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Assyria and Babylonia’®

A. Kirg GRAYSON

Jacob  Joci Finkelstein
In Alonoriam

The printed version of this paper is dedicated to the memory of Jack
Finkelstein, a distinguished Assyriologist and innovative thinker with whom
I was fortunate enough to be able {o discuss many subjects over the years and
from whom I have learned much. It is a {ragic rony that the one area in which
we had some disagreement, bul always along objective and cordial lines, should
be included in this paper which wes presented orally barely a month before
his sudden death. Jack had been aware of my views for many years and was
prepared to respond dn the triee spirit of scholarly discussion; I wish T could
present here Jack's side swith his acimen and vigour but this is obviously
impossible. Nor, ajter some reflection, have I alfeved the wording of the relevant
portions of the paper for Jack, I am sure, would not want thal.
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Part A
General Considerations

The first matter that requires some consideration is that of the cultural
predecessors of the Assyrians and the Babylonians, the Sumerians 2, for
the cultural continuity from Sumer to Babylonia and Assyria is a fact
of prime importance. Although there were some differences between the
earlier and later cultures as a result of ethnic and linguistic change, in many
respects Assyrian and Babylonian ideas and institutions are Sumerian ideas
and institutions in new garb, the new garb being a different language,
Akkadian. Ideas about the past in Assyria and Babylonia were inherited
from the Sumerians and, despite scme alteration, their essential Sumerian
character continued to be recognizable. In the discussion of historiogra-
phical genres we shall find only a few innovations in Assyrian and Baby-
lonian times. '

A corollary to the Sumerian axiom is the close similarity between
Assyria and Babylonia. Since the Assyrians and Babylonians were common
heirs of Sumericn culture and since the dominant ethnic strain in each
was the same in the early period, they were really sister civilizations. They
even shared the same language, Akkadian, albeit in two different dialects.

On the other hand there were differences between Assyrian and Baby-
lonian civilization. Many of these differences were conditioned by ecological
factors peculiar to their respective geographical positions.  The- effect of
these factors was to make cach civilization distinet from the other in certain
aspects of their political, economic, and social organization. There were
also changes and new developments within each culture during the course
of their historics. Babylonia and Assyria endured for approxinately fifteen
hundred years aad during this long period each experienced various fortunes
and misfortunes that inevitably had some efiect on their particular outlook.
In our consideration of ideas of the past we must watch for basic assump-

2 The term “Swmerian” in this paper is used to designate: a) the language;
b) the pcople and civilization of Mesopotamia in the t%ird millennium. The
second usage is for convenience only and does not properly reflect the complex
ethnic composition of Mesopotamia in the third millennium. On this subject
see in particular: B. Iandsberger, ““Three Fssays on the Sumecrians’ translated
and introduced by M. de J. Jillis in Monographs on the Ancient Near Ilast 1/2
(Undena Publications, Malibu, 1974); T. Jacobsen, “The Assumed Conflict
Between Sumerians and Semites in Ilarly Mesopotamian History” in JAOS
59 (1939), 485-495; 1. J. Gelb, in the proceedings of the 1Xe Rencontre Assyrio-
logique published in Genava 8 (1960) 258-271; R. D. Biggs, ‘‘Semitic Names
in the Fara Period” in Or 36 (1967} 55-66; F. R. Kraus, Sumerer und Akkader
in Moededelinger, der Koninklijke Nederlandse Akademie van Wetenschappen,
Afd. Letterkunde, N.R. 33/8 (1970) 319-415; J. S. Cooper, “Sumerian and
Akkadian in Sumer and Akkad” in Or 42 (1973) 233-246.
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tions shared by the two civilizations and for features peculiar to one or
the other.

Part B
Tormer Studics

During the century or more since Assyriology was born, surprisingly
little has been done in the arca of historiography. There lave been a few
general surveys of ‘“historical texts”’ such as that presented by Weber
in 1907 %, But detailed studies by competent scholars have been few and
far between. The first to do serious research in this field was Olmstead
who, in 1915, published a valuable article entitled ““Assyrian Historio-

- graphy”’ . In this paper Olmstead established the principle that the earliest

record of an Assyrian campaign was more reliable than any later recension.
It is an obvious principle but this was the first time it had been explicitly
stated and documented. Significant as this contribution is, however, it
is concerned with the practical problem of the manner in which an histo-
rian should use his source material and has nothing to say about the atti-
tude towards the past on the part of the authors of the Assyrian royal
inscriptions. .

In 1923 Mowinckel published his “Die vorderasiatischen Konigs- und
Fiirsteninscriften: Eine stilistische Studie’’®. ‘This study was largely con-
cerned with the style of the royal inscriptions and a comparison with
biblical material®. At the same time Mowinckel made some important
form critical observations 7. Despite these major contributions, Mowinckel’s
article left much to be desired and in 1924 Baumgartner drew attention
to some furdamental faults®. Nowhere had Mowinckel even mentioned
Olmstead’s work although it had appeared some years earlier. Moreover,
the Norwegian scholar used a very limited corpus of royal inscriptions
and failed to recognize the wide variety of forms in the genre. This led
him to serious misconceptions, viz. his views on the origin of royal inscrip-
tions * and the development of the temporal clause . In his short critique

3 Q. Weber, Dic Litevatur dev Babylonier und Assyrey (I.eipzig 1907) 198-241.

« A, T. I. Olmstead, ‘‘Assyrian Historiography’’, The University of Mis-
souri Studics, Social Scicnce Series ITI/1 (Columbia, Missouri; May 1916).

& §. Mowinckel in Eucharisterion Gunkel, pp. 278-322.

¢ Sce cspecially ibid. pp. 291-297.

7 1Ie observed that Sutnerian, Babylonian, and Assyrian royal inscriptions
belonged to one literary genre p. 281). His discussion of the “Ichform™ (pp.
297-99) is of considerable merit and his remarks on the purpose of the royal
inscriptions are still useful (see below n. 117).

8 01.Z 27 (1924) 313-318.

® Mowinckel, op. cit., pp. 313-316.
inscrilptions. See below n. 80.

% Op. cit,, pp- 282-284.
for a detailed critique.

Hec traced the crigin to “votive”

See W. Baumgartner, OLZ 27 (1924) 313-318
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of Mowinckel, Baumgartner made some important ohservations of his own.
Specifically his treatment of the origin of reports of military conquest in
Assyrian royal iuscriptions is still. valid .

Thus far our survey of former research has been concerned with work
on royal inscriptions and it is fitting to mention notable editions and
studies of specific groups of such texts s, In the area of Assyrian royal
inscriptions 1" there is Streck’s edition and study cf Ashurbanipal inscrip-
1ions 12 and Tadmor's work on the texts of Sargon II ™, Tiglath-pileser
11T Y, and Adad-nerari TII'5, Also of importance are the studies of Bor-
ger ¥ and Schramm ! and the relevant comments in my translation of
Assyrian royal inscriptions 1%. For Neco-Babylonian royal inscriptions there
is the study and text edition cf Langdon 1? which is now being replaced
by Berger 2. The royal inscriptiors of Nabonidus have been the subject
of a special article by Tadmor 2. Although Sumerian royal inscriptions
are not within the purview of my paper it is worth noting two recent ana-
lyses by Hallo 22 and Sollberger and Kupper 2.

The nature of some of the obiects upon which toyal inscriptions are
inscribed has received some attention in the past. In 1947 Kraus? published

11 Ihid. 316. Sce below n. 69. Baumgartner’s conclusion that most forms
of Assyrian royal inscriptions are internal developments must now be consider-
ably revised. See below.

ts Since the conclusion of the scminar at which this paper was presented
a thorough typological study of Kassite royal inscriptions has been published
by J. A. Brinkman, Malerials and Studies for Kassite History 1 (Chicago 1976),
pp. 52-70. Brinkman's categories are rather different from my own, an inevit-
able situation given the subjective nature of this kind of research, hut the
difference is largely a matter of terminology (cspecially the term “votive’’ — sce
n. 80 below) rather than substance and I see no need to change or revise my
own analysis which appears later in this paper. This should in no way be inter-
preted as disagrectuent with Brinkman's divisions which are equally valid and
have similarly led to significant resnlts.

116 See now . Tadmor in M. Ellis (Bd.), Essays on the Ancient Ncay East
in Memory of Jacob Jocl Finkelstein (Memoirs of The Commecticut Academy of
Arts and Sciences 19 [1977]; henceforth cited as Essays Iinkelsirin) 209-213.

12 M. Streck, VAB 7 (1916).

13 H. Tadmor, JCS 12 (1958) 22-40 and 77-100. X

14 “Introductory Remarks to o New Iidition of the Anmals of Tiglath-
Pileser 111", Proccedings of the Isracl Academy of Sciencrs and Humanitices 11/9
(1967) 168-187.

18 Irag 35 (1973) 141-150,

1 EAK 1 (1961). Cf. C. Wilcke, Z.4 67 (1977) 188-191.

W EAK 2 (1973).

1 A. K. Grayson, Assyrian Royal Inscriptions 1 (Wiesbaden 1972), 2
(1976), henceforth cited as ARI.

" VAB 4 (1912).

0 NRBK (1973).

3N Studies Landsberger (1965) pp. 351-363.

22 “The Royal Inscriptions of Ur: A Typology”, HUCA 33 (1962) 1-43.
Cf. G. Van Driel, Symbolae Biblicac ¢t Mesopotomicae F. M. Th. Bshl Dedicalae,
ed. M. A. Beek et al. (Leiden 1973) 99-106. X

2 JRSA pp. 24-36. Cf. G. Van Dricl, Symbolae ... (op. cit. n. 22). ,

M P R. Kraus, “‘Altmesopotamische Tonnaegel mit Keilinschriften”,

- @
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a study of the “clay cone’” in ancient Mesopotamia 2. The form of these
objects had been briefly discussed carlier hv Andrae 2, but Kraus dealt
with all the reclevant cones, inscribed and uninscribed, and traced the
origin of this phenomenon back to procedures accompanyving sales of pro-
perty. Morc recently Fllis 27 Las presented a study of all foundation de-
posits, inscribed and uninscribed. His analysis «f the variety of forms of
inscribed foundation deposits and his treatment of their origin, purpose,
and development, is invaluable for a study of royval inscriptions. Finally,
Levine’s wotk on the form of inscribed Assyrian steles has filled a major
lacuna in this area 2.

Moving from royal inscriptions to chronographic texts a work that
stands ont 15 Jacobsen’s edition of the Sumerian King Iist 2* which is a
model of carcful philological researcli and historiographical enquiry. Jacob-
sen presented not only a complete edition of the text, based on numerous
copies, but also a thorough enquiry into the meaning and assumptions of
the Sumerian King List and its compiler. Jacobsen was able to show and
document that the ancient author’s guiding principle was the linear con-
tinuity of kingship in Mesopotamia. According to this assumption, at any
given period in history therc had been only one king in ancient Sumer;
there had never been two contemporary kings on the thrones of two dif-
ferent city states. The principle is nonsense but the recognition of its exis-
tence by Jacobsen provides an important insight into ideas about the past
in ancient Mesopotamian society. Historiographical research on the Su-
merian King List continued alter the publication of Jacobsen’s book and

Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Yayinlarindan, VIT Seri No. 5 (Tiirk Tarilh Kurumu Ba-
simevi, 1947i, Halil Edhem Hatira Kitabi pp. 71-113.

2 T use ‘‘(clay) cone’ to translate the Assyrian sikkatu. This is an oblong
comnical object of clay. It is tapered almost to a point at one end and at the
other there is a large semi-spherical head. The same inscription usually appears
ont hoth the shaft and head. The shaft was commonly inserted in the upper

ortions of walls with the head, which was painted a bright colour, protruding.
ee C. J. Gadd, Teachers and Students in the Oldest Schools (London 1956) p. 45
and W, G. Lambert and A. R, Millard, Catalogue of the Cuneiform Tablets in the
Kouyvunjik Collection of the British Museum, Second Supplement (London 1968),
p. x. I also use “‘(clay) cone’” to describe a simnilar object known from Sutner
and Babylonia. For a full study see R. S. Ellis, Foundation Deposits in Ancient
Mesopotamia (Yale Near Fastern Researches 2; New Haven/London 1968):
Chapters 3 and 5. Turther discussion will appear in an edition of clay cones
from Ashur being prepared by V. Donbaz and A. K. Grayson.

2 'W. Andrae, Colourved Crvamics from Ashur (London 1925) pp. 63-76
and Fig. 38; and Das Gotteshaus und die Urformen des Bauens tm alten Orient
(Berlin 1930) pp. 78-86.

27 Foundation Deposits (1938).
28 “Two Neco-Assyrian Stelac from Iran”, Royal Ontario Muscum, Art
and Archacology, Occasional Paper 23 (Toronto 1972) -pp. 51-58.

2 T, Jacobsen, The Sumerian King List (Assyriological Studies (AS) 11;
Chicago 1939). The reason for including the ""Sumerian”’ King T st in a study
of Assyrian and Babylonian idcas of the past will be given in Part C.
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particularly worthy of mention are studics by Kraus, Finkelstein, Hallo,
Sollberger and Westenholz .

Poebel conducted research similar to tiat of Jacobsen on the later
Assvrian and Babylonian king lists. Althongh he never lived to sec his
wark completed, the results he did pablish ' provided important conclusions
about the origin, purpose, and development of thesc texts. More tecently
Réllig has presented a form-critical analysis of the Assyrian and Babylonian
king lists and in his work he has concentrated on the Assyrian King List *.
There have been several special studies of the Assyrian King List (and
related fragments) and among the more notable of these are the publica-
tions of Weidner, Gelb, Landsberger, Kraus, TFinkelstein, and Brinkman ¥,

Some work has been done on historiographical questions with regard
to Babylonian Chronicles in publications of various texts by Xing, Gadd,
Smith, Wiseman, and Millard®. In my book Assyrian and Babylonian
Chronicles T have presented an analysis of all chronographic texts, as well
as text editions of the chronicles, and the comments on chironographic
texts in Part C (below) are based on this analysis ®.

Aun eminent position among earlier studies of ancient Mesopotamian
historiography is occupied by Giiterbock’s lengthy atticle on the historical

0 F. R. Kraus, “Zur Liste der dlteren Kénige von Babylonien'', Z4 50
(1952) 29-60. J. _. Finkelstein, "“The Antediluvian Kings’, JCS 17 (1963) 39-51.
W. W. Hallo, ‘“Beginning and Ind of the Sumerian King Iist in the Nipﬁmr
Recension”, JC§ 17 (1963) §2-57. T. Sollberger, ““The Rulers of Lagash”,
JCS 21 (1967) 279-291. A, Woestenliolz, “Early Nippur Year llates and the
Sumerian King List”” JCS 26 (1974) 154-156.

31 A, Poebdl, “The Assyrian King List from Khorsabad”, JNES 1 (1942)
247-306 and 46(-492, 2 (1933) 56-90. The Sccond Dynasty of Isin According
to a New King-iist Tablet AS 15; Chicago 1955). .

a2 W, Réllig, “Zur Typologie und Intstchung der babylonischen und
assyrisclien Konigslisten’”, in M. Dietrich and W. Rollig (eds.), lisan mithurti.
Festschrift W, ven Soden (AOAT 1; Neukirchen-Viuyn 1969) 265-277. Rollig's
approach to the subject differs from the one 1 took in Assyrian and Babylonian
Chronicles (TCS 5; Cliickstadt/Locust Valley 1975; henceforth cited as ABC)
and our conclusions sometimes differ. For details see 4BC p. 5§ and Addenda.

33 E. . Weidner, ''Dic Konige von Assyrien”, AM1"AG 26/2 (1921). L. J.
Gelh, ""Two Assvrian King Lists”, JNES 13 (1954) 2¢9-230. B. Landsberger,
“*Assvrische Konigsliste und ‘dunkels Zeitalter’ ", JCS 8 (1954) 31-45, 47-73,
106-133. . R. Kraus, “Konige die in Zelten Wohnten”, Mededelingen der
koninklijke Nederlandse Akadentic van Welenschappen, Afd. Letterkunde, N.R.
28/2 (1965) 123-142. J. J.. Finkelstein, ‘'The Genealogy of the Hammurapi
Dynasty”, JCS 20 (1966) 95-118. J. A. Brinkman, “Commuients on the Nassouhi
Kinglist and the Assyrian Kinglist Tradition”, Or 42 (1973) 306-319.

3 i, W. King, Chronicles Concerning FEarly Batylonian Kings, 2 vols.
(London 1907); C." 1. Gadd, The Fall of Nincvch (Loudon 1923); S. Smith,
Rabylonian Histwical Texts (Londou 1924); . J. Wiseman, Chronicles of Chal-
dean Kings (Lendon 1956); A. R, Millard, ““Another Babylonian Chronicle
Text', Iraq 26 (1964) 14-35. .

35 Grayson ABC (1975). Also note “‘Assyrian and Rabylonian King Lists:
Collatiens and Cominents”, lian mithurti, pp. 105-11B. For editions of the
king lists see D. O. Edzard and A. K. Grayson, “Konigslisten” in RLA 5
(in press).
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tradition of the Babylonians and Hittites®. In this article Giiterbock
was concernad first with a proper categorization according to genre of
various ancient texts which were historical in nature and his basic catego-
ries are still nsed today. He also grappled with larger issucs raised by these
texts, such as the excessive popularity of a few individuals in the third
millennium (e.g. Sargon of Akkad); the question of the historicity of some
of them (e.g. Gilgamesh); and the development of this literature both in
later Babylonia and Assyria and among the Hittites. It wesa monumental
essay to which any subsequen: work in this area must owve a great debt.

Of the three genres of Historical-Literary texts that will concern us
in Part C, only one has received much attention since Giiterbock’s time.
This is the group of texts called “prophecies”. Weidner, Bohl, Labat,
Gadd, Grayson and Lambert, Hallo, Bigzs, and Borger 3 have all concerned
themselves with these texts and there has been some debate on the nature
of the genre and its setting in ancient Near Tiastern literature. The recent
publication of significant new text material by Borger has resolved one
of the basic issues, the alleged conmection between the prophecies and
omen literature. It is now established that there is no substantive relation
between the genre and prognostic texts. Another crucial question involves
apocalyptic literature. That the prophecies represent a kind of early apo-

_ calyptic literature has now been confirmed by the publication of the Dy-

nastic Prophecy in my book Babylonian Historical-Lilerary Texts®. In
this same book I have discussed not only the prophecies but also the other
genres of Eistorical-Literary texts and this study forms the basis of my
comments in Part C (below).

All of the research mentioned so far is basic to any enquiry into Assy-
rian and Babylonian ideas about the past. But no study concentrating
on that central issue has yet been mentioned. There are very few 3"
There is an essay by Speiser on “Ancient Mesopotamia’ in a volume entitled
The Idea of History in the Ancient Near Hast4’. Here for the first time
we have a study which is concerned with basic ideas about the past in

3 II. G. Giiterbock, ‘‘Die historische Tradition und ihre literarische
Gestaltung bei Babyloniern und Hethitern bis 1200, ZA 42 (1934) 1-91 and

" 44 (1938) 45-149.

s B F. Weidner, AfO 13 (1939-41) 234-237. T. L. Bahl JEOL 7 (1940)
415-417 and the Addenda to JEOL 6-8(1939-42) 766.  R. Labat, Le Cavractére
religicux de la voyauté (Paris 1939) p. 297, n. 101. C. J. Gadd, Idcas of Divine
Rule in the Ancient East (Schweich ILectures, Tondon 1948} pp. 68-71. A. K.
Grayson anl W. G. Lambert, JCS 18 (1964) 7-30. W. W. Iallo, 1I:] 16 (1966)
231.242. R. D. Biggs, Irag 29 (1967) 117-132. R. Borger, BiOr 28 (1971) 3-24.
38 BHLT (1975).
3 For a survey of Sutnerian texts see S. N. Kramer, “Sumerian Historio-
graphy”, IE] 3 (1953) 217-232.
4 T3 A, Speiser, Idea of History. Also sce his artide “Geschichitswis-

" senschaft” in RLA 3, pp. 216-220.
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Sumerian, Assyrian, and Babylonian civilization. Speiser took as his thesis
that the elementary concepts, including ideas about the past, established
in. Sumerian times remained constant with enly minor changes thronghout
Assyrian and Babylonian history. The core of Speiser’s principle is sound
but, as I haveé stated above (Part A), Assyrian and Babylonian ideas are
distinctive enough to merit special study. Nevertheless, Speiser’s por-
traval of ideas about the past current at the heginning of Assyrian and
Babylonian civilization is invaluable as a background to our enquiry *s,

In 1963 Finkelstein published a paper entitled “Mesopotamian Histo-
riography’' 1. The author followed the thesis of Johan Huizinga: ‘‘History
is the intellectual form in which a civilization renders account to itself
of the past”. Finkelstcin selected omen literature and more specifically
historical omens as the intellectral form in ancient Mesopotamia that
answers most closely to Huizinga's description. The author dismissed
such texts as king lists and royal inscriptions as “not directly relevant
to the subject of the historiography of Mesopotamia’ and devoted most
of his paper to a discussion of historical omens and chronicles. I cannot
agree with Finkelstein on the relationship between historical omens and
chronicles (see Part 1)).  Neither can I accept a total exclusion of king
lists and royal inscriptions from any comprehensive study of ancient Meso-
potamian historingraphy for they arc certainly relevant to ideas about the
past in this ancient society. But these areas of disagreement must not
overshadow a major contribution of this study which is Finkelstein's authe-
ritative treatment of the historicity of historical amens (see below p. 190
and n. 219).

Finally, W. G. Lambert has briefly touched on the question of the
idea of history in ancient Mesopotamia in two articles*2. Here he was
concerned with the fundamental philosophy and theology of the ancient
Mesopotamians and a comparison with ancient Israelite thought. Lambert
expressed a very negative opinien, viz. that no ancient Mesopotamian
text can be called “historical” *.

It should now be apparent from this survey that little has been done
in the way of historiographical analyses of individual texts ahout the past
and even less has been said about the ideas of the past inherent in these
documents .

2 A thoronghly uew study has been presented by J. Krecher in Sacculm
26 (1975) 13-30.

47, J. Finkelstein in Proceedings of the American Philosophical Socicty
107 (1963) 461-472.
Oy 39 (1970) 170-177 and 0TS 17 (1972) 65-72.
# Ibid. p. 70f. But sce now J. J. M. Roberts, CI3Q 38 (1976) 1-13.
4 Tor a popularized version of my ideas in this area sce chapter 7 of A. K.
crers sl TY D R nrd e tagyee and Tallet (Tnglewood Cliffs 1973).
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Part C
Historiographical Texts

The documents with which we are concerned in this section form part of
what Oppenheim has called the “stream of tradition’ 4. ‘This term applies
in the broad sense. Documents not in the
stream of tradition were the legal, administrative, and epistolary texts
of everyday life and these are excluded from this study. Although these
latter are vital for the modern historian attempting to reconstruct ancient
history, ir general they do not shed any light on the attitude of the Meso-

potamian to his past.

"

to texts which are “‘literary

Oral ‘radition is an area that necd hardly concern us at all for among
the written works to be discussed there is rarely any link with an oral
background . I'he appearance in later sources — Greek, Latin, Aramaic,
and Arabic — of stories about Assyrian and Babylonian figures such as
Semiramis and Ahiqar suggests the cxistence of an oral tradition (and
possibly also written version) in Aramaic which never found its way into
the Assyrian amd Babylonian literary stream *?. The fact that these tales
survived into later times and were given literary expression in various
foreign languages is significant for our topic (see Part D).

While on the subject of late historiographical material in a language
other than Akkadian let us consider Berossos. Berossos was a Babylonian
priest of the third century B.c. who wrote a history of Babylonia in Greek .
His book has not survived and the work is known only from isolated quo-
tations which have been passed down by many different pens and through
various languages. We have, then, no conception of the overall nature
of the work and its sources. Nonetheless, the fact that such a composition
did exist is significant as will be shown in Part D.

The historiographical texts will be discussed under the headings:
Royal Inscriptions; Chronographic Texts; Historical-Literary Texts.

15 See A, L. Oppenheim, dncient Mesopotamia (Chicago/London 1964) 13.

4¢ Itis possible that the first section of the Assyrian King List stems from
an oral tiadition. The various litcrary works about Sargon and Naram-Sin
doubtless contain elements from oral transmission. See the discussion of
Historical-Literary Texts (below).

4 Tor the Semiramis legend sec W. Eilers “Semiramis” in Usterrcichische
Akademie dey Wissenschaften, Phil.-Hist. Klasse, Sitzungshevichte, 274/2 (Wien
1971) and the literature cited there. For Ahiqar see I,. Rost, 770 15 (1969)
308-311. It is possible that Akkadian versions of these stories existed. Note
that Ahiqar (A-hu—"u-ga-a-ri) appears in the list of sages found at Uruk and
published by J. J. A. van Dijk, UI"B 18 (1962) 44-52 and pls. 20a-c, 27. Further
sce Komordezy, Altorientalische Forschungen T (1974) 153-164.

48 See P, Schnabel, Besossos (Leipzig/Berlin 1923) and E. Jacoby, Die
Fragmentc der Griechischen Historiker 3. Teil, C (Ieiden 1958); G. Komordezy,
AeAn 21 (1973) 125-152.
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Royal Inscriptions

There has never been a comprehensive analysis of Assyrian and Baby-
lonian royal inscriptions. This section, therefore, is much longer and more
fully documented than the sections on Chronographic Texts and Historical-
Literary Texts 4%

Assyria 80
I Commemorative Inscriptions

Commentorative inscriptions were composed to commemorate the dceds
of the king and, in the case of Assyria, this meant particulatly building
activity, military action, or both. This large group of documents may

be divided into Annalistic Texts and Display Texts.

A. Annalistic Texts

Annalistic texts contain narration of military campaigns arranged
and they are primarily in first person {in contrast
Aunalistic texts are unknown

in chronological order
to chronicles which are in third person) .
among Sumeriar or Babylonian royal inscriptions; they are, apparently,
an Assvrian innovation which first appears in the later Middle Assyrian
period s, In Display texts, if military endeavours are included at all, the
description is not arranged along chronological lines. There are two cate-
gories of annalistic texts, those that contain the narration of one campaign
and those that are collections of two or more campaign nar-ations.

4 In the present analysis of Assyrian and Babylonian royal inscriptions
I have concentrated on Assyrian texts from the beginning down to the early
Neo-Assyrian period (including the reign of Ashur-nasir-apli II); these are the
inscriptions 1 know best from my work on ARI I and II. T have perforce in-

cluded the later Assyrian and all the Babylonian material but my analysis

is not as complete.

80 I this discussion
time periods: Tarly
lLate Old Assyrian
arly Middle Assyrian
Late Middle Assyrian =
B.c.); Farly Neco-Assytian =
Tate Nco-Assyrian (‘Sargonid”)
744-609 n.c.); ncrmally only one or two examples
ticutar form will be quoted.
Stiftungen
AfO 17 | ! 2
and Decrees (Studia Pohl: Series Major 1;

st Jror a vauable discussion of the “Ichform”
stevion Gunkel, pp. 297-299.

sta See now H. Tadmor, Fssays Finkelslein, pp.

- Shamshi-Adad I to Erba-Adad 1 (c.

Rome 1969,

209-213.

Assyrian history has been divided into the following
Old Assyrian == Beginning to Erishum IT (c. 1814 B.C.);
1813-1364 B.C.);
Ashur-uballit I to Mutakkil-Nusku (c. 1363-1133 B.C.);
Ashur-resha-ishi 1 to Tiglath-pileser II (c. 1132-935
Ashur-dan 1I to Ashur-nerari V (c. 934-745 B.C.);
= Tiglath-pileser III to Ashur-gballit II (c. |
from each period of a par-.

I have omitted royal cdicts — sce I. Lbeling,
wnd Vorschrifien fitr assyrische Tembel (Berlin 1954); E. I Weidner,
1954-56) 257-293; and J. N. Dostgate, Neo-Assyrian Royal Grants

see 5. Mowinckel, Euchari-
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1 Annalistic Accounts of One Campaign

Inscriptions with accounts of only one campaign are attested only in the
Neo-Assyrian period although they must have existed earlier, since collections
of annalistic accounts are known from the later Middle Assyrian period. Texts
narrating onc campaign were engraved on prominent rock surfaces in the region
of the respective campaign or on steles purposefully erected in that area. Each
was intended as a visible monument contnemorating a successful expedition.
A relief of the king’s figure and divine symbols commionly accompanied the
inscription. In form (IA1) such a text begins with an invocation of the gods;
this is followed by the subject (royal name and epithets) *%, and an annalistic
narration of the campaign. The text might conclude with a description of
the erection of the stele and curse formulae®, An invocatory introduction is
also known for one type of anmnalistic collection (see IA2b below) and is unique
to Assyrian annalistic accounts; it is unknown in Sumerian and Babylonian
royal inscriptions.

2 Collections of Annalistic Accounts

Collections of Annalistic Accounts of campaigns are known from the later
Middle Assyrian through the Neo-Assyrian periods. They were inscribed on
a variety of objects of clay (tablets, cylinders, and prisms) * and stone (slabs
and steles). Some of the objec:s, particularly those of stone, were placed in
prominent positions in temples and palaces where they could be seen and read.
Others were deposited in foundations and other structural parts of a building
. where only the gods and a future prince doing renovation would see them.
These collections display two main forms. One (ITA2a) is an obvious type:
It begins with the subject (royal name and epithets) followed by the annalistic
narration, description of building activitics, and Dlessings. In addition a state-
ment regarding the king’s commission by the gods might be inserted after
the subject and curses and a date might be added after the blessings 55.

The other form (IA2b) has, in this order, an invocation of the gods, the
subject (royal name and epithets), and annalistic narration. Optional extras
are a statement regarding the king's comunission inserted after the subject and,

52 Tlie invocation and subject may, at the same time, be descriptions
of the reliefs.

53 Exarniples of this form are: Early Neo-Assyrian, 4RI 2, CI, 11 (Asn.

11); Late Neo-Assyrian, ARAB 2, §§ 293-298 (Senn.) and §§ 574-581 = Borger,
Asarh. § 65. An cxception among aunalistic accounts of onecanipaign is a text
of Sennacherib (ARAB 2, §§ 255-267 and 362-371). This is a narration of Sen-
nacherib’s first campaign inscribed on a clay cylinder. The form is subject,
annalistic narration, description of building, and a blessing.
- 8¢ I follow the formal distinction between ‘‘cylinders” and *‘prisms’
propounded by Ellis, Foundation Deposits, pp. 108f. which is that the inscrip-
tion on cylirders runs parallel to the axis while on prisms it runs perpendicular
‘to the axis. Royal inscriptions were inscribed on prisms only in Assyria, never
in Sumer or Babylonia.

88 Iixamples of this form are: Late Middle Assyrian, ARI 2, I.XXXIX,
1 (Aslhur-bel-kala); Farly Neo-Assyrian, ARI 2, XCIX, 1 (Adn. 1I); lLate
Neo-Assyrian, ARAB 2, §§ 232-254 and 423-428 (Senn.) and ARAB 2, §§ 763-
840 (Asb.).
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after the aunalistic narration, a description of building activities, a prayer,
blessings and curses, and a date®. This form is the samc as that for uccnu{lts
of oue 'camp:xipn and, as 1 have already poiated out, seenis to be an Assyrian
innovation. )

A third form (1A2¢) is very rare. It begins with a dedication to a deity
and this is followed by the subject (royal name and epithets) and annalistic
narration. ‘To Lhis might be added a deseription of bulding activities, blessings
and curses’. The dedicatory ferm (cf. HI Dedicatory Inscriptions below)
also appears i1 Assyrian Display Iuscriptions (IB1h and IBQ.d).:md is well
known from Sumerian and Babylonian (I helow) royal inscriptions.

Different collections of annaiistic narrations of campaigns were made at
various times and in various cities during a given reign 8 ‘The later in time
the collection was compiled the more the campaigns that could be included.
The tendency in these compilations was to abbreviate the narrations of early
campaigns while Jater campaigns would be described in more detail. Such a
trend is best illustrated by the annalistic texts of Sennacherib 9.

1 Display Tex:s Without Military Conquests

The niost common form (IBla) is the obvious one: subject (royal name
and epithets) followed by a description of building activities. A number of
optional clements are also known: a temporal clause (content varies) may
follow the subject; a statement of purpose (‘‘for my life” cte) may be included
in the building description; and the text may conclude with any one of a com-
bination of elements, viz. prayer, exhortation, blessings, curses, and date.
This form is attested in all pecriods %2,

A secoad form (IB1D) is attested mainly in the Sargonid period. It begins
with a dedication (to a deity) and this is followed by the subject (royal name
and epithets) and a description of building activities. Additional optional
elements arz a prayer, blessings, and curses. Regarding the dedicatory form
see the discussion of IA2c (above) %,

2 Display Texts With Military Conquests

B Display Texts Several forms ate attested among texts of this group. The simplest pat-

- tern (IB2a) is the royal name followed by epithets including epithets describing
military achievements. Additional optional elements are a building descrip-
tion, blessings, curses, and a date. This form is attested from early Middle
Assyrian to Late Neo-Assyrian times .

A seccnd form (IB2Db) is an expansion on this basic type. It begins with
the subject (royal name and epithets including conquests) and this is followed
by a narration of military activities. In texts of this kind there is not always
a clear demarcation between the military epithets and the military narration.
To this basic form might be added a building description, a prayer, blessings,

The texts included under this title are 20111111e1110rati\'e inscriptions
without annalistic narration; if military campaigns are mentioned they
are not normally described in chronological order but, most commonly,
they are grouped according to geography.” The name “Display’* is inaccurate
sim;c, like the annals, while some of these texts were intended for display
others were buried in the fourdation or other parts of a building. But
the term has gained popularity and, faule de mirnx, will be used in this
aualvsis 0. Display texts were inscribed on a wide variety of objects of -
cln_\'— (tablets, cvlinders, coues, bricks), stone (slabs, blocks, and steles),

82 Tixamples of this form are: Early Old Assyrian, ARI 1, XXXI,1 (Shalim-
and rock faces i situ and precious metals. The inscriptions divide naturalty

ahum), XXXIIL,7 (Erishum I); Late Old Assyrian, ARI 1, LXI,3 (Puzur-
Ashur III), LXX,1 (Ashur-rim-nisheshu); Ifarly Middle Assyrian, ARI 1,
LXXIIL1 (Ashur-uballit I), LXXIX,1 (Ashur-nadin-apli); Late Middle Assy-
rian, ARJI 1, LXXXVI,2 (Ashur-resha-ishi I), ARI 2, XCI,1 (Shamshi-Adad
1V); Early Neo-Assyrian, AR 2, XCVIIL,2 (Ashur-dan II), WO 1 (1947-52)
216 (Shalm. III); Late Neo-Assyrian, ARAB 2, §§ 106-109 (Sg. II), §§ 953-955
(Asb.). A brief statement regarding the treatment of conquered peoples (Akka-
diang) is added to two texts of this type from Ilu-shuma — ARJ 1, XXXII
1 and 2. Two texts of Esarhaddon foilow the basic form of IBla; but one
— Borger, Asarh. § 2 — adds a narration of portents after the subject and the
second — ibid. § 11 — in addition adds a description of the evil in Babylonia.

% One example from the early Neo-Assyrian period is ARI 2, CI,16 (Asn.
II). A very short and broken text from the early Old Assyrian period, 4RI 1,
XXXI111,15, may be of this type. Otherwise thic form is attested only in the
late Neo-Assyrian period: e.g. YOS 1, No. 38 (Sg. 1I), Borger, Asarh. § 47.
A unique form of display text without military conquests is ARI 1, LXXV,2
(Arik-din-ii) which consists of the subject (royal name and epithets), epithet
regarding building, and a curse. Except for the curse this is the same as the
form of commetnorative labels 'IC). One commemorative inscription of Esarhad-
don — Borger, Asarh. § 53 — las a form identical with one type of Babylonian
commemorative form (IC). The form is otherwise unattested in Assyrian.

o4 Txamples of this form are: Early Middle Assyriau, ARI 1, LXXVI, 1-2,

7,8,10,13,18,19 — see § 380 (Adn. I), LXXVIIL3 (Tn. I); Late Middle Assyrian,
6t There are a few texts tiat fall neither inte one category nor another. - ARI 2, I,XXXVIL17 (Tigl. I); Late Neo-Assyrian, ARAB 2, §§ 116-123 and

They have a form common to both types and describe wilitary conquests but ; 136-138 (both Sg. II). No example from the carly Neo-Assyrian petiod is yet
only in very general terms. lig ARI 2, Cl, 37 (Asn. II). . known,

into two groups, those that include military conquests and those that
do not*,

56 Iixamples of this forin are: Liarly Neo-Assyrian, JARAD 1, §§ 553-593,
594-611, H'()}l (1947-52) 454-475 and 0 2 (1954-59) 27-45 (all Shalm. I1I);
Late Neo-Assyrian, 470 20 (1963) 83-96 (Senn.). Sorie texts of {\shur—»naslr-ap.h
11 (ARI 2, CI, 4-9) have an claborate int.roductton but essegltlally follow this
fornt, On theannals of Tiglath-pileser 1 which also has tl_ns 1):\515: formt, sce helow.

57 There are only two examples: Early Neo-Assyriaun, ARAB 1, §§ 713-726
(Shamshi-Adad V), i.ate Neo-Assyrian, ARAD 2, §§ 922-928 (Ash.). -

88 For example in the reign of Adad-nerari I1 there arc two different
versions from Ashur and one from Nin_eveh ARI 2, XCIX, 1-3. .

5 The arrangement of Seunacherib's texts by D'D Lu.ck'cnln]ll, who
wiscly followed this pattern in his edition of Sennacherib’s inscriptions in OIP
2 (Cliicago 1924) as well as in A R/AII? 2, (lcm(éxl\(s)tra:cs this very well. Turther
5¢ -Y1. Tadmor, Essavs Ilinkelsiein, p. . o .
e “:)““'1’1111 1{.1\(11\0 (‘)'Displ:\j- Inscription’’, I‘‘1’mukix:schx’lft‘ in German, secms
to have been first used by Schrader and later taken up by Olmstead — see -
‘Fadimor, Trag 33 (1973) 141. Tudnior prelers the label S'}uglmar‘y Inscri tx.m}, ‘
which he has traced back to Schrader’s original termn (*hersichtsinschrift”.
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curses, and a date. Texts of this type are attesied throughout the Middle Assy-
rian and Neo-Assyrian periods 5.

A third form (IB2c) is: subject {royal name and epithets), temporal clause
(king’s comumission), narration of conquests, and a description of building
activities. To this might be added a prayes, blessings, curses, and a date.
This kind of tex: is attested mainly on stone slabs, presumably intended for
public view, from the early Middle Assyrian period and the carly Neo-Assyrian
period .

A form (IB2d) attested only on stone objects from thie carly Neo-Assyrian
period is: dedication (to a deity), subject (royal name aund epithets), and narra-
tion of conquests. Optional additions to this are: building description, blessings,
and curses. These inscriptions were intended for public display®’.

A study of the Assyrian corimemorative inscriptions reveals consi-
derable experimentation by the scribes, down through the years, with the
view to include more and more cetails about the military enterprises of
the king. This was a distinctively Assyrian feature for the Sumerian and
The
first major step in this direction in Assyria is attested in the reign of Adad-
narari I (1306-1274 B.c.)®. In inscriptions of this king the royal scribes

Babylonian royal inscriptions rarcly mentioned military matters.

s Examples of this form are: Early Middle Assyrian, ART 1, LXXVI3
(Adn. 1), LXXVIIL5 (Tn, 1); late Middle Assyrian, ARI 2, I XXXVIL3
(Tigl. 1); Early Neo-Assyrian, 4RI 2, CL,18 (Asn. 11), ARAB 1, §§ 684-686
(Shalm. III); Late Neo-Assyrian, ARAB 1, 780-785 (Tigl. 11I), Borger, Asari.
§ 21. A unique text of Asn. IT — ARI 2, CI,17 "Banquet Stele’” — adds after
the building section a narration of hunting and a menu of the banquet, Another
unusual inscription, this time from the reign of Shalmaneser III — ARAB

1, §§ 673-678 —, adds after a blessing a list of names of walls and gates.
8¢ Twwo examples from the early Middle Assyrian period — AR/ 1, LXXVII],
1 and 2 (Tn. 1) — omit the temporal clause’ while one example — ARI 1,

1.XXVII,1 (Shalm. I) — has it. Examples from the early Neo-Assyrian period
are ARI 2, C1,13 and 14 (Asn. II).

7 Tixamples of this form are: ARI 2, CL15 (Asn. II) and ARAB 1, §§
687-688 (Shalm, III). Texts beginning with an invocation are rarely attested
among the display inscriptions which include military conquests (cf. IA1 and
IA2b). Only two examples have come to my attention: ARAB 2, §§ 179-189
(Sg. 11) and §§ 331-343 (Senn.). A unique text is ARI 1, XXXIX,1 (Shamshi-
Adad 1). This inscrif;tion includes reference to the receipt of tribute and the
erection of steles within a temporal clause. This text also shows Babylonian
influence — see below. Amnother unusual inscription, ARI 1, §§ 173-177 (Puzur-
Sin) begins with a temporal clause in which conquest of a usurper is narrated.
One of the inscriptions left by Tiglath-pileser I at the head-waters of the Tigris,
ARI 2, LXXXVII, 16, begins ' Witk the aid of DN"". An inseription of Esarhad- .
don, Borger, Asarh. § 27, in which the king’s suppression of a rebdellion and his
accession to the thromne are narrated, has a com lex and unique form.

88 An early text from Ashur of a certain Ititi, ARI 1, §§ 12-14, labels the
inscribed object as ‘‘booty”. llu-shuma speaks euphemistically of having
established ‘‘the freedom of the Akkadians” — sce ART 1, XXXII, 1 and 2
and cof. 1. 62 above. Only with Shamshi-Adad 1 is there a straightforward
statement of the receipt of tribute aund the erection of steles — sce ARI 1,
§ 128, cf. § 140, and see XXXIX,3. Puzur-Sin (ARI 1, §§ 173-177) boasts of
defeating a descendant of Shamshi-Adad L. Turther cf. n. 67. There is no
further reference to military enterprises in Assyrian royal. inscriptions, with
the possible exception of ARI 1, LXXIV,2 which cannot be dated with cer-
tainty, until the reign of Adad-narari L.
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included, after the subject, a relatively lengthy and detailed narrative
of the war against Hanigalbat®®. The experiment proved successful and
evolved into a form (IB2b) in which military narration was placed imme-
diately after the subject 70

.In the reign of Shalmaneser I (1273-1244 n.c) a less fortunate inno-
vation appeared. The scribes inserted a temporal clause with details of
wmilitary achievements into the subject (the form is basically that of IB2c) ™,
After a relatively long description of campaigns the subject was resumed
but the thread of thought had been interrupted and, to the modern reader

at Jeast, the result is confusion. Unhappily this clumsy arrangement con-

tinued to be used for a time and is attested in some inscriptions of Tukulti-
Ninurta I (1243-1207 B.C.) ™.

A third experiment, which seems to be related to the unsuccessful
one just described, is represented by the frst true annalistic text, the Annals
of Tiglath-pieser I (1114-1076 B.c.) ™. Basically the text follows the pat-
tern of TA2b. The annalistic narration is divided by horizontal lines into
a number of sections, each section covering one campaign, and the subject
{royal name and epithets) is repeated (the epithets are different each time)
in a special paragraph between the end of the narrative of one campaign
and the beginning of the next. At the end of the entire narration the
king’'s genealogy appears. This is basically the same format as that used
by the scribes of Shalmaneser I; the military narration has been inserted
into the midst of the subject. But the scribes have eliminated confusion
by n.ot‘ including the narration in the temporal clause; by the regular
repetition of the subject; and by the systematic use of paragraph divisions
(horizontal lines). Annalistic texts of subsequent reigns do not have pre-
cisely this format but they do exhibit the essential feature, the chrono-
logical narration of military events 73

C Commemorative Labels

Commemorative Labels are the same as Labels (see II below) in so
far as they are short texts denoting ownership. In addition, the comme-

'" ARI 1, LXXVIL,3 and 4 (cf. 5 and 6). Even be 1
published Bzumgartner noted that "the epit)hets of Rd?({-eng:ae:f F?xgzlt‘l‘cgce]
greater detail about military enterprises than had appeared before — see OLZ
27 (1924) 31€. The belief that annals began with Arii-din-i]i -— see Olmstead
op. cit. (n. 4) pp. 3f. — was founded on a misunderstanding of ART 1, LXXV 3.
This 'Itnext is really a chronicle as R. Borger, EAK 1, p. 31 has shown. =
LXXVI’E“} rext datable texts of this type of are Tukulti-Ninurta I, viz. ARI 1
Y ARSI and 17 — sece ibid. §§ 379 and 687. Thereafter they are common,
B Tk A |
: , L 1, s and cf. 2. Sce ibid. § 687.
7: %RI 2, LXXXVIL,1. See now H. Tadmor, Essays Iginkelslcin pp. 209f
" There are some isolated examples of royal inscriptions which are a
combination of anmnalistic and display material. ~These include the ““Annals’
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morative labels add a bricf statement regarding construction.  The form
of such a text is simple: royal name followed by epizhiets and one of these
(“builder of...”)™. Before the royal
“helonging to”’. Commemorative labels
were structaral parts or
The most common object is bricks. The text
type is well known in Sumer and, since it first aprears in Assyria in the
reign of Shamshi-Adad 1 (1813-1781 B.C)), it was probably imported from
the south at that time?™.

epithets records building activity
name might appear “Palace of” o
are found on a variety of objects, all of which
furnishings of a building.

11 ILabels

Labels are short inscriptions which indicate ownership. These can
consist of nothing more than the royal rame 77 although usually one or
are added. In addition “Palace of” or “property of”’ might
The text type is an obvious one, known both
pericds of Assyrian history.

more epithets
precede the royal name.
in Sumer and Babylonia, and it appears in all
1t can be inscribed on any royal property, such as the royal seal and royal
weapons, and it is particularly common on vases and bricks™. Beginning
with the carly Middle Assyrian period it was not uncommon to add the
name of the p.articular construction to which structural objects belonged
(e.g. “paving slab of the courtyard”)?. .

11I Dedicatory Inscriptions

These are texts on objects dedicated by the king to a deity . The
objects are of a cultic nature, sich as omamental mace heads or eyes of

(ARI 2, C1,] — sce BiOr 33 [1976] 138f.) as well as ARI
1I) and cf. XCIX,2 (Adu. II).

this form are: Late Old Assyrian, ARI 1, XXXIX,2
(Shamshi-Adad Iz, 1X,1 (Ashur-nerari 1); Early Middle Assyrian, ARI 1.
I,.XXVI1IL,32 (Shalm. I); Late Middle Assyrian, AR 1, LXXXVI,6 (Asl}ur-
resha-ishi 1); Farly Nco-Assyrian, AR 2, CI,51 (Asn. II); Late Nco-Assyrian,
Borger, Asarh. § 7. The short diss)lay inscriptions of the simplest type (IB1a)
are %)asically commeniorative labels. = But formally they are distinct from the
texts under discussion.

1 Cf. J. Lewy, HUCA 19 (1945-46) 474, n. 343.

7 g ARI 1, 1.X12 (Puzur-Ashur II1). )

7 Examples of this form are: Early Old Assyrian, ARI 1, XXXIII, 16
(Brishum I), XXXV,1 (Sg. 1); Late Old Assyrian, ARI 1, XXXIX,7 (Shamshi-
Adad 1), LXXI,1 (Ashur-nadin-ahlie 1I); Farly Middle Assyrian, ARI 1,
LXXIII,6 (Ashur-uballit I), LXXVIII,30 (Tn. I); Late Middle Assyrian, ARI
2, ILXXXVII24 (Tigl. I); Rarly Neo-Assyrian, 4RI 2, C1,63 (Asn. II); Late
Neo-Assyrian, ARAB 2, § 128 (Sg. I1). An unusugl form appears oti a seal
from the very early Old Assyrian period — ARI 1, XXVII1 (Silulu).

7 Tixaniples of this form are: Iarly Middle Assytian, ARI1, L.XXVI,28-34
(Adn. 1), IXXVIIL32 (Tn. I); Late Middle Assyrian, ARI 1, L?(XXVI,lO
(Ashur-resha-ishi ), ART 2, I, XXXVI1,22 (Tigl. T); Yarly Neo-Assyrian, ARI 2,
CI, 46-47 (Asn. 1I). Some texts have instead “booty of ..."” — e.g. A
ILXXVI 40, LXXVIIL29 and cf. Borger, Asarh. § S.

of Ashur-nasir-apli IT
2, CI,2 and 3 (Asn.
7 Txamples of

0 The term “votive” has heen applied by many Assyrivlogists to texts -

RIT,
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precious store, or they can be structural parts, such as bricks or door
sockets, of a temple. “The inscriptions could be read by any who had the
ability and access to the objects. Only two such texts are known from
the old Assyrian period. Xach begins with the royal namz and concludes
with a verb of dedication: in hetween appears the dedication to the deity
and the name or description of the object dedicated *.. This form disap-
pears and in the Middle Assyrian period a pattern well known from Sume-
rian and Batylonian dedicatory inscriptions appears. Obviously the change
has been brought about by inluence from the south. The basic form of
these later texts is: dedication, subject (royal name and epithets), and
verb of dedication 8.

1V Jetters to the God

The Assyrian inscriptions called ‘‘Letters to the God™ are an extreme-
ly interesting group of texts. The best known example is the letter of
Sargon II (721-705 m.c.)®. The text is inscribed on a particularly large
and well-preserved clay tablet and is a report of the king on his eighth
campaign which is addressed to the god Ashur, to the deities of the city
Ashur (who are not named), to the city of Ashur and to its population.
It is, then, more than just a letter to “‘the god”. This point has been well
established by Oppenheim who has, in addition, noted the features of the
text which indicate it was read out orally in the city Ashur during a cere-
mony held to celebrate the successful conclusion of the campaign . At
the end of the inscription a list of the campaign’s casualties (a total of six
men!) is provided, evidence that their corpses were being honoured in the
ceremony. Thus this “letter’” appears to be primarily a ceremonial docu-

~

of this type but in JAOS 90 (1970) 529 I pointed out that the etymology of
the word ‘‘votive'’ implies a vow and, since no vow is involved in the ancient
Mesopotamian texts under discussion, the term is incorrect. They are certainly
1ot “'votive' or “‘ex voto’’ inscriptions in the ancient Roman sense where a yow
preceded the dedication. G. Van Driel, JAOS 93 (1973) 68 has concurred with
my view but J. A. Brinkman, Materials and Studies for Kassite History 1 (Chi-
cago 1976), p. 56, n. 179, has argued that “votive’’ in English usage has a
wider connctation which includes a wish (for future benefits) and therefore
aptly describes this genre. While recognizing the validity of this argument,
1 still think it is best to avoid the terms “‘votive’' and ‘‘ex voto’” for fear of
confusion with a quite different phenomenon in Classical times.

1 4RI 1, § 14 and XXXIV,2.

#2 Tixamples of this form zre: Early Middle Assyrian, ART 1, LXXVII,23
(Shalm. 1); Early Neo-Assyrian, ARI 2, XCVIIL3 (Ashur-dan II), ARAB 1,
§ 728 (Shamshi-Adad V); Late Neo-Assyrian, Borger, Asarh. § 12.

» ARADB 2, §§ 139-178.

8 See A. L. Oppenheim, JNES 19 {1960) 133-147 and especially pp. 143-
147. Yor cther discussions see A. Ungnad, OLZ 21 (1918 72-75; T. Bauier,
ZA 40 (1931) 250; E. A. Speiser, Idea of History, pp. 63-67 and RLA 3, p. 219;
and R. Borger, RIL.A 3, pp. 575f.
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ment composed for oral presentation to a live audience upon a great state
occasion, the completion of a major and profitable campaign. Presumably
it was deposited in an honoured and secure place once that occasion was past.

A document which is similar to the Sargon ILetter is kaown from
Fsarhaddon’s reign®. The beginning of the text is broken but the con-
clusion contains a list of casualtics verbally identical with the list in the
Sargon Letter and the general tone of the composition is similar to Sargon's
text. There is also a fragment in the British Museum cn which is preserved
the beginning and end of a text very much like that of the beginning and
end of the Sargon letter ®, From the reign of Ashuibanipal there is an
inscription ® addressed to the god Ashur ia which the king reports on
military activitics in various parts of the empire ®.

The practice of kings and private persons writing letters to their per-
sonal gods is well attested in Sumer and Babylonia® and this provides
the general background to the Assyiian Letters to the God. Also of possible
relevance is a letter from Mari in the Old Babylonian period which was
written by Yasmah-Adad, son of Shamshi-Adad I°. The name of the
addressee is missing but it is clearly a deity and probably the god Dagan.
In this letter Yasmah-Adad tries to exonerate himself and his family from
any blame for sinful conduct and to place all responsibility for misbeha-
viour on the former dynasty at Mari which was defeated by Yasmah-

% ARAB 2, §§ 592-612 = Borger, Asarh. § 68.

% S Langdon, Babylonian Liturgics (Paris 1913) No. 169 edited by A.
Ungnad, OLZ 21 (1918) 73, Sce W. Schramm EAK 2, p. 120, who dates it
to the reign of Shahmaueser 1V. 11 Tadmor, JCS 12 (1958) 80-84 pointed out

that the style of the fragment 82-3-23,131 (correct number!) was remniniscent

of the Sargon letter; subsequently N. Na'aman, BASOR 214 (1974) 25-39,

{)oined to this K 6205 and agreed tiat the style was like a letter to the god

ut made a good case for ascribing the document to Sennacherib.
8 See M. Weippert, WO 7 (1972) 74-85 ard note the reference in T. Bauet,
Das Inschriftenwerk Assurbanipals 2 (Leipzig 1933), 80 r. 28f., to a god,

speaking in’ the first person, talking about "2 tablet/&tter of good news, joy
and peace’ which the king sent to the deity. Another text from Ashurbanipal’s

reign, CT 35, 441. edited by Bauer, op. cit. pp. 83f., is called a “letter ($ipirtu)

of Ashurbanipal” but is actually hymnic in character. Note ""Hear my prayers,
receive my petitions!” in r. 19. Ashurbanipal s praying to the god to help him
against his enemies. This is, then, not the same kind of text as those under
discussion. Rather it should be asseciated with royal hymns and prayers such
as E. Ebeling, “Keilschrifttexte aus Assur religiésen Inhalts”, WVDOG 28

(Leipzig 1915-19), Nos. 128, 129 (both Tn. I), and 130.

» T . Weidner suggested that VAT 9268 and possibly also the fragment

K 14676 were letters fromt the god to theg king in reply to the letters to the
iéver, J. Nougayrol, in RA 36 (1939)

33, n. 4, noted that these were mote probably written by diviners. Cf. A. L.
Oppenheim, JNES 19 (1960) 145, n. 22. J. Nougayrol, R4 36, pp. 33f. groposed.

God — sce Af0 9 (1933-34) 101-104. Ho

however, that a third fragment, K 2764, was such a reply by the deity.

# Sce the convenient summary by R. Borger, RLA 3, pp. 575{. To his

list of texts add the Old Babylonian letter Fublishcd by F. R. Kraus, R4 65
lo,

(1971) 27-36. Turther, see now W. W, Ha

AOAT 25, pp. 209-213.
M ARI 1, XXXIX, 10*
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Adad’s grandfather. Only the military accomplishments of his grandfather
are narrated #. The document has only a general similarity, then, to the
Assyrian Letters to the God 2.

Basically this is all that is known about Assyrian Letters to the God
and their possible antecedents. There is simply not enough material yet
to allow firm conclusions on these texts. ‘Uheir fragmentary state, with
the exception of the Sargon letter, precludes a form critical analysis and
their origin and purpose remain to be established when more complete
texts are aveilable %,

Babylonia

Babylonian royal inscriptions are similar to Sumerian royal inscrip-
tions ™. At the beginning of the Old Bzbylonian period reyal inscriptions
in Babylonia could be written in either Sumerian or Akkadian or both
(as bilinguals) but as the centuries passed the number of royal inscriptions
in Sumerian gradually waned. In the later Old Babylonian * and in the
Middle Babylonian periods * there are still a significant number in Sumerian
but in the Neo-Babylonian era they are not so common . Nonetheless

51 There is also a Sumerian inscription, of Sin-iddinam, in which the
achicventents of the father are narrated in detail but no mention is made of
the ruling king’s accomplishments. The text is published by J. J. A. van Dijk,
JCS 19 (1965) 1-25. Further sce ARI 1, p. 27 and n. 81.

2 The letter mentioned by C. F. Jean, Revue des éludes sémitiques (1939)
66f. sounds similar to the Yasmali-Adad letter — cf. B. Landsberger, JCS 8
(1954) 34. During the reign of Zimri-Tim at Mari reports to the god by the
king on his own activities arcreferred toincorrespondence butnone of thesereports
has, apparently, survived. See G. Dossin, Syria 19 (1938) 126 which is a letter
accompanying a gold cup sent to the god. In this epistle Zimri-Lim says he
has already sent his report to the god. Also see G. Dossin, R4 42 (1948) 129-31,
a letter in which the god is said to have demanded a report. For translations
of and literature on both texts see W. Moran, A NET? pp. 623 and 627 respec-
tively. Also cf. J. M. Munn-Rankin, Irag 18 (1956) 71 and A. Finet, La Voix
de I'Opposition en Mesopotamie (Brussels 1973) p. 6, n. 22.

3 "B, F. Weidner has suggested in 4f0 12 (1937-39) 148 that only outstand-
ing campaigns were used for such letters.

%4 In this discussion Babylonian history has been divided into the follow-
ing time periods: Early Old Babylonian = Isin-Latsa_{c. 2000-1763 B.C.);
Late Old Babylonian = Babylon I (c. 1894-1595 B.c.); Middle Babylonian =
Kassite (c. 1595-1155 B.c.); Early Neo-Babylonian = (c. 1157-732 B.C.); Late
Neo-Babylonian = Chaldaean (c. 731-539 B.C.). I'or the early Neo-Babylonian
geriod very few royal inscriptions are known. For a detailed analysis of the

haldaean royal inscriptions sex Berger, NBK pp. 9-97. Achaemenid royal
inscriptions are quite different in form, language (although fre uently there

' is an Akkadian version), and content and they are not considered here. Only
" one Seleucid royal inscription in Akkadian is known — see F. H. Weissbach,

VAB 3, pp. 132-135 and cf. n. 103 below.

% Tixamples are: Sollberger and Kupper, TRSA 1VC6d, IVC6i, and IVCek,
(all Hanunurapi).

* Exariples are: I R 4, No. XIV, 1-3 (Kurigalzu) and 1V R 36, No. 3
(Xaraindash).

9 Jixariples from the early Neo-Babylonian period are: I R 5, No. XXII
and C. J. Gadd, StOr 1 (1925) 27f. (botl” Adad-apla-iddina). Examples from
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even as late as the Chaldaean period scribes continued to write some royal
inscriptions in the Sumerian language and even in Akkadian texts it was
not uncommon for them to use an archaic seript . Bilingual royal inscrip-
tions are attested for all but the latest periods **. Narration of military
achicvements or cven allusion to them is rare in Babylonian royal inserip-
tions, as it is in their Sumerian prototypes, and even when this kind of
material appears it is not arranged chronologically.

I Commemorative Inscriptions

These texts, like their Assyrian counterparts, were composed to com-
memorate royal deeds. They were inscribed on a variety of objects of clay
(tablets, cones, cylinders) 1%, and bricks and stonc (tablets, steles, and
statues). Some were buried in foundations or other structural parts of
a building while some were put ¢n display. They exhibit various-forms.

An obvious type (IA) is: subject (royal nanje and epithets) 1 followed
by a description of building activities 192, This form is well known from Sume-
rian royal inscriptions and is also common in Assyrian royal inscriptions (IBla).
In Babylonian texts an optional insertion after the subject is a temporal clause;
this usually describes the king's commission although in somic texts a narration
of military conquests appears. A prayer might appear at the end of the text.
Inscriptions of this type are common in all periods .

Another form (IB) is also familiar from Sumerian and reappears in Assyria
(IB1b): dedication (to a deity), subject (royal name and epithets), and build-

the late Neo-Babylonian period are numerous bricks of Merodach-baladan
II inscribed in Sumerian — see the bibliography in J. A. Brinkman, Studies
Presented to A. Leo Oppenheim (Chicago 1964) p. 42, 44.2.2.

8 Cf. Berger, NBK pp. 3f.

» Examples of bilinguals are: Late Old Babylonian, Sollberger and Kup-
er, IRSA IVCEb (Hammurapi) and IVC7d (Samsu-iluna); Middle Babylonian,
V R 12 (Kadashman-Enlil); Early Neo-Babylonian, T. L. Bohl, BiOr 7 (1950)

42-46 (Nbk. I).

100 See n. 54 above. In addition to the study by Ellis cited there, for the
Chaldaean cylinders see Berger, NBK p. 2 and pp. 99f.

191 In some inscriptions of the Late Old Babylonian period, e.g. JRSA
IVC7e, (Samsuiluna) some of the epithets describe military conquests.

192 The building description might mention the purpose of the work;
“(I built) for DN"’ is common in all periods.

103 Fixamples of this form are: Early Old Babylonian, IRSA IV ASb
(Lipit-Ishtar) and IVB13j (Kudur-Mabuk); Late Old Babylonian, IRSA4 1VC6j
(Hammurapi) and IVF7b (Zimri-Lim); Middle Babylonian, I R 4, No. X1V, 2
(Kurigalzu, in Sumerian); Late Neo-Babylonian, VAB 4, Npl. 2, Nbk. 4, Nrgl.
1, nm% Nbn. 2. The royal inscription of Antiochus I, VAB 3, pp. 132-135, also
has this fornt. In three'texts, two from the late Old Babylonian period — IRSA4
I1VC7d (Samsuiluna) and IVFGa (Vahdun-Lim) — and one from the late Neo-
Babylonian period — VAB 4, Nbk. 15 —, narration of military conquests appears
between the subject and the building description. One inscription of Nabonidus,
VAB 4, Nbu. 1, has a particularly complex form since it combines two dgf{erent
building accounts together withh a narration of the circumstarces which led
up to the recorstruction of onc of the temples, Fhulhul at Harran.
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ing description. As in IA a temporal clause might be insertec after the subject
and this clause usually described the king’s commission although on occasion
it narrated the history of the object being restored. A prayer sometimes appears
at the end. The form is attested in all periods 1%,

A third type (IC) of commemorative inscription begins with a temporal
clause ' which is followed by narration of the king’s commission and then
the main statement. Optional additions are prayer, hlessings, and curses. The
form, which is attested from the late Old Babylonian through the Neo-Babhy-
lonian periods, is distinctively Babylonian 1%, There i3 no comparable pattern
in Swumerian or Assyrian 197,

II ILabels 108

The Babylonian labels, like their Sumerian forerunners and Assyrian
contemporasies, are short ownership labels and consist basically of the
royal name, which may or mzy not be followed by epithets. An optional
addition before the royal name is ‘““Palace of’’ or ‘“Belonging to”’. Such
texts appear in all periods and may be inscribed on any suitable object,
such as royal seals or weapons, and particularly on bricks 102,

104 Examples of this form are: Early Old Babylonian, IRSA4 IVA10b
(Enlil-bani) and IVB14a (Rim-Sin 1) (both in Sumerian); Late Old Babylonian,
IRSA 1VC6b (bilingual) and 1VC6d (Sumierian) (both Hammurapi); Middle
Babylonian, IV R 36, No. 3 (Karaindash, in Sumerian) and O. Messerschmidt
and A. Ungnad, Vorderasiatische Schriftdenkmaler der Kéniglichen Museen
zu Berlin (Leipzig 1907), No. 34 (Merodach-baladan I); Early Neo-Babylonian,
A. Goetze, JCS 19 (1965) 121-135 (Simbar-shipak); I.ate Neo-Babylonian,
VAB 4, Npl. 1. The cylinder of Merodach-baladan II publisted by C. J. Gadd,
Iraq 15 (1953) 123-134, has basically this forin but is more complex in arrange-
ment. A text of Yahdun-Lim from Mari, IRSA IVIG6b, also has this basic form
but a narration of military conquests has been inserted in between the subject
and the building description.

1% The central theme of this temporal clause is that the god(s) looked
with favour upon the king.

18 Tixamples of this form are: Late Old Babylonian, IRSA IVCGf (Ham-
murapi bilingual), and IVC7b (Samsuiluna bilingual); Middle Babylonian,

© BM 36042 published by H. Winckler, “Sumer und Akkad”’ in Mitteilungen

des Akadem:sch-Orientalistischen Vereins zu Berlin I (1887) g. 19 No. 6. (Adad-
shuma-usur); Late Neo-Babylonian, YOS 1, 45 (Nbn.). The Code of Hammurapi
also has this same basic form.

107 The only exception in Assyria is one text of Esarhaddon — Borger,
Asarh. § 53 (see n. 63 above). This is evidence of Babylonian influence in this
particular text.

108 Commemorative labels, which are well attested in Sumer and in Assyria
beginning with Shamshi-Adad I, are rare in Babylonia. One example from
Hammurapi is TRSA IVCée.

100 Examples of this form are: Early Old Babylonian, TRSA IVA6a (Ut-
Ninurta) and IVA7a (Bur-Sin) (both in Sumerian); Late Old Babylonian,
IRSA 1IVF7c and d (Zimri-Lim); Middle Babylonian, 4RI 1, LXXVIII,29
(Shagarakti-Shuriash); XFarly Neo-Babylonian, H. Winckler, Untersuchungen
aur altorientalischen Geschichte (Leipzig, 1889) p. 46 (Nabu-shumu-libur); Late
Neo-Babylonian, VAB 4, Nbk. 39 and Nbn. 12. Sowme labels add “'I"" (andku)
at the end — e.g. VAB 4, Nbn. 10. A text of this type frem Cyrus, VAB 3,
p. 8, is also known.
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III Dedicatory Inscriptions

The form of these texts, well known from Sumerian royal inscriptions
and also attested in Assyrian (IT1), is straightforward: dedication (to a
deity), subject (roval name and epithets), and verh of dedication.  Two
optional extras are the insertion of a purpnse clause (“for his life’" etc)
after the subject, and the inclusion of the name of the dedicated object
before the verb. This type of inscription is attested in all periods and was
inscribed on valuable objects, such as eyes of precious stone, dedicated to
a deity. The texts could be read by any who had the ability and access
to the object '®

To sum up this discussion of the types of Assyrian and Babylonian
roval inscriptions the following conclusions can be drawn. There is some
influence evident of Babylonian forms on Assyrian forms, a phenomenon
which is typical of the relations between the two cultures in general. The
first evidence of Babylonian influence appears in the reign of Shamshi-
Adad I when features characteristic of Babylonian royal inscriptions appear
in that king's texts. Shamshi-Adad is said to have spent some time in
Babyvlonia which provides a suitable explanation of the phenomenon i,
Sometime during the Middle Assyrian period the dedicatory inscription,
in a form typical of Sumer and Babylonia, first appears in Assyria and
replaces an older Assyrian type (see I1IT above). From the time of Shamshi-
Adad I through the Middle Assyrian period there is evidence of Babylonian
influence on the phrascology and particularly on the royal cpithets found
in Assvrian royal inscriptions 12, Another period in whicl: Babylonian
clements appear in Assyrian royal texts is the reign of Iisarhaddon 3,
Iisarhaddon followed a policy of appeasement towards Babylonia which
involved considerable building activity there and it was only natural that
relevant inscriptions should follow Babylonian forms.

Looking beyvond the confines of Assyrian and Babylonian civilization
one seeks in vain, I think, for significant influence from foreign cultures

10 Fxamples of this form are: Iarly Old Babylonian, IRSA 1VA4d
(Ishme-Dagan) and IVA7b (Bur-Sin) (both in Sumeran); Late Old Babylo-
. nian, JTRSA IVC8bL (Abi-eshuh); Middle Babylonian, MDOG 21 (1904) 38
(Kurigalzu, in Sumerian) and G. Buccellati and R. D. Biggs, Cuneiform Texts
from Nippur, AS 17 (Chicago 1969) pp. 15 No. 55 (Nazi-maruttash); Late
Neco-Babylonian, VAB 4, Nbk. 38

1t See the discussion of Assyrian Commemorative Tabcels (1C). Alsc see
ARI 1, XXXIX, 1 and cf. u. 67 above.

12 Qee ¥ Reiner, ROy 19 (1962) 158f and A. K. Grayson, Ugarit-For-
schungen 3 (1971) 311-319. Cf. B. Landsberger and K. Balkan, Bellelen 14
(1950) 220.

13 Borger, Asarh. § 53 has a distinctive Babylonian form: — cf. nn. 63
and 107 above. There is even a text of Esarhaddon written in Sumerian, Borger,
Asarh. § 18
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on the royal inscriptions. It has been suggested 1 that Assyrian annalistic
narration owes much to earlier Hittite models. But there are no clear
points of contact and it seems to me that it is quite possible that the Assy-
rian annals were an independent indigenous development 15,

Some of the forms which appear in Assyria and Babylonia are Sume-
rian in origin while others are unique. Babylonian royal inscriptions are
much closer to their Sumerian prototypes in form, content, and even lan-
guage (since many are written in Sumerian). This fact is another example
of a well-known phenomenon: the greater strength of the Sumerian cultural
tradition in Babylonia. In Assyria developments independent of Sumerian
prototypes are attested and, in content a major innovation is the gradual
development of narration of military achievements and particularly anna-
listic narration. This never appears in Babylonian royal inscriptions.

Royal inscriptions of Assyria, Babylonia, and Sumer had one of three
main functions: to commemorate the king’s deeds, to record his dedication
of an object to a god, or to indicate ownership. The king was the focal
point throughout these texts and behind each and every inscription was
his compulsion to boast, altheugh pious overtones are very strong. Some

114 See A. Goetze, Hethiter, Churriter und Assyrer (Oslo, Paris, etc. 1936)

pp. 181f. and Kleinasien (Munici 1957) pp. 174f. Further sce H. G. Giiterbock,
ZA4 44 (1938) 98.
. . " Lverything else we know about relations between the two cultures
indicates influence going the other way — the cuneiform script, Mesopotamian
literary works found at Boghazkoi in both Akkadian and Hittite, Hittites
using Akkadian in international correspondence, cte. Despite some expression
of opinion to the contrary, there is no evidence of Hittite inflience on Assyrian
royal epithets — sec my article ““The Early Development of Assyrian Monarchy"’
in Ugarit-Forschungen 3 (1971), especially p. 315, n. 30. Goetze in his Hethiter,
Churriter und Assyver, p. 180 las attributed to Hittite influence the practice
of using vassal states by the Assyrians to control their empire; but is this any
more than a general similarity? Perhaps an exception is methods of controlling
conquered peoples, viz. deportation (cf. W. von Soden, Irag 25 [1963] 137f.)
and the sowing of salt (see Grayson, ARI 1, p. 60, n. 119.

. On the other hand, the appearance cf military natration in Assyria in the
reign of Adn. I, or possibly earlier, is simultaneous with the increasc in military
might of the state. As Assyria’s power wmounts in subsequent reigns, so does
the interest in recording these events. It is obvious that the circumstances of
the age compelled Assyrians to record their great deeds. Now they did not
choose, at this point, one literary form (znd certainly not a Hittite form), and
maintain it. Rather they experimented. Their experiments did not result in a
successful stylistic vehicle, witl the exception of that used in texts of Adn. I
(ARI 1, LXXVIL3), until the time of Tigl. T (1114-1076 BC.).

. Speiser, Idea of History p. 65, n. 79, also objected to the suggestion of

Hittite influznce but he did so while putting forth the islea that- Assyrian annals
may have developed from Ietters to the God and, as T have stated carlier, this
theory is fimplausible.
. The otus of proof lies, to my mind, on those who would prove Hittite
influence on the Assyrian texts. Given the cultural and political circumstances
there is no reason to reject the idea that the Assyrian military report was an
indigenous innovation. TIurtker, sce now H. Tadwmor, Fssays Finkelstein,
p. 209 and n, 2.
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inscriptions were so placed that they could be read by any literate person
who had the necessary access 11%; others were deposited in the foundation
or other parts of a building where, apart from the gods, only & later prince
who renovated that structure would see them 17,

Compilation of Royal Inscriptions

The manner in which Assyrian royal inscriptions were composed is
an area full of questions but lacking in answers'*. There are no ancient
treatises on the subject and what information we have is based upon inci-
dental evidence and reasonable surmise. I[n the cese of source material
available to the authors of royal inscriptions it is apparent that they had
and used Assyrian Chronicles, at least in the late Middle Assyrian period.
Ynough fragments of such chronicles are now known to recognize their
style and identify at least one long passage with a similar style in the
Broken Obelisk . It is also known that they had booty or tribute lists 12°
and obviously these were used as source material for the lists which appear
in the roval inscriptions 2.

A more difficult problem arises with the assumption that detailed
“diaries” of the king's campaigus existed and were used in composing
roval inscriptions 1. The existence of such diaries has not, as yet, been

18 Copies of some inscriptions were actually kept in a special kind of
archive. At Babylon a significant number of copics of ancient royal inscrip-
tions was discovered in onc location and led to the conclusion that this was
a “Schlossmusenm’” — sce 1i. Unger, Babylon (Berlir 1970) 224-228 and cf.
Berger, NBK p. 93 and n. 150. At Sipgar Copies of somie very significant royal
texts from various periods were found together — see Ii. Sollberger, JEOL
20 (1968) pp. 52f. and cf. Ellis, Foundation Deposils, p. 105, These last named
documents were concerned with temple endowments by royalty which is cer-
tainly why they were preserved. Amnother reason for preserving copies of royal
inscriptions as well as copies of royal correspondence — sce ARI 1, § 888 —
would be for use as models in scribal schools.

17 Cf. R. Borger, JAOS 90 (1970) 329 and Sollberger and Kupper, IRSA
pp. 28f. The discussion by S. Mowinckel, Lucharisterion Gunkel, pp. 304-313
of the purpose of royal inscriptions is still useful although obviously dated.

1R It has already been observed (n. 49 above) that this study is based
primarily on Assyrian material. This is yarticularly the case in the discussion
of compilation Jor there is very little useful information on this subject for the
RBabylonian royal inscriptions.

“us 4R1 2 IL,XXXIX,2, col. iii. Sce my introduction to that text and cf.
I1. Tadmor, Irag 35 (1973) 142 and n. 6, and Issays Finkelstein, pp. 209-213.

120 Tixamples: E. Ebeling, Krilschrifitexte aus Afsur Jurisiischen Inhalts,
(W 1"DOG 50; Leipzig 1927), No. 314 and E. F. Weidner, 40 10 (1935-36)
9-52. Cf. W. J. Martin, StOr 8 (1936) 21-25. Further, sce now Postgate, Studia
Iohl, Series Maior 3 (Rome 1974}, pp. 111-130; M. Cogan, Imperialism and
Religion (Missoula 1974) p. 118.

121 Cf, 1. Tadmor, Irag 35 (1973), p. 144.

122 See H. Tadmor, Irag 35 (1973), pp. 141f. and cf. Cogan, JCS 29 (197'{)
102, n. 22. Royal diaries did exist in Egypt; they were records of each day’s
activitics during a campaign and were dictated personally by the king. See
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established but two phenomena might suggest they did exist. One pheno-
menon is ¢ type of text called ‘"Neo-Assyrian Itineraries’’, the other has
to do with a fluctuation of person in royal inscriptions.

Iet us first consider the “itineraries’”. Two Neo-Assyrian documents
are known in which is described in itinerary style an expedition with distances
between stopping points noted 123, Neither the beginning nor end of either
text is preserved and the purpose and occasion of each composition is unknown.
If such records of campaigns were regularly made they may have been used
as a source for the composition of royal inscriptions. But if we can judge frotn
the fragments preserved, stylistically they are virtually unique and the infor-
nation they contain is not the kind normally found in royal inscriptions. The
closest parallel is a few itinerary-like passages found in some royal inscrip-
tions and in particular in the narration of a special kind of campaign from
the reigns of Adad-nerari II, Tukulti-Ninurta II, and Ashur-nasir-apli II1%,
The narration in these passages consists of monotonous and repetitive descrip-
tions of travel from one place to another with the tribute from each place duly
noted. The phraseology is different from that used in the “itineraries’ 1% and
where these latter texts note distances and, occasionally, such details as water
supply, the royal inscriptions list booty. If such texts as the two “itineraries”
were commonly available they may have been used as a soutce for the compi-
lation of royal inscriptions and in particular in close conjunction with booty
lists but it is not obvious that they dic exist in such quantity nor that they
were used in such a manner. The two “itineraries’’ do not really provide any
evidence for the existence of ‘‘diaries’.

Another phenonienon that requires discussion with regard to “diarics”
is the incougruous fluctuation between first and third person in a few passages
in Assyrian royal inscriptions!®®, In some cases this fluctuation appeats to
be the result of a conflation of different sources®. Thus in the Rimah stele

H. Grapow, “‘Studien zu den Annalen Thutmosis des Dritten und zu ihnen
verwandten historischen Berichten des neuen Reiches”, Abhandlungen der
Deutschen Ahkademie der Wissenschaften zu Berlin, Phil.-Hist. Klasse 1947/2,
. 50-54., :

PP 123 4PT 2, XCIX,6* and ADD 1095. There is no evidence that the latter
describes a royal expedition. Note that 4RI 2, XCIX,7* is not an itinerary.

124 4RI 2, XCIX, 2 §§ 433f.; C,1 §§ 469-76; CI,1 §§ 568, 577, 584f. and
CI, 11 §§ 694-36. The use of the verd namasu (‘‘to move’”) for departure from
the last stopping point reflects a dialectical change in royal inscriptions. It is
first attested in the inscriptions of Adad-nerari II. It is not a technical term
distinctive of itineraries. Apart from these itinerary-like passages it is used in
descriptions of military movements in the royal iuscriptions of Adad-nerari
1I, Tukulti-Ninurta II, Ashur-nasir-apli II, Shalmaneser I1I, and Sargon II
— see W. von Soden, Akkadisches Handwérterbuch (Wiesbaden, 1959— ),

. 726 for references. The same verb is of course used in the "itinerary’”

A3RI 2, XCIX,6%, Cf. ARI 2, § 411 and n. 336. Further, see BiOr 33 (1976)
136.

125 The use of the verb ramd$u in both kinds of texts is not evidence of
any substantive relationship. Sece n. 124,

126 Such a fluctuation is attested in some of the oldest Assyrian royal
inscriptions. Examples: ARJ 1, XXXII,2; XXXI11,6,7,10. These texts begin
in the third person but then shift to the first person. Cf. R. Borger, EAJK 1,

8.
127 Cf, . Tadmor, Iraq 35 (1973) 142.
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of Adad-nerari 111 the entire text is in first person except one verb which always
occurs in third person (imhur “‘he received (tribute)’’). The sFribe was apparcu'tly
using booty lists and incorporated the whole phrase each tinie without making
the necessary grammatical change!*. '
The reason for the fluctuation of person in other itinerary passages in
royal inscriptions scems to be rather different. In the account of S]mlma.ncscr
11's campaigns on the Black Obelisk the narration is in ﬁrs’t person until the
thirty and thirty-first year 12°. At this point an ofticer of the king, Dz}yan-Ash‘ur,
began to lead the army in the ficld and the narrative naturally shifts to third
person. But almost immediately it shifts back to first person and then an
incongruous fluctuation between third and first person continues through .the
remainder of the narrative. Now it secems obvious to me that the royal scn})e,
accustomed to writing such texts in {he first person, had difficulty remembering
that this passage was in third person since the subjec.: was an c.»fﬁcer of the
king, not the king himself. Perhaps the same expl.zma.tlon lies behind the' com-
plete confusion of persons in the Annals of Tukulti-Ninurta 11 13'°. In this text
the person changes even within the account of one stage .of the journey, a fact
which surely excludes the possibility of careless conflation of sources ™. )
Vet another instance of fluctuation between first and third person, this
time in an inscription of Adad-nerari 11, is known 1%, Tl}e passage must come
originally from an independent inseription ?01311.1|c1|.1or:.hu.g‘work on a palace
at Apqu. There are some grammatical curiositics in r.d(htmn‘ t‘.’ the ﬂ\t‘ctufq-
tion of person. These curiositics may derive from the author s inexpertise in
abbreviating longer passages and it is possible he was also trying to co.nﬂate
several sources ™. The same pliciiomenon is apparent in the Broken Ol.)chslf 134,
The author of this text has taken accounts from various sources Wlt‘h ht'tle
or 1o effort to blend them together. The narration in cclumms i to iv is in third
" person but the tuilding descriptions in column v are in first person. M_oreover,
* it was noted above that column iii scems to contain abbreviated entrics from
a chronicle. ) )
From this discussion of the ircongruous fluctuation of person in certain
passages in Assyrian royal inscriptions it has become appaxieflt t]llat it would
be an over-simplification to think of the peculiarity as arising in each case

128 The sane kind of crror appears in the Synchronistic 'I'Iistory (ABC
Chron. 21} iv 12 where the scribe las copied ampaur ‘1 received” from a royal
inscription of Shamshi-Adad V without changing the form to third person
to suit his chronicle style.

129 13 Michel, H'0°2 (1954-59) 226-233. ) fad

w0 4RI 2, C.1. Cf K. H. Deller, Or n.s. 26 (1957) 269, n. 1 and H. Tadmor,
Irag 35 (1973) 142. Also note a similar fluctuation in an itinerary passage in
Asn., ARI 2, § 556. o . (ch daily entries wete

131 Tt also rales out the possibility of a source in which daily entrie
made by a seribe who was carcless about grammatical scquence.

w2, NCIN,2 §§ 410-23 .

123 In‘lincs 33 and 35\inﬁnit ves are uscd as finite forms (see J. Aro, S5tOr
26 [1961) p. 73) and possibly 3d-ak-ni in line 28 is also an infinitive (error for
fakdani — sce ABC Appendix B subd Adad-nerari 11). The main verb seems to
have been omitted in ’ine 35. The shift to third person in line 30 and then,

in line 32, back to first person, is awkward — of. Seidmann, MAOG 9/3 (1935), -

p. 4 and W. von Soden, Or 19 (1950) 395, n. 2.
1w R 2, LXXXIX, 2.
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from the conflation of two sources, one in first person and one in third. There
could be several sources of a variety of types behind a given royal inscription.

To return to our original question, whether or not there were “‘diaries”
of campaigns, the answer must be ambiguous. It is possible that such
texts were written but to date none has been found and there is no clear
evidence pointing to their existence.

In seeking possible sources for the royal inscriptions the Letters to
the God must be considered. The text type is poorly attested but two
documents, at least, were certainly reports to the god of individual cam-
paigns. These are the letters of Sargon and Esarhaddon which were com-
posed for oral presentation in a state ceremony. Now the rhetorical fea-
tures of these texts, which were designed to please and impress a live
audience, exclude them as probable sources for royal inscriptions %, Rather
it seems to me the scribes wotld use tle same sources for the Letters to
the God as for other royal inscriptions and arrange and edit the source
material to suit the style of the particular composition . But a good
deal more traterial on the Le:ters to the God must be available before
definitive stztements can be made.

It is manifest that some royal inscriptions were compiled from earlier
texts of the same king. The later annalistic texts of Sennacherib, for
example, contain abbreviated versions of the carlier campaigns. Sometimes
scribes woull use inscriptions of preceding monarchs as models. This
was particularly the case when a foundation inscription of an earlier king
had been discovered during renovation 97,

An interesting phenomenon occurs in the use of earlier royal inscrip-
tions as a source for later compositions in the same reign. Time and again
it can be shown that the figures for such items as booty, conquered cities,
and troops were increased in subsequent recensions of the same narrative
during the reign . Another interesting phenomenon, recently noted by

135 1. A Speiser, Idea of History, pp. 65f. thought there was a direct link
between annalistic accounts and the Letters to the God.

138 A I. Oppenheim, JNES 19 (1960) 135 has questicned whether the
narrative of Sargon’s expedition in the I.etter to the God is strictly arranged
according to chronological and geographical sequence.

137 T'or example, when Shalmaneser I restored the Assyrian Ishtar temple
at Ashur his scribes used the foundation inscriptions of Adad-narari I as a
model. Tukulti-Ninurta I found these and redeposited them. See AR/S 1, § 444,
For examples in the Chaldacan period see Berger, NB K pp. 92-97.

138 In Ashur-nasir-apli II's Kurkh Momnolith (ARI 2, CI, 11, §639) ‘40
cities”” and ‘40 soldiers” change in a later text (CI,1, § 572) to ’50 cities”” and
50 soldiers’’. In Shalmaneser I1I's Kurkh Monolith {(1RAB |, § 611) ''14,000""
is the number given for the warriors slain at the Battle of Qarqar; in a later
text (ARAB 1, § 647) this becomes '25,000”". In Sargon’s Letter to the God
(ARAB 2, § 172) the booty from Musasir includes ‘1,235 sheep but in a later

text (ARAB 2, § 22) this increases to ''100,225"'. For further comment see
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Levine, is that the use of royal inscriptions as a source for later royal texts
of the same reign need not be a simple case of borrowing or coadensation
of one earlier source at a time . The process might involve conflation
of two or more texts and could be as complex as that already suggested for
the composition of original royal inscriptions.

“Purning to the mechanics of composition, a few facts can be established
but there are stil' large lacunae in our knowledge. Text prototypes were
prepared, presumably by a master scribe, with the description of building
activities omitted These were to be used by the corps of scribes in prepar-
ing texts for specific structures uo It is also possible that some of the
known texts on clay tablets which include descriptions of building activi-
ties are actually prototypes for multiple production. Although it cannot
be proven, it seems to me unlikely that a scribe read aloud from a master
copy while others reproduced it. Given the difficulties of the cuneiform
script this seems implausible 4%, Drafts of texts to be inscribed on dedicated
objects, such as furniture and weapons, were prepared on clay tablets
and some of these drafts have survived e Similarly a group of captions
intended for stone reliefs of Ashurbanipal has been preserved in draft

Stonc engraving presented peculiar problems and required specialized
techniques. There is an ancient pictorial representation of a stele being
sculptured and inscribed 2 but little is known of the actual process. Tad-
mor has recently suggested that occasicnally scribes working in stone
used stock phrases as “space fillers” 143, TFor some reason there was a pre-
dilection for the use of Babylonian sign forms by Assyrian engravers 144,
The biggest problem with stone was the correction of an error. Occasional-
ly the scribe would chisel out the mistake but frequently he simply left
it, hoping no doubt that no one would cver notice.

Two important questions that remain largely unanswered are who
these scribes were and where they worked. Oppenheim has attempted to
reconstruct a picture of the financial and social status of astrologers during
Neo-Assyrian times and this picture may be approximately valid for an
Assyrian or Babylonian royal scribe working on royal inscriptions s,
Such a scribe was provided by the king with a house, a field and the labou-
rers required to work it. In addition he expected special favours from the
king or, at least, felt compelled to request them. There is also some indi-
cation that scribes in at least one Assyrian city had feudal obligations.
The scribe’s place of work must have been somewhere in the palace of one
of the major cities. Here the prototypes for provincial inscriptions were
composed on clay tablets and sent to the relevant cities to be copied out
on the actual objects to be placed in the buildings under construction.
This was the most practical procedure since it eliminated the need to
transport large amounts of texts, a particularly onerous task in the case
of inscriptiqns on stone. Copies of the “exported” texts were kept in the
" central palace®. That texts were copied at the actual location is not
just surmise for in a letter of the Sargonid period the writer asks the king
to have prepared and sent to Der a text which can be copied and deposited
in the walls of the temple %8s, It is possible that on occasion, for special
reasons, the normal procedure was reversed and final exemplars prepared
in the central scribal quarters. Thus in a letter from the Chaldaean period
the king instructs his official in Uruk to deposit the inscribed stelae he is
sending in the temples#». No details are available with regard to the

form on clay #v.

Olmstead, op. cit. (n. 4) Historiography pp. 7f.; Hislory of Assyria (Chicago/
Loudon 1923) 136, 242, and 648; and H. Tadmor, Iraq 35 (1973) 144, There
are also scribal errors involved with some schanges of figures and certainly this
is the case where numbers are actually rednced. Cf. Ashur-nasir-apli II's
Kurkh Monolith (ARI 2, CL11, § G41) where 200 talents of bronze and 1000
bronze casscroles later (CL1, § 574) become 100 talents of bronze and 100
bronze casseroles. Scribal error may also be involved when numbers are com-
pletely omitted. Cf. the same king's Kurkh Monolith (CT,11, § 641) where
‘140 harnessed chariots’ later (CI,1, § 574) becomes metely ‘harnessed chariots”.

139 1, D. Levine, JNES 32 (1973) 312-317.

140 Syuch a prototype, on an alabaster tablet, is known for Adad-narari I
_ ARI 1, IXXV1,4. Two excmplars on clay tablets of a Tiglath-pileser I
inscription — ARI 2, 1.XXXVIL4 and n. 110 — have 1o building section.
1t would be a rash gcncmlization, however, to say that all commemorative
inscriptions on clay “nd stone tablets which lack building descriptions were
merely prototypes. A Sennacherib text on a clay tablet — ARAB 2, §§ 443-447

, = OIP 2 (Chicago 1924) 139-42 and cf. H. Tadmor, JCS 12 (1958) 82 — was
a prototype for an inscribed door. A curiosity is ARI 1, LXXV,1 which
is an inscription on an alabaster tablet. There are six blank lines after a
statement that the foundation was laid. See ARI 1, § 348.

11 An abundance of ‘‘Horfehler” would disprove this. But I have not
observed any. Berger, NBI p. 6 has noted one error in a Nabonidus text
which he calls an “‘akustischer Feller”.

un M. Streck, VAB 7, p. LI; T. Bauer, Das Iuschriﬂen;vnrk Assurbanifals
(Leipzig 1933) pp. 38-55; S. Langdon, Babylonian Penitential Psalms (Oxford
Hditions of Cuneiform Texts 6; Paris 1927), pp. 70-72; C. H. W. Johns, Assyrian
Deeds and Documents 1 (Cambridge 1924), No. 645.

b [ 1, Weidner, 470 8 (1932-33), pp. 175-203. Also note the sculptor’s
clay model for a stone relicf published by R. D. Barnett, Sculptures from the
North Dalace of Ashurbanipal (London 1976) pl. 1 and p. 35, BM 93011.

uz 1, W, King, Bronze Relicfs from the Gales Shal
1915) LIX. Cf. J. Reade, Irag 3{ ({972) 96. ¢ o atmaneser (London
;:: 4mq 35 (1973) 144.
Sce A. K. Grayson, A0 20 (1963) 88f. and Iranica Anti 1
v A, 1. Oppenlieim, Contaurus 1 (1969) 115f. miiqua 11 (1978) 32.
Ixample: 1, LXXVI1,4. This text, f S 3
for ix;scriptions at the city Taidu. ext, found at Ashur, was composed
48a A, I, Oppenheim, Letters From Mesopotamia (Chica
) \ g fes ago/London, 1967)
p.- 159 == R. F. Harper, Assyrien and DBabyloni ( i
Pont014) No. 167, T Assy ! abylonian Letters (London/Chicago,
usn A 1. Clay, YOS 3, No. 4; cf. II. Tadmor, Studies Landsberger, pp. 3611,
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training of an Assyrian scribe. The existence of later copies of royal inscrip-
tions suggests they were used as models in scribal education ',

Reliability of Royal Inscriptions

One matter that remains for consideration is the reliability of Assyrian

and Babylonian roval inscriptions as source material for the modern his-
torian. Babylonian royal inscriptions are primarily records of building
activity and on the whole seem to be reliabie. ‘The extensive construction
at Babylon claimed by Nebuchadnezzar 11 in his inscriptions is borne out,
at least in general scope, by the number and size of structures from his
period found by the German expedition to Babylon . On the few occasions
when military enterprises are mentioned in Babylonian royal inscriptions
‘the terms are usually so general as to be virtually useless to the modern
‘historian. ‘The Babylonian royal inscriptions provide an official view of
the state religion but it is necessary to have a critical eve when using them
as a sourcé on this subject 14

Assyrian royal inscriptions contain reasonably accurate records of
building activities, a fact which is again supported by archaeological exca-
vation. They are also a major source of information about official religious
cults. The record of military achievements in the Assyrian texts require
special comment since there are fundamental features of which any modern
historian of Assyria must be aware before attempting to use them as a
source. The cifference between annalistic and display texts should be
constantly observed for it is obviously essential that the modern scholar
know whether the military narration in a given passage is arranged chro-
nologically or not. The matter of recension is another vital question. In
the later eras there are frequently several different recensions of the same
campaign and Olmstead’s rule that the earliest edition is to be considered
the most accurate must be observed 1. This is not to say that the carliest
account should be accepted at face value. Iiven the first recension is the
result of editing, selecting, and conflating various sources.

C. J. Gadd, Iraq 15 (1953) 130, and 16 (1954) 198f., believed this was normal
practice, basing his view mainly on a note at the end of an inscribed cylinder
(recording the restoration of the temple at Uruk by Sargon 11) which says:
“Copy of an inscription, sent from the palacc of Assyria. Copied and collated”.
(gabarf musaré Sitbilti okal mat ASur  Satimma bari). He interpreted this to
mean the “‘copy’’ was sent but the passage is ambiguons and could mean either
the copy (gabarit) or the original (musard) was sent.

147 See n. 116 above.

us Details of dimensions, location, and passage of years since the previous
renovation may not be accurate. Sce P. R. Berger, NBK pp. 99 and 111f.

us Cf, P. R. Berger, NBK p. 99.

10 A, T. K. Olmstead, Historiography (op. cit. 1. 4) passim.
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A careful critical approach to all military narrations in Assyrian royal
inscriptions is de 7igeur. One danger to watch for is omission. Sometimes
the omission ‘s merely the result of condensation. Thus in itinerary pas-
sages certain stages of an expedition may not-be mentioned and the unwary
modern reader, interested in historical gengraphy, may be badly misled 181,
But condensation was not the only reason for omissions.

It is a well known fact that in Assyrian royal inscriptions a serious
military set-back is never openly admitted. This cardinal principle was
engrained in the Assyrian scribes’ thought and prevailed in all his work.
A simple method of dealing with a set-back was to omit it but, in so far
as one can tell (and by its nature this is difficult to control), this method
was not commonly used. Another method was to garble the narration
in such a way as to confuse the reader and hide the ignominious truth.
This device was used by scribes of Sargon I1 in their treatment of the Assy-
rian set-back at the hands of Merodachbaladan II in 720 B.c. In a collec-
tion of annalistic accounts this irst humiliating encounter has been woven
into an account of a later battle (710 B.c.) in which the Assyrians were
successful 162,

Yet another method was blatant falsehood and when the Assyrian
scribes played this theme they pulled out all the stops. There is the famous
case of the Battle of Halute (69 B.c.). The most reliable account is a brief
statement in the Babylonian Chronicle that the Assyrians, under Senna-
cherib, suffered a defeat and withdrew. But in the account of this same
encounter in the Annals of Sennacherib, the scribes admit no such thing.
On the contrary, they describe Sennacherib’s victory and bloodthirsty
vengeance on the defeated troops in the longest battle description preserved
in Assyrian records! %

These, then, are the basic considerations one must bear in mind when
using royal inscriptions as an historical source.

Chronographic Texts

‘The Chronographic l'exts have been discussed in detail in my book
on Assyrian and Babylonian Chronicles and the following is essentially
a condensed version of that study . The term ‘“‘chronographic”’ covers
texts that have traditionally bzen called “‘king lists” or ‘‘chronicles”. In

::: gcq }'\3 X(éordon, JCS 21 (1967) 86.

:5: }qtcned P 3.“é}.x'a.y:‘»(m, Stuidies Landsberger, pp. 3411,

' ABCPartland Appendix A. For the king lists see Edzard and Gr
‘Konigslisten”” in RLA § (in press). Inevitably the passage of time sinc:%ic:::
pletion of the manuscript of 45C (1967) has allowed further development of

my ideas; this is reflected in the present paper.
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ancient Mesopotamian studies it is essential to have one term for both
since it is not always possible to categorize a given text as one or the other.
This is the case, for example, with the document usually called the Assyrian
King List. The beginning of this composition merely lists one ruler after
another and could be called a king list; hut later on there are sotne narrative
sections which are really short chrenicles. There are some chronographic
texts, on the other hand, which have the characteristics of only a “king
list” or a “chronicle”. These terms require definition: a “'king list"” is a
list of royal names with the possible addition of regnzl years and filiation;
a “chronicle’’ is 2 prose narration, normally in the third person, of events
arranged in chronological order.

Ancient Mesopotamian chronographic texts fall naturally into four
main categories. These categories are distinguished by certain literary
patterns or formulae and, in addition, it can be shown in most instances
that the tests in any given category have other tangible connections with

one another.

Category A

’

Two formulae are characteristic of Category A: “The year when.. L
and “N (were/are) the yvears of the king”. A large number of chronogra-
phic texts have one or both of these formulae and within this group many
texts are associatad with one another for other reasons. The earliest texts are
the date lists and these require a word of explanation. In ancient Mesopo-
tamia documents were dated according to year names; each year was given
a nante which commemorated an important event. Trom time to time it
‘was necessary to compile a chronological list of these names in order to
kecp their order straight. With these lists of year names, which are called
date lists, there evolved a basic typology. 'Fach entry in ths list began
“Vear when..." and at the end of each reign there was a summary, “N
(werefare) the years of the king”.

King Lists of Category A

At an early period extracts were made from tle summary formulae
of the date lists and thus evolved king lists. A transitional stage is repre-
sented by some date lists in which all the sunmmaries of reigns appear to-
gether in a list at the end of the text; these are the first king lists of Category
A%, The carlicst independent king lists of category A are the Larsa King

155 A list appears in a date list of the first dynasty of Babylon known
from two duplicates: L. W. King, The Letlers and Inscriptions of Hammurabi,
3 vols. (London 1898-1900), No. 102 and L. W. King, Chronicles Conceyning
Early Babylonian Kings 2 (London 1907), pp. 97-109, 181-191. Another list
appears in a date list of the Larsa Dynasty published by F. Thureau-Dangin,
RA 15 (1918) 1-57. Sce ABC Appendix A and nn. 9 and 10.
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List and the Ur-Isin King List®. The largest text is Babylonian King
List A 157, The preserved portion of this badly broken text covers the period
from the first dynasty of Babylon down to the late seventh century B.c.
Another list, Babylonian King List C, is a short document which lists only
the first seven kings of the sceond dynasty of Isin (c. 1157-1069 n.c.) 18,
The Uruk King List, in its preserved portion, covers the period from the
late seventh century n.c. down through the third century B.c. 1%

The king lists of category A are so succinct and generally so badly
preserved that it is difficult to find any answers to historiographical ques-
tions. The text type has its origins in date lists and like them the king
lists had practical value for chronological reckoning. It would appear,
although it cannot be proven, tha: the king lists eventually became running
lists, a new entry being made at :he end of each reign. This would not be
true of the carly portions of Babylonian King List A, however, where the
dynasty of the Sealand is listed after the first dynasty of Babylon although
it is known that the two were partly contemporary.

As to the reliability of the king lists, there seem to be no errors in the
sequence of names but the numbers givea, at least in the early portion
of Babylonian King List A, should be regarded with some scepticism.
Considering the number of times some of these texts must have been copied
it is not surprising that the figures are not always accurate.

The Babylonian Chronicle Series

The Babylonian Chronicle Series also belongs in category A and prob-

“ably has its origin in date lists. Texts in this series have the two basic

formulae in common with date lists and the two kinds of texts are really
not dissimilar. Indeed, one would assume that the date lists were chro-
nicles if one did not know better 20,

158 The major publication of cach is YOS 1, No. 32 and jCS 8 (1954)
éS(Slfn rcspec):twely. Further see King Lists 1 and 2 sub ""Konigslisten'” in RLA

press).
187 . J. Gadd, CT 36, 24f. Sec now Ki ist "Konigsli "
RIA S (injpress). v King IList 3 sub “Konigslisten'' in
158 A. Poedel, AS 15 (1955) and see King List 4 sub “‘Konigslisten™ in
RLAM:)G (in press).

J. J. A van Dijk, UVB 18, . 53-60 and pl. . i i

5 sub ‘‘Konigslisten’” ixjx RLA S (in p[?rcss). pl. 28a. Secnow King Tdst
1% The main problem with assuming s connection is the long chronolo-
gical gap between the end of the period in which year formmulae and date lists
were regularly used (c. 1595 B.C.) and the beginning of the Babylonian Chronicle
Series (747 B.C.. _In the interval there are texts, nevertheless, of a similar type
such as the Religious Chronicle and the latter portion of the Chronicle of Matket
Prices (further see ABC AA)pcndix A and n. 16). Of special interest is the text
usually called “‘Date List A” (CT 6, 9f., etc. — see Ungnad, RLA 2, pp. 165-168)
which is a compilation of the year names from the first year of Sumu-abum
to the last year of Samsu-iluna. The extant copy is dated in the beginning



174 A. Grayson

The Babylonian Chronicle Series. when complete, began in 747 B.C. 164
and continued down at least as far as the third century B.C. It was inscribed
on a series of tablets of which only fourteen and one fragment have been
preserved %2, The series may be subdivided into the Neo-Babylonian
Clhironicle Series and the Late Babylonian Chronicle Scries.  The dividing
point is the Persian capture of Babylon in 539 B.c. After this time there
are some stylistic changes in the series which make the later portion dis-
tinctive.

Tach text consists of one or more entries, each entry covering one
regnal vear. The events recorded revolve around the Babylonian king
and are almost exclusively of a military or political nature. Religious
phenomena are rarely mentioned. In terms of content, then, these are
the Babvlonian equivalent of the Assyrian annals.

The source of information seems to have been a detailed running
account of Babylnian history contained within astronomical diaries. An
astronomical diary records the events of half a specified year and is divided
into sections, each section covering events of one month. Most of the
phenomena noted are of an astronomical or meteorological nature but at
the end of cach monthly section there are statcments about market prices,
the height of the river, and political and military matters. These entries
are obviously based on regular day-by-day observation and recording.
There are a number of factors — phraseclogy, typology, content, and
chronology — which indicate that the Babylonian Chronicle Series is a
collection of ext-acts from the-relevant portions of the astronomical dia-
ries 16%,

There are now some questions. Who compiled the astronomical diaries
and why did they do so? Who extracted information from them to com-
pose the Babylonian Chronicle Seriss and why did they do this? The ques-
tion of who these scribes were and what their social and financial position
was is difficult to answer for the very good reason that there is little infor-
mation in our source material. As noted earlier, Oppenheim has recently
attempted to reconstruct from the meagre evidence a picture of astrologers
during Neo-Assyrian times and this picture may be generally valid for the

of the reign of Ammi-saduqa, sixty-five years after the last entry. Surely there
was no practical purpose for a list of years, the latest of which was sixty-five
years carlier. Rather than a date list, is this text not a history of the rise of
the first dynasty of Babylon?

161 This is the beginning of the reign of Nabu-nasir (747-734 B.c.). There
is evidence outside of these clironicles that detailed chronological records began
to be kept in Babylonia in his reign. On this socalled ‘*Nabu-nasir Era” see
ABC pp. 131,

162" 4BC Chromnicles 1-13b.

103 See ABC pp. 13f.
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authors of both the astronomiczl diaries and the Babylonian Chronicle
Series . Such a scholar was provided by the king with a house, a field
and the labourers necessary to work it. In addition he would request special
favours from the king from time to time. These scribes lived in various
cities in the cmpire although the vast majosity of texts in the Babylonian
Chronicle Series which have been preserved come from Babylon 1. Their
place of work — palace, temple or “university’’ — is unknown.

The purpose of the astronomical diaries was, of course, to provide
accurate obscrvation both for calendrical use and for prediction of the
future by astrology. Just how the last section in these texts on market
prices, river height, political and military affairs, fits in with these reasons
is not entirely clear. There is nc evidence that details from these sections
were actually nsed as apodoses of omens. But it is possible that at least
originally the motive behind their inclusion was eventually to use them
for prognostic material.

The extraction of material to form the Babylonian Chronicle Series
must have had different motivation 1%, although this motivation is difficult
to define. There is no clear propagandistic flavour to the chronicles. Unlike
the Assyrian scribes the Babylenians neither fail to mention Babylonian
defeats nor do they attempt to change them into victories. The chronicles
contain a reasonably reliable anc representative record of important events
in the period with which they are concerned 187, Can we then conclude
that these documents are the product of a sincere desire to keep a brief
and accurate record of Babylonian history for its own sake? It is at least
possible 1%,

‘Other Chronicles of Category A

Apart from the fourteen texts of-the Babylonian Chronicle Series there
are four chronicles remaining in category A, the Esarhaddon, Shamash-
shuma-ukin, Akitu, and Religious Chronicles #°. Of these, the Esarhaddon

164 See A. L. Oppenheim, Centaurus 14 (1969) 115f.

105 See A. K.Grayson, Actes de la XVII®¢ Rencontre Assyriologique Inter-
nationale (Bruxelles 1969) pp. 1€3f.

1 It is important to recognize this distinction. If the motive behind
cach was the same — cf. W. G. Lambert, 0TS 17 (1972) 71 — then there was
no need to extract the material’ to formm the Babylonian Chronicle Series.

167 I cases where other sources have a different version of events the
account in the Babylonian Chronicle Series should be regarded as closest to
the truth. This is particularly thz case when the conflicting testimony is found
in Assyrian records. See A. K. Grayson in Studies Landsberger, pp. 340-342.

165 1f a direct line with date lists could be established (see n. 160 above)
it would shed an interesting light on this problem. It would mean the scribes
lhad come to tecognize that the date lists had value other than as chronological
reference works.

180 41 BC Chronicles 14-17 respectively.
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and Akitu Chronicles have derived their information entirely from the
running account of Babylonian history contained in tke astronomical
diaries. The author of each had a specific purpose. The Lsarhaddon Chro-
nicle is a rewriting of Babylonian history intended to show Iisarhaddon,
an Assyrian king who occupied the Babylonian throne simultancously,
and Babylonia in a better light by omitting or altering disgraceful facts.
The author of the Akitu Chronicle was interested in only onc thing, occa-
sions when there was an intertuption of the chief festival of the Babylo-
nian year, the Akitu, and the background to these interruptions.

The Shamash-shuma-ukin Chronicle contains a collection of extracts
from various reigns. Most concern the king after which the text has been
named and these entries were taken from the running account of Bahy-
lonian historv. But other entries come from zn entirely different and
unknown sotrce. ‘The eclectic nature of the contents and the small size
of the tablet indicate it was intended for private use but I have been
unable to determnine what that use was.

The Religious Chronicle tvpologically belongs to category A but the
date of its content (eleventh and tenth centurics B.c.) is much earlier than
" that of the Babylonian Chronicle Series. The events noted in this text
" are of a rather curious naturc. They include the appearance of wild ani-
mals in the city, the reported movement of statues, and interruptions
of the Akitu. Although at first glance these phenomena may appear to
be significant for prognostication, there is no evidence that omen apodoses
were ever conipiled from these records. This text may be simply a record
of events that scemed important to the author and the fact that the events
do not strike us as momentous as those recorded ir: the Babylonian Chronicle
Series is a subjective and modern view.

Eponym Lists

While the ecarly Mesopotamians named their years after important
events, the Assyrians named each of theirs after an eponym or /Zmw. The
Iimu was a title assumed by a different high official each year, the officials
following one another according to a definite ordet. ‘The Assyrians composed
lists of these eponyms in chrenological order for the purpose of dating 170,
In some of these lists a cursory note on a military event — e.g. ““(campaign)
against Damascus’’ — would be added. The soutce of these notes and their
rationale are unknown. There is no evidence of whether the idea of using
eponyms for dating is indigenous to the Assyrians or whether it was inspired
by the early Mesopotamian year names. The eponym lists have formulae

170 TPor a more detailed discussion of the eponym lists sce ABC Appendix A.
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similar to that typical of category A but this could be pure coincidence
and there is no evidence to associate them with other texts in category A.

Category B

The formula typical of texts in category B is an obvious one — “The
king ruled for N years”. Most of the texts which share this phraseology
exhibit other connections with one another.

Sumeriar King List

The Sumerian King List must be included in our discussion not only
because the latter portion of the text touches on the early second millen-
nium but also because it is the prototype of other documents in category
B 1", The text is a list of rulers with the number of years they reigned and
other bits of information about them. The kings are arranged according
to dynasties 172, The source material used by the author varied but included
year formulac and literary texts. The kings and dynasties are arranged
sequentially and no indication is given of any synchrenisms although it is
known from other sources that many kings and dynasties were contem-
poraneous. The author of she text was working on the principle that king-
ship descended in one line and couid only reside in cne city-state at one

time. This view seems to be attested in other sources from the early Old
Babylonian period 17,

Dynastic Chironicle

Two texts which are closely related to the Sumerian King List are the
Dynastic Chronicle and the King Iist of the Hellenistic Period. The Dy-
nastic Chronicle '™ is really a late version of the Sumerian King List for
it has exactly the same form and style including whole sentences in Sume-
rian. The content of the text is curious for, in addition to the usual list
of rulers and regnal years, it includes a description of the flood (it was
merely noted in the Sumerian King List) and, in a much later portion,

171 The editio princeps of the Sumerian King List is by T. Jacobsen,‘ AS It

(1939). For further bibliography ses n. 30 above and 4BC Appendix D.
... .. The word “dynasty” is not used.in Assyriology in its usual sense of
‘ruling family’” but to translate Sumerian bala and Akkadian palti. This is
a term for the total number (even if only one) of kings, regardless of descent,
of one area at one given period of time. See F. R. Kraus, Z4 50 (1952) 30,
n. 2. Tor a discussion of bala sec W. W. Hallo, JCS 14 (1960)89-96 and J. J.
Finkelstein, JCS 20 (1966) 103-106. For pali see H. Tadmor, JCS 12 (1958)

26-33.

178 Sce W. W. Hallo, JCS 14 (1960) 88-114 and JCS 17 (1963) 112-118.
" ABC Chronicle 18. A new piece of this chronicle has been published
by W. C. Lambert in Symbolae Biblicae et Mesopotamicae, F. M. Th. de L.

* Bohl Dedicatae, cd. M. A. Beek, et al. (Leiden 1973) 271-275.
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records the burial place of several kings. These features may provide clues
to the author’s purpose and the Sifz im Leben of the document but I have
been unable to determine what these might be.

King Iist of the Hellenistic Period

The King List of the Hellenistic Period is a list of kings of Babylonia
from the time of Alexander the Great to the Arsacid period (second century
p.c.) ', In it is recorded the name of cach king, the number of years he
ruled, and the date of his death. The author of the document used the same
basic formula characteristic of the Sumerian King List and, ir fact, con-
sciously modelled his text after that early document!'’s. Thus this text
appears to be more than merely a chronological aid; it seems to represent
an attempt to incorporate these foreign rulers into the native idea of a
linear descent of kingship.

Babylonian King List B

Little can be said about this list of the kings of the first dynasty of
Babylon and the dynasty of the Sealand*”. It has a literary pattern
cimilar to that characteristic of documents in category B but otherwise
there is no reason to associate it with these texts.

Ptolemaic Canon

The list of ancient Mesopotamian kings compiled in Greek by Ptolemy
in the second century A.D. no doubt goes back to a Babylonian source '™,
This assertion cannot he proven but is at least supported by the fact that
Ptolemy’s list begins. with Nabu-nasir (747-734 p.c.) for it is known that
a major development in chronological recording took place in that reign1"®,
The fact that the canon has a literary pattern similar to that of texts in
category B could be pure coincidence, particularly since entirely different
languages are involved.

1 A, J. Sachs and D. J. Wiseman, Irag 16 (1954) 202-212. See King
List 6 sub *‘Konigslisten” in RLA § (in press).

170 This is revealed, as Sachis and Wiseman obscrved, by the use of the
Sumerian phrase mu N in.ag “he exercised (sovereignty) for N years”, the
phrase regularly used in the Sumerian King I.ist, rather than the Akkadian
cquivalent. Morcover, cven the form of the sign AG is archaic; it is not the
formn found in lzte Babylonian documents.

177 Pprincipal publication: P. Rost M VAG 2 (1897) 240. See King List
7 sub “Konigslisten’ in RLA 5 (in press).

17 See King List 8 sub “Konigslisten” in RLA 5 (in press).

170 On the ‘Nabu-nasir Era” see above n. 161.
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Assyrian King List

The Assyrian King List is a list of kings of Assyria beginning in ear-
liest times and coming down as far as the reign of Shalmaneser V (726-722
B.C.) M0, The list is divided into sections. In each of the carly sections are
fisted the names of scveral kings but thereafter each section includes only
one king, his filiation and length of reign. In a few cases a short chronicle
notice appears and each of these concerns a violent seizure of the throne.

The question of source material for the early portions of the list is
complex. Relevant is a text published by Finkelstein which contains a
genealogical list for the first dynasty of Babylon #*, Several names in the
earliest portion are identical with or similar to names in the earliest section
of the Assyrian King List. On the other hand names that appear later
on in the early portion of the Assyrian King List can be identified 'from
contemporary inscriptions found at Ashur as ancient rulers of that city-state.
It scems reasonably clear now, as Landsberger suggested before publication
of the Babylonian genealogical list %, that the earliest portions of the
Assyrian King List represent a conflation of two main sources, a list of
ancient indigenous rulers of Ashur and an Amorite genealogical list. The
period when this conflation toox place would be the time of Shamshi-Adad
1. Later the scribes began to riake regular entries in the list at the death
of each king #**. Thus it appears that originally the document was intended
to justify Stamshi-Adad’s claim to the throne. The impetus to compile
the list in later periods could lLave at least two causes: the document was
a useful chronological aid and it supported the belief that kingship in Assy-
ria descended in a continuous line with virtually no disruptions 8.

Category C

The forrula of the texts in Category C (royal name followed by narra-
tive) is an even more obvious one than that of category B and if it were

W0 King List 9 sub ""Konigslisten” in RLA 5 (in press). The longest of
the five versions comes down this far. The others stop carlier and, therefore,
have an earlier date. There are also fragments of other types of king lists.
See King Lists 11 and 12 sub “Konigslisten” in RLA 5.

181 JCS 20 (1966) 95-118. Cf. W. G. Lambert, JCS 22 (1968) If.

182 JCS 8 (1954) 35-37. ’

1% Receatly J. A. Brinkman, Or 42 (1973) 315f. has suggested that the
last significant recension took place in Middle Assyrian times or very eatly
Neo-Assyrian times.

18 Thus as late as the seventh century B.c. Esarhaddon speaks of himself
as “‘offspring of Bel-bani, son of Adasi’’ (Borger, Asarh. § 23:5 etc.), two rulers
who lived sorietime early in the second milennium. The list is a useful chrono-
logical aid for the modern historian who must, however, be aware that there
are a number of errors and omissions — see B. Landsberger, JCS 8 (1954)
31-45 and J. A. Brinkman, Or 42 (1973) 306-319.
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not for the fact that the three texts in the group all come from the early
period and two of them have passages in common, this would be no reason
to associate them. One of the three texts, the Tummal Chronicle, is a
chronological record of kings who restored the Tummal shrine at Nippur.
It is cxclusively Sumerian and need not concern us further 1%,

Weidner Chronide

The Weidner Chronicle is a narration of events beginning at least as
carly as the Larly Dynastic Period (first half of the third milleanium n.c))
and coming down at least as far as the reign of Shulgi (2094-2047 n.c.) 1%,
it is unique among chronicles written in Akkadian both because of the
carly date of its content and because of the mythological introduction
which is fragmentarily preserved. The text is exclusively concerned with
the importance of the city Babylon and its patron deity, Marduk. In
particular it is concerned with the provision of fish for Marduk’s temple.
The whole point of the narrative ix to illustrate that those rulers who
neglected or insulted Babylon, Marduk, and the fish cult had an unhappy
end, while those who cared for these fared well. The text, then, is a blatant
piece of propaganda written as an admonition to contemporary and future
monarchs to pay heed to Babylon and its patron deity. The most likely
date of composition scems to me to be early in the period of the sccond
dyvnasty of Isin, a time when Babyvlon was once again the capital and Mar-
duk was for the first time being officially recoguized as chief of the pan-
theon. Itis unknown what source material was generally used by the author
althougli in one or two cases he may have useld omens ar omen collections 197,
On the other haad, the Weidner Chronicle was a source used by the com-
piler of the Chronicle of Farly Kings.

Chronicle of Farly Kings

The Chronicle of Flarly Kings is a narrztion of events which occurred
in Mesopotainia from the reign of Sargon of Akkad (c. 2334-2279 n.c.) to
the reign of Agum III (c. 1450 B.c) ", Source material for the early part
of this chronicle, which is about Sargon and Naram-Sin, was provided
by omens ** and the Weidner Chronicle. The majority of the omens used
are found in an omen collection and the relevant portion of the chronicle

# Principal publication: Sollberger, JCS 16 (1962) 40-47.

w8 ABC Chronicle 19.

17 FPor new:omen material see I3, Reiner, Amnafolian Studies Presented
to H. G. Giiterbock, ed. K. Bittel et al. (Istanbul 1974) pp. 257-261.

188 4 BC Chronicle 20.

%% Tlar new omen material see Reiner, op. cit. (n 187).
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is really a selected and edited version of these omen apodoses with the
addition of some information from the Weidner Chronicle. Source material
for the later portion of the chronicle is not so obvious but in at least one
instance it may have been a year date.

The purpose of the Chronicle of Tiarly Kings is not apparent. The
early scctions on Sargon and Naram-Sin are, presumably, the product
of a scribe's interest in putting together omen apodoses in chronicle form.
But why he should have done this and why he should have added the later
reigns is not known.

Category D

Texts in category D are synchronistic texts from Assyria. In these
documents the names of contemiporary rulers of Assyria and Babylonia
are juxtaposed.

Synchronistic History

The Synchronistic History is a concise narration of Assyro-Babylonian
relations from the first half of the fifteenth century B.C. to the reign of
Adad-nerari III (810-783 B.c.). It is divided into a number of para-
graphs, each paragraph covering the relations of one Assyrian king with
his Babylonian contemporary cr contemporaries. The document was com-
poscd toward the end of the reign of Adad-nerari III or shortly thercafter.
It was a time when Assyria’s power was in eclipse and Urartu’s in the
ascendant. Babylonia obviously took advantage of the situation and en-
croached upon Assyrian territory. The author wrote his document to
castigate the Babyvlonians for their actioas and he chose to do so by means
of a legal fabrication. He claimed there was an ancient boundary between
the two nations, to which they both had agreed, and described the history
of alleged violations of that boundary by Babylonia. Fach act of aggres-
sion resulted in defeat at the hands of the Assyrians. The obvious conclu-
sion is that the Babylonians should desist from their current encroach-
ments for they will assuredly be defeated once again 1%,

" The author drew extensively upon Assyrian royal inscriptions for his
source material and his bias and his propagandistic motivation led him
to omit or distort important facts — all Assyrian humiliations **!s, In addi-

o 4 BC Chrounicle 21.

191 A Sumerian text, the famous Futemcena cylinder, has a similar formn
and theme. Sce ABC pp. 531,

e In ABC p. 54 1 stated that the author of thie Synchronistic History
used royal inscriptions as a source but H. Tadmor, Essays Finkelstein, p. 211
and n. 28, believes that the Assyrian chronicles were a source used in common
for both the Synchronistic Histery and royal inscriptions. This proposal has
much to be said for it although a firm conclusion must await discovery of more
extensive Assyrian chronicle material, a fact which I stressed in ABC.
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tion, there are a number of errors in personal names in the text. On the
whole, therefore, it is a very unreliable scurce for a modern historian.

Synchronistic King List

The Synchronistic King List is a list of Assyrian kings with the names
of their Babylonian contemporaries juxtaposed '". In addition, the name
of the Assvrian mwmmdnn “vice chancellor” is frequently inclnded. The
list of rulers begins early in the sccond millennium and comes down to
Ashurbanipal (668-627 B.c.). The origin and purpose of the list are unknown.

Miscellaneous Chronographic Texts

Chronicle P is a fragment of a Babylonian document which narrated
events during the Kassite period 1. It is a curious text in that it includes
a lengthy extract from a Babylonian histofical epic. Not enough of the
chronicle is preserved to determine its origm or intent.

The Chronicle of Market Prices contains entries of prices for certain
goods during a few reigns scattered over a long period of time!™. There
ccoms to be no relationship between the prices noted and actual prices
attested in contemporary documents or idealized prices immortalized in
contemporary royal inscriptions. The text is similar in style to relevant
entries in astroromical diaries and may be closely related to those texts.
But nothing definite is known of its origin or purpose.

The Lclectic Chronicle contains brief entries on a variety of subjects
over a long period of time but there is no clear evidence of the rationale
behind it 1%,

Finally, the existence of Assyrian Chronicles must be acknowledged
although little is known about them. Small fragments of five different
chronicles from the Middle Assyiran period are praserved ', There is
evidence that Assvrian Chronicles were used as source material for royal

inscriptions 1.
Historical-Literary Texts

The term “Historical-Literary’ covers a general group of texts which
are literary in the narrow scnse of that word and which are concerned

1 King List 12 sub “Kénigslisten'’ in RIA 5 (in press). More than one
type of Synchronistic King List is known but types other than the one under
discussion are very fragmentarily attested — see King Iists 13-17 sub " Konigs-
listen” in RLA 5.

193 4 BC Chronicle 22.

14 4 BC Chronicle 23.

195 4BC Chronicle 24.

19 Gee the relevant portions of 4BC and the Addenda.

1562 See now. H. Tadmor, FEssays Finkelstein, pp. 209-213.
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mainly with historical or natural events rather than with mythological or
supernatural occurrences'®”. Within this general categdry three basic
genres can be discerned: Prophecy, Historical Epic, and Pseudo-Autobio-
graphy 1%,

Prophecics

An Akkadian Prophecy is a prose composition consisting of a numbher
of “predictions” of past events. It concludes with ecither a “prediction”
of phenomena in the writer's day or with a genuine attempt to forecast
future cvents. The author, in1 other words, uses wvaticinia ex eventu
to establish his credibility and then proceeds to his real purpose
which might be to justify a current idea or institution or to forecast future
doom for a hated enemy. The predictions are divided according to reigns
and often begin with some such phrase as “a prince will arise”’. Although
the kings are never named it is sometimes possible to identify them on the
basis of details provided in the “prophetic” description. The reigns are
characterized as “good’ or “bad” and :he phraseology is borrowed from
omen literature. There is some evidence that the genre has its roots in
Sumerian literature. Comparative material is also known from Egypt in
the form of the Admonitions of Ipu-Wer and the Prophecy of N;rferti,

¥ive Akkadian prophecies are known: the Dynastic Prophecy 1%?, Text
A2 the Uruk Prophecy 2%, the Marduk Prophetic Speech, and the Shulgi
Prophetic Speech 22 All of these works exhibit the basic characteristics
already described. In addition, the documents may be subdivided with
the Dynastic Prophecy, Text A, and the Uruk Prophecy in one group and
the Marduk and Shulgi Prophetic Speeches in another, for the latter are

in the form of an address in the first person while the former are in the
third person.

The Mairduk Prophetic Speech was written during the reign of Nebu-
chadnezzar I (c. 1125-1104 B.c)) and was part of the momentous religious

197 This entire section is based on BHLT. The reader i
. . is refl
portl?::s ’If)lf my lboqlg for fuller discussion and documentati:ne“ed to relevant
hese classifications are modern termns. Ancient Meso otatni
1p;rt;duced compositions exhibiting distinctive features of one ]:)r a:;i;;;“;gﬁ;:
ud, so far as one can tell, they did not explicitly recognize the distinctions
an g&ye names to each group. They did classify literary and scientific works
agcorf ing to series; this was essentially a practical device necessary for ease
gcr;:sez?;xccqlm(lld ﬁtf;agc. uNevertll'leless, the kinds of texts grouped in a given
1 can shed light on the outlook of the ancient cataloguer. A
g:z;(;:éii\cl—é,;cir?ry ’;‘cx:: otm:1 scr}ics, comsisting of the Mirdnk mll‘(]lon“‘ﬁu:ll;;ei
ctic Speeches, is attested and it i ssible 3 loni
Prophetic Llpics P longed s o s possible that some of the Babylonian
‘2:: gHLT Chapter 3.
. See A. K. Grayson and W. G. Lambert, JCS 18
edltloar(;l and note the translation by R. D. Bigés,JANET‘“gs“G(;éf'w for an
© UVE 26/27, p. 87 and Talel 25. ) ‘
03 R. Borger, BiOr 28 (1971) 3-24.



184 A. Grayson

movement of the time, the elevation of the god Marduk to kingship over
the gods. The author “predicts” the three occasions in the past when
Marduk’s statue had been carried off by a foreign invader. Then he “pre-
dicts” the return of the statue in his own time and the peace and prosperity
in the land which ensued.

The purpose of the Shulgi Prophetic Speech is not so apparent since
the text is badly broken, particularly towards the end. The Speech con-
cludes about the time of the fall of the Kassite dynasty or possibly as late
as Nebuchadnezzar 1. The cities Nippur and Babylon with their inhabi-
tants have a prominent role and cne wonders if the text was intended to
lend prophetic support to claims of these cities to privileged status in a
period when these privileges were being challenged.

The Uruk Prophecy is concerned solely with the city Uruk and its
welfare. It concludes with a prediction that the kings of Uruk will rule
the world in a period of plenty. There is no clue to the date of this chau-
vinistic composition.

The Dynastic Prophecy contains a “‘prediction’ of the Tall of Assyria
and Rise of Babylonia, the Fall of Babylonia and Rise of Persia, and the
Fall of Persia and Rise of Macedonia. The concluding portion of the docu-
ment is poorly preserved but may have contained a prophecy of the Fall
of Macedonia. If so, this real attempt at prediction could be an expression
of anti-Seleucid sentiment in Babylonia. Of great assistance in identifying
specific reigns in the Dynastic Prophecy is the inclusion of numbers of
vears the unnamed monarchs ruled.

Although the fifth Akkadian prophecy, Text A, also includes precise
figures for length of reign, the tablet is peorly preserved and there is no
certainty when to date the content nor what the purpose of the compo-
sition was. .

Akkadian Prophecies are not similar to biblical prophecy but they
are similar to @ certain kind of Jewish Ayocalyptic. In style, form, and
rationale there is a striking resemblance to sections of the Book of Daniel
(8:23-25 and 11:3-45). The anonymity of the rulers, the phrase “‘a prince
will arise”, anc the use of wvaficinia ¢x cvenfu are all features they have
in common. Moarcover, the concept of the Rise and Fall of Iimpires in the
Dynastic Prophecy, an idea with its roots in the dynastic tradition of Meso-
potamian chronography, is also found in the Book of Daniel Thus there
is a very close relationship and the Akkadian Prophecies seem to represent
an early stage in the development of ancient Near Ilastern Apocalyptic.

Historical Tipics

Akkadian Historical Tipics are lengthy poetic narratives about the
activities of kings. In contrast to nther Akkadian epics the events described
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are essentially concerned with human rather than mythological figures.
While the epic form is Sumeriar. in origin, the historical epic seems to have
been an Akkadian phenomenon. In fact the gente is apparently not known
in Hebrew, Fgyptian, or Hittite. There are three main groups of historical

epics: TFarly Historical Fpics, Assyrian Historical Tpics, and Babylonian
Historical Iipics.

Farly Historical Lpics

The best preserved text is the King of Battle Lpic, a composition
about Sargon of Akkad's alleged expedition to Anatolia 2, Sargon is the
hero of the tale and is portrayed as having conducted a most arduous and
successful campaign. The existence of a mierchant colony in Anatolia
which is assumed in the narrative, would appear to be anachronistic since'
there is no clear evidence that such a merchant colony existed before
¢. 2000 B.c. and this provides a tentative ferminus ab quo for the recension
of the tale. A terminus anfe guem may be provided by the early Old Baby-
lonian date of a similar story, which may be another version of this epic
from Tell Harmal ®. The composition could be based on legendary mate:
rial passed down from Sargon’s time and could incorporate legendary
material about other heroes. Copies of the epic or closely related compo-
sitions are known from Old Babylonian to Neo-Assyrian times and from
sites both within and without Mesopotamia (Amarna and Boghazksi).
There was even a version in Hittite.

The Naram-Sin Epic is poorly attested but enough is preserved to
recognize that it was a poctic narrative of Naram-Sin's conquest of Api-
shal 2%, Nothing is known of its origin or date. A fragment of an epic in
which the Fall of Ur (c. 2000 p.c.) was described was found at Uruk but
nothing can be said about the ext on the basis of the onc small piece 208,

Assyrian Historical Epics

Only two Assyrian Historical Epics are known, one of Adad-narari I

2 Tor bibliography sce ABC p. 57, n. 60. Tor fragmen itti

. ogt sce . §7, n. GO. € ts of the Hitt
version sce the blbhogra}\)hy in Ii. Laroche, Catalogue dengextes Hittites (1})3;1;2
1971) p. 53, No. 310‘.“ See further H. Hoffner below 14.4 (p. 66). The text
published by H. G. Giiterbock in ZA4 44 (1938) 101-145 is mythological in cha-
ra:lv.:dter.t rlllg discoveries now being made at Ebla may well revolutionize our
;argilsx-%‘il:\.mg of the historical-literary texts concerned with Sargon and

;:: ??C _]J 1} tyalx]x Dijk, Sumer 13 (1957) 99-105.
. e original of this text is missing but Pinches’ copy of it was published
in AfO 13 (1939-41), pls. I-11 (opposite p. 48). It w e 3 & ii
bock,, aA/O 13 . 4é-49, {opp p. 48). was edited by H. G. Giiter-
No 4‘; A. Falkenstein, Literarische Keilschrifttexte aus Uruk (Berlin 1931)
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(c. 1306-1274 1.c) and one of Tukulti-Ninurta I (c. 1243-1207 m.c)) 2,
Only the latter is sufficiently preserved to give somie idea of its content.
It concerns the war between Assvria and Babylonia which ended in the
conquest of Babylonia and the defeat of its king, Kashtiliash. The theme
throughout is the sinful perfidy of the Babylonian wonarch and the right-
cous indignation of his Assyrian counterpart who, when finally compelied
to do battle, fought with unsurpassed courage and skill. This is really a
panegyric of the king, in poetic narrative style, probably written at the
end of the war to celebrate its successful conclusion.

Babylonian Historical Fpics

Several Babylonian Historical Iipics are known but most are preserved
only in a very fragmentary form. “There are three epics about kings of
the second millennium and three epics about the Chaldaean kings in the
first millennium. In addition there is the Verse Account of Nabonidus
which is rather special

The first of the epics about second millennium kings concerns Kuri-
galzu and the preserved portion describes battles successfuly fought by
this king and his gifts of thanks to the god Marduk at the conclusion 2°°,
The second epic, about Adad-shuma-usur, scems to describe a successful
rebellion by officers and nobles of Babylon against Adad-shuma-usur %
The cause of the trouble appears to be neglect of Marduk and Babylon.
After the conflict the penitent king confesses his sins to Marcuk and resto-
res his temple. The third epic concerned with the sccond millennium is
of Nebuchadnezzar 1,710 Ouly the beginning of the text is preserved and
in it is narrated the king's lament over the abserce of the god Marduk
from Babylon. Thz epic must have gone on to describe Nebuchadnezzar's
heroic campaign to Tlam and his victorious return to Babylon with Mar-
duk's statue, deeds which are known from other sources.

Only one of the three epics of Chaldaean kings is sufliciently preserved
to allow discussion and even for this epie, which is about Nabopolassar,
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207 For the Adad-narari I Iipic see the hibliography in ABC p. 57, u. 65
to which add C. Wilcke, ZA 67 [1977) 187-191. Tor the Tukulti-Niuurta I
Tipic sce the study and bibliography of W. G. Lambert, 4f0 18 (1957-58) 38-51
and 1;15. I-IV. A new cdition and study is being prepared by P. Machinist.

o There is also a Babylonian epic fragment in which the siege of Uruk
is described. It was published by R. C. Thompson, The Epic of Gilgamesh
(Oxford 1930) pl. 59 and pp. o1f. Tor discussion and bibliography sce BHILT
. 42, n. 10,
‘ % The epic is known from portions quoted in Chronicle P: Sce ABC
Chronicle 22. A fragment possibly from the same epic is published in BHILT
Chapter 5.

20 B LT Chapter G.

m ], W. King, CT 13, 48 and cf. H. Winckler, Altorientalische Forschungen
1 (Leipzig 1893-97) 542f.

- 8 and 9.
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most of the text is still missing #2. In the preserved portion the defeat
of Assyria and the coronation of Nabopolassar is described and it is rea-
sonable to assume that the entite epic was about Nabopolassar and the
foundation of the Chaldaean Dyrasty. The god Marduk is acknowledged
throughout as the vital force behind these events.

The Verse Account of Nabonidus has the general form and style of a
Babylonian historical epic but is unique in that it is essentially a religio-
political tract 8. It was written in the interests of the Marduk priests at
Babylon with the intention of discrediting and castigating Nabonidus for 7
his alleged sacrilege towards their cult. In addition it was written to curry
favour with the Persian conquerors who are said to have behaved properly
towards Marduk.

The Babylonian historical epics are tendentious works. In each pre-
vails the theme of the supremacy of Marduk over the gods and the ill fate
that befalls a Babylonian king who neglects his worship 24, It is clear
then, that the authors of these epics were partisans and perhaps priests of’
the Marduk cult at Babylon. All the textual material is known from late
copies, most of which came from one school or library. It is very difficult
to establish dates for the original composition of the epics but the reign
of Nebuchadnezzar I (c. 1125-1104 B.c.) is a likely possibility for the texts
about the second millennium. The Chaldacan epics must obviously be
dated later than the events they describe. The Nabonidus Verse Account
was certainly written shortly after the fall of Babylon in 539 B.c. The
fact that Jate copies of all these cpics are extant is a clear reflection of the

o . .
Babylonians' eadeavour in the Persian and Seleucid periods to preserve
their cultural heritage.

Pseudo-Autobiographies

' Pseudo-autobiographies are narrations cast in the form of royal auto-
biographies. Iie phenomena described are mainly military in nature with
legendary overtones. The literary form originates in the Sumerian period.
No examples of such texts are known in Hebrew or Hittite but in Egyptian
a comPosition about Djoser is similar in form. It must be admitted that
there is not yet sufficient text material to establish firmly the existence

2 BHLT Chapter 7. For the other two fragments sce ibid. Chapters
33 8. Smith, BHT pp. 27-97 and pls. V-X. For bibli
, . s. V-X. F 1
p. 57’,“n.I 621:1 (anL::l Addlenda) and R. Bolrger, HKL lorp. xz)glggraphy see ABC
L 1 the Kurigalzu and Adad-shuma-us ipic is th i
nistic. For further discussion sce BHLT Ch;}:tgpflic.s this theme is anachro-
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of such a genre in Akkadian. There is really only one text, the Cuthaean
Legend of Naram-Sin, which is sufficiently preserved to allow analysis #5.

The Cuthaean Iegend of Naram-Sin is a story of how Naram-Sin
failed time and again to defeat invading hordes #¢. The reason for this,
according to the text, was his refusal to heed the omens. The story con-
cludes with an exhortation to a later prince to learn from this tale of woe

and conduct himscl accordingly. It is a didactic decument, intended to

. . 2
convince contemporary and future monarchs of the power of the diviner 27,

Tart D
Ideas of the Past

Any attempt to synthesize in a few pages the attitude of the Assyrians
and Babylonians towards their past is fraught with difficulty. The maj'or
problems have hecome obvious by this time and I need only summarize
them and briefly mention one or two more. There is the Sumerian back-
ground; there are the differences bhetween Assyrians and Babylonifmsj;
there is a time span of almost two thousand years; there are local peculiari-
ties such as differences one might find in the attitude at Babylon and Sip-
par; aud there is the possibility of differences of attitude on the part of

“schools” or even individuals. In the subsequent synthesis all of these

basic considerations must be kept in mind.

215 The Sargon Birth Tegend scems to belong to this genre. The text
begins with a tale of Sargon’s birtly and upbringing and then lists his conquests.
The inscription breaks off at this point. Two other fragmentary texts — Hd
Tadmor, JNES 17 (1958) 137-139 and W. G. Lambert, CT 46, Nos. 49 an
50 — seein to be of a similar literary type; they both concern hostilities with
Iilam during the latter half of the second millennium. For bibliography of
all this material and other possible fragments of this genre sce BHLT p. 8,
% 11 to which add R. Labat, Les Religions du Droche-Orient A;}attquq(l’ans
1970) 307f. The recognition that the "Marduk Autobiography’ was in fact
part of the ““Marduk Prophetic Spccih"f — sct? R. Borger, BiOr 28 (1971) 3-24
2 eliminated one of the major texts from the group.

elil‘lﬂlF’;tr the late recension] of this text sce O. Gurney, AnSt 5 (1955) 93-113
and 6 (1956) 163f. and note R. Labat, Religions (op. cit. n. 215) pp. 309-8;5.
An Old Babylonian version was published by J. J. Finkelstein, JCS 11 (1: 7}
83-88. For the Hittite version see H. G. Giiterbock, _ZA 44‘(1938) 49-67,3—1.
Hoffuer, JCS 23 (1970) 17-22 and helow 14.2-3 (pp. 65f.). For further bib xg-
graphy sce BHLT p. 8 n. 10, to which add M. Astour, JBL 95 (1976) §72-579.

117 The kind of divination practised is extispicy. A. I. Oppenheim has
suggested in Centaurus 14 (1969) 124f. that astrology was ‘thg conumon form
of divination practised by late Assyrian kings an‘d that cxtispicy had become
a specialized technique ‘of restricted application . If this is so, perhaps one
could regard this text as a protest written on behalf of the extispices. Re evS.'.mlt
is the fact that the theme outlined is apparent only in the late recension (Sul-
tantepe and Kouyunjik) of the Cuthacan Legend. Ferlier recension (Old Ba.
Lylonian and texts in both Akkaldian and Hittite from Boghazkdi) are t;)o
fragmentary to ascertain their overall form and purpose. The reference in the
Hittite text — ZA 44 (1938) 56f. — to incubation 1s an indication that an
entirely different kind of divination was prectised in that version.

Assyria and Babylonia 189

The Assyrians and Babylonians were abundantly interested in the
past and the reasons for this interest, which largely go back to Sumerian
times, were multiple. A common motive was the use of the past for propa-
gandistic or didactic purposes. Causes could he furthered znd ideas disse-
minated by means of compositions about former times. The Synchronistic
History, the Weidner Chronicle. the Nahonidus Verse Account, the Epic
of Tukulti-Ninurta I, the Cuthacan I.egend of Naram-Sin, and the Pro-
phetic Speeches of Marduk and Shulgi are each examples of the past being
used to justify and further a specific dectrine or view. The Babylonian
Historical Iipics are certainly tendentious works and a reason for their
composition, or at least for the recension of the versions that are preserved,
may have been the championing and spread of the tenct of the supremacy
of Marduk. _

Chauvinism, a phenomenon closely related to propaganda, is a strong
element-in some of the texts just mentioned, particularly the Synchronistic
History and the Epic of Tukulti-Ninurta I. The fact that most of the
Babylonian Eistorical ipics are known from copies of the Persian or Seleu-
cid period suggests the possibility that they represent an attempt to en-
courage national pride.

The Dynastic Prophecy may embody an even stronger sentiment
— hatred of the Seleucid hegemony — if its concluding portion actually
does forecast doom for the Macedonians. Berossos, on the other hand,
in choosing to write in Greek shows a sincere interest in teaching the Mace-
donians about Babylonian history. Thus propagandistic and didactic rea-
sons lic behind a large number of Assytian and Babylonian compositions
about the past.

Another motive evident from our study of the historiographical genres
is found in the legendary figure, the superhero”. It is a well known pheno-
menon in both oral and literary tradition that on occasion special circum-
stances at a particular point in ‘ime and exceptional capabilities of a parti-
cular human being fuse to produce a hero who performs astounding deeds
which become enshrined in legend. In Mesopotamia such a figure was
Sargon of Akkad. By the same token Naram-Sin represents a kind of
anti-hero in that he suffered incredible catastrophes. Fach of these figures
came to be enveloped in a complex legendary tradition that eventually, in
its written form, was embodied in a variety of literary forms #18.

218 Tor Naram-Sin there are no less than five different literary composi-
tions attested and they represent three different genres. See A. K. Grayson
and . Sollberger, RA 70 (1976} 103-128. In content there are connections
between the various texts but the narrative of each is distinct. In addition,
Naram-Sin is an important figure in chronicles and historical omens and some
of his royal inscriptions were preserved ir scribal copies. Further see H. G.
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A practical side to the interest in the past of the Assyrians and Baby-
lonians, as well as of the Sumerians, is abundantly evident. 'This appears
in the date lists, king lists, and Assyrian eponym lists, all of which were
intended as calendrical or chronological aids. Another practical use of
history was in the realm of divination. ‘The diviners occasionally used
‘historical’ references as omen apodoses. Thus an omen on the liver imight
be interpreted as “The omen of Sargon who marched to the West Land
and conquered the West Land” or "“The omen of Naram-Sin whe marched
against Apishal, breached the wall, and captured Rish-Adad the king of
Apishat”. The historical omens are often gnecdotal and even bizarre:
“The omen of Rimush whose servants killed him with their cylinder seals’’.
‘I'his reminds one of popular historical reminiscences as found in school-
boy’s history ("“King Alfred burnt the peasant’s tarts’’) and nursery thymes
{(""I'he grand old duke of York, he had ten thousand men’’). The content
of such sources is not very informative for the modera historian but the
reliability of the facts can hardly be questioned, a point which Finkelstein
has convincingly demonstrated. A Mesopotamian diviner living at other
times in other lands might have written: ““The omen of Absalom who was
killed while hanging from the thick branches of a great oak’; “The omen
of sultan Alp Arslan who died tripping over his beard’; or ‘“The omen
of King Edward VIII who was removed from his throne when he fell in
love with an American divorcee’ 2%

The astronomical diaries had both calendrical and astrological uses
for it appears that they were used as a source of new omens by the astrolo-
gers. ‘The extraction of the sections on political and military history from
these astronomical diaries to form the Babylonian Chronicle Series had
different motivation and 20, as 1 have already suggested, this may have

Giiterbock, ZA 42 (1934) 11-13. In the first millennium such figutes as Semi-
ramis and Ahiqar seein to have sparked the same kind of legendary development.

218 On historical omens see L. F. Weidner, MAOG 4 (1928-9) 226ff.; J.
Nougayrol, Ecole Pratique des Hautes Ftudes 5° section Annuawe 1944-45,
pp. 1-41; A. Goetze, JCS 1 (1947) 253-265; and J. J. Finkelstein, PAPS 107
(1963) 461-472; E. Reiner, Anatolian Studies Presented to H. G Giiterbock
(Istanbul 1974) pp. 257-261. The fact that the incidents are bizarre is no reason
to question their historicity, a confusion which has appeared in recent, otherwise
excellent, publications: P. Michalowski, Or 46 (1977) 220 and L Starr, JCS
29 (1977) 162. In the latter publication there is an unfortunate misunderstand-
ing in that Rm 2, 553:2f. is restored in such a way as to yicld two conflicting
vorsions of Amat-Sucna’s death and this is regarded as proof of the factual
unreliability of historical omens. A restoration is inadequate evidence for such
a bold assumption and in this case the natural reconstruction would be: "“The
omen of Amar-Suena, the king, who |was injured) by the goring of an ox (and)
he died by the hite of a shoe”.

220 A" prognostic motivation has been propesed with regard to the Chro-
nicle of Early Kings, the Weidner Chronicle, and the Religious Chronicle. As
1 have shown in La Divination en Mésopotamic Ancienne, XIVe Rencontre

Assyria and Babylonia 191

been recognition of intrinsic value in a concise and accurate record of
Babylonian history.

Related tc Assyrian and Babylonian ideas of the past is their concern
that certain matters should be remembered in the future. It was this
concern that prompted the writing of royal inscriptions, particularly the
commemorative texts 22, A frequient theme in the commemorative inscrip-
tions is that the recorded deeds sirpass anything done by eairlier monarchs.
The royal inscriptions are really egotistical boasts, with pious overtones,
to future peoples of the king’s accomplishments.

Passing on from the reasons which inspired Assyrians and Babylonians
to write about their past, therc arc features of this interest and of their
view of the world in general which deserve our attention. In the ancient
Mesopotamian IVeltanschauung natural and supernatural matters were
tightly intcrwoven. Any disruption among the gods had its immediate
effect upon earth for the gods coastantly moved in both celestial ‘and mun-
dane spleres. Fach god had one or more specific arcas of activity and
these were delineated by $imatu, a term we usually translate as “fates”
or “destinies”. Within his designated arca or areas any god could act
freely. Thus the god Fa was responsible for clever deeds and was called
upon whenever cunning was required, Shamash, the sun god and supreme
judge, was invoked whenever justice was in question. All events on earth
had their origin in and were controlled by heavenly powers. Causation,
the bogey of modern historiographers, was no problem to the ancient
Mesopotamian; all things were ordered by the gods.

T'o the ancient Assyrian and Babylonian, past, present, and future
were afl part of one continuous stream of events in heaven and earth. There
was a beginning in the distant past, but there was no middle or end. Gods
and men continued ad tnfinitum. ‘There is no evidence in Babylonian

thought of any eschatology nor is there any place for a cyclical view of
history 222.

Assyriologique Internationale (Paris 1966) pp. 69-76 a link between these
chironicles and divination is more apparent than real. The carly section of the
Chronicle of Early Kings is certainly extracted from omen collections but,

_as in the case of the Babylonian Chronicle Series, the motive surely must be

unrelated to. divination. Otherwise why would the protases be omitted?
. The Tukulti-Ninurta I Epic, the only Assyrian Histerical Epic suffi-
c'lcntly.' preserved to allow :_atudy, scems also to be commemorative in nature
since it was apparently written to celebrate the successful conclusion of the
war with Babylonia. At the same time there is an element of self-justification
u}hergnt in the work. The Assyrian letters to the god seem to have their raison
d'étre in the king's sense of need tc render an accounting to his god and subjects.
It is possible that this motive was behind the royal inscriptions but it is not
as apgarent
222 See BHILT p. 21, n. 34.
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The central position of the king and his relations with the gods are
salient features of the historiographical texts. In particular the monarch's
building activity is a predominant concern of the royal inscriptions through-
out Assyrian and Babylonian history. In addition, in Assyria the military
endeavours of the king very early attract interest while in Babylonia this
becomes a feature only in the late period, in the chronicles. There is, of
course, a correlation between the-period when the interest in military
activity appears and the period when each nation was an important mili-
tary power.

Another characteristic worthy of notice is the attitude towards king-
ship displayed in these texts. The concept of dynasties appears very early,
in the king lists, and is an idea peculiar to Babylonia (as opposed to Assyria).
This dynastic view involved belief in the linear descent of kingship and
is attested in Babyvlonia as late as the Hellenistic period. The concept
of the “rise” and "“fall” of empires, which appears in the late period in the
Dynastic Prophecy, is an aspect of this dynastic theory. In Assyria the
dynastic idea never appeared; the Assyrians viewed their monarchy as
one continuous roval line.

There are other features of interest. The legal fiction embodied in
the Synchronistic History reflects the importance of law in ancient Meso-
potamian society. The portrayal of reigns as ‘‘good”” or “bad” in the Pro-
phecies is a concept from the realm of divination 2222 The accretion to
central figures of legendary material from various sources is a universal
phenomenon and not peculiar to Assyria and Babylonia. Finally, the custom
of sclecting “important cvents”, all of which focus on the kiag, has its
origin in the third millennium in date lists and is the principle still followed
by the Babylonian chroniclers in the first millennium,

The question arises whether there are certain periods in Assyrian and
Babylonian history when there is a pronounced interest in the past. This
is the case in at least two instances. In Babylonia about the time of Nebu-
chadunezzar T (c. 1125-1104 B.c.) momentous religious developments were
taking place * and a need was felt for historical justification for these
which apparently resulted in the composition of some of the works discussed
in Part C2, Another period was the Hellenistic Age when Babylonians,
dominated by forcigners, attempted not only to preserve their dying cul-
ture but also, if my suggestion with regard to the late copies of the Baby-

2228 Cf, P. Michalowski, Essays Finkelstein, pp. 155-157.

223 See W. (. Lambert, ““The Reign of Nebuchadnezzar I: A Turning
Point in the History of Ancient Mesopotamian Religion’' in W. 8. McCullough
(ed.), The Seed of Wisdom: Essays in Honour of T. . Meek (Toronto 1964) 3-13.

224 The Marduk Prophetic Speech and the Historical Epics about Kuri-
galzu, Adad-shuma-usur, and Nebuchadnezzar 1.
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lonian Historical Epics is valid, to promote a sense of pride in themselves 3,
It should be remembered with regard to periods of particular interest in
the past that in the mid-eighth century ».c. a decision was taken to record
details of as:ronomical and mundane events in a systematic manner 22,

A word must be said at this point about relations with foreign cultures.
There is no evidence of foreign influence, if we exclude Sumerian civili-
zation, on the Assyrian and Babylonian interest in the past or its mode of
expression. On the other hand, there is some indication of an Assyrian
and Babylonian impact on other cultures in this sphere. Urartian royal
inscriptions are clearly modelled after, and frequently in the same language
as, Assyrian royal inscriptions 22'. It would seem that Elamite royal inscrip-
tions were also influenced by ancient Mesopotamian forms 226, Copies of
historical-literary texts about Sargon have been found in Egyptian (Amar-
na) and Hittite (Boghazksi) territory and, in the latter case, similar works
about Naram-Sin have also been discovered. There were even versions
of these texts in the Hittite language found at Boghazkéi. Finally, a link
between the Akkadian Prophecies and ancient Near Eastern apocalyptic
has been established.

A matter which requires discussion is the fact that there is no word
in Akkadian, nor in Sumerian, for “history’”’. But neither is there a word
for “literature””, "‘theology’’, ‘jurisprudence”, “science”, etc. This lac
points to a basic difference in outlook between modern Western man and
the ancient Assyrian and Babylonian. The lcarned lore of the ancient
Mesopotamian certainly included all of the subjects just mentioned but
his conceptualization and categorizatior of learning was different. An
indication of his view may be found in the ancient lists.

The ancient Mesopotamian scribes compiled extensive lists of names
— lists of plent names, lists of animal names, lists of professional names,
lists of god names, even lists of personal names. These lists had practical
value for the ancient scribe and were used much like a modern dictionary,

5 Both Assyrian and Babylonian kings show in their royal inscriptions
a great interest in finding carlier objects and foundation inscriptions when
renovating a building. This interest is particularly apparent with the last of
the Chaldacan kings, Nabonidus. See Berger, NBK Pp. 92-94.

228 This is the beginning of the “Nahu-nasir Era’” — see above n. 161.
No one has yet offered a satisfactory explanation of this phenomenon. F. X.
Kugler, Sternhunde und Stevndienst in Babel (Munster 1907-35) 362-371 attri-
buted the motive to the singular astronomical phenomena which occurred in
the first year of Nabu-nasir's reign.

27 See G A. Melikidvili, Urartskié klinoobrazn'ie nadpisi (Moscow 1960)
for a full corpus of Urartian inscriptions. On the relation with Assyrian royal
nscriptions cf. T. Beran in H. Schmékel (ed.), Kulturgeschichte des Alten Orient
(Stuttgart 1961) ]). 624.

#8 Tor a full corpus of Elanite royal inscriptions see F. W. Kénig, Die
Elamischen Kinigsinschriften (AfO Beilieft 16; Graz 1965)



