are impartial and reliable documents.
The purpose of writing this history is the
same as the purpose behind the Neo-Baby-
lonian Chronicle Series. The scribes wished to
record, to the best of their ability, the gradual
unfolding of Babylonian history. Similarly
the documents from which these chronicles
were extracted are probably identical with
astronomical diaries.1%° ]

There are chronological gaps in the series
which are to be attributed partly to the frag-
mentary nature of the documents and partly
to the complete absence of texts in some
cases, particularly during most of the Achae-
menid period.¥! In fact, for the period of
Achaemenid Persian control in Babylonia
only two texts are preserved, Chronicles 8
and 9. Chronicle 8 is only a fragment which
apparently mentions XerxesI (485-465).
Chronicle 9 is a very small text which deals
with the fourteenth year of Artaxerxes III
(345/4 B.c.). Then there is a gap until the
next chronicle, Chronicle Concerning the
Diadochi, picks up the narrative at least as
early as the fourth year of Philip III (320/19
B.C.) and continues at least as far as the ninth

148 Chronicle 5:1-8.

150 The absence of seribal errors in these chronicles
is to be attributed to the fragmentary state of
preservation of most of them.

151 Tt, seems unlikely that the original running ac-
count was ever seriously interrupted due to po-
litical disorder for it is with just one of these
chaotic periods that one of the texts, Chronicle
Concerning the Diadochi, is concerned. Also
note the Nabonidus Chronicle which belongs to
the same tradition and covers the period of
Cyrus’ conquest of Babylonia.
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year of Alexander IV (308/7 B.c.). With the
remaining four chronicles, all of which deal
with the Seleucid period, there is considerable
uncertainty as to chronology. Chronicle 11
may describe the period, or part thereof, of
the coregency of Seleucus I and Antiochus
(294/3 B.c. — 281/0 B.C.). In Chronicle 12 the
thirtieth year (282/1 B.0.) of the Seleucid Era
and perhaps the thirty-first year (281/0 B.0.)
are mentioned. It is possible, but by no means
certain, that the reigns of Seleucus Il (245—
226 B.c.) and Seleucus II1 (225-223 B.C.) are
described in Chronicle 13. The chronological
position of the fragment, Chronicle 13a, is
extremely uncertain. Chronicles 11-13 are
fragments of three different tablets while
Chronicle 13 a may belong to any of them or
come from yet another tablet.t

a) CHRONICLE FRAGMENT OF THE
AcHAEMENID PERIOD: CHRONICLE 8

The only certain clue to the chronological
position of this fragment is the apparent ref-
erence to Xerxesl (485-465 B.0.) in line 7.
Prosopographic studies do not assist in es-
tablishing the date of the document since
those names mentioned, Kidinnu,!52 Nabu-
bulli . . . and Merodach-baladan,’®* are
fairly common in the late period. The frag-
ment is in a very bad state of preservation
with the result that not one entire line can
be reconstructed.

In the first section which is at all legible'®®
there is mention of armies, fighting, and the
Hanaeans. The section concludes with what
appears to be a reference to Xerxes, son of
Darius. In the following, succinet section®® it
is stated that Kidinnu was slain. In the suc-
ceeding portion?®” a city called Yanu is men-
tioned and called ‘“the city of the Guti.”
What is preserved cof the following 'seetion1ss

152 line 8.

152 p, 9,

s p, 10.

15 lines 3-7.
156 line 8.

157 lines 9f.

158 Jines 11-13.

is primarily concerned with a religious festi-
val which is, presumably, the Akitu festival.
Nothing of importance can be deciphered on
the remainder of the obverse. In the first
section of the reverse in which anything can
be read™® there is mention of weapons, armies,
and the waters of the Euphrates. Passing
over four more sections which contribute
little, one finds a section®® in which a mili-
tary defeat is recorded. The remaining line
is too fragmentary for comprehension and
thereafter the text is entirely missing.

b) CERONICLE OF ARTAXERXES 111:
CHRONICLE 9

This small text is a brief account in late
Babylonian chronicle style, of the fate of
prisoners taken from Sidon in the fourteenth
year of Artaxerxes ITI (345/4 B.c.). It is writ-
ten on one side of a small tablet which has
the shape of a late Babylonian business docu-
ment, a feature also exhibited by Chronicles 2,
4 and 6. The other side has been left blank.
A similar feature is exhibited by the Akitu
Chronicle and Chronicle 23, neither of which
have colophons and in each case only half of
the reverse is inscribed. That any of these
three texts are practice documents is out of
the question since all are well written. Rather,
the brief narrative of each is to be attributed
to their being private documents, copied for
particular reasons. This is the only similarity,
however, between Chronicle 9 and the Akitu
Chronicle and Chronicle 23. Apart from this
the text is similar to Chronicle 6 which also
concerns only one regnal year and is in-
soribed on a tablet in the shape of a business
document. With the exception of a slight
break on the upper left-hand side, the tablet
is well preserved and only a few signs are
missing. No scribal errors are evident.

The reason for the extraction of these few
lines from the chronicle of late Babylonian
history must have some connection with the
Sidonian prisoners since that is the sole con-

189 p, 2-5.
60 p, 12,
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cern of the text. It is impossible to conclude
definitively from the available evidence what
the exact connection was but one may con-
jecture that someone, perhaps the king him-
self, wished to know the details concerning
these prisoners at some date subsequent to
their capture. It was, for some reason, in-
convenient to bring the whole chronicle into
this man’s presence and so this extract was
made.

Despite the damage to the surface of the
left-hand side of the tablet, the content is quite
clear. In the fourteenth year of Artaxerxes 111
(who is also given the name Umasu) the
prisoners from Sidon were taken to Babylon
and Susa.'® Details follow as to the precise
dates upon which two groups of the prison-
ers, the troops and the women, entered Baby-
lon. Upon arrival the women were taken to
the king’s palace.

¢) CrroNicLE CONCERNING THE DIADOCHI:
CaroxioLe 10

The Chronicle Concerning the Diadochi is a
narration of events beginning at least as ear-
ly as the fourth year of Philip ITT (320/19
B.C.) and going at least as far as the ninth
year of Alexander IV (308/7 B.C.). There are
therefore as many as twenty-four regnal years
missing between the beginning of the preserved
portion of this document and Chronicle 9. The
text is preserved on two fragments of the
same tablet which do not join. Altogether,
probably less than half the number of origi-
nal lines has been preserved and even those
sections which are preserved are very muti-
lated. After a lacuna at the beginning, the
first five sections®? concern the fourth to
eighth regnal years of Philip III. When the
section on the fourth year'® is legible there

181 There is some dispute about the date of the cap-
ture of Sidon (see CAH. 6, pp. 22, 1521, and 249)
and it should be noted that this text provides
nothing more than a terminus ante quem. Al-
though the captives were brought to Babylon
and Susa in October of 345 B.c., their actual
capture obviously took place earlier.

182 1-21.

163 16,

is talk of a battle between the king and the
satrap of Egypt. There is then a military
disturbance and the section concludes with
the information that the satrap of Babylonia
entered Babylon and dust which had accumu-
lated around the ancient temple of Esagil
was removed.

In the fifth year'® Antigonus is mentioned
in a broken passage and then the crossing of
Antipater (the name is not actually preserved)
to Macedon is recorded. The concluding,
broken, sentence refers to Seleucus, the sa-
trap. The satrap of Babylonia is mentioned
in the sixth year®® in connection with silver
(the context is not clear) and a sheep-fold
for some (the name is broken) place. *Philip
(III) in Macedon” appears in the last sen-
tence. Military activity is the concern of the
section on the seventh year'®6 and Antigonus,
the satrap, is mentioned at the end. Anti-
gonus is again mentioned in the segment,
which is almost totally lost, for the eighth
year.1?

After a large lacuna in which four regnal
years of Alexander IV are entirely missing
(note that his first regnal year is the eighth
and last year of Philip III), the text de-
scribes several regnal years of that king. Only
fragmentary lines are preserved of the first
section'® which presumably (beginning and
date of the section is missing) deals with the
sixth regnal year of Alexander IV since the
next section deals with his seventh year.
Seleucus is mentioned in connection with an
attempt to capture a palace and the fact
that he did not dam the Euphrates. After a
few more fragmentary lines a statement con-
cerning removal of the dust from Ksagil con-
cludes the section.

The only information found in the muti-
lated segment on the seventh yearl®® is a
description of the battle between Antigonus
and Seleucus. There follows another lacuna

164 7-9.

165 10-13.
168 14-18.
167 19-21.
168 p, 1-13.
189 p, 14-17.
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and when the narrative again resumes events
of the following (eighth) year are described. 170
The narrative concerns Antigonus’s harsh
treatment of Babylon and his appointment
of the satrap there. After a note that he left
Babylon, a notation of removal of dust from
Esagil concludes the section.

The segment on the ninth year' is very
poorly preserved. The king and Seleucus are
mentioned as well as the city Borsippa. There
is reference to “weeping and mourning” and
to the plundering of the countryside. Towards
the end of the section the first regnal year
of someone (the name is broken away) is
mentioned but the context is too broken to
understand what is meant. It cannot be the
beginning of a new section for the regnal
year is given in the middle of the line.?? On
the left edge two lines are preserved which
refer to a battle between Antigonus and
Seleucus and this may be a catch-line.t

d) CaroNICLE FRAGMENT CONCERNING
Axntrocrus THE CROWN PRINCE:
CHRONICLE 11

On both the observe and reverse of this
fragment “‘Antiochus, the (crown) prince” is
frequently mentioned. This could refer to
any of the Seleucid crown princes of that
name. There is some indication in this text,
however, that favours Antiochus, the son of
Seleucus I, as being the relevant prince.
Antiochus, son of Seleucus I, was made co-
regent in 294/3 B.c. and put in charge of the
Eastern Satrapies. Presumably he would have
had his administrative headquarters in Baby-
lon and later at Seleucia-on-the-Tigris. Thus
one expects texts from Babylonia during this
period to be more concerned with the crown
prince than with the monarch, Seleucus I.
Such a situation fits the present text. Further
note the frequent mention in this fragment
of the Babylonians and Babylon!? as well as
the mention of Seleucia.l” It is Antiochus,

170 p, 21-33. See Smith, BHT p. 128.
17y, 34-43.

172 See the commentary to r. 42.
17y 7,8, 18.

174 Jine 11,

while crown prince, who established Seleucia
and moved the administrative centre there
from Babylon thus condemning the ancient
city to neglect and eventual obscurity. It is
in the period of Antiochus’s coregency that
both cities would have existed as important
centres. Finally it should be remembered that
only one Seleucid royal inscription is known
from Babylonia and this is one of Antiochus
1.1%5 Thus there is some indication that this
chronicle describes at least part of the period
when Antiochus, son of SeleucusI, was
coregent, the whole extent of which was
294/3 B.c. to 281/0 B.c. Since Chronicle 12
beging at least as early as 283/2 B.0., the
two documents may well have been chrono-
logically consecutive.

The Chronicle is actually only a small piece
from a large tablet, the reverse of which is
badly worn. Due to its fragmentary condition
no connected sense can be derived from any
given passage. Snatches of the last two lines
of a regnal year appear first and concern the
removal of dust from HEsagil. The remainder
of the obverse concerns the next regnal year
and most of the preserved portion has to do
with Egishnugal, the temple of the god Sin
at Ur. Tt sounds as though Antiochus re-
established the regular income of the tem-
ple. k™ Then, with the mention of Bit-Gura
and Seleucia, the text breaks off. Did this
broken passage describe the creation of Se-
leucia ¢ Chronicle 13a (see below) may also
contain a description of the building of Se-
leucia and may therefore be a fragment of the
same tablet as Chronicle 11.

The fragmentary reverse also contains the
descriptions of two regnal years. In the first
passage Babylon is mentioned twice as well
ag Bit-Gura, a Greek, and a treaty. In the
last passage preserved the Babylonians are
mentioned as well as sheep for offerings.1?
Unfortunately the reverse is so poorly pre-
served that one can say nothing further with
regard to the content.

1% See Appendix B sub Antiochus I.
176 line 6.
177 p, 12f,
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e} CaroNTOLE CONCERNING THE END OF
THEE REIGN oF SELEUCUS 1: CHRONICLE 12

There is no difficulty in dating Chronicle 12
since on the obverse the second section that
ig preserved is dated in the thirtieth year of
the Seleucid Era (282/281 B.c.) which means
that the earliest preserved portion of the
piece dates to 283/2 B.c. The only regnal year
preserved on the reverse is mutilated and
could, in theory, be any year of the Seleucid
Era from thirty-one to thirty-nine (i.e. 281/
280-273/2 B.0.). In fact it almost certainly is
the 31st year of the Seleucid Era. The first
statement'™® in this section concerns the
launching of another campaign and in the ac-
count reference is made to Sardis, crossing
the sea, and the suggestive phrase appears
“to Macedonia his land”. Considering the
context one event fits these clues admirably
and that is the invasion of Hurope by Se-
leucus I in the thirty-first year of the Se-
leucid Era (281/0 B.c.). Thus there can be
virtually no hesitation in identifying this sec-
tion as the thirty-first year of the Seleucid
Kra (281/08.0.). The minimum period covered
by the original tablet to which this fragment
belonged was, therefore, 283/2-281/0 B.c. and
it may have continued the narration of Chron-
icle 11 without any intervening gap.

The chronicle is preserved on two small
fragments which do not join. The first section
preserved,® which is presumably the twenty-
ninth year of the Seleucid ¥ra 180 is so broken
that only a reference to a procession can be
discerned. The next section!8! concerns the
thirtieth year of the Seleucid Era (282/1 8.c.).
It is stated that in the month Sivan (June 10
—July 9 of 282 B.C.) a military campaign was
launched and in the next line the Greeks are
mentioned. This must refer to the campaign

178 p, 1-3.

179 f,

180 This conclusion is based on the assumption that
every regnal year was mentioned, as was the
case with the Neo-Babylonian Chronicle Series,
and since the next section concerns the thirtieth
year the preceding must be the twenty-ninth.

181 3_8-

of Seleucus I into Asia Minor that culminated
with the battle of Corupedion in Shabat of
the thirtieth year of the Seleucid Era (Feb-
ruary of 281 B.c.).

The content of the reverse concerns one of
the years of the Seleucid Era from 31 to 39
(the numeral is broken). As shown earlier,
the year is almost certainly the thirty-first.
Thus the launching of a campaign, the ref-
erence to Sardis, the crossing of the sea, and
the statement “to Macedonia his land’’8?
would refer to the invasion of Hurope by
Seleucus I. The remaining lines'® are very
fragmentary. A rebellion is mentioned, a
Greek or Greeks, some construction on the
Euphrates, eating inside some (the same ?)
building, and Bactria. There seems to be no
reference in the preserved portion to the as-
sassination of Seleucus.

f) CHRONICLE OF THE SELEUCID PERIOD:
CaRONICLE 13

The date of Chronicle 13 is extremely uncer-
tain. On the obverse a certain ‘“Seleucus, the
district officer” is mentioned but whether he
is identical with any of the royal Seleucids is
unknown. On the reverse an accession to the
throne is mentioned but unfortunately it is
unknown to whose accession this refers. The
name of a king who was the son of “Anti-
ochus” is broken away from the beginning
of a line on the reverse and since there were
several Seleucid kings who were sons of men
called Antiochus this is of little help. It does,
however, indicate that the contents of the
reverse deal with a period of time later than
the contents of Chronicles 11 or 12 since the
earliest king who was the son of an Anti-
ochus was Seleucus IT (245-226 s.c.). The
reference to a “[Seleuclus, son of Seleucus”
in the next line of the reverse sheds little
light on the problem. There is no indication
that either of these men was a king. If, how-
ever, we assume that both were kings, the
only possibility is Seleucus ITI (225-223 B.0.),

82 p 3,
18 p 49,
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son of Seleucus IT (245-226 B.c.). This fact
taken in conjunction with the evidence that
the previous line could deal with any king
who was a son of an Antiochus from Seleu-
cus IT on might indicate that this passage
deals with the period of Seleucus IT and II1.
However, this is extremely uncertain.

The fragmentary state of the text invali-
dates any attempt to obtain connected sense
from the fragment. The obverse concerns
only one regnal year since no horizontal di-
viding line is visible. In this broken passage
an officer called Seleucus, the Tigris, the
king’s canal, and a boundary are mentioned.
It appears that a territorial agreement is in-
volved. Then Antiochus is mentioned, a
slaughter, and many people. The last three
lines contain a reference to the appointment
of a new priestly official, someone’s flight,
and a date.

Mutilated descriptions of three regnal years
are preserved on the reverse but the numbers
of the years are broken away. The first pas-
sage ends with the mention of placing some-
thing (an offering or plunder) in Esagil. The
next section, which consists of only two lines,
refers to an accession to the throne. In the
last preserved section a king (his name is
broken), son of Antiochus and “[Seleuc]us,
son of Seleucus’, are mentioned.

¢) SELEvCID CHRONICLE FRAGMENT:
CHRONICLE 13a

This fragment seems to come from the
bottom central portion of a large tablet but
since the identification of obverse and reverse

is uncertain (see the commentary) this matter
is in doubt. The obverse( ?) is terribly muti-
lated so that only a few fragmentary signs
are visible. No coherent context is available
here. The reverse(?), although in a better
state of preservation,isstill very fragmentary.
The first discernible word is “Ishtar.’”18

In the following three lines!®® a Greek and
the king are mentioned. The pair of lines
after that,’®6 in which gold and an orchard are
mentioned, apparently concern beautification
of some area. This may refer to the construec-
tion of Seleucia-on-the-Tigris by Antiochus
in which case the fragment might come from
the same tablet as Chronicle 11. A military
enterprise in which the name of either Anti-
gonus or Antiochus appears is mentioned in
the next three lines.187 It is unfortunate that
there is no indication which famous individ-
ual is meant since this would provide a more
precise chronological period for the fragment.

With regard to relations with the other
Seleucid chronicle fragments it is possible
that this piece might belong to the same
tablet as Chronicles 11,188 12, or 13. Unfortu-
nately it is not possible to decide this crux
on the basis of script or tablet texture. It is
possible that it is not even a fragment of a
chronicle but failing any proof that it is not,
it has been included here.f

849, 3.

185 p. 4-6.

188 p, 71,

187 ¢, 10-12.

188 Note 0H-man-n[a]-la-a] in Chronicle 13a r. 5
and W F-man-na-a-[¢] in Chronicle 11 r. 2.
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OTHER CHRONICLES OF CATEGORY A

Apart from the thirteen texts of the Baby-
Ionian Chronicle Series there are four chroni-
cles remaining in category A, the Esarhaddon,
Shamash-shuma-ukin, Akitu, and Religious
Chronicles. Of these, two, the Esarhaddon
and Akitu Chronicles, have derived their in-
formation entirely from the running account
of late Babylonian history. But in each case
the purpose of the author was not simply to
present a résumé of the events. As will be
shown, the author of the Esarhaddon Chroni-
cle rewrote the history of Babylonia during
that king’s reign, using the detailed account
as source material, in order to show the mon-
arch and Babylonia in a better light. The
author of the Akitu Chronicle was interested
in only one thing, occasions when there was
an interruption of the chief festival of the
Babylonian year, the Akitu, and the back-
ground to these interruptions. Thus neither
the Esarhaddon Chronicle nor the Akitu
Chronicle belonged to the Babylonian Chron-
icle Series. Their authors utilized the same
source but for a different purpose.

Most of Chronicle 15 concerns the reign of
Shamash-shuma-ukin and for this reason has
been called the Shamash-shuma-ukin Chroni-
cle in this book. There can be no doubt that
the portion of the chronicle which concerns
this king as well as the earliest part which
concerns Ashur-nadin-shumi is derived from
the late account of Babylonian history. How-
ever, the last few lines of the chronicle con-
cern a period of time much earlier (tenth
century B.c.) than the first preserved tablet
in the Babylonian Chronicle Series (eighth
century B.c.). The fact that the typology of
this portion of the chronicle still belongs in
category A indicates that there is a close con-
nection with the series. Chronicle 15 provides,
therefore, an indication that a running ac-
count of Babylonian history was kept as ear-
ly as the tenth century ®.c. The sparsity of

information in this chronicle for the early
period would suggest either that the account
was not very detailed® or that, by the time
the extract was made, the account was poorly
preserved. That the Chronicle is not a part of
the Babylonian Chronicle Series is evident
from its departure from chronological order.
It, like the Esarhaddon and Akitu Chronicles,
was composed for a specific purpose which
was not that of simply presenting a brief
portrayal of the events.

The only connection between the Religious
Chronicle and the Babylonian Chronicle Series
is in typology. Both belong to category A.
It is not, however, surprising that no other
similarities can be shown for the Religious
Chronicle treats a period which is much ear-
lier (eleventh and tenth centuries B.0.) than
that dealt with in the series (eighth to third
centuries 8.0.) and its author displays interests
different from those of the authors of the
later group of texts. Neither of these factors
is inconsistent with regarding the Religious
Chronicle and the series as part of the same
tradition. This chronicle would suggest, there-
fore, even if it does not conclusively prove,
that the running account of Babylonian his-
tory was compiled as early as the eleventh
century B.c. This statement is corroborated
by the evidence of Chronicle 23 which will be
discussed in a later chapter. The author of
the Religious Chronicle, unlike the authors
of the Esarhaddon, Akitu, and Shamash-
shuma-ukin Chronicles, appears to have had
no singleminded purpose in compiling his
text. Rather, like the authors of the Baby-
lonian Chronicle Series, he seems to have

1 Perhaps the evidence presented in the previous
chapter that detailed records of Babylonian his-
tory were kept beginning in the reign of Nabu-
nasir indicates an expansion of the seope of the
running account or the extraction, for the first
time, of the Babylonian Chronicle Series.
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wished to note events which appeared to him
important. The fact that the events he chose
to include in his text are quite different in
nature from those found in the series indicates
that the scribe had an entirely different out-
look from the authors of the later texts. In
conclusion, one must confess that although it

is possible to see a general similarity in form
between the Babylonian Chronicle Series and
the Religious Chronicle, nevertheless the latter
document is unique, as a chronicle, but just
as unique, in their own way, are the Esar-
haddon, Akitu, and Shamash-shuma-ukin
Chronicles.

i) EsarEADDON CHRONICLE: CHRONICLE 14

The Esarhaddon Chronicle is a narration
of events which took place in Mesopotamia
during Esarhaddon’s reign (680-669 B.C.)
and the early part of the reign of Shamash-
shuma-ukin (668-648 B.c.). The text is divided
by horizontal lines into four sections of un-
equal length. The first section deals with the
reign of Esarhaddon, the second section deals
with the accession year of Shamash-shuma-
ukin, and the third and fourth concern the
first and second full regnal years of Shamash-
shuma-ukin. A peculiar feature of this tablet
is a scribal note on the left edge which says
simply “battles.” A similar notation is found
at the end of text A of the Chronicle of
Early Kings.? The text is preserved on a
single tablet which is not divided into columns.
A large piece is broken away from the top of
the tablet and a smaller piece is missing
from the lower right hand corner. The date
and provenance of the tablet are unknown.
There is no evidence of seribal errors.

The chronicle, in the large section which
deals with Esarhaddon, displays a definite
bias in favour of this king. Not one single
defeat or disgrace of Esarhaddon is mentioned.
Yet it is known that the Elamites sacked
Sippar in Esarhaddon’s sixth regnal year?
and that his army was defeated in HEgypt in
his seventh regnal year. The author of the
Esarhaddon Chronicle omits both these events.
Whether or not the chronicler was biased in
favour of Shamash-shuma-ukin is uncertain
because very little concerning him is pre-
served in the text. Since Esarhaddon was

2 Bee the commentary to the Esarhaddon Chronicle.
3 Chronicle 1 iv 9f,
4 Chronicle 1 iv 16.

officially recognized by the Babylonians as
their king the bias of the chronicler is com-
patible with Babylonian authorship. Thus, in
contrast to the Babylonian Chronicle Series,
the Esarhaddon Chronicle rates very low as a
reliable historical source. Whereas the Baby-
lonian Chronicle Series is a sober and ob-
jective document the Esarhaddon Chronicle
is a biased and unreliable source of infor-
mation. This is despite the fact that the two
had a common source as shown in the dis-
cussion of the Babylonian Chronicle Series.

With regard to the intent of the author of
the chronicle the bias which has already been
illustrated is a major clue. The fact that the
chronicle is essentially an extract from the
running account of Neo-Babylonian history
with significant changes indicates that the
author was re-writing history for the purpose
of propaganda. He was trying to obliterate
the disgraces suffered by Esarhaddon and
possibly other kings of Babylon.

The reason for the choice of this particular
period of time is fairly ocbvious. The era about
which the chronicler writes is virtually identi-
cal with the era dealt with in the Akitu Chron-
icle. The Esarhaddon Chronicle begins just
before Esarhaddon’s first regnal year (680
B.¢.) and the Akitu Chronicle begins with
Sennacherib’s sack of Babylon (689 8.¢.). The
Esarhaddon Chronicle breaks off during Sha-
mash-shuma-ukin’s reign (668-648 B.0.) and
the Akitu Chronicle ends with the accession
year of Nabopolassar (626 B.c.). It will be
shown in the introduction to the Akitu Chron-
icle that this was a distinct period of time in
Babylonian history. It was the dark period
following the sack of Babylon (a terrible
atrocity in Babylonian eyes) and immediately
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preceding the powerful Neo-Babylonian dy-
nasty. It appears that the author has chosen
to re-write a disgraceful period of Babylonian
history in a light more favourable to his na-
tive land and thus the information found in
this text must be regarded with scepticism
by the historian.

As stated above, the chronicle is divided
into four sections, the first section® being
devoted to the reign of Ksarhaddon. It is
noteworthy that the scribe in this section
does not follow the usual practice of divid-
ing each regnal year by a horizontal line,
but in the latter part of the chronicle that
deals with Shamash-shuma-ukin, he does.
Due to a major break at the top of the tab-
let, the beginning of the first section, which
concerns the first year,® is very poorly pre-
served. The king of Elam as well as Esar-
haddon, and the gods of Der are mentioned.
From the parallel passage in Chronicle 17 one
concludes the reference to the king of Elam
must refer to the fact that he ordered the
execution of the rebel, Nabu-zer-kitti-lishir,
when he fled from the Assyrians to Elam.
Movement of the gods of Der is also re-
ferred to in Chronicle 1.

The section on the second year® records the
conscription of Babylonian troops, the only
fact which is preserved in the parallel but
badly broken passage in Chronicle 1.9 The
capture of Arza is mentioned as well as a
slaughter of the Cimmerians. In the third
year'® the execution of two Babylonian offi-
cials is recorded in exactly the same words as
in Chronicle 1.** Similarly the account of the
capture of Sidon and the conscription of
Babylonian troops in the fourth year!? agrees

word for word with the entry in Chronicle
1.1

5 1-30.

6 1-5,

7 Chronicle 1 i1 42-47.
8 6-9.

9 Chroniele 1 iii 48-50.
10 10f.

11 Chronicle 1 iv 1f.

12 12,

13 Chronicle 1 iv 3f.

The section for the fifth year!® mentions,
in precisely the same words as Chronicle 1,15
the capture of Bassa and the decapitation of
the Sidonian king. But the decapitation of
the king of Kundu and Sisu, recorded in
Chronicle 1,8 is omitted from the Esarhaddon
Chronicle.

In the account of the sixth year there
is some discrepancy from Chronicle 1'% al-
though in essence the two versions are so
close that there is obviously a connection. An
Assyrian campaign against Milidu and its
leader Mugallu is recorded. In Chronicle 1 the
name Mugallu is omitted. A change of throne
in Elam is then mentioned which is also found
in Chronicle 1 where, however, there is a dis-
crepancy in the date of the event and the
number of years the dead king had ruled. The
last entry for the sixth year in the Esar-
haddon Chronicle is virtually identical with a
statement in Chronicle 1 and concerns the ab-
duction of two officials to Assyria. It is note-
worthy that no mention of the Elamite attack
on Sippar, recorded in Chronicle 1 for the
sixth year, is found in the Esarhaddon Chron-
icle.

The entry for the seventh year® records an
Assyrian march to Sha-amile and the return
of the gods of Agade from Elam. The ac-
count agrees virtually word for word with
that of Chronicle 120 with one major excep-
tion. Instead of recording an attack on Sha-
amile, the author of Chronicle 1 states that
the Assyrian troops were defeated in Egypt.
The death of the king’s wife and the capture
of Shubria is recorded for the eighth year.2!
The account in Chronicle 122 agrees with the
exception of the dates and the additional in-
formation, not found in the Hsarhaddon
Chronicle, that the booty from Shubria was
taken to Uruk.

4 13f1.
15 Chronicle 1 iv 5-17.
18 Chronicle 1 iv 7f.

17 15-19.

18 Chronicle 1 iv 9-15.
19 20-22.

20 Chronicle 1 iv 16-18.
2 23-25.

22 Chronicle 1 iv 19-22.
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The ninth year is omitted as it is in Chron-
iclel. In the tenth year®® the Assyrians
launched a campaign against Egypt. The
version in Chronicle 12¢ of this event is much
fuller, including mention of the capture of
Memphis and some royal personages. In the
eleventh year® the king executed many of
his officers. There is verbatim agreement
with the entry in Chronicle 1.2 The account
of the final (twelfth) year* of Esarhaddon
states that the king died on his way to at-
tack Egypt and provides a summary state-
ment of the number of years he had reigned.
The account agrees word for word with the
version of Chronicle 1.2

The end of the reign of Esarhaddon is fol-
lowed by a section,? undated at the begin-
ning, which contains information concerning
the statue of Marduk (Bel), the accession of
Ashurbanipal and the events of the accession

year of Shamash-shuma-ukin. The narrative
has close affinities with the accounts in both
Chronicle 1 and the Akitu Chronicle. The
significance of these affinities was discussed
in the preceding chapter. It is interesting to
note here that the statement concerning the
number of years the statue of Marduk re-
sided in Ashur (and therefore the number of
years the Akitu festival was not celebrated)
occurs before the statement: “The accession
year of Shamash-shuma-ukin.”” The same or-
der is followed in the Akitu Chronicle. The
remainder of the text, which is badly broken,
contains two sections dealing with the first®®
and second®! years of Shamash-shuma-ukin.
In the section on the first year kings of Hgypt
are mentioned. Virtually nothing is preserved
in the last section. At this point the tablet
breaks off completely.

il) SHAMASH-SHUMA-UKIN CHRONICLE: CHRONICLE 15

The Shamash-shuma-ukin Chronicle con-
sists of extracts from at least two different
chronicles and deals with events in and
around Babylonia. Most of the chronicle con-
cerns the reign of Shamash-shuma-ukin (668
648 B.c.) but mention is made of Ashur-nadin-
shumi (699-694 B.c.), Shirikti-Shugamuna
(984 B.C.), and Nabu-shuma-ishkun (760-748
B.0.). Like the other late Babylonian chroni-
cles a horizontal line is drawn after each reg-
nal year.®® The text of the chronicle is pre-
served on one tablet which is in rather bad
condition. The lower left-hand corner is miss-
ing and there is a large gouge in the ob-
verse.

23 251,

2 Chronicle 1 iv 23-28.

% 27.

26 Chronicle 1 iv 29.

27 28-30.

28 Chronicle 1 iv 30-32.

29 31-39.

30 40-44.

3145,

32 The only exception is the lack of such a line be-
tween lines 1 and 2. See the commentary.

Certain features of the text indicate that it
was intended for private use. These fea-

. tures are the eclectic nature of its content

and the small size of the tablet. There can be
no doubt about the eclecticism of the chroni-
cle’s editor. Of thirty-nine Babylonian kings
(from Shirikti-Shugamuna to Shamash-shu-
ma-ukin) he mentions only four. Of these
four, only the reign of one king, Shamash-
shuma-ukin, is treated in detail and not all
of his regnal years are mentioned. Besides
being very selective in choosing his extracts
the scribe has arranged them in a most un-
usual way. The text is divided into two parts
with a blank space in between. The first
part® is later, chronologically, than the sec-
ond* and covers three quarters of the tablet.
In the first part is a statement concerning
Ashur-nadin-shumi and then the remainder
concerns Shamash-shuma-ukin, The second
part consists of two sections about two ear-
lier kings, Shirikti-Shugamuna and Nabu-

3 1-19.
34 20-22.
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shuma-ishkun.® Such an arrangement of the
material is unparalleled in other chronicles.36
The scribe was, of course, aware of the fact
that he was selecting and arranging his facts
in an unusual way. Thus he beging his colo-
phon with the comment: “Non-integrated
lines from. ..”” The small size of the tablet is
a feature exhibited by several other chroni-
cles and is, in itself, an indication that this
is not an “official’’ document.

Since the scribe extracted these facts for
private use, one naturally wonders what the
nature of this private purpose was. It was
primarily neither a religious nor secular one
since the chronicle includes both kinds of in-
formation in about equal proportion. Neither
is there any pattern of alternating “bad’’ and
“good” times as found in Prophecies.?® To
ascertain the purpose of the chronicle the
most obvious line of enquiry is to ask what
these four kings had in common and why
they should be divided equally into two
groups. But so little is known about the two
early kings that no definite answers can be
given to these questions.

It is noteworthy that both Ashur-nadin-
shumi and Shamash-shuma-ukin were native
Assyrians placed on the Babylonian throne
by their respective fathers, Sennacherib and
Esarhaddon. One naturally wonders whether
the two earlier kings were native Assyrians.
In the case of Nabu-shuma-ishkun it is known
that during his reign there were many native
Asgyrians in high office in Babylonia. This
indicates that either Nabu-shuma-ishkun was

% The colophon follows immediately with no inter-
vening space. Despite this, the very length of
lines 20-22 rules out the possibility of their being
a catch-line, There is also the valid objection
that a tablet beginning with Shirikti-Shugamuna
would not follow a tablet that ended with Shas
mash-shuma-ukin.

36 The Synchronistic History has its first two sec-
tions reversed but this was certainly an error on
the part of the scribe. In the Religious Chronicle
i1 8 ff. the nineteenth year of a king is placed be-
fore the sixteenth year due to scribal laziness.

37 See Winckler, OLZ 1907, 575f.

38 See Grayson and Lambert, JCS 18 (1964), pp.
7-30.

a vassal of Assyria (which is improbable?®) or
that he was favourably disposed towards As-
syrians, which in turn might be indicative of
his Assyrian origin.%® In the case of Shirikti-
Shugamuna there is simply no evidence as to
what his origin might be other than the fact
that he was a descendant of Bazi.4* Thus one
cannot conclude with any certainty that the
four kings had Assyrian ancestry in com-
mon.*? Similarly, there is no clue as to why
the kings should have been divided into two
parts. Did the scribe intend a contrast or
comparison ? Since the document was meant
to serve a private purpose, the possibilities of

3% During the reign of Nabu-shuma-ishkun, there
were two successive kings in Assyria, Ashur-dan
IIT and Ashur-nerari V. It was a period of weak-
ness for Assyria with rebellions at home and
enemies (particularly Urartu) on her borders.
Ashur-nerari V did subdue Matilu of Arapha. But
there is no indication of any Assyrian conquest of
Babylonia.

40 Tt is possible that he was prejudiced in favour of
Assyrians because of their administrative abili-
ties. But there is no indication that the Assyrians
were any better at administration than the Baby-
lonians.

41 Bazi, a place somewhere on the Tigris, is a name
which is associated with Babylonia. See Appen-
dix B. It is noteworthy, however, that one of the
early Assyrian kings was called a Bazean (As-
syrian King List 1i 18 and Synchronistic King
List i 6).

£ Since the scribe who compiled this chronicle came
from Borsippa (see Millard, Iraq 26 [1964], p. 32)
one wonders if the four kingg had some special
importance for this city. The strongest evidence
points to Nabu-shuma-ishkun since most of the
important information about him comes from
documents from Borsippa. But this is probably
due to the accident of discovery. Borsippa played
a major role as the chief ally of Babylon in the
Shamash-shuma-ukin rebellion. But if this is what
interested the scribe, surely Borsippa would be
mentioned somewhere. With regard to the other
two kings, nothing is known of their relation-
ship with Borsippa. It is striking that Ashur-
nadin-shumi was carried off by the Elamites who
placed their own appointee on the throne, for
Shirikti-Shugamuna was also followed by an Elam-
ite king. One might conjecture that the reason
for his short reign is conquest and abduction by
the Elamites. Shamash-shuma-ukin killed himself
when his revolt failed. Nothing is known of the
death of Nabu-shuma-ishkun.
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what that purpose might have been are as
unlimited as the Babylonian imagination.t

There is no doubt about the source material
used by the author. He states in the colophon
that he extracted at least some of the infor-
mation from a writing-board. The verbal par-
allel of one line in this chronicle and the Akitu
Chronicle shows that they both used the same
source, at least for information on the six-
teenth regnal year of Shamash-shuma-ukin.
This common source, as argued earlier, would
be the running account of Babylonian his-
tory.

There is one serious error in the text. It is
stated that the brother of Shirikti-Shuqa:
muna was Nebuchadnezzar. For reasons given
in the commentary?* this is probably an error
and should read Ninurta-kudurri-usur I. Thus,
although the author of the tablet drew on an
unimpeachable source — the running account
of Neo-Babylonian history — the odd chron-
ological arrangement, the eclecticism of the
document, and the one serious error require
one to exercise extreme caution in dealing
with this document as an historical source.

The text is poorly preserved, there being
a major lacuna on the obverse and in the
lower left-hand corner, and several minor
flaws on the surface. Nevertheless, the con-
tent is usually clear on general lines if not in
detail. The first line, which is inseribed on
the rounded portion at the top of the tablet —
an unusual feature -— is an entry for the
sixth regnal year of Ashur-nadin-shumi. It
records the removal of the god of Der to As-
gyria. This event is not mentioned in the en-
try for the same year in Chronicle 1.4

The next six segments of the chronicle
are concerned with six regnal years of Shas
mash-shuma-ukin, viz. the fourth and four-
teenth to eighteenth. The first section,
dealing with the fourth year, is not divided,

43 Commentary to line 21.
4 Chronicle 1 ii 36—45.

4 2-19.

46 2f.

as one might expect, from the preceding en-
try about Ashur-nadin-shumi by a horizontal
line.#” For the fourth year the flight of the
Elamite prince to Assyria is recorded. In the
fourteenth year®® the former bed of Marduk
(Bel) is removed from Ashur to Babylon and
in the fifteenth year4® the same is stated of
Marduk’s new chariot. For the sixteenth
year®® a withdrawal of the Babylonian king
inside the walls of Babylon in the face of the
“enemy’’ (i.e. Ashurbanipal) is recorded. Ex-
actly the same entry, with the exception of
the day and month, is found in the Akitu
Chronicle.®t Shamash-shuma-ukin captured
Cuthah in his seventeenth year® and defeated
an Assyrian army. The remainder of this sec-
tion is very poorly preserved but obviously
describes events in the civil war that was
waged at this time. A rebellion of Assyrian
noblemen is mentioned as well as, appar-
ently, the Sealand governor, Nabu-bel-shu-=
mati. A Babylonian triumph over the As-
syrians is recorded in the last few lines. The
entry for the eighteenth year®® mentions
briefly that Assyria (“the enemy’’) laid siege
to Babylon.

There follows a blank space and then two
more sections which deal with a much earlier
historical period. The first section® states
simply that Shirikti-Shugamuna, brother of
Nebuchadnezzar (sic!), ruled Babylon for
three months. In the second segment® it is
stated that Nabu could not participate in the
procession of Marduk in the Akitu festival in
the fifth and sixth regnal years of Nabu-
shuma-ishkun. Perhaps these same years are
referred to in a badly broken section of Chron-
icle 23.5¢ The text concludes with a colophon.

47 See the commentary to lines 1f.

48 4.

w5

50 @,

51 Akitu Chronicle 12.

52 7-18.

53 19,

5 20f.

5 22,

56 See the commentary to Chronicle 23 r. 6f.
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iii) Axrr CHRONICLE : CHRONIOLE 16

The Akitu Chronicle is a description of in-
terruptions in the Babylonian Akitu festival
beginning with Sennacherib’s sack of Babylon
(689 B.c.) and ending in the accession year
of Nabopolassar (626 B.0.). The text is divided
by horizontal lines into sections of unequal
length. Each section deals with a single year
except for the first section which covers twen-
ty years. The document is preserved on a
single tablet with no division into columns.
It is in an extremely good state of preser-
vation so that only a few signs of the whole
text are missing. There is no colophon and
half of the reverse of the tablet is unin-
scribed. It isa private document composed for
a specifio, individual purpose. The date and
provenance of the tablet are unknown. There
are no scribal errors.

The document is solely concerned with in-
terruptions in the Akitu festival. Every event
mentioned in the chronicle has some relation
to this important festival in the Babylonian
calendar. Rebellions and wars are included
only because they were the reason why the
Akitu festival could not be celebrated. Inter-
ruptions in the Akitu festival are also men-
tioned in the Nabonidus Chronicle, the Reli-
gious Chronicle, and Chronicle 24, but in none
of these documents are they the sole concern
of their authors.

The singular nature of the chronicle’s con-
tents poses two problems. Why should a
scribe wish to record the interruptions of the
Akitu festival and why should he choose this
particular period of time ¢ The latter question
will be considered first. The author chose a
very significant point of time with which to
begin his narration. He began with the sack
of Babylon by Sennacherib in 689 B.c., one
of the most terrible events in Babylonian his-
tory. The temple of Esagil was sacked and the
statue of the god Marduk carried off to As-
syria. Marduk’s statue remained in Assyria
during the rest of Sennacherib’s reign and all
through Esarhaddon’s reign — a total of
twenty years in which the Akitu festival
could not be celebrated. This was indeed a

dark moment in Babylonian history and a
fitting period in which to begin a narration
of interruptions in the Akitu festival.5?

The narration ends with the accession year
of Nabopolassar. The major events in Baby-
lonian history are well known to us starting
at this time thanks to the Babylonian Chron-
icle Series. The second chronicle in this series
(Chronicle 2) begins with Nabopolassar’s ac-
cession year and confirms the testimony of
the Akitu Chronicle that there was a great
deal of political disturbance during this peri-
od. Afterwards, however, Nabopolassar and
his successor gained and held firm control
over Babylonia. There were frequent skir-
mishes with hostile armies, particularly As-
syrian armies, but most of these took place
outside of Babylonian territory. Beginning
with Nabopolassar the Babylonians were on
the offensive and not the defensive. It is un-
likely that there were any interruptions in
the Akitu festival during this time. Thus the
author of the Akitu Chronicle has no need to
continue his narration beyond the beginning
of Nabopolassar’s reign. One presumes, of
course, that the text includes all interruptions
of the Akitu festival in this period from 689—
626 B.0. but there is no means of verification.

Having considered the significance of the
period of time about which the author chose
to write, the question of why he wrote such
a chronicle must be considered. There is no
apparent pragmatic reason for such a chroni-
cle. Thus one must conclude that the scribe
composed his history out of sheer interest in
the subject-matter. History for history’s sake
was not unknown in the late period in Meso-
potamia. It may be the basic principle under-
lying the composition of the Babylonian
Chronicle Series. The writer of the Akitu
Chronicle shows no bias in his history of the
interruptions of the Akitu festival. He men-
tions a battle between the Assyrians and
Babylonians and, although a Babylonian,

57 Cf. Chronicle 24 which may possibly have ended
its narration at this point.
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states quite frankly that the Babylonians
lost.58

In the study of the Babylonian Chronicle
Series the close relationship of Chronicle 1
with the Esarhaddon Chronicle and the Akitu
Chronicle was discussed and it was shown
that there was evidence that all three had a
source in common, a detailed running ac-
countof Babylonian history. The Akitu Chron-
icle, which is based on the information in the
contemporary account, is a reliable and ob-
jective historical source.

In the first section of the chronicle® a
summary statement is given of the number
of years, twenty, that the statue of Marduk
(Bel) stayed in Ashur and thus the extent of
time during which there was no Akitu festi-
val. Exactly the same statement is contained
in the Esarhaddon Chronicle.® The statement
is followed by the introduction, still in the
same section, of the accession year of Sha:
mash-shuma-ukin, in which the statue of
Marduk was returned to Babylon. The same

statement, with minor variants, is found in
Chronicle 1%L and the Esarhaddon Chronicle.®?

In the following segment® events of the
sixteenth year of Shamash-shuma-ukin are
narrated. The conscription of Babylonian
troops and the beginning of the civil war be-
tween Shamash-shuma-ukin and Ashurbani-
pal are mentioned. There is a verbal parallel
with the only sentence entered for this year
in the Shamash-shuma-ukin Chronicle.® A
Babylonian defeat at Hirit did not bring the
conflict to an end.

In the seventeenth year® there were rebel-
lions in Assyria and Babylonia and the Akitu
festival was not celebrated. The next three
sections®® concern the eighteenth to twen-
tieth years of Shamash-shuma-ukin and re-
cord, in abbreviated form, the interruption
of the Akitu festival. In the last section®” the
accession year of Nabopolassar is described
in which there were rebellions and warfare
and the Akitu festival was not celebrated.

iv) ReLIgT0US CHRONICLE: CHRONIOLE 17

The Religious Chronicle is a narration of
events which occurred in Babylonia in a peri-
od which began at least as early as the reign
of Nabu-shumu-libur (1032-1025 B.c.) and
extended as far as the reign of Nabu-mukin-
apli (977-942 B.c.). Thus the time span cov-
ered is roughly one century. The text is pre-
served on a single tablet with two columns
on each side. Only about one half of the tab-
let has been preserved. On the preserved por-
tion no dividing horizontal lines are visible
with the exception of the fourth column where
a horizontal line divides the text from the
colophon.

The author of the Religious Chronicle was
concerned with two things, interruptions in
the Akitu festival and bizarre phenomena

58 lines 13-15.

59 1-8.

60 Fgarhaddon Chronicle 31f.

61 Chronicle 1 iv 34-36.

62 fisarhaddon Chronicle 35-37.
63 0-16.

(such as wild animals appearing in the city,
statues moving, and astronomical phenome-
na). Political events are mentioned only as a
background to the reason for interruptions
in the Akitu festival and, in fact, this hap-
pens only three times. This is in the seventh,
eighth, and nineteenth years of Nabu-mukin-
apli when the hostile activity of the Ara-
means disrupted the important festival. The
interest displayed by the author of the chron-
icle in the interruptions in the Akitu festival
is common to many Babylonian Chronicles
as indicated in the discussion of the Akitu
Chronicle. Both Chronicle 24 and the Reli-
gious Chronicle mention interruptions in the
Akitu festivalin the reigns of Eulmash-ghakin-
shumi and Nabu-mukin-apli. But it is un-
known if they agree as to which years the inter-

82 Shamash-shuma-ukin Chronicle 6= Akitu Chron-
icle 12,

65 17-19.

66 20-23.

87 24-27.
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ruptions occurred since the relevant portions
of the text are broken. The Religious Chroni-
cle and the Nabonidus Chronicle deal with two
totally different periods of time in Baby-
Jonian history but the phraseology used to
describe the interruptions of the Akitu festi-
val is very similar.® The phraseology of both
documents is very much like that of the Akitu
chronicle. This is in contrast to Chronicle 24
where a completely different idiom is used.%?

In the preserved portion of the text almost
twice as much space is devoted to the bi-
zarre phenomena as to the interruptions in
the Akitu festival.”® Thus it is obvious that
the bizarre phenomena were a major concern
of the chronicler. The bizarre phenomena
seem to have some similarity to omens. There
is a major difference, however, between their
omen character and that of the content of a
chronicle which definitely finds its origin in
prognostic literature, the Chronicle of Early
Kings. The Chronicle of Early Kings, as will
be shown, consists of omen apodoses whereas
the content of the Religious Chronicleis similar
to omen protases. The author of this text dili-
gently records appearances of wild animals,
movements of statues, and astronomical phe-
nomena visible in and around Babylon. But
he does not mention any events which could
be construed by a Babylonian as results of
the protases. One expects the apodoses to be
mentioned (e.g. “On that day the king became
ill” or ““At that time there was a rebellion”).
A further oddity is the fact that there are no
omen protases known which are exactly like
those found in the chronicle. Certainly the
style is similar and certainly there are many
omen protases which are approximately iden-
tical. But there are no exact duplicates as
there are in the case of the Chronicle of Early

88 See the commentary to ii 4, 5, and iii 5f.

69 See the commentary to Chronicle 24:14 —r. 1.

70 The following thesis was originally presented to
the XIVe Rencontre Assyriologique in Strasbourg
in July 1965 as part of a paper entitled: “Divi-
nation and the Babylonian Chronicles.” The pa-
per was subsequently published in Divination, pp.
89-76.

Kings.”? Thus one wonders if there is really
a close connection between this text and
omens. The similarity appears to be only a
superficial one as it is in the case of some
other kinds of historiographical texts, namely
the Akkadian Prophecies, the Fiirstenspiegel,
and the Autobiography of Marduk.” All of
these texts are similar in that they employ
omen style but this is their only connection
with prognostic literature. It should be noted
in passing that the omen-like phrases in the
Portents of the Fall of Akkad® are very simi-
lar to those in the Religious Chronicle. But
the apodosis is mentioned at the beginning
of the Portents of the Fall of Akkad. Thus
one should probably reject the suggestion
that this chronicle has a close relationship to
divination.™

What is the purpose of the mention of the
bizarre phenomena ? It is not surprising to
find the interruptions in the Akitu festival
mentioned since other chronicles regularly
note this but why this other odd information ?
In this connection it is perhaps significant
that the chronicler carefully notes the date
(day, month, and year) of each bizarre phe-
nomenon. This feature might suggest a close
relationship with hemerologies. However, a
study of the hemerologies and menologies re-
veals no similarities at all.

One can only conclude that this document
reflects the interest of its author and the au-
thor was interested in two things, interrup-
tions in the Akitu festival and various odd

7 This statement is based upon an examination of
the CAD files. Some examples of specific omens
which are similar to phrases in the Religious
Chronicle are quoted in the commentary to ii 15,
19f.; ui 111, 17.

2 See the author’s comments in JCS 18 (1964),
pp- 8f. There is no apparent similarity in pur-
pose between the Religious Chronicle and these
texts.

% CT 29, 48f. For a duplicate to this text and edi-
tions see Weidner, AfO 16 (1952-53), p. 262.

" The suggestion was originally advanced by L. W.
King, Chron. 1, p. 213, and has been recently
supported by J. J. Finkelstein, Proceedings of
the American Philosophical Society 107 (1963),
p- 471, n. 41,
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occurrences in and around Babylon. His in-
terests are really not surprising. One need not
elaborate in the case of interruptions in the
Akitu festival. The importance of this to a
Babylonian is obvious. But similarly, one
need not elaborate with regard to the sudden
appearance of a wild beast in the centre of a
city, a movement of a statue, or an eclipse of
the sun. These are incidents which any mod-
ern daily newspaper would record (whether
in the Occident or Orient) and certainly would
arouse general interest, as indicated by a late
letter the whole concern of which is to report
to the king that a fox had wandered into
Ashur and been killed.”” Why should it be
surprising, therefore, for a chronicler to re-
cord these phenomena ¢ An analogy is provi-
ded by some mediaeval English chronicles in
which odd occurrences both on earth and in the
skies are recorded. Thus. Florence of Worces-
ter in his account of the year A.p. 1132
spoke of a comet, a fire in London, an eclipse,
a ship moving by itself in the harbour, and
the strange appearance of the moon.”® There
appears, then, to be no lofty idealistic motive
behind the Religious Chronicle. It is a private
document, as its small size indicates, written
by a scribe whose interests were similar to
the interests of the majority of his fellow
citizens.

The chronicler does not seem to be biased
nor does he seem to be guilty of factual er-
rors. But since his work contains few details
of relative importance and the sources for
this period in Babylonian history are very
sparse there are no opportunities to check his
facts with other documents. For the same
reason there is no direct evidence of the
source material employed by the author. How-
ever, since this text belongs to category A
one suspects that it would draw on the same
source material as the other chronicles in

% ABL 142. Of further interest is the letter, ARM
2, 106, which has to do with the capturing of a
Lon.}

%6 See J. J. Bagley, Historical Interpretation: Sour-
ces of Medieval English History, 1066-1540 (Peli-
can, 1965), pp. 39f.

this category. It has been shown in the dis-
cussion of the Babylonian Chronicle Series
that there is good reason to believe that a
running account was kept of Babylonian his-
tory. This practice, which gained special im-
petusin the reign of Nabu-nasir (747-73435.0.),
goes back at least as far as the reign of Shi-
rikti-Shugamuna (984 B.0.)”” which is in pre-
cisely the century about which the Religious
Chronicle is concerned. Thus it is quite pos-
sible that the chronicler drew on this Baby-
lonian history. That the bizarre phenomena
would be included in this running account,
is indicated by the fact that similar details
are found in astronomical diaries, and these
may be identical with the running account.”
If the suggestion as to the source material of
the chronicler is correct this means that the
chronicle is a trustworthy historical source.
Because the document seems to stop at the
end of the reign of Nabu-mukin-apli one may
conclude that the original was composed at
his death or shortly thereafter, which would
be during the short reign of his son Ninurta-
kudurri-usur 1T (942 s.¢.) about whose rule
nothing is known. The copy of the text which
has been preserved is written in Neo-Baby-
Ionian seript. There are no scribal errors but
either the original scribe or a later copyist is
guilty of laxity at one point. In order to save
himself the trouble of writing out a descrip-
tion of the interruption of the Akitu festival
twice, once for the eighth year and once for
the nineteenth year, he places the narration
of the nineteenth year immediately after that
of the eighth and simply says: “ditto.” In
doing this he displaces the account of the
sixteenth year which follows that of the nine-
teenth. Such a departure from chronological

"7 This is evident from the Shamash-shuma-ukin
Chronicle.

"8 The astronomical diaries contain not only astro-
nomical observations but also notations of prices,
water level of the river and important events. Cf.
Sachs, JCS 2 (1948), p. 286. Particularly note
the text quoted in the commentary to ii6 in
which the entrance of a wolf into Borsippa is re-
corded.
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order is very unusual in Mesopotamian chron-
icles.™

Since only about one half of the text is
preserved, the content is not always clear.
In the first column only traces of the ends
of twenty-six lines are preserved. The remains
of the name of the king Nabu-shumu-libur
are visible in this portion which allows one to
assign at least part of this mutilated section
to this king. The fact that the names of sev-
eral deities as well as phrases like “They
killed it (a lion)” are preserved indicates that
the content was similar to the remaining col-
umns.

The text is well preserved at the beginning
of the second column which begins with a
passage®® in which the celebration of the Aki-
tu festival and the king’s activity in con-
nection with it are described. This is followed
by a series of statements (each statement
accompanied by an indication of the month)
concerning the appearance of a wolf, a badger,
and a panther.®! In the following paragraph,$?
on a specific day of a specific month in the
seventh year two deer entered Babylon where
they were killed and on another date in the
same year a fire appeared in the sky. In a
certain month of the eleventh year®?® water
flowed in the wall of the lower forecourt.

There follows a passage®® in which further
interruptions of the Akitu festival in the thir-
teenth to fifteenth years are mentioned. The
movement of a wall is reported for the seven-

7 For further details see the commentary to 111 101,
Also note that in the Synchronistic History the
first two sections are chronologically reversed. In
the Shamash-shuma-ukin Chronicle the second
part of the document describes the reigns of kings
who ruled before those mentioned in the first
part.

80 ji 1-5.

8 i 6-11.

841 12-14.

88 1i 15.

8 ji 16-18.

teenth year.®® In the eighteenth year®® some-
thing (the text is broken but presumably an-
other animal was named) entered Babylon
and was killed by two soldiers. The remainder
of the second column®’ is badly broken. Doors
of temples are mentioned as well as some-
thing falling into a pit, the fourteenth year,
goddesses and troops.

After a lacuna the text again becomes com-
prehensible at the top of the third column.
In the first few legible lines® the appear-
ance of a wolf and deer is recorded. An inter-
ruption of the Akitu festival is entered for
the seventh year®® and the reason given is the
hostility of the Arameans. Similarly for the
eighth and nineteenth years of Nabu-mukin-
apli the same is recorded with the added infor-
mation that the Arameans captured a cer-
tain bridge thus preventing the king from
crossing over to participate in the festivi-
ties.? The appearance of a lion in Babylon is
recorded for the sixteenth year.

An interruption in the Akitu festival for
nine years in succession, beginning in the twen-
tieth year, is recorded.” The movement of
the genius at the door of a shrine was en-
tered for the twenty-fourth, twenty-fifth, or
twenty-sixth regnal year as well as the ap-
pearance of a demon in another shrine.®?
Thunder and lightning are recorded for a
specific day and month in the twenty-sixth
year of Nabu-mukin-apli.®® At the beginning
of the fourth column there is a lacuna and
then the remains of ten lines in which Nabu-
mukin-apli is mentioned twice.

8% 11 191,

86 ii 20-23.
87 11 24-29.
88 3ii 2-4.

89 iii 4-6.

% iii 6-10.

91311 13-15.
92 311 15-17.
9 i 19.
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CHRONICLES AND KING LISTS

It has been pointed out much earlier in this
study that in ancient Mesopotamian chrono-
graphy it is not always possible to draw a
sharp distinction between chronicles and king
lists. This is obviously due to the fact that
the ancient Babylonians recognized no such
dichotomy as was shown in the study of ty-
pology presented in a previous chapter. A
good example of a document which defies
precise classification as either chronicle or
king list is the Dynastic Chronicle, a text
which also contains some mythological materi-
al! It was demonstrated in the first chapter
that this text springs from the tradition of
the Sumerian King List. In fact it is so
closely related to the Sumerian King List
that Jacobsen in his edition of the King List
included the Dynastic Chronicle as a late
offshoot of one version of the text.? It should
be noted that other texts in the same cate-
gory, category B, defy precise classification

as chronicles or king lists. These texts are the
King List of the Hellenistic Period and the
Assyrian King List. The decision to include
only one of these texts, the Dynastic Chroni-
cle, in this study of chronicles is, admittedly,
slightly arbitrary. In defence of his decision
the author would point out, however, that
the Dynastic Chronicle contains a good deal
of information which is chronicle material.
On the negative side it should be remembered
that Sumerian texts are not included in this
book, thus excluding the Sumerian King List,
nor are Greek texts, thus excluding the Ptole-
maic Canon. The Babylonian King List B
contains no chronicle material and the As-
syrian King List has very little chronicle
material. Finally, of all texts in category B,
the Dynastic Chronicle is the one which most
requires a new edition in contrast to the King
List of the Hellenistic Period, an excellent
edition of which was recently published.

Dyw~astic CHRONICLE: CHRONICLE 18

The Dynastic Chronicle is a concise narra-
tion of events which took place in Babylonia
from the antediluvian period® down to the
eighth century B.c. or later. The last name
preserved is Eriba-Marduk but there was
room for many more kings after that. The text,
which is really only a small part of a large

1 The name given to the text by its first editor,
L. W. King, is therefore inaccurate but since it
has gained general acceptance it has been main-
tained.

2 For details see Appendix A.

3 The fact that fragment A (see Part II) probably
represents the first part of the Dynastic Chron-
icle shows that the early portion of this text
dealt with the antediluvian period. See L. W.
King, Legends of Babylon and Egypt (London,
1918), p. 31, n. 4; A. Poebel, PBS 4/1, p. 84,
n. 1; and T. Jacobsen, AS 11, p. 56.
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tablet, is in very bad condition. It comes
from the library of Ashurbanipal at Nineveh
and consists of three fragments which prob-
ably belong together although they do not
join. The tablet was divided into three col-
umns on each side. The language of the docu-
ment is a peculiar mixture of Akkadian and
Sumerian. Apart from the figures for the reg-
nal years which will be discussed below there
is only one scribal error in the text.4

With regard to the purpose of this docu-
ment there is at least one clue. The interest
in one portion of the text, the fifth column,
in the place of burial of the king after his
death is noteworthy. Of the seven kings men-
tioned in this passage the burial place of

4 See the commentary to v 7.
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only one is omitted.? All of the kings were
buried in a palace with the exception of Ea-
mukin-zeri who was buried in the swamp of
Bit-Hashmar from which he originally came.
One wonders if the author, at least in this
portion of the text, had some theory about
the relationship between the legitimacy of a
king and his place of burial. Note that he calls
Ea-mukin-zeri a usurper and says he was
buried in the swamp of Bit-Hashmar. A
swamp is certainly an ignominious place for
anyone to be buried. The statements that
Simbar-shihu and Mar-biti-apla-usur were
buried in the palace of Sargon have the ring
of ancient tradition about them for Sargon,
more than any other king, held a prominent
place in Babylonian lore.® The place Kar-
Marduk, in the palace of which Eulmash-
shakin-shumi was buried, is otherwise un-
known. But the fact that he, as well as the
other kings, was buried in a palace indicates
that he had a final resting place befitting
royalty. In this connection it should be noted
that in the Old Testament it is customary to
name the burial place of patriarchs, judges,
and kings. Also noteworthy is a bilingual
excursus describing the flood, the beginning
of which is preserved on one piece of the text.
Where the author of the Sumerian King List
was content simply to note the occurrence
of the flood, in this text a description was
included. Why this was done is unknown.t
Sources other than this chronicle for the
periods covered are scant and there is no indi-
cation of the source material used by the
chronicler. As source material for the modern
historian the chronicle is reliable in that it
does not omit any king known to have reigned
in the periods for which it is preserved. But
the actual figures which it gives for the num-
ber of years each king reigned are not to be
trusted. Not only does the chronicle disagree
with Babylonian King List A but it also dis-
agrees with itself. There are two examples of

5 GN g¢ibir “he was buried (in the palace of) GN”
is mistakenly omitted by the secribe at the end
of v 7. )

¢ H. G. Giiterbock, ZA 42 (1934), pp. 1-91 (passim).

this latter kind of discrepancy. The summaries
of the number of years which the Sealand
Dynasty and the Bazi Dynasty lasted do not
agree with the actual total of the years ruled
by the individual kings in each dynasty as
given by the chronicle.” Thus, although the
relative chronology of the text appears to be
reliable, the exact figures given are not to be
trusted.

Very little of the Dynastic Chronicle is pre-
served. The first column deals with the ante-
diluvian rulers. The dynasties preserved are
those of Bad-tibira, Sippar, Larak, and Shu-
ruppak respectively. Note that this order is
different from the one found in the Sumerian
King List: Bad-tibira, Larak, Sippar, and
Shuruppak.® In the second column the names
of three kings who ruled shortly after the
flood are mentioned in a broken context. The
third column is entirely misging. In the fourth
column the name “Babylon’ appears at the
beginning of the first line preserved followed
by the names of early members of the first
dynasty of Babylon.

The fifth column is by far the best pre-
served. It is divided by horizontal lines into
sections of unequal length. Every other sec-
tion deals with a dynasty and each of the
intervening sections contains a summary stat-
ing the number of kings mentioned in the
preceding section, the name of the dynasty,
and the total number of years it existed.
After a badly preserved line at the beginning,
the first section® deals with the three mem-
bers of the Sealand Dynasty. For the first
ruler mentioned, Simbar-shihu, his lineage,
manner of death, length of reign, and burial
place are given. For the second, Ea-mukin-
zeri, the name of his father, his length of reign,
his burial place and the fact that he was a
usurper iy recorded. For the third, Kashshu-

" See the commentary to v 3.

§ Also note that Ziusudra is included in the Dy-
nastic Chronicle although he does not appear in
all versions of the Sumerian King List. For a
discussion of the various traditions about ante-
diluvian rulers and a useful chart see J. J. Finkel-
stein, JCS 17 (1963), pp. 44-46.

*v 2-17.
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nadin-ahi, the father’s name and the length
of reign is recorded. The name of the burial
place is mistakenly omitted. The section is
followed by a horizontal line and a summary*®
stating the number of kings in the dynasty,
the name of the dynasty, and the total num-
ber of years, which is incorrect, that it lasted.

The following section™ concerns the dy-
nasty of Bit-Bazi. Three rulers are mentioned
and for each the father’s name, Bazi in each
case, and the length of reign is given. In two
instances the names of the burial places are
given. The section is followed by a horizontal
line and a statement’® concerning the num-
ber of kings, the name of the dynasty, and
the number of years, again incorrect, it exist-
ed. The next segment®® concerns the dynasty

10y 8,
1y 9-11.
2y 12,
1By 131,

of Elam of which there was only one member
whose lineage, regnal period, and burial place
is recorded. It is followed by a horizontal
line and a statement'* similar to the previous
dynastic summaries. The remainder of the
column is missing.

The first section?® of the sixth column is al-
most entirely missing. In the second section'é
and the following summary'? one king is men-
tioned. The next portion of the text concerns
a Sealand Dynasty,'® of which Eriba-Marduk
was a member. The last preserved portion'®
concerns a Chaldaean dynasty. Then the text
becomes so mutilated that nothing further
can be learned from it.

4 v 15,

15 vi 1f.

16 1 3.

17 yvi 4.

18 vi 5-8.
19 vi 9-11.
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TWO CHRONICLES CONCERNING EARLY TIMES

The two chronicles discussed in this chap-
ter, the Weidner Chronicle and the Chronicle
of Early Kings, are concerned with a period
of time that may roughly be described
as the third millennium and the early part
of the second millennium B.c. although the
text of both is preserved only on late copies.
There is a close relationship between the two
documents both in terms of typology, as il-
lustrated earlier, and in terms of content for,
as will be shown, it appears that the author

of the Chronicle of Early Kings on occasion
used the Weidner Chronicle as source material.
Both texts also exhibit some affinity with
prognostic literature. The Weidner Chronicle
is a particularly interesting document since
it, like the Synchronistic History, is a bla-
tant piece of propaganda. Thus as source
material for the historian it is not particu-
larly reliable. In this regard the conclusion to
the study of the Chronicle of Early Kings is
somewhat more favourable.

i) WeipNER CHRONIOLE: CHRONIOLE 19

The Weidner Chronicle is a narration of
events which began at least as early as the
Early Dynastic period of Sumerian history
(first half of the third millennium B.c.) and
came down to at least as far as the reign of
Shulgi (2094-2047 B.c.). The text is pre-
served on three copies, one Neo-Assyrian and
two Neo-Babylonian. The most corplete text
is found on the Neo-Assyrian fablet but even
here the state of preservation is very poor,
the obverse being virtually illegible. A photo-
graph of this fragment which was published
in Guterbock’s edition is the only means by
which one can examine the original since the
tablet itself cannot be located. There are a
few minor scribal errors.! The reading and
understanding of the text is not assisted by
what appears to be a fragment of a commen-
tary to the text.

The document is unique in several respects
in comparision with other Babylonian Chron-
icles. To begin with, it concerns a period of
time much earlier than that dealt with by
the majority of chronicles, with the exception

of the Dynastic Chronicle. Further, in this
text one finds direct speech, a phenomenon
which might be compared to Chronicle P.2
However, in Chronicle P it is human beings
who are talking while in the Weidner Chroni-
cle it is divine beings. Moreover the content
of the chronicle is unusual. In so far as the
text is preserved, it is exclusively concerned
with the importance of the city Babylon and
its patron deity, Marduk, and in particular
with the provision of fish for Marduk’s temple
Esagil.® In fact the whole point of the narra-
tive is to illustrate that those rulers who ne-
glected or insulted Marduk or failed to provide
fish offerings for the temple Esagil had an un-
happy end while those who did concern them-
selves with these matters fared well. It should
be noted that not all rulers are mentioned,
particularly in the Early Dynastic period, a
fact which presumably has some relation to
the author’s theory about the Esagil cult. The
text, therefore, is a blatant piece of propa-
ganda written as an admonition to fubure
monarchs to pay heed to Babylon and its

1 There are two errors in the Neo-Assyrian ver-
sion (see the commentary to lines 53 and 63)
and one in one of the Neo-Babylonian versions
(see the commentary to line 59).
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2 See Chapter 6.

® Note that an inscription of Nebuchadnezzar II
(VAB 4, pp. 154-156) also mentions the provision
of fish for Hsagil.
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cult. This is to be compared to the Synchro-
nistic History, an Assyrian chronicle, whose
author also was intent on propaganda. It is
interesting to note that both texts had a pro-
logue (both of which are unfortunately badly
preserved), a feature not exhibited by other
chronicles. Since the Synchronistic History
has an epilogue it is also possible that some-
thing similar was inscribed at the end of the
Weidner Chronicle. The description of reigns
as either “good” or “‘bad,” a practice not
common in chronicles, is to be compared to
the Akkadian Prophecies, a literary genre in
which this is normal.4f

The period when the text was written is
unknown but it obviously cannot be any ear-
lier than the first dynasty of Babylon. There
is a close relationship between parts of the
Weidner Chronicle, the Chronicle of Early
Kings, and the omen collections upon which
the latter is based. This problem is more
easily discussed in connection with the Chron-
icle of Barly Kings and its source material.
The results of that discussion, which will be
found in the section on the Chronicle of Early
Kingg, will be anticipated here. There is some
indication that in one or two cases the author
of the Weidner Chronicle may have used
omens or omen collections as source materi-
al. But on the whole there is no similarity
between the contents of the text and omens.
It is interesting to note that in one instance
the author of the Chronicle of Farly Kings
has apparently used the Weidner Chronicle
as source material.

Apart from these considerations it is un-
known what source material the author of
the Weidner Chronicle utilized for the infor-
mation about the fortune or misfortune of
the rulers mentioned, but certainly his or
some previous writer’s imagination was the
source of the information about each mon-
arch’s attitude towards the provision of fish
for Esagil. Babylon and its chief temple Esa-
gil were not sufficiently important before the
first dynasty of Babylon to merit such special

4 See Grayson and Lambert, JCS 18 (1964), pp.
7-30.

attention from Mesopotamian rulers. Leaving
aside this fanciful portrayal of the history of
the cult of Esagil, there is no indication that
the author has departed from historical facts.
Nevertheless, considering the propagandistic
motive behind the composition, the historian
would be well advised to use caution when
dealing with this text.

Most of the mutilated obverse® is concerned
with what appears to be a prologue in which,
in divine counsel, it is decreed that a certain
cult, obviously the cult of Marduk at Baby-
lon, should always be respected and cared for
by earthly rulers. In the badly broken pas-
sage which follows® two early rulers, Akka
and Enmekiri, are mentioned. It is this portion
of the text with which the ancient commen-
tary is apparently concerned.

In the next few lines” the attitude of Pu-
zur-Nirah, king of Akshak, towards the fish
cult of Esagil is described and, although the
passage is poorly preserved, it is apparent
that he is guilty of mistreating the cult. In
contrast it is next stated® that Ku-Baba fos-
tered the cult with the result that Marduk
granted her sovereignty over all lands. This
description of a “good’ reign is followed by
a “bad” reign,® that of Ur-Zababa who or-
dered Sargon to alter the provisions for the
Esagil cult. Sargon refused to obey the order
and the god Marduk therefore granted him
sovereignty over the world. But the remain-
der of Sargon’s career'® was not so blessed.
He is accused of having erected in front of
his capital, Agade, a duplicate of Babylon.
As a result Marduk turned against Sargon,
his subjects rebelled, and he was inflicted
with insomnia.

This description of an unfortunate reign is
followed by yet another, the sovereignty of
Naram-Sin.®* This king is accused of destroy-
ing the population of Babylon, an accusation

5 1-30.

6 31-37.
7 38-41.
8 42-45.
9 46--48.
10 49-52b.
1 531,
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which was also levelled at Enmekiri in an ear-
lier passage.? As punishment, during Naram-
Sin’s reign Babylonia suffered two attacks
from the barbarian Guti. Then sovereignty
was granted to these invaders. But their
reign®® was also a “‘bad” time. Their rule was
oppressive and they were ignorant of proper
religious observances.

Thus sovereignty was taken away from the
Guti and given to Utu-hegal ** Utu-hegal won
favour at the beginning by offering a fish,
which had not been previously offered to any
other god, to Marduk. The Guti unwisely

took the fish away from Utu-hegal and as a
result, Marduk took the sovereignty away
from the barbarians and gave it to Utu-hegal.
Utu-hegal’s reign was to end unhappily, how-
ever, for he mistreated Babylon and was,
therefore, drowned in the Euphrates. The
last reign mentioned in the preserved portion
of the text is that of Shulgi.’® Marduk gave
the sovereignty to him but he was guilty of
profaning Marduk’s purification ritual. In the
remaining broken lines of the text Esagil is
mentioned as well as the New Year’s festival.

il) CarONICLE OF EARLY Kines: CHRONICLE 20

The Chronicle of Karly Kings is a narration
of events which occurred in Mesopotamia from
the reign of Sargon of Akkad (c. 23342279
B.C.) to the reign of Agum I1I (c. 1450 B.C.).
The chronicle is divided into sections of un-
equal length by horizontal lines. Each section
deals with the reign of one king. The text of
the chronicle is preserved on two tablets (A
and B), one tablet partially duplicating the
other. Both texts have approximately the
same number of lines'® but text A is much
better preserved (only a few signs are miss-
ing) than B. They are both late Babylonian
copies,” and there are scribal errors in each.1®

As stated already A and B partially dupli-
cate one another. The duplication occurs in

12 32,

13 55-57.

14 58-62.

15 63 ff.

16 B had a few more than A but some lines in B
are now missing.

17 Text B was part of a miscellaneous group of tab-
lets which was acquired by the British Museum
in 1902. The Shamash-shuma-ukin Chronicle was
also a part of this collection. See A. R. Millard,
Iraq 26 (1964), p. 14.

18 In four cases in A (lines 3, 4, 6, and 14) there is
a discrepancy of importance between the chronicle
and the Neo-Assyrian omen collection. Since the
omen collection probably provided the source
material for the chronicler, as will be shown later,
the chronicle is in error. In text B r. 13 the sign
14 has been copied for AS,

the account of Erra-imitti’s reign.1® There is
a discrepancy between the two tablets after
this section. While A has a catch-line intro-
ducing a section about Ilushumma, king of
Assyria, B has a section about Hammurapi,
king of Babylon.?® Chronologically Ilushumma
lived before Hammurapi. Was Ilushumma
omitted by text B or its forerunner by mis-
take or by intention ? Or, to put the question
in a different way, why was Ilushumma added
to text A or its forerunner ? Is this evidence
of Assyrian influence exerted on text A at
some time during its history ? In this regard
it should be noted that the catch-line about
Ilushumma is peculiar in form. It follows a
pattern similar to one found in the Synchro-
nistic History, an Assyrian document, which
belongs to category D and not the pattern of
the Chronicle of Early Kings which belongs
to category C.

Source material for the early part of this
chronicle was provided by omens and the
Weidner Chronicle. The majority of the
omens used are found in omen collections.

19 A 31-36 and B 1-7.

20 Also note that at the end of text A a notation
appears which is discussed in the commentary to
Chronicle 14 Left Edge.

% This problem was discussed by the author in a
paper entitled: “Divination and the Babylonian
Chronicles.” It was presented at the XIVe Ren-
contre Assyriologique in Strasbourg and subse-
quently published in Divination, pp. 69-76.
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There are two such omen collections known,
one from the library of Ashurbanipal?? and
one which is a late Babylonian copy.2® The
former is much better preserved and since
the poorly preserved late Babylonian text is
a duplicate, the two tablets will be treated as
one text in this discussion.

A close connection between the chronicle
and the omen collections is evident from cer-
tain facts. All of the information about Sar-
gon and Naram-Sin found in the chronicle
(with the exception of four lines*) is also
found in the omen collections and the infor-
mation is arranged in the same order.? It
should also be noted that in most cases there
is verbatim agreement. Thus one concludes
that the author of one text used the other as
source material or that the authors of both
had a third, common source. Since there is no
evidence that there was a third source it will
be assumed here that it did not exist.?® One
must now -consider which came first, the
chronicle or the omen collections. L. W. King?”
and H. G. Giiterbock® believed that the omen
collections were derived from the chronicle.
But they expressed this opinion before it was
generally known that omen collections were
attested at least as far back as the Old Baby-
lonian period.?®

2 K 2130 which was published as King, Chron. no. 3.

2 BM 67404 which was published as King, Chron.
no. 4.

2 A 8, 20-23. See below.

25 The only exception is the “Babylon-Agade’ in-
cident (A 18f. = King, Chron. 3:8-11). In the
chronicle this appears almost at the end of the
Sargon section but in the Neo-Assyrian omen
collection it appears almost at the beginning. This
passage presents other problems on which see n.

21

>

The content of both documents, of course, derives
originally from individual omens. But the simi-
larity in the selection of the omens shows that
these are not two independent compositions.

7 King, Chron. 1, p. 28.

28 ZA 42 (1934), p. 17 (cf. AfO 13 [1939-40], p. 50).
29 Cf. the Old Babylonian liver models published
by Rutten, RA 35 (1938), pp. 36-52, and plates
I-XVIII, and the Old Babylonian omen collec-
tions published by Nougayrol, RA 38 (1941),
Pp. 67-88; 40 (1946), pp. 56-97; 44 (1950), pp.
1-40, and plates I-1V, and by Goetze, YOS 10.

© @

It appears that in fact the omen collections
did precede the chronicle. To begin with, omen
collections did appear at least as early as the
Old Babylonian period.® Secondly, the infor-
mation in the omen collections is more de-
tailed than that in the chronicle.3! Third, the
phrase “in the reign of Ishtar” which appears
in the chronicle is an expression character-
istic of prognostic literature but not of chron-
icles.®® Finally, if one were to assume that the
chronicle came first, this would mean that
the compiler of the omen collections would
have to invent protases to match the infor-
mation extracted from the chronicle. This is
extremely unlikely. It is far more probable
that sometime after the compilation of these
omen collections, a need was felt for a com-

30 See n. 29.

81 In the case of four passages which are found in
both, the omen collection has a longer description
of the events than the chronicle has (A 18f. =
King, Chron. 3:8-11; A 7 = King, Chron. 3:28f.;
A 9f. = King, Chron. 3:31-34; A 11-13 = King,
Chron. 3:37 — r. 2). The omen collection also has
five sections which. are completely missing from
the chronicle (King, Chron. 3:1-6, 12-21).

“In the reign of Ishtar’ is written ina palé Istar
in A 1 and although the pertinent passage in the
Neo-Assyrian omen collection is broken it may
be restored with confidence: amiit® Sarru-kin
(gina) $d ina $eri(uzu) an-ni-[1 ma palé Usar]
i-la-am-ma $é-ni-na mapira(gaba.ri) ul(nu) <§¢
(tuku)® King, Chron. 3:22f. Some examples of
the phrase palé DN in omens are: CT 20, 32:78,
37iv 18;CT 27,3:19, 9:27,11:10; CT 38, 35:54;
TCL 6, 1:16 (all of Nergal); CT 27, 22:10; YOS
10, 56111 12 (both of Enlil). Also cf. nadin hatti u
palé ana Anww Enlil ““He who gives the scepterand
rule to Anu and Enlil” (of Marduk) Craig, ABRT
2, 13 r. 8, and uss:b@isu hatta kussd u pald “They
added to him (Marduk) the scepter, the throne,
and rule’” En. el. IV 29. For an interpretation of
the meaning of the phrase see Jacobsen, JNES 2
(1943), pp. 170-172. For the use of the term bala
in Sumerian see Hallo, JCS 14 (1960), pp. 89-
96, and J. J. Finkelstein, JCS 20 (1966), pp.
103-106. For its Akkadian equivalent pald see
Tadmor, JCS 12 (1958), pp. 26-33. With regard
to the close connection between Sargon and IStar
(and between Eannatum and IStar) see Hirsch,
Studies Oppenheim pp. 136-139 (a reference to
wna palé I$er in the Chronicle of Early Kings
is missing on p. 138 in the discussion of the
“historische Tradition”).

3
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prehensive version of the omen apodoses
which concerned Sargon and Naram-Sin.
Thus a scribe composed such a document,
following an ancient chronicle pattern, that
of category C, and the result was the Chroni-
cle of Early Kings.%

It must be pointed out that there are four
lines in the portion of the Chronicle of Early
Kings which concerns Sargon and Naram-
Sin that are not found in the omen collec-
tions. One of the four lines is similar to (but
not a duplicate of) omens independent of the
collections and simply states: “He (Sargon)
ruled equally the tribes of the lands.”’3* The
other three lines are duplicated by the Weid-
ner Chronicle and contain a condemnation
of Sargon for having desecrated Babylon.®
This theme, which does not appear elsewhere
in the Chronicle of Early Kings, is the pre-
dominant one in the Weidner Chronicle. The
logical conclusion is that the author of the
Chronicle of Early Kings copied these lines
from the Weidner Chronicle.3® Thus, the main
source of the author of the Chronicle of Early
Kings was the omen collections and a less
important source was the Weidner Chronicle.

It should be noted in passing that the two
lines in the Chronicle of Early Kings which
immediately precede the passage containing
the condemnation of Sargon are parallel to

38 Cf. Meissner, BuA 2, p. 372, and Finkelstein,
Proceedings of the American Philosophical So-
ciety 107 (1963), p. 470, n. 37, who also felt that
the omen collections preceded the chronicle.

3 A 8, Cf. a-mu-ut Sar-ru-ki-in $o ki-Sa-tam i-be-lu
“Omen of Sargon who ruled the universe” YOS
10, 59:9 and note the similar (but broken) pas-
sages YOS 10, 13:5; CT 27, 23:19. Also cf. amaiut
Sar-ru-ki-in $a matate i-be-lu “Omen of Sargon
who ruled the land” AAA 11 (1924), p. 113 (cf.
Nougayrol, Présages Historiques p. 7, no. 12).
Also cf. Goetze, JCS 1 (1947), p. 255, and Hirsch,
AfO 20 (1963), p. 8.

35 Of. A 20-23 to the Weidner Chronicle 52-52b.

38 Note too that part of the passage in the Chron-
icle of Barly Kings (A 29f.) about Sulgi is similar
to part of the badly broken passage about the same
kingin the Weidner Chronicle (63 ff.). This passage,
which they appear to have in common, is also a
condemnation of the king for having desecrated
Babylon.

-3

the two preceding linesin the Weidner Chron-
icle and are also found in the Neo-Assyrian
omen collection¥” (the passage concerns the
“dust”’of Babylon and the founding of the
city Agade). This fact raises the problem of
the relationship between the Weidner Chron-
icle and the omen collection. The author of
one could have copied from the other or both
authors could have had a third common source
for this passage (i. e. the original omen which
has so far not been discovered). Further note
that there is one statement (concerning Utu-
hegal’s drowning) in the Weidner Chronicle
which is reminiscent of an omen.® But there
is only a similarity between the two, not
close parallelism. Apart from these two doubt-
ful instances the statements in the Weidner
Chronicle are not similar to omen apodoses.
Thus there is little indication of a close af-
finity between the Weidner Chronicle and
omens.

Possible sources for the later part of the
Chronicle of Early Kings® are not nearly so
obvious. It is conceivable that there was a
close connection between this chronicle and
Babylonian Chronicle Fragment 1 but the lat-
ter document is so badly preserved that this
cannot be substantiated.® The damming of
the Tigris by Abi-eshuh mentioned in the
Chronicle of Early Kings is also known from
a year date of Abi-eshuh® and this may be
an indication that the compiler of the chroni-
cle sometimes used year dates as source ma-
terial.

The purpose of the Chronicle of Early
Kings is not apparent. The early sections on
Sargon and Naram-Sin are, presumably, the
product of a scribe’s interest in putting to-
gether omen apodoses in pseudo-chronicle
form. But why he should have done this and
why he should have added the later reigns is
not known. There is no obvious reason why
the chronicler should have started his narra-

37 Cf. A 18f. and the commentary.

3% See the commentary to the Weidner Chronicle 62.

¥ A31~Br 18

4 Erra-imitti (see Appendix B) is mentioned in
both.

4 See the commentary to B r. 8-10.
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tion with Sargon and ended with Agum ITT
nor why he should have omitted many kings
altogether from his text. He devotes approxi-
mately the same amount of space to each
king mentioned with two exceptions. The
section about Sargon of Akkad is very long
and detailed and so is the section about Sam-
suiluna. Why the writer devoted special at-
tention to these two rulers is a mystery. The
fact that two of the kings, Sargon and Shulgi,
are condemned for having desecrated Baby-
lon is no indication of the writer’s purpose.
None of the other kings mentioned are said
to have done good or bad things to Babylon.
Besides, the passages in which these kings
are condemned are copied from the Weidner
Chronicle, a document which regularly con-
demns kings who did not treat Babylon with
respect. It should be noted in passing the
possibility of Assyrian influence on text A or
its forerunner, a matter which was discussed
earlier in connection with the partial dupli-
cation of texts A and B.

From the point of view of a modern his-
torian this chronicle is reasonably reliable but
its statements should be accepted as fact only
when they can be proven by other sources.
The sections on Sargon and Naram-Sin are
almost exclusively based on omen material
which is fairly trustworthy as an historical
source.®? But the story about Erra-imitti and
Enlil-bani sounds more like legend than fact
and Edzard has justifiably doubted its his-
toricity.*® Edzard has also drawn attention to
difficulties in the statement in the chronicle
about Ilushumma.** So little is known of this
period of history, however, that one cannot
prove or disprove the chronicler’s statements.
The historian may therefore use this docu-
ment as source material but he would be
well advised to exercise caution.

As stated at the beginning of this dis-
cussion, tablet A is much better preserved
than tablet B. Tablet A begins with a long

4 See J. J. Finkelstein, Proceedings of the American
Philosophical Society 107 (1963), pp. 461-472.

4 Bdzard, Zwischenzeit, pp. 140f.

# Fdzard, Zwischenzeit, pp. 92f.

section® which concerns the reign of Sargon
of Akkad. It is said that he came to power
during the reign of the goddess Ishtar. His
numerous accomplishments then follow which
include campaigns to the east and west, the
conquest of Kazalla and the establishment
of an efficient administration. He then puts
down a major rebellion and by means of a
ruse repels an attack of the barbarian Su-
bartians. The section concludes with a state-
ment that he built a city next to Agade which
was & counterpart of Babylon. This angered
Marduk who caused famine and rebellion and
inflicted insomnia on Sargon.

The second section®® concerns the reign of
Naram-Sin, the third ruler of Akkad after
Sargon. His conquest of Apishal and Magan
is recorded. Shulgi is the subject of the fol-
lowing segment* who is said to have pro-
vided food for Eridu but to have plundered
Esagil and Babylon. The concluding state-
ment which no doubt described his punish-
ment is virtually illegible. The next section*®
of A, which is duplicated by B,% deals with
the reign of Erra-imitti. This king placed a
gardener, Enlil-bani, on the throune as a sub-
stitute and when Erra-imitti died from sip-
ping hot broth, Enlil-bani kept the sover-
eignty. Tablet A concludes with a catch-line5
which states that Ilushumma was king of
Assyria at the time of a certain Suabu.

Tablet B begins with a segment’® which is
a duplicate of the segment in A concerning
Erra-imitti. The second section®® in B con-
cerns Hammurapi and tells of the capture
and plunder of Ur and Larsa and the re-
moval of Rim-Sin I to Babylon. There follows
a badly broken section? concerning Samsu-
iluna in which Rim-Sin IT is mentioned as
well as Iliman but no connected sense can be

% A 1-23.

46 A 2497,

47 A 28-30.

48 A 31-36.

49 B 1-7.

50 A 37.

51 B 1-7.

52 B 8-12.
55B13-r. 7.
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gained from the passage. Abi-eshuh is the
subject of the next portion® of tablet B. This
king attempted to defeat Iliman by damming
the Tigris, a fact also recorded in a year date
of this king, but he did not capture his op-
ponent. At this point there is a later insertion
on the tablet in small seript concerning the
Hittite attack on Babylon in the reign of

% B r. 8-10.

Samsu-ditana.® The next section®® concerns
Ba-gamil, a king of the Sealand, who fled to
Elam and was replaced on the throne by the
Kassite, Ulamburiash. The final portion” of
the chronicle deals with the reign of Agum III
who is said to have campaigned successfully
in the Sealand.

% Br. 11.
56 Br. 12-14.
57 B r. 15-18.
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BIASED HISTORY

The question of bias in writing history is a
favourite subject of those who are interested
in historiography and it is a rare hisborian,
be he ancient or modern, againgt whom the
charge of prejudice has not been laid. It is
unfortunate that enquiries into biased history
do not usually go back any farther than
Herodotus, the so-called father of history,
for there are many interesting problems in
this regard in ancient Near Eastern historio-
graphy. In the present book it has already
been shown that the Babylonians were re-
sponsible for the creation of a reasonably cb-
jective and accurate history of their own na-
tion, the Babylonian Chronicle Series. But
bias was noted in Babylonian historiography
in such works as the Esarhaddon Chronicle.

One of the most notorious examples of bi-
ased history from ancient Assyria and Baby-
lonia is an Agsyrian document, the Synchro-
nistic History. The pro-Assyrian prejudice of
the author of this text is so blatant that a
modern reader might wonder how any sen-
sible person would ever accept the facts as
narrated in the chronicle. One need not de-
pend entirely upon one’s own judgement in
this matter for there is preserved a fragmen-
tary Babylonian text, Chronicle P, which pre-
sents in some instances a version of the events
which is entirely different from that found
in the Synchronistic History. Thus one has
both an Assyrian and a Babylonian version
of certain historical periods and these ver-
sions disagree. This contrast is neither sur-
prising nor unique and it is worth mentioning
that the same type of phenomenon is attest-
ed time and time again in history writing
right up to the present day. Recently a com-
mittee of English and American historians pub-
lished a report on the results of their exami-
nation of bias in the treatment of such topics
as the American Revolution, the War of 1812,
and the First World War in English and
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American textbooks.® As an introduction to
the present study it is worthwhile to quote
from a preliminary report of this committee
written by Charles F. Mullett:

In its work the committee soon discovered that
bias is not what it used to be; it is more subtle,
even more various. Rooted in assumptions that
are seldom turned on their back, textbook authors
unwittingly deny their Muse by selecting, arran
ging, and, not least, illustrating their facts to
produce a series of judgments in line with those
assumptions ... They see no contradiction in dec-
laring one fact and concluding a non sequitur.
Omissions, spacing, loaded language are more dis-
astrous than overt distortions. We cannot assume
that bias loges much of its evil when it loses all its
animus.?

Among ancient Assyrian scribes bias cer-
tainly did not lack animus but its effects are
not always obvious and are particularly
treacherous to the modern historian, In a
period when sources are sparse it is not al-
ways an easy matter to note where an author
has omitted a significant fact because he does
not like it. Indeed, in the Assyria of the first
millennium B.c. it was acceptable practice to
distort unsavoury incidents so that they might
be included in the official history of the peri-
od. The attitude of the author of the Baby-
lonian text, Chronicle P, is not so easily as-
certained but one fact can be stated with
certainty. However prejudiced the author of
Chronicle P may have been, his biag did not
have such a disastrous effect on his compo-
sition as did the bias of the author of the
Synchronistic History.

1 R. A. Billington, et al., The Historian’s Contri-
bution to Anglo-American Misunderstanding : Re-
port of a Committee on National Bias in Anglo-
American History Textbooks (New York, 1966).

2 American Historical Association Newsletter IV/2
(December, 1965), p. 3.






















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































