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ASSESSING PERSIAN KINGSHIP IN THE NEAR EAST:
AN INTRODUCTION

Jason M. Silverman and Caroline Waerzeggers

This volume results from an international symposium of the same name
held in Leiden, the Netherlands, on 18-20 June 2014. The symposium
grew out of a recognition that the various disciplines which deal with Ach-
aemenid hegemony offer starkly different assessments of Persian kingship.
While Assyriologists treat Cyrus’s heirs as legitimate successors of the Bab-
ylonian kings, biblical scholars often speak of a “kingless era” in which the
priesthood took over the function of the Davidic monarch. Egyptologists
see their land as uniquely independently minded despite conquests, while
Hellenistic scholarship tends to evaluate the interface between Hellenism
and native traditions without reference to the previous two centuries of
Persian rule. This discrepancy prompted us to seek a broader context for
assessing interactions with the experience of Persian kingship, and to dis-
cover how much these differing assessments were due to diversity within
the empire and how much they were due to disciplinary assumptions.
The issue of Persian kingship in fact highlights how sequestered the
various specialists who deal with the Achaemenid Empire often remain.
Though the value of comparative perspectives for the Persian Empire
and the ancient Near East more broadly is widely recognized,! real cross-
pollination between the specializations is difficult. The symposium and
this volume attempted to bring together in dialogue as broad an array of
scholars as possible. A deliberate emphasis on representing the major sub-
disciplines as well as more peripheral or less commonly discussed regions

1. Especially thanks to the active effort at promoting integrative approaches to
the Persian Empire by the Achaemenid History workshops (Leiden: NINO) and the
conferences published in the Persika (Paris: de Boccard) and Classica et Orientalia
(Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz) series.
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2 SILVERMAN AND WAERZEGGERS

and cultures guided the initial invitations and the call for papers. The fields
of Assyriology, Egyptology, Iranology, Classics, and Biblical Studies were
represented. It is to be regretted that despite our best efforts neither East-
ern Iran nor India were able to be included, nor were the Arsacids. The
structure of the three days of the conference was by geographical area,
and this remains in the volume. We hope the variety here will encourage
increased cooperative work within Achaemenid studies.

Kingship is as much cultural and social as it is political. In practi-
cal terms this means any interactions between rulers and the ruled must
always negotiate historical and cultural legacies as much as expediencies
of realpolitik. It follows from this that any assessment of the impact of a
political system—in this case that of the Persian kings—requires both an
understanding of previous systems and the resulting legacy among subse-
quent systems. While political allegiance or rebellion are of course impor-
tant elements, the real impact on society is much broader. The questions
we hoped to address therefore included such ones as how did recollection
of past experiences of kingship inform positions vis-a-vis the reigning (and
later the defunct) Persian monarchy? How did the experience of Persian
kingship affect discourse on “native” kingship in the Hellenistic successor
states? What were responses in terms of memory and the conceptualiza-
tion of “ideal” kingship as it was informed by cultural expectations?

To provide a framework for these questions around Persian kingship
we chose the anthropological concept of political memory. “Memory” car-
ries important contemporary methodological and ethical implications, in
terms of historiography and public commemoration.? Additionally, a few
biblical scholars working in the “Persian Period” have already appealed to
“memory” as a concept, mostly spearheaded by Ehud Ben Zvi and Diana
V. Edelman. In these studies, the concern has largely been the texts of
the Hebrew Bible, often with an eye towards questions of Judaean iden-
tity.> Our concern in this book, however, is with “memory” as a concept

2. See, e.g., Paul Ricoeur, Memory, History, Forgetting (trans. K. Blamey and D.
Pellauer; Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2004).

3. E.g., Ehud Ben Zvi, “On Social Memory and Identity Formation in Late Per-
sian Yehud: A Historian’s Viewpoint with a Focus on Prophetic Literature, Chroni-
cles, and the Deuteronomistic Historical Collection,” in Texts, Contexts and Readings
in Postexilic Literature: Explorations into Historiography and Identity Negotiation in
Hebrew Bible and Related Texts (ed. L. Jonker; Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2011), 95-148;
Ehud Ben Zvi and Christoph Levin, eds., Remembering and Forgetting in Early Second
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useful for social history. The idea of collective memory as a sociological
concept is often credited to Halbwachs,* who closely linked group iden-
tity and collective memory. Memory is an important element in cultural
identity, but its social implications cannot be restricted to identity per se.®
More modern approaches to collective memory, which Barbara A. Misztal
has called “dynamics of memory” approaches, rather emphasize the com-
plex interactions between historical events, power ideologies, and social
values represented in memory.® This means the past is indeed shaped by
the needs of the present, but within the constraints of historical givens
and a variety of social realities. For investigations into the Achaemenid
Empire, therefore, social memory provides an angle to view long-term,
dynamic interactions between the ancient cultures of the ancient Near
East and their Persian overlords. These are not restricted merely to issues
of “ethnicity” or instrumental politics—both of course important—but to
the shaping of social values and worldviews as well, both present politics
and the sort of politics deemed possible. Moreover, Paul Ricoeur’s distinc-
tion between memories which are of singular events and those which are
“paradigmatic” is particularly useful for this volume’s theme.” The import
of political memory is not restricted to the recollection of particular events
remembered for changing what is deemed normal, but also the memory
of the very concept of what is typical or normative. The issue is, in this
context, not merely one of historical reconstructions of single events, but
how the past was used socially to shape society and its understanding of
its past, in the past.

Temple Judah (FAT 85; Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2012); Diana V. Edelman and Ehud
Ben Zvi, eds., Remembering Biblical Figures in the Late Persian and Early Hellenis-
tic Periods: Social Memory and Imagination (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2013);
Diana V. Edelman and Ehud Ben Zvi, eds., The City in Biblical Memory (Winona Lake,
Ind.: Eisenbrauns, forthcoming).

4. Maurice Halbwachs, On Collective Memory (trans. L. A. Coser; Chicago: Uni-
versity of Chicago, 1992); Jan Assmann and John Czaplicka, “Collective Memory and
Cultural Identity,” New German Critique 65 (1995): 125; Barbara A. Misztal, Theories
of Social Remembering (Maidenhead: Open University, 2003), 51; Ricceur, Memory,
History, Forgetting, 120; Anne Whitehead, Memory: the New Critical Idiom (London:
Routledge, 2009), 123.

5. Though it is still closely linked in some scholarship, e.g., Assmann and
Czaplicka, “Collective Memory and Cultural Identity”

6. Misztal, Theories of Social Remembering, 67-74.

7. Ricceur, Memory, History, Forgetting, 23.
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This volume comprises revised presentations from the 2014 sympo-
sium plus an additional contribution by Melanie Wasmuth, this introduc-
tion, and an overall critical assessment by R. J. van der Spek, who was also
present at the symposium. We regret that not all of the participants of the
symposium were able to contribute to this publication, especially with the
resulting loss of discussion of certain areas of the empire (sadly even the
heartland itself), but we trust the ones collected here profitably explore the
issues from a variety of perspectives.

The collection begins with a discussion of the Kingdom-cum-Satrapy
of Lydia. Eduard Rung considers the notable lack of Lydian independence
efforts through two topics; two early appointments by Cyrus the Great
(Tabalus and Pactyes) and the early (and only attested) Lydian revolt by
Pactyes. In his analysis, native elites were totally replaced from the Lydian
administration following the revolt leading to the memory of Croesus’s
kingdom losing any local political effectiveness.

Bjorn Anderson discusses the problematic issue of Persian Arabia.
Noting the difficulties in assessing Arabia as it existed under the Achaeme-
nids, Anderson instead turns towards later memory of the Persians among
the Nabatean elite. He sees the imperial artistic program of the Achaeme-
nids recalled in several motifs and designs in Petra. Even in this much later
era, he sees the Achaemenids as providing some of the tools whereby the
new rulers could assert their claims to legitimacy.

Three contributors discuss memory within Babylonia. John P. Nielsen
surveys how the reign of Nebuchadnezzar I played a role in elite Baby-
lonia’s engagement with the Persian rulers, in particular, his campaign
against Elam. This memory was flexible enough to reflect their changing
fortunes and perspectives, even as the role of Marduk grew through time.
Geert de Breucker reads the Babylonian tradition of historiography as part
of an elitist Babylonian attempt to define their identity in the wake of the
loss of political indepedence. In a similar vein, Caroline Waerzeggers uses
memory as a framework to offer a new interpretation of the Nabonidus
Chronicle as a literary text about the past addressing concerns in a post-
Persian, Hellenistic present.

The two periods of domination in Egypt are addressed by four schol-
ars. Olaf E. Kaper presents new evidence for Petubasis III from the Dakhla
Oasis, analyzing it as the background for Cambysess “lost” army from
Herodotus and as the reason for Darius I's intense interest in the Oasis.
Kvéta Smolarikova discusses Udjahorresnet as a key mediator between the
Egyptian past and the Persian present, with reference to the necropolis in
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which he was buried. Melanie Wasmuth argues that the use of iconogra-
phy evinces differing strategies of political representation between Egypt
and the heartland under Darius I, and finds echoes of his strategy under
Artaxerxes III. Colburn takes up the period of the second Persian domi-
nation, noting that much of the received memory of this period has been
filtered through Ptolemaic eyes. He thus seeks to nuance the negative por-
trayal through discussion of the tomb of Petosiris.

Seth Bledsoe deals with the Aramaic literature found at Elephantine.
He reads both the story and the proverbs in Ahigar, which discuss the
Assyrian king and kingship, in the context of a Persian military colony.
He argues this provides evidence for some of these mercenaries’ complex
views on the Persian king.

Two contributors deal with the use of the Achaemenids in Hellenistic
and Roman discourse. Benedikt Eckhardt analyzes four post-Achaemenid
dynasties: the Frataraka of Fars, Antiochus of Commagene, the Mithri-
datids of Pontus, and the Hasmoneans. He argues that while all four used
constructions of Achaemenid policy as self-justifications, they were fab-
ricated for their immediate usage rather than being surviving memories.
Alesandr V. Makhlaiuk narrates the Roman inheritance of Greek Oriental-
izing perspectives on the Persians, and their myriad uses within Roman
attempts at justification and self-definition.

Yehud’s interaction with the Persians is the focus of five contributions.
Ian Douglas Wilson reads the competing visions of kingship within the
Hebrew Bible within an Achaemenid context: seeing at least three strands
of thought vis-a-vis foreign (Persian) kings, amongst other debated per-
spectives. For him, this is not a matter of schools, but of debates within a
narrow set of Yehud elites. Christine Mitchell reads Chronicles” depiction
of kingship in the context of Darius I's model of kingship. Positing a con-
nection with Aramaic scribal training, Mitchell finds thematic and termi-
nological affinities between the visions of kingship found in both, though
the two visions are not identical. Lisbeth Fried compares the intermar-
riage ban in Ezra-Nehemiah with the Law of Pericles in Athens to argue
the reasons were primarily fiscal, and were imposed by the Persians to
maintain monetary control. Kiyan Foroutan objects to recent attempts to
read Neh 2 as evidence concerning Zoroastrianism, and instead focuses
on what it says about Judaean views on the Achaemenid kings. Jason M.
Silverman argues that the development of Messianic expectations in later
Second Temple Judaism reflects the influence of Persian ideas of kingship,
rather than the ideology of the Iron Age monarchy.
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The volume closes with a synthesis and evaluation of the sympo-
sium and this collection by van der Spek. He is particularly struck by
the varied uses of memory, ones which defy a broad pattern due to the
contingent nature of their deployment. The Persian Empire nevertheless
has had a powerful impact on the course of history, and will continue to
challenge scholarship.

Though this volume focuses on a seemingly narrow topic—the
memory of Persian kingship—it traverses a rich terrain of material, and
it highlights the benefits to more regional specializations of taking the
broader imperial context seriously. We hope this volume will help spur on
even more collaborative work on the Persian Empire.
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THE END OF THE LYyDIAN KINGDOM
AND THE LYDIANS AFTER CROESUS*

Eduard Rung (Kazan Federal University)

The collapse of the Mermnad dynasty was final. Over the centuries no
other Lydian dynasty appeared that sought to re-establish the Lydian king-
dom, and there were no noble Lydians who intended to take control of
Lydia again.! At first glance, this was due to the process of Persian coloni-
zation (and Iranization) of Lydia.? The Greek narrative is very scanty about
native Lydians who were involved in the government of the Lydian satrapy.
As we can judge from classical sources, all key offices were in the hands
of the Median-Persian nobility. But why did this happen? The aim of this
paper is to consider the transition from the Lydian kingdom to the Lydian
satrapy. I will pay attention to two important aspects of this topic: (1) the

* This paper has been completed with the financial support of the Russian Scien-
tific Foundation for Humanities (project No. 13-01-00088 “Patriotism and Treason in
the Ancient World”) and DAAD scholarship (project A/14/71406 “The Achaemenid
Imperial Diplomacy and its Assyro-Babylonian Background”). I would like to express
my sincere thanks to Professors Josef Wiesehofer (Christian Albrecht University of
Kiel, Germany) and Christopher Tuplin (University of Liverpool, UK) for reading
the draft of my paper and commenting on my ideas; possible errors and omissions
are my own.

1. The situation was unlike that in Caria, Lycia, Babylonia, Egypt and some other
countries where the local elites participated with the Persians in the government of
their own region. On Caria see, for example, Simon Hornblower, Mausolus (Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1982); Stephen Ruzicka, Politics of a Persian Dynasty: The Hecatom-
nids in the Fourth Century B.C. (Norman, Okla.: University of Oklahoma Press, 1992).
On Lycia, see Antony Keen, Dynastic Lycia: A Political History of the Lycians and Their
Relations with Foreign Powers, c. 545-362 B.C. (Leiden: Brill, 1998).

2. On the Persian colonization of Lydia, see Nicholas Sekunda, “Achaemenid
Colonization of Lydia,” REA 87 (1985): 7-30.
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administration of Tabalus and Pactyes, and (2) the rebellion of Pactyes and
its influence on Lydian history.

THE ADMINISTRATION OF TABALUS AND PACTYES IN LYDIA

Herodotus (1.153) says that after the conquest of the Lydian Kingdom,
Cyrus the Great appointed two officials in Lydia: one was a Persian (Taba-
lus) and the other one a Lydian (Pactyes):

Presently, entrusting Sardis to a Persian called Tabalus, and instructing
Pactyes, a Lydian, to take charge of the gold of Croesus and the Lydians,
he himself marched away to Ecbatana.® (Hist. 1.153 [Godley, LCL])

Probably Pactyes was subordinate to Tabalus as we can infer from Herodo-
tus’s statement (1.154) that later he made the Lydians revolt against Taba-
lus and Cyrus. However, the Persian ethnicity of Tabalus in Herodotus’s
account raises some doubts. On the one hand, the name Tafatog does
not occur again in Persian onomastics.* On the other hand, some evi-

3. Meanwhile, these events may be reported by the famous Nabonidus Chroni-
cle (ABC 7 ii: 16), which, according to a recent reading by Robartus J. van der Spek
(“Cyrus the Great, Exiles, and Foreign Gods: A Comparison of Assyrian and Persian
Policies on Subject Nations,” in Extraction and Control: Studies in Honor of Matthew
W. Stolper [SAOC 68; ed. M. Kozuh et al.; Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2014],
256 n. 184) states: “in the month iyyar (Cyrus) [mar]ched to Ly[dia]. He killed its
king, he took its valuables (and) a garrison of his own he stationed in it! Afterwards
he had his garrison and the royal treasury! (bit Sarri) in it” It may be very attractive to
consider that the Persian garrison, mentioned by the chronicle, was commanded by
Tabalus, and that Croesus’s valuables and the royal treasury were supervised by Pac-
tyes. But there is disagreement among specialists whether the Nabonidus Chronicle
mentions Cyrus’s conquest of Lydia at all; it has been suggested that the passage in
question refers to the conquest of Urartu (Robert Rollinger, “The Median ‘Empire,
the End of Urartu and Cyrus the Great’s Campaign in 547 B.C. [Nabonidus Chron-
icle ii.16],” Ancient East and West 7 [2008]: 51-65), though the collation by a group
of Assyriologists reported by van der Spek, “Cyrus the Great,” 256 (n. 184) seems to
render Rollinger’s proposal untenable. See also Xen., Cyr. 7.4.12.

4. Ferdinand Justi, Iranisches Namenbuch (Marburg: Elwert, 1895), 318 had no
comments on the origin of this name. Jack M. Balcer, A Prosopographical Study of
the Ancient Persians Royal and Noble, c. 550-450 B.C. (Lewiston, N.Y.: Edwin Mellen,
1993), 66 completely accepts Herodotus’s view of Tabalus as a Persian. Riidiger Schmitt,
Iranisches Personennamenbuch, vol. 5A: Iranische Personennamen in der griechischen
Literatur vor Alexander d. Gr. (Vienna: Verlag der Osterreichische Akademie der Wis-
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dence strongly suggests a Lydian origin of Tafa)os. The country of Tabal
was situated on the valley of the Halys river and is known from Assyrian
sources of the first millennium B.c.E.> TdBaAa was a Lydian town near the
river Hermus, known from coins dating to the second and third centuries
c.E.® There is an inscription from Lydia that refers to a dedication to @eolg
TaBainvois (TAM V 1-2. 9.2). Another inscription reports of % Tafaéwy
yepovaia (140/1 c.e.: TAM V 1-2. 194). Stephanus Byzantinus (s.v. Tafat)

senschaften, 2011), 355 notes: “Iranische Herkunft des Namens ist trotz der ausdriick-
lichen Ethnos-Angabe schon wegen des -A- recht unwarscheinlich” However, he does
not conclude clearly that Tabalus was a Lydian. Alvin H. M. Stonecipher, Graeco-
Persian Names (New York: American Book Company, 1918), 63 deduced the name of
TdBaros from Tafoddns, a name that does not occur in Greek sources but that could
be composed perhaps of Old Persian tavah (“power”) and *ula (“desire”). Roland G.
Kent, Old Persian: Grammar, Text, Lexicon (New Haven, Conn.: American Oriental
Society, 1950), 186 translates tav- as “be strong” and Rudiger Schmitt, Worterbuch
der altpersischen Konigsinschriften (Wiesbaden: Reichert, 2014), 252-53 refers to a
verb fav- as “be strong/be able” (stark/imstande sein) and to an adjective taviyah as
“stronger” (starker). However, no known personal names in Old Persian derive from
tav- (such names are absent in Justi, Iranisches Namenbuch and Manfred Mayerhofer,
Iranisches Personennamenbuch, vol. 1: Die altiranischen Namen [Vienna: Verlag der
Osterreichische Akademie der Wissenschaften, 1979]). However, it is proposed that
the Elamite personal name Tu-mamar-re-me-a (PF 1829: 2-3) is a loanword from
*Tavarévaya- (a hypocorism of Tava-raiva, “who he is strong and rich”), the Babylo-
nian personal names Tu-u-tuy (PF 85: 3) from *Tavata- (-ata- extension of tav-, “he
is strong”) and Tu-me-e-a from *Tavaya (-ya extension of fav-). An alternative might
be to assume that a genuine Persian name *Tapara- (“axe’, in New Persian -tabar,
“origin”) was misreported, perhaps because of the influence of Anatolian names (Jan
Tavernier, Iranica in the Achaemenid Period (ca. 550-330 B.C.): Lexicon of Old Ira-
nian Proper Names and Loanwords Attested in Non-Iranian Texts [OLA 158; Leuven:
Peeters, 2007], 322-23).

5. Assyrian Tabal, biblical Tubal, Greek TiBapyvoi: Trevor Bryce, The Routledge
Handbook of The Peoples and Places of Ancient Western Asia: The Near East from the
Early Bronze Age to the Fall of the Persian Empire (London: Routledge, 2009), 682-85.

6. SNG Cop. 563, 565, 566, 567; SNG von Aulock 566, 3190, 3192, 3193. William
H. Buckler and David M. Robinson, “Greek Inscriptions from Sardes I, AJA 16 (1912):
49-51 refer to the Lydian town of ToBaAuoupa and consider its name as a compound
“from the Semitic Tobal and the ending -moura, Tobal-moura” The scholars further
conclude: “The Tubal or Tobal (cf. Tobal-Cain) or Tabali of Assyrian inscriptions are
identified with the Tibareni who lived beyond the Thermodon, on the southern shore
of the Black Sea.... With the Tubal or Tobal might be connected not only Tobal-moura
but also the Lydian Tabala ..., and the Persian name Tabalus” (these scholars accept
that the name of Tabalus was Persian).
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mentions also a city named Tafat in Lydia (TaBat, méAig Avdiag).” He gives
different versions of the origin of the name of this city: Tafat was named
after TaPog, a local hero; the city was founded on the rocks and the Greeks
translated taBa as rock; its name comes from TaByvés the Argive (i.e., from
the probable founder of the city). Finally, a woman TafaAlg, who lived in
Sardis, is also mentioned in one inscription (third-early fourth century
c.E.). It is interesting to note that the Greek suffix —aA, which we find in
the name of TaBaAog, may be a Lydian genitive suffix -/i and thereby may
form the personal name Tabalis (originated from Tafog/Taba$, the name
of alocal hero, or son of TaBog/Tabas).

As for Pactyes, his Lydian ethnicity is beyond doubt. People with the
name Pactyes lived in Sardis, Iasus, Lagina, Mylasa, Idyma, according to
the epigraphic record.!® The inscription from Ephesus dated to ca. 340-
320 B.C.E. (SEG 36 1011) records the punishment of citizens of Sardis

7. Stephanus Byzantinus, s.v. Tabai: “Tabai, the town of Lydia. An oracle to the
Pisidians says about it that ‘there was the famous free town of Tabai to be colonized’
Apollonius in the ninth book [wrote] that ‘it was necessary to lead them in Tabai. It
was named after Tabos. Tabos is a hero. Some people say that two brothers, Kabyras
and Marsyas, founded the town of Kabyra and called it Taba because it was situated on
rocks: the Greeks translate taba as rock. Others say that it was named after Tabenos the
Argive”” Ladislav Zgusta, Kleinasiatische Orstnamen (Heidelberg: Carl Winter Univer-
sititsverlag, 1984), 592-95 has listed four neighbouring towns of Lydia which include
Tab- in their names, Tafa, TaPata, TaPapvis, and TaPepa.

8. Sardis, VII, 1, 165: TaBalls xatoxoloa &v Zapdest. LGPN V, 422 gives also a
Lydian female name TaptMa which probably also could well fit into this case.

9. Roberto Gusmani, Lydisches Worterbuch mit grammatischer Skizze und
Inschriftensammlung (Heidelberg: Carl Winter Universititsverlag, 1964), 35-36; John
M. Kearns, “A Greek Genitive from Lydia,” Glotta 72 (1994): 5-14; Mark H. Munn, The
Mother of the Gods, Athens, and the Tyranny of Asia: A Study of Sovereignty in Ancient
Religion (Berkeley, Calif.: University of California Press, 2006), 123. Ladislav Zgusta,
Kleinasiatische Personennamen (Prag: Verlag der Tschechoslowakischen Akademie
der Wissenschaften, 1964), 481-82 finds the personal names on Tab- in Lycaonia:
TdBeig, TdPw, and TapPng.

10. Ephesus: SEG 36 1011: Iaxting tod Kapouvdos, ITaxting t[of] *AT[d]
og, ITaxting Tol Mavew. Iasos: Donald F. McCabe, Iasos Inscriptions: Texts and List
(Princeton, N.]J.: The Institute for Advanced Study, 1991), 195: TTaxtiyng Aapw[vos—].
Lagina in Caria: SEG 35 1092, ca. 350 B.C.E.: ITaxtins Mavew. Mylasa: Tod II no.
138, 1l. 32-50, 355/54 B.C.E.: Mdwita ToU Iaxtiw émBoviedoavto; Mavoowlwt TéL
‘Exatéuv<w>. See Wolfgang Bliimel, “Einheimische Personennamen in griechischen
Inschriften aus Karien,” Epigraphica Anatolica 20 (1992): 17; Zgusta, Kleinasiatische
Personennamen, 403-4.
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for sacrilege committed against Ephesian sacred envoys. The inscription
mentions forty-six Sardians, often along with their profession and their
fathers’ and grandfathers’ name.!! The list includes some persons named
[Taktong. Another Pactyes was a ruler of Idyma and is mentioned in the
Athenian Tribute Lists as ITaxtoeg Tovu[evs] (IG3 1-2 260A. col.1.16;
262A. col. IV.20). Moreover, Manitas, son of Pactyes, plotted against
Mausolus in 355 B.C.E. It is evident that the name Pactyes was common
in Asia Minor.

Thus, both Tabalus and Pactyes, appointed by Cyrus as his officials at
Sardis, were probably Lydians by descent. T. Cuyler Young considers this
event as an example of Cyrus developing a policy of trust in conquered
people and individuals in order to bring them into partnership in gov-
ernment with the Persians.!? J. M. Balcer speaks of the administration of
Sardis directed by Tabalus in the same way (suggesting that Tabalus was a
satrap):!?

The administration of the satrap Tabalos, consequently, continued the
liberal policy of tolerance and conciliation, which Cyrus fostered among
the other various ethnic groups within the rapidly emerging empire.
Tabalos, therefore, directed a largely Lydian bureaucratic system from
his acropolitan palace, in which the Lydian Paktyes directed the financial
affairs of Sparda, affairs which Herodotus notes as “in charge of the gold
of Croesus and the other Lydians” (1.153)

Meanwhile, the exact titles of both functionaries in Herodotus’s account
are not determined at all. There are three alternative propositions in the

11. Olivier Masson, “Linscription d’Ephése relative aux condamnés a mort de
Sardes,” REG 100 (1987): 236; Kostas Vlassopoulos, Greeks and Barbarians (Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013), 252; Elspeth R. M. Dusinberre, Aspects
of Empire in Achaemenid Sardis (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1997),
120-22; Dusinberre, Empire, Authority, and Autonomy in Achaemenid Anatolia (Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013), 227-29.

12. Theodore Cuyler Young Jr., “The Early History of the Medes and the Persians
and the Achaemenid Empire to the Death of Cambyses,” in The Cambridge Ancient
History Volume IV: Persia, Greece and the Western Mediterranean, c. 525-479 B.C. (ed.
J. Boardman et al.; 2nd ed.; Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1988), 1-52 (35).

13. Jack M. Balcer, Sparda by the Bitter Sea: Imperial Interaction in Western Ana-
tolia (Chico, Calif.: Scholars Press, 1984), 101.
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literature for the exact position of Tabalus: (1) satrap of Sardis;'* (2) gover-
nor of the city of Sardis;!® (3) garrison commander in Sardis.!®

However, Herodotus’s phrasing here is émtpéyas tag pév Zdpoig
TaBalw avopt TTépay. This supposes a title émitpomog for Tabalus. There-
fore, in my opinion, there is no need to postulate that this word inevita-
bly meant a satrap. In Liddell and Scott’s Greek-English Lexicon we find
that the verb émitpénw is to be translated as “commit, entrust to another
as trustee, guardian or viceregent,” and the noun émitpomog means one to
whom the charge of anything is entrusted, steward, trustee, administra-
tor.!” Herodotus uses émitpomog and its derivate words in several meanings,
mostly to describe a trustee as well as a governor in the country or in a
city,'® and only once he speaks of Achaemenes, thereby possibly pointing

14. Balcer, Sparda by the Bitter Sea, 101; David Asheri, Alan B. Lloyd and Aldo
Corcella, A Commentary on Herodotus Books I-IV (ed. O. Murray and A. Moreno;
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007), 181; Christopher J. Tuplin, “The Adminis-
tration of the Achaemenid Empire,” in Coinage and Administration in the Athenian
and Persian Empires (ed. 1. Carradice; Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1987), 114
n. 22; Dusinberre, Aspects of Empire in Achaemenid Sardis, 35; Dusinberre, Empire,
Authority, and Autonomy in Achaemenid Anatolia, 43; Josef Wiesehofer, “Greeks and
Persians,” in A Companion to Archaic Greece (ed. K. A. Raaflaub and H. van Wees;
Oxford: Blackwell, 2009), 170-71.

15. Andrew B. Burn, Persia and the Greeks: The Defence of the West, c. 546-478
B.C. (repr.; Stanford, Calif.: Stanford University Press, 1984), 45; Raphael Sealey, A
History of the Greek City States, ca. 700-338 B.C. (Berkeley, Calif.: California Univer-
sity Press, 1976), 172; Young, “The Early History of the Medes and the Persians,” 35.
J. Miller, “Paktyes,” RE 18.2 (1942): 2440 names Tabalus as the “Statthalter in Sardes”

16. Andrew B. Burn, “Persia and the Greeks,” in The Cambridge History of Iran
(ed. I. Gershevitch; Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1985), 2:293; Trues-
dell S. Brown, “Aristodicus of Cyme and the Branchidae,” AJPh 99 (1978): 65; Simon
Hornblower, Mausolus (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1982), 150; Thierry Petit, Satrapes
et satrapies dans lempire achéménide de Cyrus le Grand a Xerxes Ier (Bibliotheque de la
Faculté de Philosophie et Lettres de I'Université de Liége 254; Paris: Société d’Edition
“Les Belles Lettres”, 1990), 35; Pierre Briant, From Cyrus to Alexander: A History of the
Persian Empire (tr. P. T. Daniels; Winona Lake, Ind.: Eisenbrauns, 2002), 36, 66.

17. LS s.v. €miTpoTog; EMITPEMW.

18. See émtpémw (twenty-three occurrences in Herodotus). E.g., (1) 5.126: T
uév 0% MiAntov émrpémer [Tubaydpy (“[Aristagoras] accordingly entrusted Miletus to
Pythagoras”); (2) 6.26: Ta uév 0% mepl ‘EXjomovtov Exovta mpryuata émitpémet BlodAty
"AmoModaveos (“[Histiaeus of Miletus] leaving all matters concerning the Hellespont
in charge of Bisaltes son of Apollophanus”); (3) 7.7: émtpémer "Ayaupévei, d0erded
uev éwutol, Aapeiou 08 moudi (“[Xerxes] handed it (Egypt) over to Achaemenes, his
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to his function as satrap, as émtpomevovta Alyumtou (7.7). However, a more
usual Herodotean word for satrap was Umapyos. The historian described
Oroetes as O Kdpou xatactadels Zapdiwv Umapyos (3.120) and regularly
referred to Artaphernes, Darius’s satrap of Sardis, as Umapyos Zapdiwy
(5.25,73,123; 6.1, 30, 42).

One cannot be sure that Tabalus was the first satrap of Sardis. Pos-
sibly, Tabalus in 545 B.c.E. governed the city of Sardis only, though it is
impossible to be certain whether Tabalus had military functions as a gar-
rison commander or only an administrative one.!® Herodotus (1.154) says
only that Pactyes marching to Sardis, penned Tabalus in the acropolis and
besieged him there, but it is difficult to deduce anything about the exact
position of Tabalus from this report.2° I can clarify this question by rely-
ing on two propositions. On the one hand, the Lydian ethnicity of Tabalus
may support the suggestion that he was of a lower rank than a satrap of

own brother and Darius’ son”); (4) 7.7: "Axawévea pév vov émtpomedovta AlydmTou
xpovw petemerta édovevae Tvdpws 6 Papuntiyov dvip AiBug (“while governing Egypt,
this Achaemenes was at a later time slain by a Libyan, Inaros son of Psammetichus”).
See émitpomog/émiTpomain (twenty-one occurrences in Herodotus). E.g., (1) 3.27: éxdAee
Tovg émtpomoug Tig Méudog (“[Cambyzus] summoned the rulers of Memphis”);
(2) 3.142: tijc 8¢ Sdpov Mawdvdplog 6 Matavdplov eixe T xpdTos, émTpomainy mapd
IoAvxpdteos AaPwv Ty dpxAv (“now Samos was ruled by Maeandrius, son of Maean-
drius, who had authority delegated by Polycrates”); (3) 5.30: tfig 8¢ Milyjtou étlyxave
émitpomog éwv "Aplotayépns 6 MoAmaydpew (“now it chanced that the deputy ruling
Miletus was Aristagoras son of Molpagoras”); (4) 5.106: ‘IoTidie, émitpomov ... 6 oU
MiAntov émétpeas (“Histiaeus ... the viceregent whom you put in charge of Mile-
tus”); (5) 7.62: Meyamavov tov BaBuldvog oTepov Tovtwy émtpomedoavta (“Megapanus
who was afterwards the governor of Babylon”); (6) 7.170: ‘O 6& Mixufos ... émitpomog
Pryylov xaterédemto (“Micythus ... had been left in charge of Rhegium”); (7) 8.127:
T 8¢ TéAW Tapadidol KprroPoldw Topwvaiw émtpomedew (“[Artabazus] delivered their
city [Olynthus] over to the charge of Critobulus of Torone”).

19. Dusinberre, Empire, Authority, and Autonomy in Achaemenid Anatolia, 43
notes that Tabalus “directed an administration that apparently included many Lyd-
ians” Petit, Satrapes et satrapies, 35 equated the office of Tabalus to phrourachos since
he later defended the acropolis of Sardis against Pactyes. Briant, From Cyrus to Alexan-
der, 36, 66 considered that Tabalus was the garrison commander, responsible directly
to the king and not to the satrap.

20. Xenophon (Cyr. 7.4.12) says that Cyrus, leaving behind a large garrison of foot
soldiers, started from Sardis in company with Croesus; and he took with him many
wagons loaded with valuables of every sort. So, the historian confirms that there was
a Persian garrison in Sardis. But the name of the garrison commander is missing and
nothing suggests that it was Tabalus.
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Sardis. On the other hand, one needs to remember that the verb émtpénow,
as well as the noun émitpoog, in most cases cited by Herodotus, referred to
the individuals who played administrative roles. Thus, Tabalus was prob-
ably the official who headed the administration of Sardis, having Pactyes
as his subordinate financial officer.

The position of Pactyes also deserves our attention. Herodotus (1.153)
states that Pactyes took charge of the gold of Croesus and the Lydians (tov
¢ xpuadv Tév Te Kpoioov xal Tov Tév dMwy Avddv Tlaxtin dvopt Avdé
xopilew). The word xopilew is treated controversially in the literature.
Some scholars postulate that Pactyes had been ordered by Cyrus to trans-
port the riches of Croesus and the Lydians to Babylon or Ecbatana;?! but,
as Pierre Briant notes, the term xouilew used by Herodotus may also refer
to the action of “looking after” as well as “transporting,” since Pactyes
remained in Sardis after Cyrus left.?2

Pierre Briant and some other scholars propose that at Sardis the
Lydian Pactyes was entrusted with levying tribute,?* but Herodotus does
not say so clearly. Diodorus (9.33.4) reports that Cyrus took the posses-
sions of the inhabitants of Sardis for the Royal Treasury, and this report
may clarify Herodotus’s note (1.153) that Pactyes took charge of the gold of
Croesus and the Lydians (but not only Croesus’ treasure). These accounts
enable us to conclude that Pactyes was appointed treasurer in Sardis by
Cyrus under the governor Tabalus.?* One can propose that Pactyes was a

21. Gerold Walser, Hellas und Iran: Studien zu den griechisch-persischen Beziehu-
ngen vor Alexander (Darmstadt: Wissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft 1984), 13; Pierre
Debord, LAsie Mineure au IVe siécle (412-323 a.C.): Pouvoirs et jeux politiques (Bor-
deaux: Ausonius, 1999), 168. Xenophon in Cyropaedia (7.4.12) reports that Cyrus,
after the capture of Sardis, set out many wagons full of every kind of treasure to trans-
port them elsewhere (possibly Babylon). There is a possibility that Pactyes indeed was
instructed by Cyrus to collect the treasure and then to transport it to one of the Per-
sian capitals.

22. Briant, From Cyrus to Alexander, 882.

23. Ibid., 70, 80; Lisbeth S. Fried, The Priest and the Great King: Temple-Palace
Relations in the Persian Empire (Winona Lake, Ind.: Eisenbrauns, 2004), 118; Matthew
W. Waters, Ancient Persia: A Concise History of the Achaemenid Empire, 550-330 BCE
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2014), 41.

24. Pactyes was appointed by Cyrus a treasurer in Sardis, guardian of the state
treasury (Muhammad A. Dandamayev, A Political History of the Achaemenid Empire
[Leiden: Brill, 1989], 28; Maria Brosius, The Persians: An Introduction [New York:
Routledge, 2006], 11, 47).



THE END OF THE LYDIAN KINGDOM 15

financial official in the Achaemenid Empire, known by the title of tapiag/
bnoavpodidag in Greek and of *ganzabara in Old Persian.?

The fact that Cyrus appointed some Lydian officials in Sardis after
the conquest of Lydia enables us to make some important observations.
Firstly, we are not forced to separate an administrative from a financial
system in Lydia since one Persian official had another as his subordinate.
Secondly, the appointments of Tabalus and Pactyes demonstrate that the
Achaemenid policy of cooperation with the local elites was conducted for
the first time in the territory of the former Lydian Kingdom immediately
after its conquest by Cyrus (as it would later happen in Babylonia, Egypt,
and other conquered countries). This last conclusion is supported by
Herodotus’s own report. The historian (1.155) reflects the Persian politi-
cal propaganda while telling a story of conversations between Cyrus and
Croesus on the possible punishment of the Lydians.

So, according to Cyrus, he handed the city over to the Lydians them-
selves (adToiot 08 Auvdoiot TV moAWY Tapédwxa), and, according to Croesus,
Pactyes was a wrongdoer in whose charge the King left Sardis (ITaxtins
yap €0t 6 GOéwy, TG ab émétpedas Zapdts). But this information actu-
ally intends to present Pactyes (not Tabalus) as governor of Sardis?® and
the Lydians as autonomous under Persian rule. As we can infer from the
fact of their promotion to administrative posts, both persons, Tabalus and
Pactyes, might have been considered by Cyrus the Great as loyal philo-
Persian Lydians. Why was Herodotus misled about Tabalus’s descent? We
can only speculate on this subject. One may admit that the historian was
influenced by a local Lydian tradition presenting the conflict in Lydia in
the time of Cyrus as one between the Persians and the Lydians only, not
among the Lydians themselves. This tradition may have reflected on an
erroneous belief that one of the leaders of the conflicting parties at Sardis
was a Persian (Tabalus), the other one a Lydian (Pactyes).

25. The Persian financial administration has been well investigated in the litera-
ture. A brief overview of the title of *ganzabara is provided by Matthew W. Stolper,
“Ganzabara,” Encyclopaedia Iranica 10.3 (2000): 286-89. On *ganzabara- see Tav-
ernier, Iranica in the Achaemenid Period, 422-23; Briant, From Cyrus to Alexander,
428-29. Some Latin and Greek translations of treasurer/*ganzabara- are arcis et regiae
pecuniae custos (Curt. 5.1.20); Bnoavpodirel (Diod. Sic 19.17.3; 18.1); taplas (Diod.
Sic. 14.81.6); yalo@Oolag (Joseph, A.J. 6.390; 11.11, 13, 14, 92, 119; 13, 429; 20.194;
15.408); see also yaloduaxelov = treasury (Diod. Sic. 9.12.2; Joseph, A.J. 11.119, 126).

26. See Brown, “Aristodicus of Cyme,” 65, who states that Pactyes was appointed
by Cyrus as head of the civic administration.
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PACTYES’S REBELLION IN LYDIA AND ITS AFTERMATH

Herodotus’s description of Pactyes’s rebellion (1.154) is briefer than his
detailed explanation of Pactyes’s attempts to get a refuge for himself in
some Greek cities of Asia Minor (1.157-161). Herodotus (1.154) describes
Pactyes’s rebellion as follows:

But no sooner had Cyrus marched away from Sardis than Pactyes made
the Lydians revolt from Tabalus and Cyrus; and he went down to the sea,
where, as he had all the gold of Sardis, he hired soldiers and persuaded
the men of the coast to join his undertaking. Then, marching to Sardis,
he penned Tabalus in the acropolis and besieged him there. (Hist. 1.154
[Godley, LCL])

Thus, Herodotus evidently represents Pactyes as the leader of the revolt of
the Lydians: Pactyes made the Lydians revolt against Tabalus and Cyrus
(Todg Audodg améotnoe 6 Tlaxtlyg amé e TaBarov xal Kipov) (1.154).
From the historian’s report it is also clear that Cyrus blamed the Lydians
for the revolt (1.155):

It seems that the Lydians will never stop making trouble for me and for
themselves. It occurs to me that it may be best to make slaves of them;
for it seems I have acted like one who slays the father and spares the chil-
dren. (Hist. 1.155 [Godley, LCL])

Finally, according to Herodotus (1.157), Mazares the Mede came to Sardis
with the section that he had of Cyrus’s army and found Pactyes’s followers
no longer there (o0x edpe &1t évrag Tols dudt Taxtiny év Sdpdiot). Cer-
tainly, Pactyes’s followers from among the Lydians were not very numer-
ous. That is why Pactyes immediately sought to obtain the Greeks™ sup-
port. Besides, Pactyes and some other noble Lydians could have resisted
not only the Persians but also Tabalus’s supporters who had remained loyal
to the Persians and gathered at Sardis’s acropolis.

Herodotus stresses several of Pactyes’s actions during the rebellion:
(1) he hired soldiers (émxoUpoug Te guaboiito);?” (2) he persuaded the men
of the coast to join his undertaking (toUs émbaiagaiovs avlpwmous Emeife

27. The word émixoupot seems to have been related to the mercenaries. See Her-
mipp. E 63.18 (Kock 1. 243): dmo 0° *Apxadiag émxolpovs. Matthew E. Trundle, Greek
Mercenaries: From the Late Archaic Period to Alexander (London: Routledge, 2004),
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oy €wutd oTpateveshar);?® (3) marching to Sardis, he penned Tabalus in
the acropolis and besieged him there (éXdoag 0 émi Tag Zcpdts émolidpxee
TaBaov amepyuévov év Tfj dxpoméAt). Generally, the historian describes
Pactyes’s forces as including two groups of soldiers: mercenaries and
troops from coastal cities. Both groups of soldiers may have included the
Greeks from those cities that later provided Pactyes with refuge.

Herodotus (1.161) stresses that after Pactyes had been surrendered
by the Chians to the Persians, Mazares led his army against those who
had helped to besiege Tabalus (éotpateveto émi Tols guumoAlopXYTAVTAS
TaBaMov), enslaved the people of Priene, and overran the plain of the Mae-
andrus, giving it, as well as Magnesia, to his army for pillaging. It is not
reported what happened to Tabalus in the aftermath of Pactyes’s rebellion.

Meanwhile, Pausanias (7.2.10) records an episode in which the people
of Priene suffered much at the hands of Tabutus the Persian (ITpwveis pev
o vmd TaPoltou Te Tol TTépaov ... xaxwbévtes). There is no other Tabutus
known from the sources.?” That is why one may need to emendate the
name of TéPovtog into the name of TaPalog. This emendation is the most
likely for historical reasons. Herodotus (1.161) confirms that the Prienians
were attacked by the Persians because of their participation in the besiege-
ment of Tabalus in Sardis; this was a good pretext for Tabalus’s punishment
of Priene. Anyway, Tabalus probably safely escaped the siege in Sardis, and
joined Mazares’s campaign against Pactyes.

13, notes: “The earliest of the terms used of mercenary infantry was epikouros. Epikou-
ros, literally fighter-alongside, might be a helper, a companion or an assistant.”

28. The term émfaddoator dvhpwmor might have related not only to the citizens of
the Greeks of Asia Minor, but also to the non-Greek population of the Asian coastline.
A number of ancient authors speak of prominent Persians as commanders or satraps
of the coastal peoples and regions of Asia. Herodotus uses this definition three times:
oTpaTyyds TéY mapabadacoiwy dvdpév (Otanes: 5.25); 6y 0° émbadacaiowy T@Y év Tf
"Aciy dpyer mavtwy (Artaphernes: 5.30); atpatnyds 0t tév mapabalaooiny Gvfpwmwy
7@V év 7§ "Acly (Hydarnes: 7.135). The reference here will be to people in Western
Asia Minor, and the terms in question can also be linked with an Old Persian phrase
occurring in the royal inscriptions (dahyava) tayai drayahya—“the people who are on/
by the sea” (DPe § 2L; DSe § 41; XPh § 3Q).

29. The name of TaBoutog does not occur in the Persian prosopography at all;
see, for example, Justi, Iranisches Namenbuch; Balcer, A Prosopographical Study of the
Ancient Persians; Schmitt, Iranisches Personennamenbuch. Surely this name might
have been corrupted.
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The defeat of Pactyes changed the administrative system of Lydia. The
Lydians probably were removed from the key posts in the Lydian admin-
istration and replaced by Persians.>? At that time, Oroetes was appointed
satrap of Lydia by Cyrus and governed it until the reign of Darius I.3! There
are only a few references in the sources to Lydians after Pactyes’s rebellion.
Diodorus (10.16.4) probably reports about the flight of Pactyes’s followers
from Lydia to Samos:

Certain Lydians, who were fleeing from the domineering rule of the
satrap Oroetes, took ship to Samos, bringing with them many posses-
sions, and became suppliants of Polycrates. And at first he received them
kindly, but after a little time he put them all to the sword and confiscated
their possessions. (Diod. Sic. 10.16.4 [Oldfather, LCL])

This episode may suggest that Oroetes became satrap immediately after
the defeat of Pactyes. Herodotus (3.122) however leads us to conclude
that some noble Lydians still could work in the administration of Oroetes.
Myrsus, son of Gyges, a Lydian from the Mermnad line, was sent by
Oroetes as envoy to Polycrates of Samos (Hist. 3.122) and later was killed
in the battle fought against the rebellious Ionians (Hist. 5.121). Both the
name and the patronymic of Myrsus were prominent in Lydian history.
The father of the Lydian king Candaules was a certain Myrsus (Hist. 1.7),
and the founder of the Mermnad dynasty was named Gyges.

30. See Arrian 1.17.5: Zapdiavols 8¢ xal Todg GAoug Audods Tols vépols Te Tois mdAa
A6 xpiiobar Ewxey xal Eleubépous elvar ddfixev. It is uncertain from this report if
Alexander has retained the autonomy of the Lydians under the Persians or re-estab-
lished autonomy after they had lost it to the Persians. Ernst Badian, “Alexander the
Great and the Greeks of Asia,” in Ancient Society and Institutions: Studies Presented to
Victor Ehrenberg (ed. E. Badian: Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1966), 37-69 (44)
interpreted this passage as that the Lydians had never lost their ancient laws under
Persian administration. Alan B. Bosworth, A Historical Commentary on Arrian’s His-
tory of Alexander, vol. 1: Books I-III (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1980), 129
more convincingly argued that “Alexander presumably wished to represent himself
as the polar opposite of the Persian conquerors and therefore promised to restore the
customs abolished by Cyrus” I am most grateful to Professor R. J. van der Spek (VU
University Amsterdam) who has attracted my attention to this passage from Arrian.

31. On Oroetes, see especially K. Fiehn, “Oroites,” RE 18.1 (1939): 1143; Peter
Vargyas, “Darius and Oroites,” AHB 14 (2000): 155-61; Pierre Briant, “Oroites,” Der
Neue Pauly 9 (2000): 48.
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Herodotus relates the changes in the lifestyle of the Lydians due to
Croesus’s advice given to Cyrus in the time of Pactyes’s rebellion. Croesus
advised Cyrus to prohibit Lydians from possessing weapons of war and
instead to wear tunics under their cloaks and knee-boots on their feet.
Croesus also recommended teaching the Lydians’s sons the lyre, singing,
dancing and shop-keeping. Thereby, according to Croesus, they would
quickly become women instead of men. Cyrus was pleased by this counsel.
He said he would follow Croesus’s advice. After having called Mazares, the
Mede, he ordered him to give to the Lydians the commands that Croesus
had advised.

There are some reasons to consider this Herodotean story unreliable.
(1) Croesus’s presence at Cyrus’s royal court as well as Croesus’s role as
Cyrus’s wise councilor probably reflect a novelistic tradition and might
be placed among other similar stories in Herodotus’s work (the meet-
ing between Croesus and Solon; the wondrous saving of Croesus on the
pyre).32 (2) Lydians were reputed for their luxurious life-style and for their
songs and lyre-playing long before the Persian conquest of Lydia;** thus,
Herodotus’s story may reflect the traditional Greek perception of Lydians.**

32. The topic of Croesus at Cyrus’s royal court has a historical as well as a literary
aspect. From the historical viewpoint, scholars discuss whether Croesus indeed sur-
vived after the fall of Sardis in 546 B.C.E. Some historians prefer to credit Herodotus
that Croesus has become the prisoner of war of Cyrus, but others refer to Bacchylides’s
poem (Ode 3) and the Nabonidus Chronicle (ABC 7, ii: 16) as indicating Croesus’s
death (on the evaluation of the evidence see, for example, Jack Cargill, “The Naboni-
dus Chronicle and the Fall of Lydia,” American Journal of Ancient History 2 [1977]:
97-116; Stephanie West, “Croesus’ Second Reprieve and Other Tales of the Persian
Court,” CQ 53 [2003]: 416-37). Recently, R. J. van der Spek, “Cyrus the Great, Exiles,
and Foreign Gods,” 256 n. 184 concluded that the Nabonidus Chronicle more certainly
reports that Cyrus executed Croesus. The literary aspect deals with the treatment of
Croesus by Herodotus (see, for example: Christopher Pelling, “Educating Croesus:
Talking and Learning in Herodotus’ Lydian Logos,” CA 25 [2006]: 141-77).

33. On the Lydian contribution to the music culture of the Near East in the Pre-
Persian period, see John C. Franklin, “A Feat of Music: The Greco-Lydian Musical
Movement on the Assyrian Periphery;,” in Anatolian Interfaces: Hittites, Greeks and
Their Neighbors (ed. B. J. Collins, M. Bachvarova, and I. Rutherford; Oxford: Oxbow,
2007), 193-203.

34. Christoph Michels, “Cyrus’ Il Campaigns against the Medes and the Lydians,”
in Herodot und das Persische Weltreich/Herodotus and the Persian Empire (ed. R. Roll-
inger, B. Truschnegg and J. Wiesehofer; Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 2011), 699 rightly
stresses that Lydians’s new style of life is the opposite of the Lydian culture presented
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(3) Croesus’s advice is hard to be implemented on the whole Lydian popu-
lation in the manner described by Herodotus (1.157):

Mazares the Mede, when he came to Sardis ... first of all compelled the
Lydians to carry out Cyrus’s commands; and by his order they changed
their whole way of life. (Hist. 1.157 [Godley, LCL])

Of course, Herodotus’s belief that it was possible for all the people of the
country to change their whole way of life by those orders looks very naive.
(4) There is some evidence that the Lydians formed troops under the
leadership of Persian commanders, which clearly contradicts Herodotus’s
statement that all Lydian men had been disarmed by Mazares’s orders.

The source hints at the Lydians’ involvement in Persian military activ-
ity in the fifth and fourth century B.c.E. Herodotus (7.27-30, 38-39)
reports that Pythius, son of Atys, the richest of the Lydians (possibly from
the Mermnad line also),*> who had sponsored Xerxes’s expedition against
Greece, requested this Persian King to exempt his five sons from mili-
tary service in return for his hospitality. Herodotus (7.74) also considers
that the Lydians who were included in the invasion force of Xerxes in 480
B.C.E. were armored most similarly to the Greeks and were commanded by
Artaphernes the son of Artaphernes (though the archeological evidence
supposes that Lydian equipment was unlike Greek and similar to Persian
equipment in some details).3¢

by Herodotus (1.79) who states that no other people of Asia was “more valiant or war-
like than the Lydians”; but this stands in contrast to the earliest Greek comments on
Lydian culture which show that the military might of the Lydians was closely linked
to an image of luxury and decadence. On the perception of the Lydians in Archaic
Greece, see Leslie Kurke, “The politics of &fpoctvy in Archaic Greece,” CA 11 (1992):
91-120; Christoph Michels, “Konigliche Geschenke aus Lydien,” in Tryphe und Kultri-
tual im archaischen Kleinasien—Ex oriente luxuria? (ed. L.-M. Glunther; Wiesbaden:
Harrassowitz, 2012), 74-76; Elizabeth P. Baughan, Couched in Death: Klinai and Iden-
tity in Anatolia and Beyond (Madison, Wis.: University of Wisconsin Press, 2013),
220-22. The sources on Greek perception of Lydian customs in the pre-Persian period
have been collected by John G. Pedley, Ancient Literary Sources on Sardis (Cambridge,
MA: Harvard University Press, 1972), 42-45.

35. Sian Lewis, “Who Is Pythius the Lydian? A Note on Herodotus 7.27-39,
Histos 2 (1998): 185-91 argues for Mermnad ancestry of Pythius (he may be seen as
the grandson of Croesus).

36. Margaret Miller, “Cloth and Identity: The Case of Greeks of Ionia c. 400 B.C.;”
Antichthon 47 (2013): 18-38 (22) notes that “a stele from Salihli just east of Sardis
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The Lydians were mobilized by the Persians also during the Pelopon-
nesian War. So, according to Xenophon’s Hellenica (1.2.4), the Athenian
strategus Thrasyllus invaded Lydia in 409 B.c.E. and burned many villages,
and seized money, slaves, and other booty in great quantities. The Persian
commander Stagus successfully repelled this Athenian raid into Lydian
territory (Hell. 1.2.5). It is unclear only whether Stagus’s army included
Lydians. But, when Thrasyllus was going to attack Ephesus, Tissaphernes
raised a large army and sent out horsemen to carry word to everybody
to rally at Ephesus for the protection of Artemis (Hell. 1. 2.6: €ig "Edecov
Bonbelv tfj *Aptéwdt). This call evidently was addressed to those inhabit-
ants of Lydia who worshiped Ephesian Artemis as the goddess Anaitis.
A fragment of the Oxyrhynchus Historian records that the people from
the Kilbian plain (¢[v 1@ K\]Bi[wt] mediwt xatoodyTwy) participated in
the defense of Ephesus (Hellenica Oxyrhynchia 1). Strabo (13.4.13) says
that the Kilbian plain (KiABiavdv mediov) in Lydia lies between the Mesogis
and the Tmolus mounts. So, surely, the soldiers from the Kilbian plain
included Lydians.?’

CONCLUSION

To summarize my observations on the period of transition from the Lydian
Kingdom to the Lydian satrapy: On the one hand, the government of Lydia
was originally headed by native Lydians, Tabalus, and Pactyes. This was in
accordance with the Persian policy of including native aristocrats into the
power structures of the recently conquered countries, a policy that had
been initiated by Cyrus the Great. This policy was also conducted in other
regions of Asia Minor (Caria, Lycia, Cilicia, Paphlagonia) and elsewhere
in the Near East (in Judah-Palestine, Egypt, Babylonia). But the Lydian
experiment evidently came first and proved unsuccessful for the Persians.
As a result, Lydia went under the direct rule of satraps, generals, and their
subordinate officials who evidently were Median or Persian by descent.

shows a warrior with Lydian equipment (including a crested helmet) riding a Per-
sian horse (with the characteristic knotted tail, rectilinear riding cloth, mane, Persian
headstall)” For this image, see Christopher H. Roosevelt, The Archeology of Lydia,
from Gyges to Alexander (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), 162, fig.
6.27.

37. Sekunda, “Achaemenid colonization of Lydia,” 14 considered that the soldiers
from the Kilbian plain were the Persian colonists.
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No Lydian personal names that occur in the narrative sources and inscrip-
tions of the fifth and fourth century B.c.E. have been found identifying the
people of the administration of Lydia: they all had Persian names.
However, the revolt of Pactyes shows that at least some noble Lydians
refused to collaborate with the Persians and instead decided to struggle
for the independence of their country. This may have been a reflection of
their political memory as well as nostalgia for the glorious past of Lydia. It
is unknown whether the Lydians once again attempted to liberate them-
selves from Persian rule after the defeat of Pactyes (though the events of
the revolt do not clearly prove that the Lydians intended to restore the
Lydian kingdom as well). As a result, it could be argued that the memory
of Lydia’s political independence ceased to be a significant factor in the
Lydian consciousness and many people in Greece and Persia remembered
the Lydian kingdom only as the realm of Croesus. This was mainly due to
the noninvolvement of the Lydians in the governance of the Lydian satrapy.
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PERSIAN MEMORIES AND THE PROGRAMMATIC NATURE
OF NABATAEAN FUNERARY ARCHITECTURE*

Bjorn Anderson (University of Iowa)

The Achaemenid Persian Empire, at its greatest extent, stretched from
modern-day Afghanistan to Egypt. It was a vast empire composed of
numerous subject lands, among which was Arabaya, or Arabia. The nature
and extent of Persian rule in Arabia remains unclear, however. While there
are clues in Herodotus and the Persian royal inscriptions as to how Arabia
may have fit into the Achaemenid administrative structure, these sources
seem to be at odds with one another and raise more questions than they
answer. Furthermore, there is considerable inconsistency regarding who
the Arabians were and where Arabia was located; Arabaya and the Ara-
bian Peninsula were not one and the same. This makes it very difficult to
measure any sort of cultural impact that the Empire may have had on the
Arabians, and the archaeological record is nearly silent. However, post-
Achaemenid Arabia is much more accessible, and the Nabataean kingdom
centered at Petra in Jordan boasts several important connections to royal
Persian art. In this paper, I will explore the degree to which these Naba-
taean monuments may give insight into the way that Persia may have been
remembered by the Arabians and will address the continued relevancy of
Persia in the centuries after its decline.

* I wish to thank Jason Silverman and Caroline Waerzeggers for inviting me
to participate in the conference “Political Memory in and after the Persian Empire,’
as well as the European Research Council, the Leiden Institute of Area Studies, and
the University of Iowa’s School of Art and Art History and Digital Studio for Public
Humanities for supporting this project.
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28 ANDERSON
SOURCES AND THEIR PROBLEMS

According to both Greek and Persian Sources, Arabia was included in
the administrative structure of the Achaemenid Empire.! Herodotus is
particularly descriptive about Arabia in his Histories, and indeed has a
certain fascination with the strange and exciting people, animals, and
practices rumored there.?

Xenophon also offers a few important notes in the Anabasis and the
Cyropaedia, including the appointment of a Persian satrap in Arabia and
the observation that Arabia borders the Euphrates river, but it is Herodo-
tus who is the most expansive in his coverage of the Arabians.> Amongst
his observations on Achaemenid satrapal tribute, Herodotus twice men-
tions the Arabians, first noting that the Arabians enjoyed a tax-exempt
status, then stating that they “gifted” the king a staggering one thousand
talents (!) of frankincense annually.

Herodotus

In the course of listing the Achaemenid Empires regular silver tribute
(3.89-96), Herodotus outlines the fifth satrapy, which includes “all of
Phoenicia, Palestinian Syria, and Cyprus,” being careful to note that he
is “always omitting the Arabians, who were not subject to tax” (3.91, tr.

1. For a full discussion of the sources, both Greek and Persian, that document
Achaemenid Arabia, see Bjorn Anderson, “Lines in the Sand: Horizons of Real and
Imagined Power in Persian Arabia,” in The Art of Empire in Achaemenid Persia: Fest-
schrift in Honor of Margaret Cool Root (ed. E. R. M. Dusinberre and M. Garrison;
Leiden: NINO, Forthcoming). See also David E Graf, “Arabia during Achaemenid
Times,” in Centre and Periphery (ed. H. Sancisi-Weerdenburg and A. Kuhrt; Achaeme-
nid History 4; Leiden: NINO, 1990), 131-48, Ernst A. Knauf, “The Persian Adminis-
tration in Arabia,” Transeu 2 (1990): 201-17, Israel Eph'al, The Ancient Arabs: Nomads
on the Borders of the Fertile Crescent, Ninth-Fifth Centuries B.C. (Jerusalem: Magnes,
Hebrew University, 1982), 206-10, Lester L. Grabbe, A History of the Jews and Judaism
in the Second Temple Period, vol 1: Yehud: A History of the Persian Province of Judah
(LSTS 47; London: T & T Clark, 2004), 163.

2. E.g., Hist. 3.107, which describes the flying snakes that attack those who
attempt to gather frankincense.

3. The Persian satrap’s name is Megabyzus (Cyr. 8.6.7). In Anab. 1.5.5, Xenophon
notes that he “marched through Arabia, keeping the Euphrates on the right”
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Grene).* Herodotus follows his account of the regular silver tribute with
a description of “irregular” taxation, which he frames as gifts. Thus the
Colchians render one hundred boys and girls each year; the Ethiopians
gift the king gold, ebony, boys, and elephant tusks; the Indians render gold.
Importantly, he includes the Arabians in this list, stating that, “The Arabi-
ans contributed a thousand talents of frankincense every year. These, then,
were the gifts that these peoples to the King, apart from the tribute” (3.97,
tr. Grene). Apparently, the Arabians were simultaneously exempted from
taxation and yet offered a thousand talents of frankincense on an annual
basis as a gift.>

The “thousand talents” is surely a fantasy. Even if Herodotus’s account
were otherwise trustworthy, a question considered below, the annual gift-
ing of some 25,000 kilos of frankincense would be completely impossible.
Yet the account is probably correct on a very simple point: the Arabi-
ans did produce and transport frankincense, and some of this must have
somehow arrived at Persepolis. Luxury aromatics were highly valued
commodities in the ancient world, and the wealth of the incense trade
was considerable.® Frankincense, boswellia sacra, has a very limited habi-
tat, produced only in (modern) Yemen and Somalia. Already in the Neo-
Babylonian period the control of the overland trade route linking Yemen
to the ports and roads of the Mediterranean coast was seen as crucial,
and probably contributed to Nabonidus’s residency at the Arabian oasis of

4. Herodotus, The History (trans. David Grene; Chicago: University of Chicago
Press, 1987).

5. These gifts were surely not freewill offerings. There is no reason to assume that
they were anything but honorific and ceremonial taxes, although it remains question-
able whether they ever really existed.

6.Indeed, the legendary wealth of Nabataea (see Strabo, Geog. 16.4.21-26) resulted
from its control of the incense routes from south Arabia. For overview and discussion
of the incense trade, see Nigel Groom, Frankincense and Myrrh: A Study of the Arabian
Incense Trade (London: Longman, 1981); Alessandro de Maigret, “The Frankincense
Road from Najran to Maan: a Hypothetical Itinerary,” in Profumi d’Arabia: Atti del
Convegno (ed. A. Avanzini; Rome: “CErma” di Bretschneider, 1997), 315-32; G. W.
Van Beek, “Frankincense and Myrrh,” BA 23(1960): 70-95; Z. al-Salameen, “Frank-
incense and the Nabataeans: Historical and Archaeological Evidence,” Journal of King
Saud University 21(2009): 1-6; Juris Zarins, “Persia and Dhofar: Aspects of Iron Age
International Politics and Trade,” in Crossing Boundaries and Linking Horizons: Studies
in Honor of Michael C. Astour on His 80th Birthday (ed. G. D. Young et al.; Bethesda:
CDL, 1997), 637-39.
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Tayma ca. 553-543 B.C.E.” Even if the landscape of Arabia was remote and
difficult to access, the wealth that passed through it nevertheless invested
it with considerable strategic importance. Thus the “thousand talents”
gives a motive, at the very least, for Achaemenid involvement in the Ara-
bian Peninsula.

On the basis of Herodotus’s treatment of Arabian taxation, Graf has
proposed that there were actually two distinct Arabian populations: the
northern Qedarites and the southern Hagarites.® This resolves the question
of differential tax status, as the Hagarites would likely have been involved
in the incense trade whereas the Qedarites, perhaps serving as agents of
the king (desert police, if you will) were exempted from taxation so long
as they maintained order on the frontier. However, it should be noted that
Herodotus’s account of Persia has come under increasing fire in the past
few decades. Scholars have rightly identified the problems in verifying
his source material as well as the inherent biases and assumptions that
color his account.” The presentation of the Persian tax structure in Hist.
3.89-96 differs sharply from the organizational structure of the Persian
dahyava lists, discussed below, lists which Jacobs claims to represent the
true administrative divisions of the empire.!° The current consensus is that

7. The reasons for Nabonidus’s stay at Tayma remain unclear, although it is sug-
gested that exerting control over the lucrative trade routes may have been as impor-
tant, if not more so, as the religious reforms outlined in The Verse Account of Naboni-
dus. G. Bawden, et al., “The Archaeological Resources of Ancient Tayma: Preliminary
Investigations at Tayma,” Atlal 4 (1980): 71-72.

8. Graf, “Arabia during Achaemenid Times,” 138-39.

9. For summary discussion of Herodotus as a source on Persia, see Robert Roll-
inger, “Herodotus,” Encyclopedia Iranica 12 (2004): 275-27, also Bruno Jacobs, “Die
altpersischen Lander-Listen und Herodots sogenannte Satrapienliste (Historien III
89-94): Eine Gegeniiberstellung und ein Uberblick iiber die jiingere Forschung,” in
Altertumswissenschaften im Dialog: Festschrift fiir Wolfram Nagel zur Vollendung des
80. Lebensjahres (AOAT 306; ed. R. Dittmann et al.; Miinster: Ugarit-Verlag, 2003),
301-43; Bruno Jacobs, “Achaemenid Satrapies: The Administrative Units of the Ach-
aemenid Empire,” Encyclopedia Iranica Online, http://www.iranicaonline.org/articles/
achaemenid-satrapies; Margaret Cool Root, “Defining the Divine in Achaemenid Per-
sian Kingship: The View from Bisitun,” in Every Inch a King: Comparative Studies on
Kings and Kingship in the Ancient and Medieval Worlds (ed. L. Mitchell and C. Mel-
ville; Leiden: Brill, 2013), 24-25.

10. Jacobs, “Achaemenid Satrapies,” n.p.; Jacobs, Die Satrapienverwaltung im
Perserreich zur Zeit Darius’ III. (Wiesbaden: Reichert, 1994), 166-68; cf. Jacobs, “Die
altpersischen Lander-Listen,” 323-32; Jacobs, “ Freie’ Volker im Achdmenidenreich:
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attempts to reconcile the Herodotean account with actual Persian prac-
tice are largely futile, and that the Histories rather represent the imagined
Persia of the Greek mind, intermixing diverse source material, including
rumors and invention. The taxation summary may therefore have little
bearing on actual organizational practice.!! Thus even if Graf’s assessment
is probably a correct reading of the Herodotean account, as it makes the
most sense of the discrepancies within the Histories, it may be just that;
there is no Persian evidence that attests to such a division.

Persian Sources

There are no comparable Persian sources to Herodotus, neither in sub-
stance nor style; however the royal Achaemenid lists of the dahyava, or
subject lands, regularly include Arabia (Arab4ya) amongst the territo-
ries claimed by the king.!? These lists are included in larger dedicatory or
commemorative inscriptions, and form part of the king’s overall claim to
legitimacy, following statements of Ahuramazda’s favor and lists of dis-
tinguished ancestors. They are therefore certainly ceremonial and ideo-
logically charged. Even so, the ordering of the dahyava in the lists seems
to reveal an underlying structural arrangement, which Jacobs has argued
represents the satrapal divisions and subdivisions of the empire.!3

The subject lands are also represented in the Achaemenid visual
corpus, personified in sculpted relief as visitors to the king or bearers of

Zu einem Topos in der antiken Uberlieferung zur persischen Reichsverwaltung,” in
I Uluslararas: Kilikia Arkeolojisi Sempozyumu Bildirileri (Olba 2; ed. S. Durugoniil
and M. Durukan; Mersin: Kilikia Arkeolojisini Arastirma Yayinlari, 1999), 41-55; cf.
Michael Roaf, “The Subject Peoples on the Base of the Statue of Darius,” CDAFI 4
(1974): 78.

11. In addition to the unreliability of Herodotus’s source material (see n. 9 above),
it must also be emphasized that his portrait of Arabia is characterized by the sorts of
fantasies about desert landscapes that are frequently encountered in classical litera-
ture. For discussion, see Anderson, “Lines in the Sand”

12. Darius’s inscription at Bisitun (DB) is a good example of these dahyava lists.
Ridiger Schmitt, Die altpersischen Inschriften der Achaimeniden: Editio minor mit
deutscher Ubersetzung (Wiesbaden: Reichert, 2009), 102. For discussion of these lists,
see esp. Jacobs, “Achaemenid Satrapies,” n.p.; Jacobs, Die Satrapienverwaltung, 166-68;
cf. Jacobs, “Die altpersischen Linder-Listen,” 323-32; Jacobs, “Freie’ Volker im Aché-
menidenreich,” 41-55; cf. Roaf, “The Subject Peoples,” 78.

13. Jacobs, “Achaemenid Satrapies,” n.p.
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his dais. Where these dahyava can be securely identified by accompanying
inscriptions, as is the case with the tomb of Artaxerxes III at Persepolis
and the base of the statue of Darius from Susa, Arabians are included.!4
The Persepolis Fortification Tablets illustrate that the inclusion of Arabia
was not solely ceremonial; seven texts mention Arabians: there were ser-
vant boys, workmen, and two groups of travelers who “went to the King’1>

14. Many of the rich sculptured ceremonial reliefs that decorate the jambs and
staircases of Persepolis depict personifications of the dahyava, and the Arabians were
doubtless among the file of figures bearing gifts to the king. The reliefs at Persepolis
do not have associated labels that identify the figures, but both the tomb of Darius
I at Naqs-i Rustam and the tomb of Artaxerxes III at Persepolis have inscriptions
which specify the identities of the bearers of the Great King’s dais. Unfortunately, the
inscription (DNe) on Darius’s tomb is damaged and incomplete, lacking several of
the identifying labels, and “Arabia” is not preserved there. Only the tomb of Artax-
erxes I1I bears a completely preserved identification (A3Pb) of the subject peoples.
DNe: Schmitt, Die altpersischen Inschriften, 112-14; A3Pb, 198-99. On the base of
the statue of Darius from Susa, the Arabians are those whose cartouche reads “HGR”
in Egyptian hieroglyphs. For discussion of the statue and its inscriptions, see Jean
Yoyotte, “The Egyptian Statue of Darius,” in The Palace of Darius at Susa: The Great
Royal Residence of Achaemenid Persia (ed. ]. Perrot; London: Tauris, 2013), 262-71;
Jean Yoyotte, “Peoples and Countries of the Empire,” in The Palace of Darius at Susa:
The Great Royal Residence of Achaemenid Persia (ed. ]. Perrot; London: Tauris, 2013),
272-79. Peter Calmeyer, “Agyptischer Stil und reichsachaimenidische Inhalte auf dem
Sockel der Dareios-Statue aus Susa/Heliopolis,” in Asia Minor and Egypt: Old Cultures
in a New Empire (ed. H. Sancisi-Weerdenburg and A. Kuhrt; Achaemenid History
6; Leiden: NINO, 1991), 285-303; Heinz Luschey, “Die Darius-Statuen aus Susa und
ihre Rekonstrctuktion. Archédologische Mitteilungen aus Iran Ergidnzungsband 10.,” in
Kunst, Kultur und Geschichte der Achidmenidenzeit und ihr Fortleben (ed. H. Koch and
D. MacKenzie; Berlin: Dietrich Reimer, 1983), 191-206; Sharokh Razmjou, “Assess-
ing the Damage: Notes on the Life and Demise of the Statue of Darius from Susa,”
in Medes and Persians: Reflections on Elusive Empires (ed. M. Root; Ars Orientalis
32; Washington, DC: Freer Gallery of Art, 2002), 85; Jean Yoyotte, “Une statue de
Darius découverte a Suse: Les Inscriptions Hiéroglyphiques. Darius et LEgypte,” JA
260 (1972): 252-66; Michael Roaf, “The Subject Peoples on the Base of the Statue of
Darius,” 135-36; Colburn, “Art of the Achaemenid Empire, and Art in the Achae-
menid Empire,” in Critical Approaches to Ancient Near Eastern Art (ed. B. A. Brown
and M. H. Feldman; Berlin: de Gruyter, 2014), 784-88; Colburn, “The Archaeology of
Achaemenid Rule in Egypt” (Ph.D. diss., The University of Michigan, 2014), 245-52;
Margaret Cool Root, The King and Kingship in Achaemenid Art (AcIr 19; Leiden: Brill,
1979), 68-72.

15. PF 1439, PF 1477, PF 1507, and PF 1534 record the two groups of Arabian
envoys (Hallock, Persepolis Fortification Tablets [Chicago: University of Chicago
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That Arabia was squarely a part of the Achaemenid Empire is thus clear,
both in the King’s eye and in the everyday interactions of the Empire.

Locating Arabia

While the general point that Arabia was a part of the Achaemenid Empire
seems therefore secure, there is significant inconsistency within and
between the sources when it comes to specifics. The tax status of the Ara-
bians is, as discussed above, at best confusing and at worst fabrication.
But there is an even more fundamental problem: the location and extent
of Arabaya are uncertain. It is unclear just what the Persians meant when
they used this term, and the assumption that it corresponded with the
entirety of the Arabian Peninsula does not stand up to scrutiny. Indeed,
the contemporary understanding of the location of Arabia moved around
quite a bit throughout antiquity; textual sources ranging from the Neo-
Assyrian period into the Byzantine period reveal an Arabia diversely
engaged and fluidly defined. Sometimes Arabia was in Syria, sometimes
in the Negev, sometimes in the Arabian Peninsula. The ‘arab were likewise
inconsistently described; at times the name was used for (varying) spe-
cific groups inhabiting specific places or sharing specific cultural or ethnic
traits, and at times it was much more generally applied to desert dwellers
or nomads.!®

By and large, the Arabia of Persian experience seems to have been
the Arabia which immediately neighbored the more populous territories
of the Empire: Jordan, Syria, the Negev desert, and southern Iraq.!” This

Press, 1969], 405, 415, 422, 429). PF 1011 (Hallock, Persepolis Fortification Tablets,
293) mentions 11 Arabian servant boys. Pfa, PFa 17, and PFa 29 (Hallock, “Selected
Fortification Texts,” CDAFI 8 [1978]: 122, 127-30) document an Arabian workforce.

16. Jan Retso, The Arabs in Antiquity: Their History from the Assyrians to the
Umayyads (London: Routledge Curzon, 2003), 579, has argued that there were at least
eleven differently defined “Arabias” in the ancient literary corpus. For discussion of
the ‘arab and the general problems connecting them with the Arabians, see Ephal,
Ancient Arabs, 4-9, 192-214; Jan Retso, “The Earliest Arabs,” Orientalia Suecana
37-39 (1989/90): 131-39; Retso, The Arabs in Antiquity, 578-83; cf. David E Graf,
“The Origin of the Nabataeans,” Aram 2 (1990): 45-75; David F. Graf, “Arabia during
Achaemenid Times,” 137-38; Hoyland, Arabia and the Arabs: From the Bronze Age to
the Coming of Islam (London: Routledge, 2001), 8.

17. Maka (Old Persian m-c-i-y-a) was a separate satrapy, and seems to have
included Oman and the northern coast of the Arabian Peninsula; it was not a part
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can be traced to a limited degree in the sources. Xenophon mentions that
it bordered the Euphrates to the south (Anab. 1.5.5); Herodotus mentions
“Arabia, not far from Egypt” (Hist. 2.11). The Persians appear to have
had some presence within the Arabian Peninsula as well, but it is diffi-
cult to determine the extent. A Lihyanite inscription from Dedan (near
Tayma) may bear witness to an official Achaemenid presence in the Ara-
bian heartland: the inscription is dated “at the time Gu$am bin Sahr and
of ‘Abd, fht of Dedan, br’[y...]” 18 The word fht is most likely a variation
of the Aramaic pht (“governor”).!® The inscription has been dated to the
Achaemenid period, and given the specialized terminology of the title,
it likely represents an outsider, possibly a Persian tasked with overseeing
the frankincense trade. If this were indeed the case, such an official would
certainly have been accompanied by a retinue as well as a contingent of
troops, giving some exposure to Achaemenid dress, ceremony, language,
and practice. This “governor” would also likely have been compelled by
necessity to work with local nomadic agents who knew the locations of
wells and were able to operate in the desert environment.?’

This brief summary of the evidence related to Achaemenid Arabia
raises four main points. First, Arabia was a definitely part of the Achae-
menid Empire, and there is evidence attesting to both Arabians in Persia
and Persians in Arabia. Second, the written sources that reference Arabia
are the product of specific programmatic (in the case of the Persian royal

of Persian Arabaya. For discussion, see Daniel L. Potts, The Arabian Gulf in Antiquity
Volume I: From Prehistory to the Fall of the Achaemenid Empire (Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 1990), 393-400.

18. The full text is nrn/bn/hdrw/tqt/b’ym/gsm/bn/shr/w’bd/fht/ddn/b-r’[y PN mlk
Ihyn]. Translation from Knauf, “Persian Administration in Arabia,” 205. F. V. Winnett
and W. H. Reed, Ancient Records from North Arabia (Toronto: University of Toronto
Press, 1970), 116 n.17; Ephal, Ancient Arabs, 204 n.691; Grabbe, History of the Jews
and Judaism, 1:163.

19. Another inscription from Tayma may also reference this governor, although
the attribution is disputed because of the fragmentary nature of the text. See Knauf,
“Persian Administration in Arabia,” 210-11, Grabbe, History of the Jews and Judaism,
1:163.

20. There have been several proposals for how this interaction would have worked,
see Anderson, “Lines in the Sand”; Eph'al, Ancient Arabs, 204; Knauf, “Persian Admin-
istration in Arabia,” 202; John Bartlett, “From Edomites to Nabataeans: The Problem
of Continuity,” Aram 2 (1990): 29-30; Graf, “Origin of the Nabataeans”; Graf, “Arabia
during Achaemenid Times,” 144-45; Grabbe, History of the Jews and Judaism, 1:163.
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inscriptions) and literary (in the case of Herodotus) agendas, and often
contradict one another. Third, there was considerable fluidity in regard to
the location and identity of the Arabians, and the sources which reference
them are likely, in fact, to be discussing several (sometimes unrelated)
groups.?! Fourth, there is almost no information from Arabia itself that
can assist in assessing the cultural impact of Persian interaction within
Arabia during the Achaemenid period; at best it can be argued that some
small contingents of Arabian administrators took up residence at key
oases in order to oversee the overland trade route.

For these reasons, it is simply impossible to make more than cursory
(and probably errant) judgments about how the Arabians of the Achae-
menid period responded to Persia and Persianness. The evidence is insuf-
ficient, and what we have is suspect. However, post-Achaemenid north
Arabia (especially Jordan) is rich in material and visual culture, and may
offer some important perspective on how the empire was remembered
in subsequent centuries. The Kingdom of Nabataea, centered at Petra in
southern Jordan, boasts a particularly intriguing connection to Persia, for
not only do the tombs and monuments at the site show the persistence of
Achaemenid forms and symbols, but they also suggest the continuity of
certain thematic priorities that characterized Achaemenid art.

NABATAEAN ART AND THE ACHAEMENID LEGACY

The formative process that led to the emergence of Nabataea is the subject
of considerable debate. Most likely it was the result of the integration of
nomadic tribes or confederacies (such as the Qedarites) with the seden-
tary remnant of Edom, perhaps the result of a local power vacuum that
occurred following Alexander’s conquest of Persia.?> Most of the remains

21. Strabo (Geog. 16.4.24-26), for example, divides the Arabians into several local
groups on the basis of information gathered during the campaign of Aelius Gallus in
25 B.C.E. For discussion of Strabo and his portrayal of Gallus’s campaign, see Bjorn
Anderson, “Double-Crossing Jordan: Strabo’s Portrait of Syllaeus and the Imagining
of Nabataea,” Studies in the History and Archaeology of Jordan 10 (2009): 391-97.

22. For discussion of Nabataean origins, see Bartlett, “The Problem of Continu-
ity;’ 25-34; John Bartlett, “From Edomites to Nabataeans: A Study in Continuity;” PEQ
111 (1979): 52-66; Peter J. Parr, “The Origins and Emergence of the Nabataeans,” in
Petra Rediscovered: Lost City of the Nabataeans (ed. G. Markoe; New York: Abrams,
2003), 27-36; Jan Retso, “Nabataean Origins, Once Again,” Proceedings of the Semi-
nar for Arabian Studies 29 (1999): 115-18; Graf, “Origin of the Nabataeans,” 45-75;
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from Petra date to the Roman or Byzantine periods, although recent
work has uncovered hints of Hellenistic occupation.?® But, as early as 312
B.C.E., they are described in connection with the campaign of Antigonus
I Monophthalmus, who “desired to make a campaign against the land of
the Arabs who are called Nabataeans”?* If this is reliable, then it shows
that the Nabataeans had begun to emerge and coalesce concurrently with
the collapse of Persian power, although the account of Diodorus Siculus
(writing in the first century B.C.E.) may conflate his earlier source mate-
rial with the contemporary political setting.? It is certainly possible that
Diodorus added the clarifying tév ApaBwy Tév xatovpévwy Nafataiwy in
order to link the account to his broader discussion of Nabataea. Further
references to the Nabataeans occur sporadically in the second and early
first centuries B.C.E., but it is not until the reign of Augustus that more
substantial discussion of the Nabataeans is encountered, in the writings of
Diodorus, Strabo, and (still later, but drawing on sources from the Augus-
tan age) Josephus.?®

Ernst Knauf, “Nabataean Origins,” in Arabian Studies in Honor of Mahmoud Ghul:
Symposium at Yarmouk University, December 8-11, 1984 (ed. M. Ibrahim; Weisbaden:
Harrassowitz, 1989), 56-61; Jézef T. Milik, “Origines des Nabatéens,” Studies in the
History and Archaeology of Jordan 1 (1982): 261-65.

23. For an overview of Hellenistic Petra, see David F. Graf, “Petra and the Naba-
taeans in the Early Hellenistic Period: the Literary and Archaeological Evidence,
in Men on the Rocks. The Formation of Nabataean Petra (ed. S. G. Schmid and M.
Mouton; Berlin: Logos, 2013), 35-56.

24. Diodorus Siculus, Bibl. 19.94

25. Diodorus’s Bibliotheca Historica, written sometime between 36 and 30 B.C.E.,
is a sweeping universal history. Diodorus freely epitomizes a number of now-lost
sources, including (for Arabia) the account of Hieronymus of Cardia, a contempo-
rary of the Diadochoi who wrote an account of the Seleucid campaign against the
Nabataeans in 312 B.c.E. For a critical discussion of Hieronymus’s agenda, see A. B.
Bosworth, The Legacy of Alexander: Politics, Warfare, and Propaganda Under the Suc-
cessors (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002), 187-209.

26. Diod., Bibl. 19.94, Strab., Geog. 16.4.21-26. The Nabataeans are likely refer-
enced in the book of 2 Maccabees, where in 168/7 B.C.E. Jonathan was accused before
a certain Aretas, tyrant of the Arabs. An inscription dated ca. 150 B.C.E. names Aretas
1023 791 as a crowned king. This name reoccurs with three later Nabataean kings.
The inscription’s date is disputed, however, and it may instead refer to Aretas II. The
inscription is published in A. Cowley, “The Wilderness of Zin,” in Palestine Explo-
ration Fund Annual (1914-1915) (London: Palestine Exploration Fund, 1914-1915),
145-46; for discussion see Jean Starcky, “The Nabataeans: A Historical Sketch,” BA
18 (1955): 89; Jean Cantineau, Le Nabatéen II (Paris: Librairie Ernest Leroux, 1932),
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Nabataea was a nominally independent kingdom that controlled
much of the trade in frankincense and myrrh, growing wealthy as a result.
Increasing Roman involvement in the eastern Mediterranean, during the
first centuries B.C.E. and C.E. drew in the Nabataean kings, who vied vari-
ously with Herod and his successors as well as the Romans themselves.
The uneasy relationship with Rome was ultimately terminated in 106,
when Trajan annexed Arabia into the Roman provincial structure.?’ In
the meantime, Petra experienced a boom in construction from around 30
B.C.E. through the middle of the first century c.E., the reigns of Obodas IIT
(r. 30-9 B.C.E.) and Aretas IV (r. 9/8 B.C.E.-40 c.E.). The rock-cut tombs
mainly date to this period, and are the most celebrated and recognizable
remains at Petra.?® Several temples, a monumental pool and garden com-
plex, a colonnaded street, and other urban features were also constructed,
although continuing Roman activity at the site makes it difficult to securely

43-44; Yaakov Meshorer, Nabataean Coins (Jerusalem: Institute of Archaeology,
Hebrew University of Jerusalem, 1975), 2 n.4.

The sources are then silent until ca. 100 B.C.E., when Aretas II (r. ca. 120-196
B.C.E.) emerges in the historical and numismatic record (cf. CIS 11.349, which com-
memorates a statue to “Rabbel, son of Aretas”). Aretas II is attested in Josephus (Ant.
33.360) in conjunction with the affairs of the Hasmonean ruler Alexander Janneus,
and may have been responsible for raids into Syria, depending on the interpretation
of “Erotimus, king of the Arabs” in Justin’s epitome of Pompeius Trogus (39.5.5f). For
the historical background of early Nabataea, see Starcky, “The Nabataeans: A Histori-
cal Sketch,” 84-108; Jean Starcky, “Petra et les Nabatéens,” in Un royaume aux confins
du désert: Pétra et la Nabaténe (ed. F. Baratte; Lyon: Muséum de Lyon, 1979), 13-26;
Jean Starcky, “Pétra et la Nabaténe,” Supplément au Dictionnaire de la Bible 7 (1966):
col. 886-1017. The Nabataeans also figure frequently in the works of Josephus, writing
a century later but epitomizing earlier works, especially that of Nicolaus of Damascus.
For discussion of Strabo, Diodorus, and Josephus in relation to the Nabataeans, see
Bjorn Anderson, “Double-Crossing Jordan,” 391-397; Bjorn Anderson, “Achaemenid
Arabia: A Landscape-Oriented Model of Cultural Interaction,” in The World of Ancient
Persia (ed. ]. Curtis and S. Simpson; London: 1. B. Tauris, 2010), 445-55.

27. On the history of the Nabataean kingdom during the Roman period, see Glen
W. Bowersock, Roman Arabia (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1983).

28. On the chronology of the tombs, see most recently Lucy Wadeson, “Naba-
taean Facade Tombs: A New Chronology,” Studies in the History and Archaeology of
Jordan 11 (2013): 507-28; Lucy Wadeson, “The Development of Funerary Architec-
ture at Petra: the Case of the Facade Tombs,” in Men on the Rocks: The Formation of
Nabataean Petra (ed. M. Mouton and S. G. Schmid; Berlin: Logos, 2013), 167-88;
Lucy Wadeson, “The Chronology of the Fagade Tombs at Petra: A Structural and Met-
rical Analysis,” Levant 42 (2010): 48-69.
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separate the Nabataean from the Roman, and certainly many structures
continued to be used and modified after the annexation.?

The great majority of the tombs are decorated with some variation
of the merlon or crenelation, a highly charged Achaemenid visual motif.
Rosettes, another powerful symbol in royal Persian art, are also frequently
seen in Nabataea.?® Crenelations and/or rosettes grace hundreds of tombs
at Petra as well as dozens of tombs at Meda’in Saleh in Saudi Arabia. And
this repetition is crucial, for it suggests that the Nabataeans used these
symbols programmatically, as part of a coordinated visual agenda echoing
their use in Persepolis.

The chronological gap between the construction of the tombs at Petra
and the fall of Persepolis, some three hundred years, may seem prohibitive
to this claim, but it should be seen in the wider context of Near Eastern
art. Numerous motifs persisted for hundreds, even thousands, of years and

Figure 1: Crenelated tombs near Petra’s city center. Photograph by author.

29. Most of the monuments at Petra have evidence of Roman reuse or modifi-
cation. For an overview, see N. Fiema, “Roman Petra (A.D. 106-363): A Neglected
Subject,” ZDPV 119 (2003): 47-49.

30. On the significance of rosettes and crenelations on Nabataean tombs, see
Bjorn Anderson, “Imperial Legacies, Local Identities: References to Royal Achaeme-
nid Iconography on Crenelated Nabataean Tombs,” in Medes and Persians: Elusive
Contexts of Elusive Empires (ed. M. Root; Ars Orientalis 32; Ann Arbor, Mich. Univer-
sity of Michigan, 2002), 163-206.
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were often consciously revived. Bull horns as symbols of power and divinity
are attested as early as the late Neolithic period and continued in use into
the first millennium B.C.E., as did common features such as heraldically
posed felines, flowering plants, fantastic or composite creatures, etc. The
Persians themselves actively mined Assyrian and Egyptian prototypes (as
seen, for example, at Bisitun, as Margaret Root has noted), and at Naqsh-i
Rustam they carefully situated their tombs in a space already charged with
Old Elamite reliefs.>! Accessing and recasting the powerful legacies of past
empires is an important part of the overall Near Eastern visual narrative,
and the decorative scheme of Nabataean tombs is but another example of
this deep-seated tradition.?? Iran remained an important power during the
Parthian period, and the monuments of the Achaemenid Empire, even in
ruined state, were still visible and evocative reminders of past authority
and grandeur.??

The Persian legacy was accessible to the Nabataeans, but to what
degree was it intelligible? I suggest that the answer may lie in the mass
deployment of the crenelation, a highly charged symbol in the Achae-

31. Root, King and Kingship, 202-22; cf. Margaret Cool Root, “Imperial Ideol-
ogy in Achaemenid Persian Art: Transforming the Mesopotamian Legacy,” BCSMS 35
(2000): 19-27; Root, “Defining the Divine in Achaemenid Persian Kingship,” 45. On
the Elamite relief, see Margaret Cool Root, “Art and Archaeology of the Achaemenid
Empire;” in Civilizations of the Ancient Near East (ed. J. Sasson; New York: Scribner,
1995), 4:2626.

32. This phenomenon is not restricted to the Near East, of course. The persistent
revival of the Doryphoros pose or the anastole of Alexander are but a few examples
from Roman art, and myriad later kings modeled their portraits on Roman prece-
dents—cf. the equestrian portrait of Charlemagne at the Louvre, the doors and column
at St. Michael’s church at Hildesheim, or the so-called Cross of Lothair of Lotharingia.
cf. Bjorn Anderson, “Constructing Nabataea: Identity, Ideology, and Connectivity”
(Ph.D. diss., University of Michigan, 2005), 193-94, Anderson, “Imperial Legacies,
Local Identities,” 190.

33. On the visibility of Achaemenid monuments and Alexander’s destruction of
Persepolis, see especially Heleen Sancisi-Weerdenburg, “Alexander and Persepolis,” in
Alexander the Great: Reality and Myth (ed. ]. Carlsen et al.; Rome: “UCErma” di Bretsch-
neider, 1993), 177-88; Heleen Sancisi-Weerdenburg, “Introduction,” in Through Trav-
ellers’ Eyes: European travellers on the Iranian monuments (ed. H. Sancisi-Weerdenburg
and J. M. Drijvers; Achaemenid History 7; Leiden: NINO, 1991), 3; Josef Wiesehofer,
Ancient Persia from 550 BC to 650 AD (trans. A. Azodi; London: I. B. Tauris, 1996),
25; Anderson, “Constructing Nabataea,” 189-90; Anderson, “Imperial Legacies, Local
Identities,” 194-95.
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Figure 2: Varied types of crenelated tombs along Petra’s Street of Fagades. Photo-
graph by author.

menid Empire. Indeed, its sheer quantity is crucial. There are 628 known
facade tombs at Petra, 86 percent of which are adorned with merlons.*
There are a few well known divergences, notably the Khazneh, the Corin-
thian tomb, and the Deir, which exhibit local variations of Hellenistic and
Alexandrian architecture, as well as the Obelisk tomb that references the
traditional architecture of pharaonic Egypt, but these are a minority and
exceptional.®® In contrast, hundreds and hundreds of tombs have crenela-
tions—either carved merlon friezes, broken (split) crenelations, even free-
standing crowning crenelations very similar to those seen at Persepolis.

34. At Med@'in Saleh there are another ninety-four tombs, seventy-two of which
are facade tombs. Wadeson, “Nabataean Facade Tombs,” 509-10, 518.

35. For discussion of the tombs showing Hellenistic and Alexandrian influences,
see Judith McKenzie, “Keys from Egypt and the East: Observations on Nabataean
Culture in Light of Recent Discoveries,” BASOR 24 (2001): 97-112; Judith McKenzie,
The Architecture of Petra (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1990); Stephan G. Schmid,
“The ‘Hellenisation’ of the Nabataeans: A New Approach,” Studies in the History and
Archaeology of Jordan 7 (2001): 407-19.

36. There are different types of crenelations on the tombs - running relief friezes,
freestanding merlons that crown the tops of tombs, “split” merlons that step down-
ward toward the center, etc. The original typology was published by Rudolf-Ernst
Briinnow, et al., Die Provincia Arabia auf Grund zweier in den Jahren 1897 und 1898
unternommenen Reisen und der Berichte friiherer Reisender (3 vols.; Strassburg: K. J.
Triibner, 1904-1909); cf. McKenzie, The Architecture of Petra; Wadeson, “Nabataean
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In previous work I have explored these tombs at great length—argu-
ing that they are a deliberate Nabataecan mining of the vocabulary of a
great Eastern empire, a particularly potent and provocative act in light of
Rome’s growing regional intervention.’” I claimed then, and I maintain
now, that the frequent and deep-seated interaction between the Persians
and the Arabians left a lasting impression, a memory of imperial greatness
which was augmented through the centuries by both the frequent revival
of Persia as an archetype in Greek and Roman propaganda and by the
continued visibility of impressive Persian monuments.*

The common schema of these hundreds of tombs is too pervasive to be
any sort of accident of taste. The tombs are centrally located, many occupy-
ing dominant locations throughout the city. Their size and position defines
the visual landscape of Petra, and indeed it is difficult to escape their pres-
ence at the site. At the very least they must therefore have met with offi-
cial approval. I suggest they represent a coordinated visual program, not
unlike that seen in Achaemenid Persia.’* Root has clearly demonstrated
that Persian art was carefully orchestrated and unified; the motifs and mes-
sages deliberately chosen to emphasize the King’s divine legitimacy, his
right to rule, and the timeless harmony of a people well-governed.*® Art
and text are seamless, working together to show Darius as King of Kings,
King of all Nations, who rules by the favor of Ahuramazda—who rules a
good country, full of good horses, full of good men.*! The stock phrasing
of the inscriptions is mirrored in art; it is consistent, universal, timeless.
Furthermore, the Achaemenid representational language persisted from

Fagade Tombs”; Wadeson, “The Development of Funerary Architecture at Petra”
Wadeson (“The Chronology of the Fagade Tombs at Petra”) has recently refined both
typology and chronology. For the present analysis, the typology is less important than
the simple fact that they are crenelated at all.

37. Anderson, “Imperial Legacies, Local Identities,” 163-206.

38. For discussion, see Anderson, “Imperial Legacies, Local Identities,” 195-97.

39. That the tombs were likely privately commissioned and owned need not pose
problems in this regard; many privately-owned Persian seals were decorated with
scenes and motifs that formed part of the royal vocabulary. The tombs surely align
broadly with the elite class, who would have been well served by associating them-
selves with the king’s priorities.

40. Root, King and Kingship in Achaemenid Art, 309-11. The whole of Root’s
monograph explores these themes and should be consulted in its entirety.

41. Stock phrasing in a number of Achaemenid inscriptions, see, e.g., DSf §3:A-H
(Schmitt, Altpersischen Inschriften, 128).
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place to place and from age to age, as none of Darius’s successors made
any great changes to the message of kingship nor the way it was visually
implemented. It is repetitive; certain key symbols are deployed time and
again across a range of media. Significantly the crenelation and rosette are
among the most important of these symbols: both adorn the staircases of
the Apadana at Persepolis. Rosettes adorn the collars of bull-head column
capitals; both merlons and rosettes figure prominently in the brickwork
of Susa. Crenelations are a key element of the Great King’s royal crown in
monumental relief sculpture (as seen at Bisitun).#> Even personal seals,
privately held, often show the “royal hero” wearing a dentate crown, surely
a miniature version of the aforementioned crenelated crown on the Bisi-
tun relief.*3

A magnificent silver bowl from the British Museum, decorated with
applied gold decoration, shows marching files of crowned figures framed
by merlon and rosette friezes. This bowl illustrates just how potent these
motifs were in Achaemenid Persia, for both are used in a context far
removed from what we might consider their natural habitats. Crenela-
tions, which reference fortifications, might be expected in contexts associ-
ated with, or depictions of, built structures.** Likewise, rosettes are often
anchored to expressions of fertility.*> Here the two motifs are deployed
independently in friezes, which shows that they have been invested with
sufficient significance to stand alone, and that they were both meaning-

42. For a discussion of the stepped crown at Bisitun, see most recently Root,
“Defining the Divine in Achaemenid Persian Kingship,” 40.

43. Several such examples are found in the corpus of seals from the Persepolis
Fortification Archive. See, e.g., PFS 7, published in Mark B. Garrison and Margaret
Cool Root, Seals on the Persepolis Fortification Tablets, vol. 1: Images of Heroic Encoun-
ter (OIP 117; Chicago: Oriental Institute Publications, 2001), fig. 1.i. The “royal hero”
is discussed in the same volume, pp. 54-60. Dentate crowns are also seen at Persepolis,
for example on the east jamb of the southern doorway in the main hall of the Palace of
Darius at Persepolis, and holes in the stone suggest that a metal crown was set into the
relief. See Erich Schmidt, Persepolis I: Structures, Reliefs, Inscriptions (OIP 68; Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1953), pl. 138.

44. For example, see the use of crenelated fortification imagery on Urartean belts
in Adam T. Smith, The Political Landscape: Constellations of Authority in Early Com-
plex Polities (Berkeley, Calif.: University of California Press, 2003), 259-66.

45. In Neo-Assyrian art, rosettes often decorate the clothing of the king and
adorn his wrists in the form of bracelets, as seen on the palace reliefs of Ashurbanipal
from Nineveh (ca. 645-640 B.C.E.). Rosette friezes are already in use on the Ishtar Gate
from Babylon (ca. 575 B.C.E.).



PERSIAN MEMORIES 43

Figure 3: Achaemenid silver bowl with applied gold figures. Photograph courtesy
of and © Trustees of the British Museum.

ful and intelligible in their own right.¢ The Achaemenid kings, having
selected certain key symbols as potent signifiers of kingship, deployed
them far and wide in a range of media.

The Nabataeans, therefore, inherited more than just the crenelation
and rosette motifs. The tombs of Petra and Meda‘in Saleh bear elegant
witness to a Nabataean recognition of the importance of programmatic
art. Significant and highly charged forms, long associated with kingship,
legitimacy, and fertility, are repeated over and over again. In Persia, these
symbols stood as a shorthand for the entirety of their ideology of king-
ship. By means of their adaptation and redeployment of these essential
symbols, the Nabataeans crafted a visual continuity of their own, a coor-
dinated and multivalent expression of local identity and possibly royal
prerogative.

The Achaemenid artistic program was conceived and organized by
Darius the Great, who was himself responsible for much of the prolifera-
tion of symbol and image.#’ In Nabataea, the process of development was
different. The earliest tombs at Petra must date before 50 B.C.E., before a
portion of the site was repaved.*® It was not until some years later that

46. For discussion see Anderson, “Imperial Legacies, Local Identities,” 178-79.
Merlons had a further significance recalling the mountain peaks which housed the
gods; see Root, “Defining the Divine in Achaemenid Persian Kingship,” 40-41.

47. See n. 40 above.

48. Wadeson, “Nabataean Fagade Tombs,” 513; McKenzie, “Temples, Tombs, and
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the explosion in construction took place, from the late first century B.C.E.
well into the first century c.E. Significantly, this corresponds with the long
(forty-nine year) reign of Aretas IV, a very active figure in Nabataean and
international politics. Aretas was forced to contest his claim to the throne
with a rival, Syllaeus, and later found himself embroiled with the affairs of
both Herod and Augustus.*’ I suggest that Aretas, who like Darius found
himself faced with a need to establish legitimacy and authority, seized on
the potent symbolism of the earlier tombs and communicated it widely to
his subjects.

This need not imply that Aretas was well versed in the intricacies of
Achaemenid history nor the specific symbolism and meaning of the Per-
sian context, although certainly Herodotus remained known and studied.>
There is no reason to presume the Nabataeans understood the specific
agency of Darius in crafting the elegantly coordinated program, especially
as so many of the monuments at Persepolis were uninscribed. However,
this only increased the sense of repetition, for the Achaemenid kings who
followed Darius made no great changes in the conception and execution
of royal art. The post-Persian legacy of Achaemenid art was therefore one
of totality and uniformity, of carefully controlled and yet widely deployed
imagery tied to kingship and power. Even if the nuances of Darius’s
program were lost through the passage of time, the overall impression
remained accessible.

Crenelations are not unique to Nabataea, of course. They appear in
Syria and Lebanon, and even show up as decorations on furniture (exot-
ica) in Pompeii. But nowhere else are crenelations so prevalent, so coordi-
nated, as they are in Nabataea. The landscape of Petra is bound together,
walled in by these crenelations. It is a systematic presentation that surely
must belie official involvement. Incidentally, this is not unlike what Augus-
tus will do in the west with garlands, bucrania, and fruit. Paul Zanker has
pointed out that Augustus is similarly employing certain coded symbols in
the construction of his own (also systematic) imperial message.>! Indeed,
it may well be the case that the Nabataean visual program evolved in

other Recent Discoveries from the Rose Red City;,” JRA 17 (2004): 559.

49. See Anderson, “Constructing Nabataea,” 153-65.

50. Papyrus fragments of Herodotus show his continued popularity in Ptolemaic
and Roman Egypt. See e.g., Mortimer Chambers, et al., The Oxyrhynchus Papyri,
Volume 48 (London: Egypt Exploration Society, 1981), 22-73.

51. Paul Zanker, The Power of Images in the Age of Augustus (Ann Arbor, Mich.:
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response to what was happening in Rome, that the Nabataean king rec-
ognized the importance of overarching and unifying thematic symbols.
Preferring, perhaps for political expediency at home and abroad, symbols
and systems of representation with a Near Eastern pedigree, Aretas seems
to have seized on a few key motifs and turned them into emblematic rep-
resentations of Nabataea through the encouragement of mass deployment
in a coordinated visual program.

Nabataean royal art was not just about Persia, of course. In the multi-
cultural environment of the Roman Near East, Hellenistic, Roman, Egyp-
tian, Syrian, and Arabian influences were strong. Many aspects of Naba-
taean art and architecture have nothing to do with Persian precedents.
Domestic architecture blends Roman and Near Eastern floorplans, and
surviving wall paintings are akin to those preserved from Pompeii and
Herculaneum; coinage follows a generally Hellenistic precedent (with
some variations); temple architecture shows influences from Syria as well
as the Mediterranean.>? It was not likely that the Nabataeans were actively
reviving the Achaemenid Empire, but rather that they integrated a still res-
onant Persian legacy into the crafting of their own expressions of kingship
and identity. Thus, while it may be impossible to speak confidently of the
cultural impact of Persia on Arabia during the Achaemenid period, owing
to the lack of secure archaeological evidence, the funerary architecture at
Petra illustrates that Arabian memories of Persia and Persian art remained
active and relevant well into the Roman period.

University of Michigan Press, 1988), 179-83; Paul Zanker, Roman Art (Los Angeles,
Calif.: J. Paul Getty Museum, 2010), 87-97.

52. For an overview of domestic architecture: Bernhard Kolb, “Petra. From Tent
to Mansion: Living on the Terraces of Ez-Zantur,” in Petra Rediscovered: Lost City
of the Nabataeans (ed. G. Markoe; New York: Abrams, 2003), 230-38; Rolf Stucky,
Petra, Ez Zantur 1. Ergebnisse der schweizerisch-liechtensteinischen Ausgrabungen
1988-1992 (Munich: Philipp von Zabern, 1996). For temples and tombs: Judith
McKenzie, “Keys from Egypt and the East”; McKenzie, The Architecture of Petra;
Schmid, “The ‘Hellenisation’ of the Nabataeans”; Ehud Netzer, Nabatdische Archi-
tektur: Insbesondere Grdber und Tempel (Munich: Philipp von Zabern, 2003). For
coinage: Meshorer, Nabataean Coins.
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“T OVERWHELMED THE KING OF ELAM”:
REMEMBERING NEBUCHADNEZZAR |
IN PERSIAN BABYLONIA

John P. Nielsen (Bradley University)

Cyrus’s capture of Babylon in 539 B.c.E. brought to a close the final and,
arguably, most spectacular era of Babylonian independence. From that
date onward, Babylon would never again be the sole capital of an indepen-
dent kingdom, let alone of an empire, but rather would remain a signifi-
cant city under Persian and then Macedonian rule. Babylon’s status was
diminished when it suffered partial abandonment following the transport
of much of its population to the new capital of Seleucia in 275 B.C.E.,! but
it continued to be an inhabited and defensible city with a functioning cult
into the Parthian era.? The date of Babylon’s final destruction is not known,
but it may have occurred with the cessation of cultic activities there as
late as the third century c.E. following the Sassanian conquest.>* When
viewed against the full backdrop of the city’s history, which can be securely
extended back approximately two millennia to the kings of the dynasty
of Agade,* the Persian conquest of Babylon was only one of many occur-
rences when new populations had come to power, and it preceded similar
changes that would occur in the following centuries. What distinguished

1. Abraham J. Sachs and Hermann Hunger, Diaries from 652 B.C. to 262 B.C. (vol.
1 of Astronomical Diaries and Related Texts from Babylonia; Vienna: Osterreichischen
Akademie der Wissenschaften, 1988), no. -273:34’-36.

2.R.J. van der Spek, “Cuneiform Documents on Parthian History: The Rahimesu
Archive, Material for the Study of the Standard of Living,” Historia 122 (1998): 205-7.

3. Mark Geller, “The Last Wedge,” ZA 87 (1997): 63.

4. Douglas Frayne, Sargonic and Gutian Periods (vol. 2 of The Royal Inscriptions
of Mesopotamia, Early Periods; Toronto: Toronto University Press, 1993), 183 iii year
name (k) and E2.1.4.28 and E2.1.5.5.
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the Persian conquest from those that had preceded it was the introduction
of a ruling population that did not become absorbed into Babylonian cul-
ture, but rather maintained centers of political power at cities other than
Babylon outside of Mesopotamia and retained and developed distinct cul-
tural practices that did not rely on the elevation of Babylon’s significance,
a transformation that would only become more pronounced following the
establishment of Seleucid and then Arsacid rule.

It is doubtful, however, that any citizen present to cheer on Cyrus’s
triumphant entrance into Babylon would have even contemplated the
possibility that Babylon’s standing had been irreversibly changed on that
day. Such a possibility would likely have struck a Babylonian as prepos-
terous precisely because of the city’s illustrious and extensive history and
because the identity of an important segment of Babylonia’s population—
those families that filled civic offices and dominated temple administra-
tion through their ownership of temple prebends—was firmly rooted in
this understanding of the city’s antiquity and its centrality as it related
to other Babylonian cities.® During the preceding centuries, members of
these families had cultivated and perpetuated a religious ideology that had
sought to understand the divine will of Babylon’s patron god, Marduk, as
it pertained to the fortunes of his city in the past, and had preserved the
historical memory of those monarchs whose legacies were outstanding,
often because they were believed to have found favor with Marduk or were
deemed to have committed some sacrilege against the god.” This ideology

5. R. J. van der Spek, “The Babylonian Temple during the Macedonian and Par-
thian Domination,” BiOr 42 (1985): 541-42.

6. Michael Jursa et al., Aspects of the Economic History of Babylonia in the First
Millennium BC. Economic Geography, Economic Mentalities, Agriculture, the Use of
Money and the Problem of Economic Growth (AOAT 377; Miinster: Ugarit-Verlag,
2010), 62-140 and 282-86 and idem, “The Babylonian Economy in the First Millen-
nium BC,” in The Babylonian World (ed. G. Leick; New York: Routledge, 2007), 224-35
(229-30).

7. This mentality is evident, for example, in the so-called Weidner Chronicle
(Jean-Jacques Glassner, Mesopotamian Chronicles [SBLWAW 19; Atlanta: Society of
Biblical Literature, 2004], 263-68) or the text purporting to be a royal inscription
of the Kassite king Agum-kakrime known only from mid-first millennium tablets
(Benjamin R. Foster, Before the Muses: An Anthology of Akkadian Literature [3rd ed.;
Bethesda, Md.: CDL, 2005], 360-64). With regard to Nebuchadnezzar I, Eckart Frahm
makes this point in E. A. Braun-Holzinger and E. Frahm, “Liebling des Marduk—
Konig der Blasphemie: Grof3e babylonische Herrscher in der Sicht der Babylonier und
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and the historical memories that supported it were embedded in a stream
of scholarly cuneiform tradition, which, taken as a whole, were the prod-
uct of the literate intelligentsia who made up the urban elite and who held
in common a religious and political worldview centering on Marduk and
Babylon. The members of this class articulated that worldview when inter-
acting with one another and with contemporary political actors, including
tribal groups in southern Mesopotamia and, most notably, the king, who
ideally would have been sympathetic to their interests. These interactions
produced a discourse in which the participants associated themselves with
larger groups and perpetuated a Babylonian identity with regard to the
Persian Empire that was not based on personal acquaintances, but rather
reflected what Benedict Anderson has called an imagined community.?
Ultimately, this awareness of a Babylonian identity amongst a significant
segment of the population residing in southern Mesopotamia shaped the
history of Persian rule in Babylonia.

In the decades following the establishment of Persian rule, the impor-
tance of Babylon was not diminished. While the Persian emperor did
not make Babylon his primary residence, the city retained its status as an
imperial capital within the empire and was not relegated to being a pro-
vincial city. More importantly, Babylon remained a vital economic and
administrative hub of empire and the presence of Marduk’s temple, Esagil,
ensured its ideological significance within southern Mesopotamia. As a
result, Babylon continued to be a large, cosmopolitan city at the core of a
dynamic urban network.” But in spite of Babylon’s continued importance,
the leading citizens of Babylon and those of other Babylonian cities were
not always tractable subjects. Twice within less than fifty years, all or parts

in der Sicht anderer Volker;,” in Babylon: Focus mesopotamischer Geschichte, Wiege
friiher Gelehrsamkeit, Mythos in der Moderne (ed. ]. Renger; CDOG 2; Saarbriicken:
Saarbriicker Druckerei und Verlag, 1999), 131-56 (147-48 and 155).

8. Here I am drawing upon Nicolas Wiater’s adaptation of Benedict Anderson’s
concept of “imagined community” in “Writing Roman History—Shaping Greek Iden-
tity: The Ideology of Historiography in Dionysius of Halicarnassus,” in The Struggle
for Identity: Greeks and their Past in the First Century BCE (ed. T. A. Schmitz and
N. Wiater; Stuttgart: Franz Steiner, 2011), 61-91 (61-62). While Anderson is asso-
ciated with theorists who view nationalism as an exclusively modern phenomenon,
the concept of “imagined community” which he explored in Imagined Communities:
Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Nationalism (2nd ed.; London: Verso, 2006)
is potentially more fluid, as Anderson admits on p. 6, and not specific to modernity.

9. Jursa, Aspects of the Economic History of Babylonia, 64-80.
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of Babylonia were in open revolt, once from 522 to 521 B.C.E. after Darius
I's usurpation of the Persian throne,!? and again in 484 B.C.E., in Xerxes I's
second year.!! On both occasions, factions within the urban elite played
leading roles. The first revolt was initiated by Nidintu-Bél, son of Mukin-
zéri, from the Zazakku family,'? who claimed to be Nebuchadnezzar (III),
son of Nabonidus, the last Babylonian king.!3 Nidintu-Bél’s revolt failed,
but an Urartean named Arakha, son of Haldita, continued the resistance
to Persian rule under the guise of Nebuchadnezzar (IV). Arakaha down-
played his Urartean identity and signaled his intention to align his rebel-
lion with the Babylonian urban class of his predecessor by having docu-
ments dated to his first regnal year and not his accession year, thereby
communicating that the reign of the previous Nebuchadnezzar (III) had
not been interrupted, and by appealing to the religious priorities of the
urban elite by summoning the gods of Uruk and Larsa in the south to
Babylon for their protection.!* Likewise the two rebellions of 484, which
were localized to cities in northern Babylonia, appear to have received

10. Jiirgen Lorenz, Nebukadnezzar 11I/IV: Die politischen Wirren nach dem Tod
Kambyses im Spiegel der Keilschrifttexte (Dresden: ISLET, 2008).

11. For the dating of both revolts to 484 B.C.E., see Caroline Waerzeggers, “The
Babylonian Revolts Against Xerxes and the ‘End of Archives;” AfO 50 (2003/2004):
150-73 (151-56).

12. The Akkadian version of the first Babylonian revolt on the Bisitun inscription
provides us with a genealogy for Nidintu-Bél that is distinct from that preserved in
the Elamite and Old Persian versions (AA §15:31). Chul-Hyun Bae leaves the par-
tially damaged signs between Nidintu-Bél's patronym and the za-za-ak-ku unrestored
and follows E. von Voigtlander’s translation of zazakku as a title (Bae, “Comparative
Studies of King Darius’s Bisitun Inscription,” [Ph.D. diss., Harvard University, 2001],
107). However, Jiirgen Lorenz (Nebukadnezzar 11I/IV, 13) understands zazakku as the
family name, reading line 31 as ™ni-din-tu-den dumu-3 $¢ ™du-numun a ™za-za-ak-
ku. Lorenz acknowledges that the family name rarely appears in texts, noting a few
attestations from Neo-Babylonian sources (ibid., 13 n. 57). To these may be added a
three-tier genealogy (™den-3u-nu a-sii $d ™dag-numun-du dumu ™za-zak-ku) in YBC
11317:47, a tablet dated at Babylon in 648.

13. Beaulieu offers some speculative but inconclusive thoughts on the possibility
that Nabonidus had had a son named Nebuchadnezzar, concluding that regardless
of whether or not the claim had any basis in truth, no name could have carried more
prestige for a Babylonian audience than Nebuchadnezzar (Paul-Alain Beaulieu, “An
Episode in the Reign of the Babylonian Pretender Nebuchadnezzar IV, in Extraction
& Control: Studies in Honor of Matthew W. Stolper [ed. M. Kozuh et al.; SAOC 68;
Chicago: The Oriental Institute of the University of Chicago, 2014], 18-19).

14. Beaulieu, “An Episode,” 18 and 24-25.
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their greatest support from the prebendary families. These families were
removed from their positions of local influence after Xerxes defeated the
rebels while families whose business affairs relied on the Persian presence
emerged unscathed.!

The causes of these revolts are manifold and complex and beyond the
scope of this study, but it is important to acknowledge the role played by
the elite urban families during both uprisings. Their involvement prompts
questions about how they reconciled Babylonia’s place within the Persian
Empire with their historical memories of an independent Babylon that had
ruled over its own empire. In his introduction to his translations of the so-
called “Kedor-Laomer Texts” in Before the Muses, Benjamin Foster points
out that the tablets on which the texts were recorded date from the Persian
period and suggests that their description of the destructive Elamite inva-
sion of Babylonia would have been of interest to a Babylonian scholar due
to the “analogies between the Elamites and the rapacious post-Darius Per-
sian monarchs”!® Elam’s long-standing status as the dominant power on
the Iranian plateau meant that the region east of Babylonia continued to
be referred to as Elam in scholarly circles even after it became the Persian
heartland. And while Xerxes’s rapaciousness has been called into question
as a creation of classical Greek historians,!” alterations in the prebendary
system indicate that Xerxes’s reaction to the revolt was real and consequen-
tial for Babylon’s elite families.!® As a result, there is merit in thinking that
the “Kedor-Laomer Texts” might have had a special appeal to Babylonian
scribes in the Persian Empire who were resentful of Persian rule. This pos-
sibility becomes all the more likely when these compositions are contex-
tualized within a larger literary tradition that looked back on the events of
the late second millennium: the Elamite invasions that ended the Kassite
dynasty, their removal of Marduk, and especially the reign of Nebuchadne-
zzar I (r. 1125-1104 B.C.E.), who claimed to have “overwhelmed the king of

15. Waerzeggers, “The Babylonian Revolts,” 160-63.

16. Before the Muses, 369.

17. Amélie Kuhrt and Susan Sherwin-White, “Xerxes’ Destruction of Babylonian
Temples,” in The Greek Sources (ed. H. Sancisi-Weerdenburg and A. Kuhrt; Achaeme-
nid History 2; Leiden: NINO, 1987), 69-78 and more recently Amélie Kuhrt, “Reas-
sessing the Reign of Xerxes in the Light of New Evidence,” in Extraction and Control:
Studies in Honor of Matthew W. Stolper (ed. M. Kozuh et al.; SAOC 68; Chicago: Ori-
ental Institute, 2014), 163-69.

18. Johannes Hackl, “Materialien zur Urkundenlehre und Archivkunde der Texte
aus Nordbabylonien” (Ph.D. diss., The University of Vienna, 2013), 380-93.
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Elam” in one later composition, an act that avenged earlier aggressions and
resulted in the retrieval of the Marduk statue.!®

Reading Persian-period tablets with these compositions as expres-
sions of anti-Persian sentiments may be oversimplifying a more complex
problem. The literary traditions surrounding Nebuchadnezzar I had a
lengthy history that predated the Persian conquest by at least more than a
century and were based on events that occurred more than five hundred
years earlier. Therefore, it is important to appreciate that this tradition did
not originate in the sixth century, but rather was one that was perpetuated
and modified over time to speak to the changing interests of a specialized
scribal community that was essentially conservative in its cultural outlook.
Briefly surveying how and why the memory of Nebuchadnezzar I was
maintained during earlier periods, particularly within the broader con-
text of how it pertained to the Marduk cult and the associated cults of the
Babylonian pantheon, can offer insights into the worldview of the scribal
elite, the formation of Babylonian identity within that community as it
related to the Persian empire, and how that identity may have extended to
the broader Babylonian population.

The literary depictions of Nebuchadnezzar I's campaign against Elam
were rooted in historical events that were recorded during Nebuchadnezzar
I's own reign on a bilingual building inscription found on two fragments
that were possibly from the same limestone tablet?* and on two kudurrus:
BBSt 6, better known as the Sitti-Marduk kudurru, and BBSt 24.2! These
objects, or contemporary sources similar to them,?? very likely provided

19.J. A. Brinkman, A Political History of Post-Kassite Babylonia (1158-722 B.C.)
(AnOr 43; Rome: Pontificium Institutum Biblicum, 1968), 86-90.

20.RIMB 2 B.2.4.1.

21. The term kudurru, describes a class of typically inscribed and decorated stone
objects dating from the late second and early first millennia, the contents of which
usually pertained to the granting or ownership of land or the bestowal of tax exemp-
tions, often with the involvement of the king. For discussions of kudurrus see J. A.
Brinkman, “Kudurru,” RIA 6:267-74; Kathryn E. Slanski, The Babylonian Entitlement
narGs (kudurrus): A Study in Their Form and Function (ASOR Books 9; American
School of Oriental Research: Boston, 2003); and J. A. Brinkman, “Babylonian Royal
Land Grants, Memorials of Financial Interest, and Invocation of the Divine,” JESHO
49.1:1-47 (Review of Slanski).

22. It is certainly conceivable that there were other primary sources from Nebu-
chadnezzar T’s reign that did not survive down to the present day but were known in
the first millennium and consulted by later generations of scribes.
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the inspiration for those scribes who composed the later literary traditions
about Nebuchadnezzar I as well some of the details that feature in those
works.?> However, a key feature that distinguishes the later traditions from
the texts produced during Nebuchadnezzar’s own reign is the increased
emphasis placed by the former on the god Marduk as the agent of events.
In the Sitti-Marduk kudurru, it is Marduk who orders Nebuchadnezzar
to attack Elam, but Ishtar and Adad who grant him victory, with Sitti-
Marduk’s charge into the Elamite ranks proving to be the decisive moment
in the battle.?* Likewise, the restoration of Marduk—identified only by his
epithet Bél in the text—to Babylon is simply one occurrence in a series of
events commemorated in BBSt 24 and is of much less importance than the
retrieval of the god Eriya from Elam and the establishment of land grants
to support his cult.?> By comparison, Marduk’s position in the later liter-
ary texts is central: it was Marduk’s displeasure with Babylon that caused
the Elamite invasion that led to his departure, it was Marduk who called
upon Nebuchadnezzar to invade Elam, and it is with Marduk’s triumphal
reentry into Babylon that the compositions are concluded.

This shift in focus to Marduk suggests that individuals associated with
the Marduk cult were responsible for the creation of the later compositions,
undoubtedly with an eye toward promoting the interests of Esagil. This
aim is best illustrated in the portrayal of Nebuchadnezzar I as the pious
king who took Marduk by the hand and returned him to Babylon from
Elam, which was undoubtedly an allusion to the key moment in the akitu
festival when the king would take the hand of Bél, which was a common
epithet for Marduk, in order to escort the cult statue back into Babylon and
into the Esagil. Consequently, the later Nebuchadnezzar tradition can be
understood as being one strand in a broader literary tradition that sought
to elevate the position of Marduk both by examining Marduk’s actions on
a cosmic plane and as a worldly actor engaged in human events.?

23.If A. R. George’s restoration of RIMB 2 B.2.4.7:14 is correct (see below, n. 41),
one detail that stands out for its specificity appears in both BBSt 6 and, possibly, RIMB
2 B.2.4.7:14. Both texts place the location of the decisive battle between Nebuchadnez-
zar I and the Elamites at the Ulaya River.

24. Victor Hurowitz has even argued that the sun god, Samas is a major figure
throughout the composition through the motif of the sun in “Some Literary Observa-
tions on the Sitti-Marduk Kudurru (BBSt 6),” ZA 82 (1992): 39-59 (53-56).

25.]. A. Brinkman, “Nebuchadnezzar I,” RIA 9:193.

26. Wilfred G. Lambert’s important article “The Reign of Nebuchadnezzar I:
A Turning Point in the History of Ancient Mesopotamian Religion,” in The Seed of
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It is is open to speculation when the literary compositions about
Nebuchadnezzar I were first written down. The earliest exemplars preserv-
ing these stories date from the seventh century, many from Ashurbanipal’s
library, but the tradition appears to have been well developed at this time,
suggesting an earlier date of origin. The seventh-century date of the tab-
lets and the events contemporary with them have prompted the author to
postulate that there was increased interest in Nebuchadnezzar I beginning
with the reign of Esarhaddon, who oversaw the rebuilding of Babylon and
sought to return the statue of Marduk after Sennacherib had destroyed
the city in 689 B.c.E.?” These efforts continued after Esarhaddon’s death
and figured prominently in the inscriptions of his sons, Ashurbanipal and
Sama3-$uma-ukin, both of whom claimed to have completed the rebuild-
ing of Babylon and the return of Marduk to Esagil. The likely appeal of
the literary compositions that featured Nebuchadnezzar I in this context
was their tendency to stress Marduk’s willingness to abandon Babylon and
remove his protection from the city at those times when its citizens had
behaved wickedly and to relent and return when the monarch pleased
him. These themes helped exonerate Sennacherib from any wrongdoing
in 689 B.C.E. and added legitimacy to Assyrian rule over Babylonia; it was
the pious activities of Esarhaddon and his sons that had given Marduk
cause to return Babylon.

As part of these processes, both Babylonian and Assyrian scholars
were engaged in creating a narrative that centered on Babylon’s rebuild-

Wisdom: Essays in Honour of T. J. Meek (ed. W. S. McCullough; Toronto: University
of Toronto, 1964), 3-13 makes the circumstantial argument that it was during Nebu-
chadnezzar I's reign that Marduk was elevated to the head of the Babylonian pantheon.
While I embrace Lambert’s understanding of Nebuchadnezzar I's reign as pivotal to
the Marduk cult, I hesitate to accept his hypothesis that the return of MarduK’s statue
led to the official pronouncement by Nebuchadnezzar I of MarduK’s supremacy (p.
10). Certainly the concept of MarduK’s elevated status as king of the gods was already
present in the twelfth century even if it was not a universally held position throughout
Babylonia; as Lambert himself points out, assertions of this doctrine can be found
during the latter half of the Kassite period. It is more likely that the literary com-
positions involving Nebuchadnezzar I and Marduk were composed later by scribes
looking retrospectively to Nebuchadnezzar I’s reign in efforts to continue magnifying
MarduK’s status.

27. John P. Nielsen, “Marduk’s Return: Assyrian Imperial Propaganda, Babylo-
nian Cultural Memory, and the akitu Festival of 667 BC,” in Memory and Urban Reli-
gion in the Ancient World (ed. M. Bommas et al.; London: Bloomsbury, 2013), 4-32.
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ing and Marduk’s return in which Nebuchadnezzar I was utilized. The
inclusion of several pro-Assyrian features in compositions that referenced
Nebuchadnezzar I and that are unique to Assyrian contexts demonstrates
that there were facets of the tradition that were either distinct to or altered
to fit an Assyrian tradition.?® Nevertheless, the Assyrian respect for Bab-
ylonian culture and scholarship and a shared language and pantheon
facilitated the creation of a mutually comprehensible discourse within the
circle of Assyrian and Babylonian scholars in Esarhaddon’s service. This
discourse did not express an explicit desire for Babylonian independence
from Assyria, but rather supported a narrative that celebrated the mon-
arch who returned Marduk to Babylon, thereby satisfying both Esarhad-
dons interests in establishing his son as the legitimate king of Babylon as
well as the interests of the Marduk priesthood through the proper resump-
tion of cultic activities including the observation of the akitu festival. Fur-
thermore, it is conceivable that the vilification of Elam within the Nebu-
chadnezzar I tradition had the added benefit of casting a negative light on
a frequent ally to anti- Assyrian efforts in Babylonia.?

Following Assyria’s collapse, Babylon emerged as the capital of a new
successor empire. In this environment, the cultural significance of Nebu-
chadnezzar I's memory would have evolved with the new political reali-
ties. There is no evidence to suggest that Nabopolassar, the founder of the
new empire, named his son after the earlier king,** and Nebuchadnez-

28. In the Marduk Prophecy, Marduk speaks positively of Assyria, stating that
he desired to go to Assyria because the king of Assyria (presumably Tukulti-Ninurta
I) pleased him. Marduk made the Assyrian king ruler over all the lands and gave to
him the tablet of destinies before returning to Babylon. By contrast, Marduk’s subse-
quent departure to Elam brought hardship upon Babylon. By the end of the composi-
tion, Marduk is resolved to return and he prophesies that a new king (assumed to be
Nebuchadnezzar I) will smash Elam and return him to a renewed and rebuilt Babylon
(Foster, Before the Muses, 388-91). Significantly, the only two tablets that contain this
composition come from Assur and Kuyunjik (Nielsen, “Marduk’s Return,” 14-15).

29. Such a portrayal of Elam would reinforce Sennacherib’s depiction of the Baby-
lonians’ use of treasure from Esagil to entice the Elamites to come to their aid against
Assyria as a sacrilege against Marduk (RINAP 3/1 22 v 24b-37a).

30. Grant Frame first raised this possibility in “A Bilingual Inscription of Nebu-
chadnezzar I, in Corolla Torontonensis: Studies in Honour of Ronald Morton Smith
(ed. E. Robbins and S. Sandahl; Toronto: TSAR, 1994), 69. Personal names that fea-
tured Nab as a theophoric element are common in legal and administrative docu-
ments that date to the early Neo-Babylonian period, yet the name Nebuchadnezzar
(Nabti-kudurri-usur) appears only four times within that corpus with certainty (BM
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zar II never made reference to his eponymous predecessor in any of his
inscriptions. There must have been, however, a spirit of revival of past glo-
ries as wealth poured into Babylon from the empire to fund Nebuchadne-
zzar IIs extensive building projects there.3! Ostensibly, the social impact
of both the renewed and new features of the urban topography would
have been strongest during the akitu festival, when the population of Bab-
ylon and those drawn to the city for the celebrations would have been
made aware of Nebuchadnezzar II's work on Babylon’s temples, gates, and
processional ways. It is difficult to know how familiar this portion of the
population would have been with the memory of Nebuchadnezzar I, but
the occasion may have provided leading figures with the opportunity to
shape and evoke popular memory.*? Furthermore, for at least a segment of
the scribal elite, the observation of the akitu festival at a time of imperial
ascendance may have shaped their understanding of the preserved liter-
ary descriptions of Nebuchadnezzar I's triumphant re-entry into Babylon
holding the hand of Marduk following the defeat of Elam. In this way,
the textual legacy attached to Nebuchadnezzar I's reign could have been
shaped by Nebuchadnezzar II's tenure on the throne, even though the
reigns of the two eponymous kings were never conflated in scribal tradi-
tions. It is therefore reasonable to believe that any attempt to look back to

46542:38, BM 47367:19, Frame, Musézib-Marduk 18:46, and ibid., 19:32) and never as
a patronym. A fifth possible attestation of the name can be found in Frame, Museézib-
Marduk 25:21. Frame has recently restored the name of the governor of Uruk in this
tablet as [™dag-n]ig.du, equating him with Kudurru, the governor of Uruk whose full
name J. A. Brinkman suggested was Nabti-kudurri-usur on the basis of ABL 859 and
whom Jursa proposed was the father of Nabopolassar based on his understanding of
ABL 469 (G. Frame, The Archive of Musézib-Marduk Son of Kiribtu and Descendant
of Sin-nasir: A Landowner and Property Developer at Uruk in the Seventh Century BC
[Babylonische Archive 5; Dresden: ISLET, 2013], 196 n. 21).

Regardless of whether Nabonidus named his son for the earlier king or after his
father, Nabonidus, like Nabopolsassar, was an antiquarian who actively sought to tie
his rule to kings of Agade in an attempt to legitimize his reign (Paul-Alain Beaulieu,
“Nabopolassar and the Antiquity of Babylon,” in Hayim and Miriam Tadmor Volume
[ed. Israel Ephal et al., Eretz-Israel 27; Jerusalem: Israel Exploration Society, 2003],
1-9). Even if Nabopolassar had not intentionally named his son for the earlier king,
with his accession to the throne, the significance of the shared name would not have
been lost on him.

31. The full extent of Nebuchadnezzar’s building activities is summarized by
Rainer M. Czichon in “Nebukadnezar II. B. Archdologisch,” RIA 9: 201-6.

32. Nielsen, “Marduk’s Return,” 18-19.
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Nebuchadnezzar I's time during the height of Nebuchadnezzar II's reign
and during the decades that followed would have been viewed through
the lens of Nebuchadnezzar II's achievements.

The impact of Nebuchadenzzar II's reign on the continued vitality of
Nebuchadnezzar I's memory in the Neo-Babylonian period and the latter
king’s continued association with Marduk is made more evident when
the events of 554, Naboniduss second year, are considered. In this year,
king Nabonidus had his daughter, En-nigaldi-Nanna, consecrated as entu
priestess in the Egipar at Ur while simultaneously increasing the offer-
ings to Sin and Ningal and granting privileged status to the priesthood
there. These acts were consistent with Nabonidus’s religious leanings and
appear to have met with resistance from the priestly circles at Babylon who
disputed Nabonidus’s interpretation of the lunar eclipse that he believed
called for the installation of his daughter.?* Nabonidus’s claim to have seen
a stela set up by Nebuchadnezzar I in the Egipar that depicted the entu
priestess and detailed the ritual requirements of the office may have been
intended as a response to those factions that had opposed him. It is even
conceivable that Nabonidus wanted to use the stela to address the very
immediate and favorable legacy of Nebuchadnezzar II, whose extensive
building activities at Babylon had benefitted the Marduk cult and whose
illustrious reign had ended just eight years earlier.3* By attempting to imi-
tate the actions of the earlier Nebuchadnezzar, Nabonidus was associating

33. Paul-Alain Beaulieu, The Reign of Nabonidus, King of Babylon 556-539 B.C.
(Yale Near Eastern Researches 10; New Haven: Yale University Press, 1989), 127-32.
This resistance would not have constituted direct opposition to Nabonidus’s reign
on the part of Esagil’s administration. As Michael Jursa has pointed out, these men
would have been reliant on Nabonidus for their appointments (“The Transition of
Babylonia from the Neo-Babylonian Empire to Achaemenid Rule,” in Regime Change
in the Ancient Near East and Egypt: From Sargon of Agade to Saddam Hussein [ed. H.
Crawford; Proceedings of the British Academy 136; Oxford: Oxford University Press],
76-77). They would, however, have wanted to use their cultic expertise to sway the
king to their position. Their inability to do so might have led to some dissatisfaction
that could have filtered down to the temple rank and file whom Jursa believes shaped
the anti-Nabonidus propaganda that emerged after Cyrus’s victory (Ibid., 77 n.7).

34. The position of Nebuchadnezzar IT’s palace within the city even deferred to
the centrality of Etemenanki and Esagil, the ziggurat and temple of Marduk respec-
tively, a fact that Nebuchadnezzar II emphasized in his own building inscriptions.
Paul-Alain Beaulieu, “Nebuchadnezzar’s Babylon as World Capital,” Journal of the
Canadian Society for Mesopotamian Studies 3 (2008): 9.
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his program at Ur with a forgotten precedent that had been established by
Nebuchadnezzar 1.3 This act would have been all the more meaningful if
Nebuchadnezzar I was still actively remembered at Babylon for his piety
and favor with Marduk.

Nabonidus’s preference for Sin over Marduk was held up as the cause
for his defeat in later Babylonian tradition. Likewise, Cyrus was presented
as Marduk’s champion, a portrayal that Cyrus fostered, most famously in
the Cyrus cylinder. The political and ideological message presented by
Cyrus in his cylinder was not simply interred on a foundation deposit but
was also circulated among the scribal class as evidenced by the survival
of two fragments, likely from the same tablet, that bear an excerpt from
the cylinder.?® Cyrus’s claims would also have been communicated to the
population of Babylon during the period of transition to Persian rule, if
not explicitly through public address, then implicitly through the Marduk
priesthood’s involvement in public ceremonies involving Cyrus and Cam-
byses. The language of the cylinder tied Cyrus into a past of pious builders
at Babylon and linked him with a discursive tradition that included Esar-
haddon, Ashurbanipal, and Nabonidus.?” The explicit reference to Ashur-
banipal in the Cyrus Cylinder has been interpreted as an attempt to appro-
priate Ashurbanipal’s legacy from Nabonidus, who had demonstrated a
propensity to emulate Ashurbanipal in his own inscriptions,*® and served
as a signal from Cyrus—or those at Babylon who favored his rule—that he
wished to assume Ashurbanipal’s mantel in the eyes of the Babylonians as
a king who had acted reverently toward Marduk and possibly to remind
them that Esarhaddon had designated Sama3-§uma-ukin as the heir to the

35. Beaulieu also points out that factions at Babylon objected to the way Naboni-
dus treated the artifacts and tablets from Ur associated with Nebuchadnezzar I,
suggesting that his handling of these items constituted a blasphemous act (Reign of
Nabonidus, 131).

36. Piotr Michalowski, “Biography of a Sentence: Assurbanipal, Nabonidus, and
Cyrus,” in Extraction and Control: Studies in Honor of Matthew W. Stolper (ed. M.
Kozuh et al.; SAOC 68; Chicago: The Oriental Institute of the University of Chicago,
2014), 203-4.

37. Amélie Kuhrt, “The Cyrus Cylinder and Achaemenid Imperial Policy,” JSOT
25(1983): 83-97.

38. David S. Vanderhooft, The Neo-Babylonian Empire and Babylon in the Latter
Prophets (Harvard Semitic Monographs 59; Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1999), 53.
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Babylonian throne in order to raise a precedent for his own appointment
of his son, Cambyses, as king of Babylon.*

Nebuchadnezzar I did not figure in the Cyrus Cylinder, but in struc-
turing its central message, the scribes who composed and then continued
to copy its contents were drawing upon the historical memory of Ashur-
banipal with regard to Marduk and perhaps upon the memories of Esar-
haddon and Samas-Suma-ukin as well. As discussed earlier, the memory
of Nebuchadnezzar I shaped the discourse these Assyrian kings created
in conjunction with the rebuilding of Babylon and the eventual return of
Marduk. This utilization probably accounts for the survival of texts per-
taining to Nebuchadnezzar I on tablets from Ashurbanipal’s library. A col-
ophon on at least one of these tablets that indicates that the text had been
copied from a Babylonian original points to contemporary scribal interest
in Nebuchadnezzar I at Babylon and elsewhere in Babylonia where the
traditions originated.*

It is reasonable to assume that the interest in these compositions per-
sisted at comparable levels among the scribal community in Babylonia for
more than a century, even if the number of tablets with literary texts con-
cerning Nebuchadnezzar I dating from the sixth or early fifth centuries is
less than what was part of Ashurbanipal’s library. Two such tablets were
excavated in the Merkes quarter in Babylon. Unfortunately, neither tablet
can be assigned to a larger archive. One of these tablets has an otherwise
unknown composition on it purporting to be a letter written by Nebu-
chadnezzar I to the people of Babylon. The letter informs them of his vic-
tory over Elam at the Ulaya River and his imminent return with Marduk
and concludes with instructions to prepare for his return. The tablet was
found in a structure just north of the Ishtar temple in the same context
as a fragment of a lexical list, an omen tablet, and a contract.#! The exact

39. Michalowski, “Biography of a Sentence,” 210.

40.RIMB2B.2.4.51.2-3’

41. RIMB 2 B.2.4.7. The location of the battle at the Ulaya river in line 14 of the
text follows a restoration of [id #-I]a-a-a proposed by A. R. George (review of J. van
Dijk, Literarische Texte aus Babylon, BO 46 [1989]: 383) on the basis of a passage in
the Sitti-Marduk kudurru that states that a battle was fought there (BBSt 6 i 28-29).
Information about the tablet’s archaeological context can be found in Olof Pedersén,
Archive und Bibliotheken in Babylon: Die Tontafeln der Grabung Robert Koldeweys
1899-1917 (Abhandlungen der Deutschen Orient-Gesellschaft 25; Berlin: Saarlan-
dische Druckerei und Verlag, 2005), 219, N13 (26). The date of the unpublished Neo-
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find spot of the second tablet in the Merkes quarter is not known,*? but
its contents are part of a multi-tablet composition that begins with pas-
sages praising Marduk and describing Nebuchadnezzar as a pious king
and descendant of Enmeduranki, the antediluvian king of Sippar, and
continues with an account of how Marduk allowed himself to be taken
to Elam and eventually decided to return to Babylon.** Portions of this
composition were also found on five tablets from Ashurbanipal’s library as
well as on two tablets from unprovenanced Babylonian contexts, indicat-
ing that it had circulated among scribes in Assyria and Babylonia.** The
description of Marduk as “the one in whose power it is to make (a region)
desolate and resettle (it), (and who) shows future people how to watch
for his sign,”** certainly would have appealed to Esarhaddon’s concerns
regarding the exoneration of his father and the rebuilding of Babylon. It is
therefore unfortunate that the inexact archaeological context for the one
exemplar found in the Merkes quarter does not offer as much information
as it might have if its precise findspot relative to other tablets had been
recorded. Nevertheless, its presence in the Merkes quarter points to the
continued interest in this composition after the fall of Assyria.
Fortunately a tablet inscribed with a copy of the Nebuchadnezzar I
bilingual discovered in the temple library of the Ebabbar at Sippar presents
no such ambiguity. The contents of the library can be dated to the Persian
period on the basis of an economic text found in the collection dated to
529 B.C.E., Cambyses’s first year.*® The library’s collection illuminates the
diverse scholarly and antiquarian interests of the scribes affiliated with the
Ebabbar.*’ Select compositions within the library reveal a parochial fasci-
nation with Sippar and its past.*® However, there are many more tablets,
such as tablet II of Enuma Elish, that reveal that the scribes of Ebabbar

Babylonian contract VAT 22110 found in the same context as B.2.4.7 (ibid., N13 [27])
is not known by the author.

42. Pedersén, Archive und Bibliotheken in Babylon, 225, N13 (225).

43. RIMB 2 2.4.8 and 2.4.9.

44. RIMB 2, p. 24 and 28.

45. RIMB 2.4.8:3.

46. “Excavations in Iraq 1985-1986, Iraq 49 (1987): 248-49 and Olof Pedersén,
Archives and Libraries in the Ancient Near East, 1500-300 B.C. (Bethesda, Md.: CDL
Press, 1998), 194-97.

47. Farouk N. H. Al-Rawi and Andrew R. George, “Tablets from the Sippar
Library II, Tablet II of the Babylonian Creation Epic,” Iraq 52 (1990): 149 n. 1.

48. For example, a Neo-Babylonian copy of a Hammurabi inscription commemo-
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adhered to the commonly held religious and cultural outlook that recog-
nized Babylon and Esagil as the cultic and political center of Babylonia,
and the presence of only a few previously-unknown compositions in the
library suggests that the contents of the library were representative of col-
lections that would have been found in other temple libraries through-
out Babylonia as well as Assyria.*’ With this in mind, the inclusion of the
Nebuchadnezzar I bilingual in the library should probably be viewed as
typical of such collections and not necessarily as an indicator of virulent
anti-Persian sentiments on the part of Ebabbar’s personnel. By extension,
the copy of the bilingual found in the Merkes quarter in the vicinity of the
Temple of Ishtar should probably also be understood as being representa-
tive of literary compositions that would have been in the possession of a
specialist scribe affiliated with a temple.

This point becomes important when one considers the large number
of varied omen tablets found in the temple library at Sippar. An impor-
tant concern of the temple staff was the proper taking and interpreting
of omens. We lack a royal correspondence for the Neo-Babylonian court
comparable to that which survives from the Assyrian court,>® but Naboni-
dus’s own disagreement with priests at Babylon over interpretations of
astronomical omens indicates that he and other Neo-Babylonian kings
were kept informed by a circle of scholars of oracular revelations. With
relations with Media and then Persia a potential concern on Babylonia’s
eastern front,”! it is reasonable to think that scholars would have been

rating the building of the wall of Sippar and a hymn to Samas were part of the library
(“Excavations in Iraq 1985-1986,” 249).

49. Al-Rawi and George, “Tablets from the Sippar Library II,” 149. The authors
reference Erica Reiner’s remarks in JNES 19 (1960): 24 regarding the Sultantepe tablets
to make this point (“Tablets from the Sippar Library II,” 149 n. 2) and summarize the
evidence for library rooms similar to the one discovered at Sippar in other temples
(n. 4).

50. Michael Jursa, “The Lost State Correspondence of the Babylonian Empire
as Reflected in Contemporary Administrative Letters,” in State Correspondence in
the Ancient World: From New Kingdom Egypt to the Roman Empire (ed. K. Radner;
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2014), 94.

51. The so-called Median Wall of Nebuchadnezzar II could be construed as an
indication that Nebuchadnezzar II was concerned about his eastern neighbors, par-
ticularly if he was forced to confront Elamite forces on the Tigris in his ninth year (596
BC) (ABC 5:16-20). The resources and the time committed to the project underscore
its ongoing importance. The physical remains of a portion of this defensive system
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mindful of the opening lines of the Nebuchadnezzar I bilingual calling
Marduk the one who “shows future people how to watch for his sign,” by
trying to understand the signs that preceded Nebuchadnezzar’s victory
over Elam. For that matter, it is also possible that elements opposed to
Nabonidus would have equated the Persians with the Elamites who were
the instrument of Marduk’s wrath. It is therefore unfortunate that we have
no evidence for the continued existence in the Persian period of an omen
series titled “When Nebuchadnezzar I Broke Elam” alluded to in a Neo-
Assyrian report to Esarhaddon.>?

Contextualizing the Nebuchadnezzar I bilingual and related texts that
celebrate Nebuchadnezzar I within the larger stream of literary tradition
relating to Marduk can help nuance our understanding of Nebuchadnez-
zar I's relevance in the Persian period. Babylonian literary tradition pro-
vided the urban elite with a rich palette of symbols and metaphors with
which to bring meaning to contemporary events. Members of this urban
class shared this common cultural outlook but did not constitute a unified

as well as textual references to the wall in Akkadian and later Classical sources have
been examined in Jeremy A. Black et al., Habl as-Sahr 1983-1985: Nebuchadnezzar IT's
Cross-Country Wall North of Sippar (Mesopotamian History and Environment Series
1, Northern Akkad Project Reports 1; Ghent: University of Ghent, 1987). Work on
the wall probably began in the latter half of the second decade of Nebuchadnezzar
IT’s reign (c. 577 BC) and continued into the reign of Nabonidus. On the basis of
Nebuchadnezzar IT's rock inscriptions at Brisa, Rocio Da Riva has proposed that the
wall had reached a state of completion late in Nebuchadnezzar’s life during his fourth
decade on the throne (“Just Another Brick in the Median Wall,” Aramazd: Armenian
Journal of Near Eastern Studies 5 [2010]: 55-65).

Cyrus’s defeat of Astyages and the disappearance of the Median kingdom altered
Babylonian geopolitics and presented the Neo-Babylonian empire with a new regional
rival, and his eventual capture of Babylon was likely precipitated by more and length-
ier conflict than Cyrus’s own accounts of the event allow (Pierre Briant, From Cyrus to
Alexander: A History of the Persian Empire [trans. Peter T. Daniels; Winona Lake, Ind.:
Eisenbrauns, 2002], 33-34 and 40-43).

52. SAA 8 158 r. 4-5. The allusion to this omens series, which is otherwise
unknown, is especially tantalizing in light of the literary traditions describing Nebu-
chadnezzar Is failure against the Elamites that existed side by side with those that
celebrated his triumph. The belief that Nebuchadnezzar suffered a defeat that could be
contrasted with his victory may have inspired negative and positive omen apodoses
or, alternately, such apodoses may have provided a basis for the literary tradition. This
series and its potential role in the preservation of Nebuchadnezzar I's legacy during
the approximately four centuries that passed between Nebuchadnezzar I's death and
the reign of Esarhaddon deserve further study.
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political block.>® The presence of factions and divisions is perhaps best
exemplified by Sennacherib’s installation of Bél-ibni (r. 702-700 B.C.E.), a
member of the Rab-bané family who had grown up in Sennacherib’s court,
as his preferred candidate for the Babylonian throne, and by Hallusu-
In$usinak’s placement, seven years later, of Nergal-u$ézib from the seem-
ingly pro-Elamite Gahal family in the same position.>* Similarly, after
Darius suppressed the revolt of 521 B.C.E., splits between anti- and pro-
Persian factions at Uruk and Sippar among the urban leadership become
apparent in the measures Darius took to remove disloyal individuals and
install men from the urban elite who supported his rule.>

And it was this relationship between ruler and ruled in Babylonia
under the Persians that differed significantly from anything that had
occurred before in Babylonian history; the Persians neither assimilated
themselves to Mesopotamian cultural and political norms as local rulers as
the Amorites, Kassites, and Chaldeans all had done, nor did they embrace
and share Babylonian culture, religion, and language while retaining ulti-
mate political authority outside of Babylonia in the manner of the Neo-
Assyrian kings. Persian rule in Babylonia compelled the urban elite to
accommodate themselves to new political realities, even as they retained
their local positions of prestige and influence in their respective cities. In
this way, the contents of the Cyrus Cylinder and the use of Babylonian
royal titles by the Persian kings were emblematic of their willingness to
meet Babylonian cultural expectations in order to legitimize their rule.
Under these circumstances, the Babylonian urban elite found themselves
negotiating a cultural middle ground in their interactions with the Per-
sian monarchy in which their theological understanding of Marduk’s role
in bestowing kingship proved especially useful, establishing a precedent
that would continue under the Seleucids.*® This theology had its basis in

53. John P. Nielsen, Sons and Descendants: A Social History of Kin Groups and
Family Names in the Early Neo-Babylonian Period, 747-626 BC (Culture and History
of the Ancient Near East 43; Leiden: Brill, 2011), 263-66.

54.J. A. Brinkman, Prelude to Empire: Babylonian Society and Politics, 747-626
B.C. (Occasional Publication of the Babylonian Fund 7; Philadelphia: University of
Pennsylvania, 1984), 58-62.

55. Stefan Zawadzki, “Bardiya, Darius and Babylonian Usurpers,” AMI 27
(1994): 137b.

56. This point follows Rolf Strootman’s modifications and application of Richard
White’s concept of Middle Ground in “Babylonian, Macedonian, King of the World:
The Antiochus Cylinder from Borsippa and Seleukid Imperial Integration,” in Shifting
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a stream of tradition that had embedded in it the narratives of Nebuchad-
nezzar I's defeat of Elam. The ease with which Elam could be equated with
Persia in this narrative helped to delineate the imagined community of
which the Babylonian elite conceptualized themselves to be a part, but the
relationship with Persian rule could be expressed as a positive or a nega-
tive depending how the tradition was utilized. Furthermore, the potential
uses of Nebuchadnezzar I's legacy should illustrate the flexibility of Baby-
lonian historical memory in the Persian period.
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HEROES AND SINNERS:
BABYLONIAN KINGS IN CUNEIFORM HISTORIOGRAPHY
OF THE PERSIAN AND HELLENISTIC PERIODS

Geert De Breucker (University of Groningen)

With the conquest of the Babylonian Empire by Cyrus the Great in 539
B.C.E., Babylonia lost its political independence and, despite several
revolts, the country remained under Persian rule until Alexander the
Great crushed the empire of the Great King and brought it under Graeco-
Macedonian rule. Simultaneously with this foreign domination, the
cuneiform culture of ancient Mesopotamia was gradually relegated to the
realms of religion, tradition, and scholarship.! It is, therefore, noteworthy
that for the Persian and Hellenistic periods an increased number of his-
toriographical texts has been preserved.? It cannot be excluded that this
is due to the coincidences of archaeological findings, but publications in
the past decades of text groups like chronicles and Astronomical Diaries
containing historical notes suggest that their authors and copyists made a
strong effort to record history.> Moreover, texts dealing with the “remote

1. Philippe Clancier, “La Babylonie hellénistique: Aper¢u d’Histoire politique et
culturelle” Topoi 15 (2007): 21-74.

2. A. Kirk Grayson, “Histories and Historians of the Ancient Near East: Assyria
and Babylonia,” Or 49 (1980): 192-93.

3. For an edition of chronicles from the Hellenistic period, see Irving L. Finkel
and Robartus J. van der Spek, “Babylonian Chronicles of the Hellenistic Period,”
http://www.livius.org/cg-cm/chronicles/chron00.html. For the Astronomical Dia-
ries, see Abraham J. Sachs and Hermann Hunger, Astronomical Diaries and Related
Texts from Babylonia, vol. 1: Diaries from 652 B.C. to 262 B.C.; vol. 2: Diaries from 261
B.C. to 165 B.C.; vol. 3: Diaries from 164 B.C. to 61 B.C. (Osterreichische Akademie
der Wissenschaften. Philosophisch-historische Klasse. Denkschriften 195, 210, 247;
Vienna: Osterreichische Akademie der Wissenschaften, 1988-1996).
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past” are remarkably well attested within this historiographical produc-
tion, indicating an increased interest in the past in this late period. In a
way, this is not surprising, as it is a widespread phenomenon that when
cultures and languages are vanishing, vigorous attempts are made to lay
them down in writing.

In this late period the fading cuneiform culture was fostered and cul-
tivated in the learned circles connected to the temples of the traditional
Mesopotamian religion. Scholars and their apprentices copied and com-
mented on literary and scholarly compositions, some of them originating
from the second millennium B.C.E. And, as in the case of astronomy and
astrology, they composed new types of texts in cuneiform writing. At least
for the Hellenistic period, the cultivation of cuneiform culture appears to
be limited to a few extended families, all performing duties in the temple,
as the case of Uruk proves.* These temple communities were, like their
peers in Ptolemaic Egypt, the upholders of their country’s age-old writing
culture in a world in which Aramaic—and later Greek—was the vernacu-
lar and was used to express everyday culture.

The group of cuneiform texts dealing with the “remote past” mainly
consists of three types: (1) chronicles; (2) historical-literary epics; (3) (fic-
titious) literary letters. The chronicles on the remote past record events
according to reigns of Babylonian kings. The topics treated are limited, as
they pertain to war and rebellion, accession and death of kings and reli-
gious affairs.® The epics or “historical narratives” are centered on Babylo-
nian rulers and warfare.” The letters are written by and/or addressed to
kings. Unless otherwise mentioned, all tablets from the late period that

4. L. Timothy Doty, Cuneiform Archives from Hellenistic Uruk (Ph.D. diss; Ann
Arbor, MI: University Microfilms International, 1977); Philippe Clancier, “Cunei-
form Culture’s Last Guardians: The Old Urban Notability of Hellenistic Uruk,” in The
Oxford Handbook of Cuneiform Culture (ed. K. Radner and E. Robson; Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2011), 756-58.

5. Paul-Alain Beaulieu, “Official and Vernacular Languages: The Shifting Sands of
Imperial and Cultural Identities in First-millennium B.C. Mesopotamia,” in Margins
of Writing, Origins of Cultures: New Approaches to Writing and Reading in the Ancient
Near East; Papers from a Symposium held February 25-26, 2005 (ed. S. L. Sanders; OIS
2; Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2008), 187-216.

6. Jean-Jacques Glassner, Mesopotamian Chronicles (SBLWAW 19; Atlanta: Soci-
ety of Biblical Literature, 2004), 84-88.

7. A. Kirk Grayson edited the largest part of this group in his Babylonian Histori-
cal-Literary Texts (Toronto Semitic Texts and Studies 3; Toronto: University of Toronto
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we shall treat originate from Babylon. This provenance can be specified:
using the results of “museum archaeology,” Philippe Clancier has argued
that specific collections of tablets that are now being kept in the British
Museum have been dug up in the area of the Esagil, the main temple com-
plex of Bél-Marduk in Babylon, or its environs.® The inventory numbers
under which these chronicles, letters and historical epics are registered in
the British Museum indicate that they belong to these collections consid-
ered to be part of the Esagil library.’

When we have a closer look at these texts, it is striking that nearly
all epics and letters deal with Babylonian kings who successfully fought
against foreign domination. Nabopolassar, the founder of the Neo-Babylo-
nian Empire (r. 626-605 B.C.E.), is the protagonist in three cuneiform texts.
In the “Epic of Nabopolassar;’1? the first part of the composition describes
fighting in Cutha and narrates how the Assyrian chief eunuch—probably
the Assyrian usurper king Sin-Suma-liSir—asked Nabopolassar in vain to
spare his life.!! The second part describes what is generally considered to
have been Nabopolassar’s coronation ceremony. In a (fictitious) letter, the
anonymous writer (Nabopolassar) reminds his addressee (the Assyrian
king Sin-$arra-iSkun) of the Assyrian crimes committed against Babylon
and the Esagil and reports that Marduk selected him in order to avenge
Akkad and rule over the lands and the peoples.'? Nabopolassar states that
he will avenge Akkad and destroy Nineveh and his addressee. In another
letter, which could be seen as a reply of the Assyrian king to Nabopolassar,

Press, 1975). These texts are mostly very fragmentary, which makes their interpreta-
tion very difficult.

8. Philippe Clancier, Les bibliothéques en Babylonie dans la deuxiéme moitié du Ier
millénaire av. ].-C. (AOAT 363; Miinster: Ugarit-Verlag, 2009), 168-213.

9. Caroline Waerzeggers, “The Babylonian Chronicles: Classification and Prov-
enance,” JNES 71 (2012): 288 n. 15. Clancier gives an overview of the inventory num-
bers of these collections (Bibliothéques en Babylonie, 192-93). For this reason we shall
give the inventory number of the texts treated below (BM + number).

10. Edition by Grayson, Historical-Literary Texts, 78-86 (BM 34793).

11. It must remain speculative whether another epic in which Cutha is mentioned
refers to this same event. In the poorly preserved fragment Salla, the chief of the divin-
ers (barit), performed a ritual for the king in Cutha in order to overwhelm the enemy.
Thereupon measures to defend the city are apparently mentioned (Grayson, Histori-
cal-Literary Texts, 93-97 [BM 45684]).

12. Edition by Pamela Gerardi, “Declaring War in Mesopotamia,” AfO 33 (1986):
30-38 (BM 55467).
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Sin-$arra-iskun presents himself as inferior to the Babylonian king, whom
he calls “my lord”1® This late tablet, probably written in the reign of Alex-
ander I Balas (152-145 B.C.E.), was copied from an original kept in the
Esagil (Il. 32-33). The Babylonian priest Berossos also depicts Nabopol-
assar as a “hero liberator”: he rebelled against Sarakos (Sin-$arra-iskun)
and quickly marched to Nineveh, causing the Assyrian king to commit
suicide (BNJ 680 F 7c-d and BN]J 685 F 5!4). Both Berossos and the let-
ters reflect the same tradition, as they completely omitted the role of the
Medes, Nabopolassar’s allies in the war against Assyria.

Another “hero king” was Adad-$uma-usur (r. 1216-1187). He
repulsed the Assyrian domination of Babylonia and dethroned the Assyr-
ian puppet king in Babylon. Adad-Suma-usur is the main character in an
epic, of which approximately one-half to two-thirds has been preserved.!®
The text is very difficult to understand. According to Grayson’s interpreta-
tion Adad-Suma-usur was confronted with a rebellion. The rebels allowed
him to pray to Bél in the Esagil, where he confessed his sins and made sac-
rifices. He gained victory, and after restoring and refurbishing the temple,
Adad-$uma-usur went on a pilgrimage to Borsippa, where he also con-
fessed his sins, and to the Emeslam, the main temple of Cutha. The text
possibly ends with a description of income assignments to temple person-
nel, royal land grants to the temples and a blessing.!®

The interpretation of the text is tentative and one wonders whether
the epic might reflect events recorded in two separate chronicles, one
from the Late Babylonian period, the other Neo-Babylonian. According
to the former, Akkadian officers of Kardunia$ (i.e. Babylonia) rebelled
against Assyria and put Adad-$uma-usur on the throne.!” The Neo-Baby-
lonian chronicle records that Adad-$uma-usur, who apparently ruled over
southern Babylonia only, defeated the Assyrian king Enlil-kudur-usur.!®

13. Edition by Ira Spar and Wilfred G. Lambert, Cuneiform Texts in the Metro-
politan Museum of Art, vol. 2: Literary and Scholastic Texts of the First Millennium B.C.
(New York: The Metropolitan Museum of Art, 2005), no. 44.

14. Geert De Breucker, “Berossos (680)” and “Abydenos (685),” in Brill’s New
Jacoby Online (ed. I. Worthington; Leiden: Brill, 2010). Berossos composed his history
of Babylonia, the Babyloniaca (in Greek), in the first decades of the third century B.c.E.

15. Grayson, Historical-Literary Texts, 56-77 (BM 34644).

16. Ibid., 57-59.

17. ABC 22 iv 8-9; edited by A. Kirk Grayson, Assyrian and Babylonian Chroni-
cles (TCS 5; Locust Valley, N.Y.: Augustin, 1975); see also Glassner, Chronicles, no. 45.

18. Edited by Christopher B. E Walker, “Babylonian Chronicle 25: A Chronicle



HEROES AND SINNERS 79

The Assyrian was taken and delivered to Adad-Suma-usur (probably by
Assyrian officers) and Babylonians who had fled to Assyria!® were given
to the Babylonian ruler. He himself went to Babylon, where an unnamed
usurper ruled. Adad-Suma-usur raised a revolt. Eternal divine protec-
tion was placed upon him and he established himself on his royal throne
(ABC 25 2-10).%° Perhaps the epic describes Adad-$uma-usur’s conquest
of Babylon, in which he succeeded after his confession and prayers to Bél
in the Esagil. “He killed the nobles quickly” (iii 7) and, being in full con-
trol, restored Esagil, went to Borsippa and Cutha, assigned incomes and
donated land.

Kurigalzu II (r. 1332-1308), the Kassite king who successfully fought
against Elam and Assyria, is thus far not treated in a separate epic compo-
sition. The above-mentioned Late Babylonian chronicle elaborates on his
campaigns (ABC 22 i 14-iii 22). Direct speech is interwoven in the nar-
rative description of the battles, which gives this section of the chronicle
an epic flavor. The generic boundaries between “chronicles” and “epics”
or “historical narratives” are fluid.?! This is not surprising, as these types
of texts were composed by the same people—the scholars linked to the
Esagil—who drew on the same historical material. The chronicle has par-
allels with the Synchronistic Chronicle, known from Neo-Assyrian tablets.??
Glassner?? supposes that the chronicle is a Babylonian copy of this Assyr-
ian text, but the divergences between both are too large to accept this view.
By inserting narrative passages the composer(s) of the chronicle expanded
on the plain recording of events.

It is doubtful whether the events described in a fragmentarily pre-
served epic took place during the reign of Kurigalzu II, as Grayson sug-
gests.?4 The fragment narrates warfare against Elam: the “Elamite” (king)

of the Kassite and Isin I Dynasties,” in Zikir Sumim: Assyriological Studies Presented
to ER. Kraus on the Occasion of his Seventieth Birthday (ed. G. van Driel et al.; Studia
Scholten 5; Leiden: Brill, 1982), 398-417; see also Glassner, Chronicles, no. 46.

19. It is very speculative that “fugitives” mentioned in broken context in the Epic
(i 8) refer to this episode.

20. See also Walker, “Babylonian Chronicle 25,” 405-9.

21. ABC 6 (on the third year of Neriglissar) is labelled by modern scholars as a
“chronicle on the recent past,” but contains several narrative passages; see also Glass-
ner, Chronicles, no. 25.

22. ABC 21 // Glassner, Chronicles, no. 10.

23. Chronicles, p. 278.

24. Historical-Literary Texts, 47-55 (BM 35322).
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retreated towards the mountains, but was seized. The—presumable—
reverse of the tablet deals with the killing of an Elamite woman and the
giving of her pectorals to the daughter of Enlil-kidinnu, a man who is fur-
ther unknown.

Quite a number of historiographical texts deal with the Elamite inva-
sion of Babylonia at the end of the Kassite dynasty and the subsequent
revenge by Nebuchadnezzar I (r. 1125-1104). The Elamites abducted
the statue of Marduk in Babylon, according to Babylonian theological
thought, because the god was angry with his people. The same ideology
stated that after a period of “exile” in Elam, Marduk chose Nebuchadnez-
zar [ to attack Elam and to bring him back to Babylon. The apodosis of
a so-called “historical omen,” one copy of which dates from the Persian-
Hellenistic period, fixes the duration of Bél-MarduKs exile to thirty years.?®
These events represent in the history of Babylonian theology a watershed
moment, as they mark the beginning of the rise of Marduk to supreme god
of the Babylonian pantheon. Whether this rise really started in the reign of
Nebuchadnezzar I or is a later reconstruction, is matter of debate.2

Three tablets, known as the so-called “Kedorlaomer Texts,” focus on
the Elamite king Kudur-nahhunte and describe the Elamite raids in Baby-
lonia.?” The first tablet contains correspondence between Kudur-nahhunte
and the Babylonians.?® The Elamite addresses the Babylonians claiming
the royal throne by virtue of his descent of a Babylonian king’s daugh-
ter. In their reply, however, the Babylonians reject his claims. The second

25. LBAT 1526 (BM 34031), rev. 1-3: “The Umman-manda [i.e. the Medes] will
arise and rule the land. The daises of the great gods will arise. Bél will go to Elam and—
it is said—vengeance will be taken after thirty years and the great gods will return to
their places” (trans. John A. Brinkman, A Political History of Post-Kassite Babylonia,
1158-722 B.C. [AnOr 43; Rome: Pontificium Institutum Biblicum, 1968],108 n. 585).
On the basis of its inventory number, the tablet belongs to the Esagil library.

26. See John P. Nielsen, this volume.

27. The name “Kedorlaomer Texts” is derived from the supposed, and indeed
incorrect, identification of Kudur-nahhunte with the Elamite king Kedorlaomer in
Genesis 14.1; see the discussion in Wilfred G. Lambert, “The Fall of the Cassite Dynasty
to the Elamites: An Historical Epic,” in Cinquante-deux reflexions sur le Proche-Orient
ancien offertes en hommage a Léon De Meyer (ed. H. Gasche et al.; Mesopotamian
History and Environment Occasional Publications 2; Leuven: Peeters, 1994), 67 and
Benjamin R. Foster, Before the Muses: An Anthology of Akkadian Literature (3rd ed.;
Bethesda, Md.: CDL, 2005), 369 n. 1.

28. See Foster, Before the Muses, 370-71 (BM 35404).
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tablet—an extract from a larger composition—describes the desecration of
Nippur by Kudur-nahhunte and his attack on Babylonian cult centers and
their sanctuaries.?’ The third tablet, which is very fragmentary, narrates an
attack on Babylon and the Esagil and on other cult centers.?® Marduk, who
still dwells in Elam, becomes angry with the Elamites. The text ends with
a plea for MarduK’s return. The style of these texts can be labelled as “epic”
or “mythical” in their description of the horrific events and the deluge-like
devastation of the country. Another tablet fragment from the late period
describes in equally epic wordings the battlefield after the fighting, now
between the Elamites and Nebuchadnezzar 1.3! This tablet contains the
first six lines of a larger bilingual (Sumerian and Akkadian) composition,
first known from three Neo-Assyrian tablets from Nineveh.3? After the
end of the battle the text describes the return of Marduk and the celebra-
tions in Babylon. The text is actually the continuation of an epic consisting
of two tablets. The first part of this composition begins with the praise of
Marduk and introduces Nebuchadnezzar I. It then describes that Marduk
became angry during the reign of a previous ruler and on his command
the gods abandoned the land. Evil demons and the Elamites entered it.
The two oldest preserved copies of this first part also date from the Neo-
Assyrian period, one of which has a colophon noting that it was indeed
the “first tablet” of the work and belonged to the library in the “Palace of
Assurbanipal”®® Other copies of this first tablet in Babylonian script have

29. Edited by Lambert, “The Fall of the Cassite Dynasty; 67-72 (BM 34026).
Although the text states that the desecration took place in Nippur, it mentions sanc-
tuaries that are better or solely known from Babylon (Lambert, “Fall of the Cassite
Dynasty,” 67 and 72 and Foster, Before the Muses, 369-70); see also Andrew R. George,
House Most High: The Temples of Ancient Mesopotamia (Winona Lake, Ind.: Eisen-
brauns, 1993), 65, no. 41. Either the author conflated the cultic topography of the two
cities or he deliberately aimed to equate Babylon with Nippur for theological purposes.

30. See Foster, Before the Muses, 374-75 (BM 35496).

31. Edited by Grant Frame, Rulers of Babylonia. From the Second Dynasty of Isin to
the End of Assyrian Domination (1157-612 BC) (Royal Inscriptions of Mesopotamia.
Babylonian Periods 2; Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1995), 28-31 (B.2.4.9, ex.
4 = BM 35000).

32. All belong to the Kuyunjik Collection of the British Museum; see Frame,
Rulers of Babylonia, 28.

33. Frame, Rulers of Babylonia, 27 (B.2.4.8), ex. 1. It is known that Assurbanipal
collected all sorts of Babylonian tablets, but perhaps he had a particular interest in
the war between Nebuchadnezzar I and Elam, as he himself campaigned against that
country and defeated it completely.
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come down to us.>* One piece very probably dates from the Late Babylo-
nian period;® its provenance is uncertain.’®

It appears that at least from the Neo-Assyrian period onwards there
existed a kind of “epic cycle” around the Elamite invasion in Babylonia
and the revenge of Nebuchadnezzar I, as is further demonstrated by other
compositions:*’ a letter of Kudur-nahhunte, comparable to the above-
mentioned text, in which he attempts to convince the Babylonians to
accept him as king,?® a prayer of Nebuchadnezzar I to Marduk and the
god’s answer by commanding the king to bring him back from Elam to
Babylon,* a report of—very probably—the same king to the Babylonians
on his successful campaign in Elam.*’ In the case of two other tablets it
must remain unclear whether the king mentioned is Nebuchadnezzar I
or another Babylonian king who fought against Elam.#! The colophon of

34. One copy (VAT 17051) has been excavated in Babylon (residential quarter
of Merkes; see Olof Pedersén, Archive und Bibliotheken in Babylon. Die Tontafeln
der Grabung Robert Koldeweys 1899-1917 [ADOG 25; Saarbriicken: SDV, 2005],
225 (225). Another, still unpublished text, has been found in the (Neo-Babylonian)
“Sippar Library” (Andrew R. George and Farouk N. H. Al-Rawi, “Tablets from the
Sippar Library: II. Tablet II of the Babylonian Creation Epic,” Iraq 52 [1990]:149 n. 1).
Other new pieces will be published be Irving L. Finkel.

35. Wilfred G. Lambert, “Enmeduranki and Related Matters,” JCS 21 (1967): 126,
exemplar e (BM 47805+).

36. Frame, Rulers of Babylonia, 24. It is highly likely that the tablet originates from
Babylon, Borsippa or Dilbat.

37. See John P. Nielsen in this volume for a discussion of these texts.

38. Jan J. van Dijk, “Die dynastischen Heiraten zwischen Kassiten und Elamern:
eine verhdngnisvolle Politik,” Or 55 (1986): 159-70. The text dates from the Neo-Bab-
ylonian period and has been excavated in the residential quarter of Ishin-Aswad in
Babylon in the vicinity of the Ninurta temple; see Pedersén, Archive und Bibliotheken,
259-60 (146).

39. Frame, Rulers of Babylonia, 17-19 (B.2.4.5; Neo-Assyrian period).

40. Ibid., 21-23 (B.2.4.7). The partially preserved tablet very probably dates from
the Neo-Babylonian period and was found in Merkes, a residential quarter in Babylon;
see Pedersén, Archive und Bibliotheken, 219 (26).

41. The first composition, known by a damaged Neo-Assyrian tablet from
Nineveh, describes how the Elamite kings Sutruk-nahhunte and his son Kudur-
nahhunte respectively defeated the Babylonian kings Zababa-$uma-iddina and Enlil-
nadin-ahi, the two last Kassite rulers (Frame, Rulers of Babylonia, 19-21; B.2.4.6).
Kudur-nahhunte devastated the cult centers of Babylonia, which is the oldest attesta-
tion of his “religious crimes” On the reverse of the tablet warfare between a Babylo-
nian king, who ruled after the Kassite period, and the Elamites is described. In the
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the just mentioned prayer of Nebuchadnezzar to Marduk states that the
tablet was written and collated from a copy from Babylon (rev. 2°). This
indicates that this “epic cycle” had already emerged before the preserved
tablets from the Neo-Assyrian period, but it is not possible to determine
when exactly.

In the case of Nebuchadnezzar I, his portrayal as a “heroic liberator”
is a well-established tradition before the Persian-Hellenistic period. With
regard to the other kings, earlier texts too hint to a “hero status.” In a Neo-
Assyrian copy of a letter in which Adad-$uma-usur addresses the Assyr-
ian kings Assur-nirari III and Ili-PA-da, the Babylonian insulted them by
calling them stupid and mad, thus expressing a superior disdain for both
Assyrian rulers.*> Kurigalzu is ascribed the authorship of a literary letter
in which he commands all subject peoples to bring him tribute. The letter
is known from two copies, probably both dating back to the Neo-Babylo-
nian period.*® These older texts prove that the historical narratives of the
Persian-Hellenistic period were not innovative with regard to the theme of
“heroic liberator,” but, on the contrary, built on earlier traditions. The fact
that Nabopolassar is a relatively recent ruler could explain why we do not
have forerunners for him.

Another striking common feature of the historiographical texts from
the late period is that several of them exhibit the so-called “Marduk ideol-
ogy”: kings who revered Bél-Marduk, his temple Esagil and his city Baby-
lon gained divine protection and were successful rulers. Kings who did
the opposite were severely punished. Adad-§uma-usur confessed his sins
to Bél and subjected himself to that god and gained victory. In another

second piece—a cylinder fragment—the sun-god Shamash of Sippar appointed the
king of Babylonia and commanded him to plunder Elam (Frame, Rulers of Babylonia,
31-33; B.2.4.10).

42. ABL 924; see also A. Kirk Grayson, Assyrian Royal Inscriptions, vol. 1: From
the Beginning to Ashur-resha-ishi I (Records of the Ancient Near East 1; Wiesbaden:
Harrassowitz, 1972), 137-38.

43. One copy, still unpublished, belongs to the “Sippar Library” (Farouk N. H.
Al-Rawi and Andrew R. George, “Tablets from the Sippar Library: III. Two Royal
Counterfeits,” Irag 56 [1994]: 135 n. 2). The other has been published by Wiseman,
who assumed that it was a Late Babylonian text, probably originating from Babylon
(Donald J. Wiseman, “A Late Babylonian Tribute List?” BSOAS 30 [1967], 495-504).
Borger, however, labelled this copy as “neubabylonischer Konigsbrief 0.4.2”; see Rykle
Borger, Handbuch der Keilschriftliteratur, vol. 2: Supplement zu Band 1. Anhang: Zu
Kuyunjik-Sammlung (Berlin: de Gruyter, 1975), 324.



84 DE BREUCKER

historical narrative, Amél-Marduk had fallen into disgrace with his father
Nebuchadnezzar IT and went to the temple of Bél to pray.** The reason for
the disgrace differs according to the interpretation of the very fragmentary
composition. Grayson reads the text as if Amél-Marduk had neglected the
Esagil and Babylon and paid no attention to son or daughter, family or kin.
In the temple he repented. According to Finkel,*> Amél-Marduk had been
falsely accused before his father and could not defend himself against the
accusations. He went to Bél to call him for help. Finkel based his inter-
pretation on another Late Babylonian tablet in which “Nabii-§uma-ukin,
son of Nebuchadnezzar” prays to Marduk because he has been impris-
oned through false accusations.*® The identification of the supplicant with
Ameél-Marduk is, however, questionable.

The topic of the sinning and repenting king is also attested in the
Old Testament. To give only one example: Manasseh of Judah committed
crimes against Yahweh by honoring other gods. God punished him and
his sinning people by sending the Assyrian army against them. Manasseh
was deported to Babylon. There he repented and prayed to Yahweh, who
re-installed him on his royal throne in Jerusalem (2 Chr 33:1-13). It falls
outside the remit of this contribution whether this is a coincidental paral-
lel with the Babylonian topic or both are interconnected in that sense that
there is question of influence or a common origin.

Late Babylonian chronicles on the remote past also express the Marduk
ideology. In two of them the ill fate of a king is explained by his crimes
against Babylon and the Esagil. Sargon of Agade (r. twenty-third century
B.C.E.), whose life had become shrouded in legend in the first millennium,
violated a taboo by building a copy of Babylon. Marduk became angry and
finished off his people by famine. All subject peoples revolted and Marduk
inflicted the sinner with insomnia.*’ It is almost certain that this chronicle
of unknown provenance was composed in the Persian-Hellenistic period,

44. Edited by Grayson, Historical-Literary Texts, 87-92 (BM 34113).

45. Irving L. Finkel, “The Lament of Nabi-Suma-ukin,” in Babylon: Focus meso-
potamischer Geschichte, Wiege friiher Gelehrtsamkeit, Mythos in der Moderne. 2. Inter-
nationales Colloquium der Deutschen Orient-Gesellschaft 24.-26. Mdrz 1998 in Berlin
(ed. J. Renger; CDOG 2; Saarbriicken: SDV, 1999), 337.

46. Finkel, “Lament of Nab(-Suma-ukin,” 323-41 (BM 40474). The author
refers to a late rabinnic tradition that holds that Nebuchadnezzar II imprisoned his
son Amél-Marduk. Finkel assumes that after his release Nab(i-Suma-ukin would have
adopted the name “Ameél-Marduk” (“Man of Marduk”) in gratitude.

47. ABC 20A 18-23, Glassner, Chronicles, no. 39.
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using among other sources older material from collections of historical
omens.*8 Sargon’ sin of building a new Babylon also features in the “Weid-
ner Chronicle” (cf. infra).** According to the above-mentioned chronicle
on the Kassite period (ABC 22 iv 9-11) the Assyrian king Tukulti-Ninurta
I (r. 1243-1207) was killed by his son and the rebelling officials of Assyria
because he had plotted evil against Babylon. Nabopolassar, on the other
hand, was examined and selected by Marduk in order to avenge Baby-
lon, as his letter to Sin-$arra-iskun states. In fact, all great kings who suc-
cessfully fought against foreign domination, including Nebuchadnezzar I,
subdued themselves to Marduk and were under his protection.

The older preserved tablets of the “Nebuchadnezzar I Cycle” and
the “Weidner Chronicle” clearly demonstrate that this Marduk ideology
emerged well before the Persian-Hellenistic period. The oldest copies of
the latter composition, actually a fictitious letter of a king of Isin to his peer
in Babylon or Larsa, date back to the Neo-Assyrian period. The letter con-
tains a long list of pseudo-historical and anachronistic examples of rulers
revering Marduk and his cult in the Esagil or not.>® It seems that this topic
was further developed and flourished in the late period, when it became
part of local patriotic traditions.

Some time in the Achaemenid or perhaps Hellenistic period, a parallel
“Anu ideology” emerged in Uruk, as is attested by the “Shulgi Chronicle!
King Shulgi (r. 2094-2047) committed crimes against the Esagil and Baby-
lon as well as against Anu. The latter god punished him. The anachronistic
features of its contents indicate a late date for the creation of this composi-
tion. According to its colophon, the tablet was written down in 251 B.C.E.,

48. See Grayson, Assyrian and Babylonian Chronicles, 152-54 sub Commentary.
For an edition of the historical omens; see Ivan Starr, “The Place of the Historical
Omens in the System of Apodoses,” BiOr 43 (1986): 633-39.

49. Glassner, Chronicles, no. 38, 11. 60-61.

50. Glassner, Chronicles, no. 38, 1. 41-75. The list starts with Aka, a legendary
king, and ends with Ibbi-Sin, the last king of the Ur III Dynasty. Grayson (Assyrian
and Babylonian Chronicles, 44 and 278-79) assumes that the text has been composed
in the late Kassite or early Isin II period; see also Farouk N. H. Al-Rawi, “Tablets from
the Sippar Library: I. The ‘Weidner Chronicle’: A Supposititious Royal Letter concern-
ing a Vision,” Iraq 52 (1990): 1-2. In the passage of Sargon’s violation of the taboo the
god Enlil is mentioned instead of Marduk, probably indicating that the text used older
material dating back to a time when Enlil was still supreme god of the Mesopotamian
pantheon.

51. Glassner, Chronicles, no. 48 (SpTU 1, 2).
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but it is a copy of an obviously older wooden tablet (rev. 5'-10"). The devel-
opment of the parallel Anu ideology in Uruk could be explained by the
fact that Babylonia was under foreign domination: the Babylonian cities
were no longer ruled from and subjected to Babylon. Uruk was politically
on an equal level as the latter, especially in the Hellenistic period, when
Babylon had also lost its position as provincial capital to Seleucia on the
Tigris. This new political situation led to, or at least contributed to, the rise
of separate traditions and local patriotism. The evolution of this process
can be followed by means of onomastics: from the Achaemenid period
onwards names having as theophoric element the name of Anu, Uruk’s
patron god in the late period, gradually increased.>?

The question arises whether the historical narratives only known by
tablets of the Persian-Hellenistic period are copies of older compositions
or indeed newly created texts. The epic tradition on Nebuchadnezzar I
clearly proves that historical epics already existed in the Neo-Assyrian
period—and are probably even older. The surviving narratives on the
other kings reflect orthographical and grammatical features of the Late
Babylonian period, but this cannot be used as evidence for a late origin.
There are, however, two distinct features compared to the older preserved
epics. First, in these texts individuals, most of whom are further unknown,
are mentioned by name: the daughter of Enlil-kidinnu (Elamite Epic, iii[?]
5, 8, 15); the Assyrian chief eunuch (Epic of Nabopolassar, ii(?) 12-18);
Rémaut and Sar-ilaa (Epic of Adad-$uma-usur, iii 8); Salla, chief of the
diviners (Cutha fragment, rev.[?], 2); and one Ibbi-Tutu in the “Desecra-
tion of Nippur Text” (rev. 27). Secondly, the topic of the king who sinned
and repented, like Adad-$uma-usur and Amél-Marduk, is not attested
before. This could hint at a further, younger development.

If we accept that these epics and historical narratives are creations of
the late, i.e. Persian-Hellenistic period, is it possible to fix their date more
precisely? As we have seen, the tablets originating from Babylon belong
to collections connected with the Esagil. These collections include dated
or datable astronomical texts and archival documents. The documentary
tablets, which belonged to the Rahimesu archive, were written down in

52. Karlheinz Kessler, “Urukdische Familien versus babylonische Familien: Die
Namengebung in Uruk, die Degradierung der Kulte von Eanna und der Aufstieg des
Gottes Anu,” AoF 31 (2004): 237-53; Paul-Alain Beaulieu, “Uruk before and after
Xerxes” (paper read at Xerxes and Babylon: The Cuneiform Evidence Symposium,
Leiden, January 16-17, 2014).
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the second and first century B.C.E.>* The largest part of the astronomical
tablets date from the fourth to the first century B.c.E., with a peak between
299 and 50 B.c.E.>* This could lead to the conclusion that all tablets belong-
ing to the Esagil library, including the literary ones, must be dated in the
Hellenistic period. The Letter of Sin-$arra-iSkun, though belonging to the
cuneiform collection of the Metropolitan Museum of Art in New York
(CTMMA 2, no. 44, cf. supra), seems to confirm this conclusion: accord-
ing to its damaged colophon the tablet was probably written down during
the reign of Alexander I Balas (152-145 B.C.E.).

An origin of the historiographical texts in the Achaemenid—or more
specifically, the later Achaemenid—period can, however, not be excluded.>
Although these tablets—astronomical, documentary as well as literary—
have been excavated together, the data are not precise enough to conclude
that they were stored in the same room or, even, same building. More-
over, the “life time” and use of literary texts very likely differ from archival
documents and scientific texts. We do not know how long library copies of
literary compositions were kept and consulted before they were replaced
by new copies. The Sin-$arra-iSkun Letter is a copy whose original was
kept in the Esagil, and it is completely unknown when that original was
written down.

Several of the above-mentioned historiographical texts focus on the
horrific Elamite invasion of Babylonia and warfare against Elam. One
tablet deals with the claims on the Babylonian throne the Elamite king
Kudur-nahhunte made to the citizens of Babylon and their rejection of
it. Is it possible that these texts—new creations or copies of older com-
positions—had an actual political meaning in the sense that with “Elam”
the Achaemenid Empire and rule over Babylonia were meant, as Foster
(Before the Muses, 369) has suggested?

It is not known how Achaemenid rule was conceived in Babylonian
historiography, as we have only a few texts pertaining to the Achaemenids.
The sole exception is Cyrus the Great, whom the propagandistic text of the
Cyrus Cylinder depicts as a legitimate king of Babylon, having been elected
by Marduk to rule the land.>¢ In the Dynastic Prophecy, Cyrus is presented

53. Clancier, Bibliothéques en Babylonie, 195-200.

54. Ibid., 235-39.

55. So Foster, Before the Muses, 369 and Lambert, “Fall of the Cassite Dynasty;” 67
in the case of the Kedorlaomer Texts.

56. Cyrus Cylinder: Hanspeter Schaudig, Die Inschriften Nabonids von Babylon
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as a good ruler under whose reign Babylonia flourished.”” The latter com-
position preserved on a tablet that also belonged to the Esagil library, lists
kings and their deeds and evaluates their reigns.>® The composition, how-
ever, very likely did not treat all the Achaemenid kings.>® Berossos wrote
that Artaxerxes II erected a statue of the goddess Anaitis in Babylon and
the other satrapal capitals and showed how to worship it (BNJ 680 F 11).
Since we do not know in which context Berossos recorded this innova-
tion, we cannot discern whether he made a judgment about this or about
Artaxerxes. The Babylonian priest also wrote on the other Achaemenid
kings, but to what extent is not known (BNJ 680 F 10). Despite this lack of
information it is fairly possible that the texts describing the Elamite raids
and sacrilege in Babylonia and the revenge by a native ruler did indeed
express real political aspirations.

The milieu in which the historical narratives were composed and copied
could shed light on their background. The epics and letters belong, as we
have seen, to the Esagil library in Babylon or, better, one of that temple’s
libraries. Clancier does not rule out the possibility that some of the tablets
excavated in the Esagil and its surroundings were actually part of tablet
collections possessed by scholars who lived in the neighboring quarters of

und Kyros® des GrofSen samt den in ihrem Umfeld entstandenen Tendenzschriften. Text-
ausgabe und Grammatik (AOAT 256; Munster: Ugarit-Verlag, 2001), 550-56, and
Irving L. Finkel, “The Cyrus Cylinder: the Babylonian Perspective,” in The Cyrus Cyl-
inder: The King of Persia’s Proclamation from Ancient Babylon (ed. I. Finkel; New York:
Tauris, 2013), 4-34 (with publication of two new fragments that have been found in
the British Museum).

57. Dynastic Prophecy ii 17°-24’. Ed. Robartus J. van der Spek, “Darius III, Alexan-
der the Great and Babylonian Scholarship,” in A Persian Perspective: Essays in Memory
of Heleen Sancisi-Weerdenburg (ed. W. Henkelman and A. Kuhrt; Achaemenid History
13; Leiden: NINO, 2003), 311-32 (BM 40623); see also Grayson, Historical-Literary
Texts, 24-37.

58. According to its very broken colophon the tablet is a copy (vi 16-18).

59. See Caroline Waerzeggers, “Babylonian Kingship in the Persian Period: Per-
formance and Reception,” in Exile and Return: The Babylonian Context (ed. J. Stokl
and C. Waerzeggers; BZAW 478; Berlin: de Gruyter, 2015). Column ii ends with the
reign of Cyrus and the legible part of the next column first treats the reign of Arses
(338-336 B.C.E.). Lambert assumes that (at least) one column on both sides of the
tablet is missing (Wilfred G. Lambert, The Background of Jewish Apocalyptic [London:
Athlone, 1978], 12-13); see also van der Spek, “Darius,” 312 and 320. Lambert’s argu-
mentation is, however, not convincing.
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Eridu and Shu’anna.® It corresponds with the fact that cuneiform culture
was fostered by scholars belonging to the milieu of the traditional Baby-
lonian temple. Did this temple community of the Esagil long for a regime
change or were they just nostalgic for a glorious past? The latter is certain.
Students copied during their school curriculum historiographical texts,
like chronicles and tablets with inscriptions of ancient kings, and were in
this way imbued with Babylonia’s rich history. The creation of the historical
epics and letters dealing with kings who liberated Babylonia from foreign
yoke, though building on older material, can be interpreted as part of this
nostalgia. The question whether the temple community dreamt of a regime
change is more difficult to answer. In essence, regime change was inherent
to the Mesopotamian concept of history. Texts like the Dynastic Chronicle
and Babylonian King List A show that Mesopotamian history was a con-
tinuum of the rise and fall of dynasties: cities and kings came to power
and after their term (Sumerian: bala) were replaced by the following ones.®!
This concept of succeeding dynasties parallels the idea of the four empires
in the book of Daniel, but it goes too far to assume direct Mesopotamian
influence on its origins.

On the basis of this concept of succeeding dynasties it was certain for
the members of the temple community that the rule of the Achaemenids
and of the Seleucids would also inevitably come to an end after a period of
time. But when was uncertain. Two texts from the late period could reflect
the hope of an imminent regime change. The above-mentioned Dynas-
tic Prophecy “predicts” that after a reign of five years Darius III will be
defeated by “the army of the Hani,” i.e. of the Greeks (col. v 8-13). Later,
someone else will assemble an army, and, being under divine protection,
he will overthrow the army of the Hani. The people will enjoy well-being
and tax exemption will be granted (v 13-23). This much-debated passage
seems to predict the end of Alexander the Great. Van der Spek is very
probably right, when he assumes that, whereas all preceding predictions

60. Clancier, Bibliothéques en Babylonie, 200-203.

61. Dynastic Chronicle: Glassner, Chronicles, no. 3, first attested by copies from
the Neo-Assyrian period. Two pieces are Late Babylonian and originate from Babylon:
BM 35572 and BM 40565; see Irving L. Finkel, “Bilingual Chronicle Fragments,” JCS
32 (1980): 65-72. According to Clancier’s reconstruction both pieces belonged to the
Esagil library (Bibliothéques en Babylonie, 192-93). Babylonian King List A: A. Kirk
Grayson, “Konigslisten und Chroniken. B. Akkadisch,” RIA 6 (1980-1983): 90-96
(BM 33332; Neo-Babylonian script, unknown provenance).
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can actually be labelled as “vaticinia ex eventu,” this is the first “real” pre-
diction.®? If correct, the text is negative vis-a-vis the Macedonian.®® The
“Uruk Prophecy” also expresses the idea of a regime change, but in Uruk
itself, and it ends with a final ideal dynasty:

[Af]ter him a king, his son, will arise in Uruk and rule the four quarters
of the world.... His dynasty will endure forever. [The king]s of Uruk will
exercise the rulership like the gods.®*

It must remain unclear whether this prediction really refers to a specific
king and dynasty or just expresses the hope for an ideal dynasty.®> This
prophecy, found in a residential quarter in Uruk, was composed by the
local temple community and expressed local patriotic traditions.

Let us now turn again to the historical narratives. Given the fact that
they were composed in the temple community, how should we interpret
that other motif of sinning and repenting kings and rulers honoring or
neglecting Bél-Marduk, Esagil and Babylon? Or, in the case of Uruk, Anu
and his cult? It is unlikely that the temple community had religious inten-
tions in the way that their members aimed to defend their traditional
religion in an age when other deities, like Anaitis or Greek gods, were
invading Babylonia. Only in one composition from Uruk an entry could
be interpreted in this way: the vilified Chaldaean king Nabii-Suma-iskun,
who committed sin after sin, is accused of making offerings to foreign
gods: the gods of the Sealand, of the Chaldaeans and of the Aramaeans.
It is, however, more likely that the topic of kings submitting themselves to
the temple’s patron god enabled its community to define or, perhaps better,

62. Van der Spek, “Darius,” 312-32.

63. This is not the end of the text. It continues with other largely damaged predic-
tions. Neujahr has nicely proposed that after a certain moment in time the Prophecy
was expanded and updated (Matthew Neujahr, “When Darius Defeated Alexander:
Composition and Redaction in the Dynastic Prophecy;” JNES 64 [2005]: 101-7).

64. SpTU 1, 3, rev. 16-18.

65. On the basis of its archaeological context the tablet can be dated between
the fifth and third centuries B.C.E. Beaulieu argues that the text was composed at the
beginning of the third century, in the reign of Antiochus I and was intended for him
(Paul-Alain Beaulieu, “The Historical Background of the Uruk Prophecy;” in The
Tablet and the Scroll: Near Eastern Studies in Honor of William W. Hallo (ed. M. E.
Cohen et al.; Bethesda, Md.: CDL, 1993), 48-50).

66. SpTU 3, 58 iii 42°-43’; see also Glassner, Chronicles, no. 52.
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redefine its identity. It provided its members with self-consciousness in a
world of foreign rulers and alien cultures. They were the upholders of a
gradually fading culture with a glorious past and, in the case of the Esagil,
the members of that temple community revered and served Bél-Marduk,
to whom kings, even the most successful, paid obeisance.

This process of creating identity very likely explains why a corpus of
historical epics and letters was compiled within the Esagila community. It
is unlikely that these texts ever reached the outside world or were intended
to be a Fiirstenspiegel for the foreign rulers. As few outsiders could read
and understand Akkadian, these texts only circulated within the circle of
the temple community itself. As far as we can judge from the few extant
colophons of these historiographical texts, it even seems that there was
no exchange of copies between the temple communities of Babylon and
Uruk. We could compare this historiographical literature with the Judean
“apologetic” works of the Hellenistic period that, according to some schol-
ars, were written for an inner audience and circulated in the inner circles.t”
Could we, then, speak of a “cuneiform apologetic literature”?
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FacTts, PROPAGANDA, OR HISTORY?
SHAPING PoLITICAL MEMORY IN THE
NABONIDUS CHRONICLE

Caroline Waerzeggers (Leiden University)*

The Nabonidus Chronicle has proven invaluable for writing the early his-
tory of the Persian Empire.! Historians derive from it the “only chron-
ologically fixed data” for Cyrus’s reign and an indispensable framework
for understanding the fall of Babylon and the emergence of the Persian
Empire in the wider context of the Near East.? In a year-by-year review
of events, this unique cuneiform tablet discusses the reign of Babylon’s
last independent king Nabonidus (r. 556-539 B.C.E.), the international stir
caused by the rise of Cyrus, the fatal confrontation between the armies of
Persia and Akkad in 539 B.C.E., and the first months (or perhaps years) of

* This article was written within the framework of ERC StG project Babylon. I
am grateful to Mathieu Ossendrijver for his advice on the epigraphic finds from “late”
Babylon, to Jacqueline Albrecht for discussing the issue of women in the Babylonian
chronicles with me, to Reinhard Pirngruber for his information about the find spot
of the Astronomical Diaries, to John MacGinnis for his collation of Nbn. 1054, and to
Jason Silverman and Bert van der Spek for their comments on earlier drafts.

1. The most recent editions of the text are A. Kirk Grayson, Assyrian and Babylo-
nian Chronicles (TCS 5; Locust Valley, NY: J. J. Augustin, 1975), no. 7, and Jean-Jacques
Glassner, Mesopotamian Chronicles (SBLWAW 19; Atlanta: Society of Biblical Litera-
ture, 2004), no. 28. A translation by R. J. van der Spek is available on www.livius.org.

2. The quote is from Amélie Kuhrt, The Persian Empire: A Corpus of Sources from
the Achaemenid Period (London: Routledge, 2007), 47. The Nabonidus Chronicle is
the key source in many reconstructions of the early history of the Persian Empire;
among many examples: A. Leo Oppenheim, “The Babylonian Evidence of Achaeme-
nian Rule in Mesopotamia,” The Cambridge History of Iran 2 (1985): 529-87 (537-
45); Pierre Briant, Histoire de lempire perse: De Cyrus a Alexandre (Paris: Fayard,
1996), 50-53.
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Persia’s rule over the territory formerly held by Nabonidus. Most histori-
ans use this text as a neutral witness of events as they happened, quarrying
it for historical data. Those who recognize a political bias in it nonethe-
less believe that its apologetic distortions can easily be peeled away from
a factual core. Both sides situate the Chronicle’s value in its reliability as a
source of historical fact, compiled at the time or in living memory of the
events it reports.

Despite this confidence, it is a well-known (but barely acknowledged)
fact that the only surviving manuscript of the Nabonidus Chronicle dates
from the Hellenistic or perhaps even Parthian period.? This means that
our witness is at least two hundred years younger than the reality it is
thought to reflect so adequately. Despite the enormous lapse of time, no
unease about the text’s reliability as a source on sixth-century history is
expressed. This is because the Chronicle is held to be a “copy” of an “origi-
nal” dated to the time of the events. As the copy is usually treated as if it is
the (putative) sixth-century original, there is an implicit assumption that
the transmission process happened smoothly and faithfully. Yet, Achae-
menid historians have found at least one element in the text that calls for
caution. In ii:15 Cyrus is called “king of Parsu” while this title only came
into use under Darius I, some twenty years later.* As this title is “of course
not contemporary; > the relationship between copy and original might be
more complicated than assumed.

In this paper I propose a different approach to the Nabonidus Chron-
icle. Instead of reading this text either as a factual report or as a piece of
propaganda, I argue that the text is more suitably read as historical litera-
ture, or “history” As such, the text allows us to study first and foremost
the practice of historiography, and only on a secondary level the histori-
cal course of events. The practice of historiography behind the Chronicle
should be situated in Hellenistic Babylon. This is the cultural and histori-

3. As pointed out already by the first editor of the text: Sidney Smith, Babylonian
Historical Texts Relating to the Capture and Downfall of Babylon (London: Methuen,
1924), 98.

4. Peter R. Bedford, Temple Restoration in Early Achaemenid Judah (Leiden: Brill,
2001), 120-21; Matt Waters, “Cyrus and the Achaemenids,” Iran 42 (2004): 91-101;
Daniel T. Potts, “Cyrus the Great and the Kingdom of Anshan,” in Birth of the Persian
Empire (ed. V.S. Curtis and S. Stewart; The Idea of Iran 1; London: Tauris, 2005), 7-28;
Matt Waters, “Parsumas, Susan, and Cyrus, in Elam and Persia (ed. J. Alvarez-Mon
and M. B. Garrison; Winona Lake, Ind.: Eisenbrauns, 2011), 285-96.

5. Kuhrt, Persian Empire, 50.
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cal context that supplies the framework for understanding the text’s mean-
ing and function.

NEUTRAL WITNESS OR PROPAGANDA?

So far, discussions of the Nabonidus Chronicle have focused on the ques-
tion of its historical reliability. How do the facts presented in the text relate
to history as it happened? Two diametrically opposed answers have been
formulated to this question: one group of scholars considers the Chronicle
as a neutral witness of history while others discover in it an attempt to
distort it. Both views, however, share the belief that the Chronicle gives
access to reliable information, because it was drafted from observation or
within living memory of the events. Before proposing a different approach
to this text, I will review these perspectives on the Chronicle, starting with
the most pervasive one.

It is striking how often and how easily historians insist on the Chroni-
cle’s status as an objective account of historical facts. Such statements usu-
ally serve to validate larger decisions of source criticism. The orthodoxy is
that the Chronicle is a beacon of truth and clarity in a minefield of other-
wise tricky and deceptive sources on Cyrus and Nabonidus.® On the one
hand, there are the so-called “propaganda” texts allegedly written in cunei-
form by priests of Babylon eager to collaborate with the Persian conqueror
and discredit Nabonidus’s reign; the Cyrus Cylinder and Verse Account are
the principal products remaining of this effort. On the other hand, there

6. E.g., Amélie Kuhrt, “Babylonia from Cyrus to Xerxes,” in Cambridge Ancient
History (2nd ed; vol. 4; Cambridge: University of Cambridge, 1988): 112-38 (120,
122); Paul-Alain Beaulieu, “Nabonidus the Mad King: A Reconsideration of His Stelas
from Harran and Babylon,” in Representations of Political Power: Case Histories from
Times of Change and Dissolving Order in the Ancient Near East (ed. M. Heinz and M.
H. Feldman; Winona Lake, Ind.: Eisenbrauns, 2007), 137-66 (138); Amélie Kuhrt,
“Cyrus the Great of Persia: Images and Realities,” in Representations of Political Power:
Case Histories from Times of Change and Dissolving Order in the Ancient Near East (ed.
M. Heinz and M. H. Feldman; Winona Lake, Ind.: Eisenbrauns, 2007), 169-91 (176);
Matt Waters, “Cyrus and the Medes,” in The World of Ancient Persia (ed. ]. Curtis and
S. Simpson; London: Tauris, 2010), 63-71 (69); R. J. van der Spek, “Cyrus the Great,
Exiles, and Foreign Gods: A Comparison of Assyrian and Persian Policies on Subject
Nations,” in Extraction and Control: Studies in Honor of Matthew W. Stolper (ed. M.
Kozuh et al; SAOC 68; Chicago: The Oriental Institute of the University of Chicago,
2014), 233-64 (254-55).
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are accounts about the fall of Babylon in Old Testament and Greek histori-
cal literature, written long after the facts by communities with their own
cultural and political agendas. The Chronicle is usually contrasted to these
ideological writings as serving no other purpose than the objective record-
ing of events as they happened. As a result, the Chronicle gives access to
“reality,; whereas the other sources give access to an “image” Among
many authors, we can cite Amélie Kuhrt, who states that the Chronicle is
“the sole reliable, indeed crucial document” on the period, “not written at
the behest or in the interests of any political agency”” David Vanderhooft
embraces the idea of the Chronicle’s reliability to the extent that he classi-
fies it as “documentary evidence®

Two sets of arguments instill this level of confidence in the Chron-
icle’s reliability. Firstly, there is a good match between certain sections
of the Chronicle and evidence from contemporary sources, in particular
archival texts and royal inscriptions of Nabonidus and Cyrus. Archival
texts help to corroborate the chronological outline of the Persian take-
over of Babylonia. This is thanks to the fact that archival texts mention,
in their dates, the king who reigned on the day, month and year of the
deed. The information obtained in this fashion is almost perfectly in
tune with the Chronicle in relation to the establishment of Persian rule
in Babylonia.® Another area where archival texts match the Chronicle is

7. The first citation is from Kuhrt, Persian Empire, 47. The second citation is from
Kuhrt, “Cyrus the Great of Persia,” 176.

8. David Vanderhooft, “Cyrus II, Liberator or Conqueror? Ancient Historiog-
raphy concerning Cyrus in Babylon,” in Judah and the Judeans in the Persian Period
(ed. O. Lipschits and M. Oeming; Winona Lake, Ind.: Eisenbrauns, 2006), 351-72
(352). Earlier, Ronald Sack situated the Nabonidus Chronicle and archival texts on the
same level of historical reliability, cf. Ronald H. Sack, “The Nabonidus Legend,” RA 77
(1983): 59-67 (63-64).

9. There is only a slight mismatch. In Sippar, the scribe of CT 56 55 dated his
record to Nabonidus (15-VII of year 17), while the Chronicle places that city under
Persian control a day earlier (14-VII). As (according to the Chronicle) the Persian army
had not yet reached Babylon, Nabonidus would still have held the kingship, so this
information does not contradict the information in the Chronicle. Somewhat more
problematic is that on 17-VII a scribe in Uruk dated his tablet to Nabonidus while
Babylon had fallen to the Persians a day earlier according to the Chronicle (16-VII). As
suggested by Parker and Dubberstein, this may be due to a communication lag between
Babylon and the southern city of Uruk (Richard A. Parker and Waldo H. Dubberstein,
Babylonian Chronology 626 B.C.-A.D. 75 [Providence, R. I.: Brown University Press,
1956], 13-14). In any event, the Sippar tablet CT 57 717 shows that no later than 19-VII
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in its report about Nabonidus’s collection of divine statues in Babylon in
the months prior to the confrontation with Cyrus’s army in 539 B.C.E.!°
Royal inscriptions, a second major source of information on the period,
also contain corroborative evidence. Those of Nabonidus confirm reports
in the Chronicle about military and political events in his reign, includ-
ing the campaign to Hume in the first year, his departure to Teima and
his absence from Babylon, the Astyages-Cyrus episode, and the death of
Nabonidus’s mother. The Cyrus Cylinder can also be usefully compared
with the Chronicle, e.g. in its reference to Cyrus’s subjugation of Media
and the peaceful surrender of Babylon. Moreover, besides validating his-
torical “facts,” the royal inscriptions help to authenticate the discursive
framework of the Chronicle, such as the branding of Cyrus as “King of
Anshan,” a practice only known from mid-sixth century texts.!! In a simi-
lar vein, the long interruption of the New Year festival under Naboni-
dus, which was clearly of deep concern to the authors of the Chronicle, is
echoed (and hence validated as a contemporary sensitivity) in the Verse
Account, a cuneiform literary text from the early Persian period.!? Finally,
there is extensive archaeological and epigraphic evidence to support
the Chronicle’s statements about Nabonidus’s stay in Teima.!* All these

Babylonian scribes recognized Cyrus as king of Babylon. This is three days after the
Chronicle places the capture of Babylon. Based on this evidence, therefore, the chro-
nology of the take-over presented in the Chronicle is reliable (cf. Paul-Alain Beaulieu,
The Reign of Nabonidus King of Babylon [YNER 10; New Haven: Yale University Press,
1989], 230-31). Most problematic, however, is Nbn. 1054 which is dated to Nabonidus
on 10-VIIL, fully three weeks after the fall of Babylon, although John MacGinnis, who
kindly collated the tablet, suggests that the year number can be read “16” as well as “17”
See also Vanderhooft, “Cyrus I, Liberator or Conqueror?” 352 n. 2.

10. The Uruk evidence was discussed by Paul-Alain Beaulieu (Reign of Naboni-
dus, 220-24 and “An Episode in the Fall of Babylon to the Persians,” JNES 52 [1993]:
241-61). Stefan Zawadzki recently adduced new evidence from a Sippar tablet about
the dispatch of the god of Bas to Babylon in the same period (“The End of the Neo-
Babylonian Empire: New Data Concerning Nabonidus” Order to Send the Statues of
Gods to Babylon,” JNES 71 [2012]: 47-52).

11. See Waters, “Cyrus and the Achaemenids,” 94 for an overview of the royal
titles used by Cyrus.

12. The latest edition of the Verse Account is by Hanspeter Schaudig, Die Inschriften
Nabonids von Babylon und Kyros’ des GrofSen samt den in ihrem Umfeld enstandenen
Tendenzschriften. Textausgabe und Grammatik (AOAT 256; Minster: Ugarit-Verlag,
2001), 563-78.

13. E.g. Ricardo Eichmann, Hanspeter Schaudig and Arnulf Hausleiter, “Archae-
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matches between the Chronicle and contemporary evidence instill confi-
dence in the general reliability of the Chronicle as fact-based and true to
the events as they happened.

A second set of arguments in support of the Chronicle’s reliability is
of a generic nature. The Nabonidus Chronicle is usually placed within a
longer series of “Babylonian Chronicles” that, when complete, would have
provided an uninterrupted history of Babylonia from Nabonassar down
to the Seleucids. The Neo-Babylonian chronicles are generally thought
to be “impartial historical documents” written by authors who were “not
trying to convince their readers of some particular idea”!* This opinion
finds wide acceptance in ancient Near Eastern scholarship, even if in
other areas of history awareness has grown that ideas about the past are
not only shaped by understandings of the present and vice versa, but also
that selecting “facts” of history is in itself an act of interpretation.!> The
conviction that the Neo-Babylonian chronicles constitute history pure
and simple—history written for history’s sake!®—seems rather naive in
this light. But despite occasional skepticism,!” this remains the majority
opinion.!8 It is fed by the idea that the chronicles were compiled from con-
temporary notations based on observation.!” According to this idea, the

ology and Epigraphy at Tayma (Saudi Arabia),” Arabian Archaeology and Epigraphy
17 (2006): 163-76.

14. Grayson, Assyrian and Babylonian Chronicles, 11.

15. See among many possible examples Rosamond McKitterick, History and
Memory in the Carolingian World (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2004).

16. Grayson, Assyrian and Babylonian Chronicles, 11.

17. John A. Brinkman, “The Babylonian Chronicle Revisited,” in Lingering over
Words: Studies in Ancient Near Eastern Literature in Honor of William L. Moran (ed. T.
Abusch et al; HSS 37; Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1990), 73-104 (74-75); Manuel Gerber,
“Die Inschrift H(arran)1.A/B und die neubabylonische Chronologie,” ZA 88 (1998):
72-93 (78); ibid., A Common Source for the Late Babylonian Chronicles Dealing
with the Eighth and Seventh Centuries;,” JAOS 120 (2000): 553-69 (569); Johannes
Haubold, Greece and Mesopotamia: Dialogues in Literature (New York: Cambridge
University Press, 2013), 133 n. 27.

18. Some examples include Robert Drews, “The Babylonian Chronicles and Ber-
ossus,” Iraq 37 (1975): 39-55 (39-40); Robartus J. van der Spek, “Berossus as a Babylo-
nian Chronicler and Greek Historian,” in Studies in Ancient Near Eastern World View
and Society Presented to Marten Stol on the Occasion of his 65th Birthday (ed. R.]. van
der Spek; Bethesda, Md.: CDL, 2007), 277-318 (277-84).

19. Grayson, Assyrian and Babylonian Chronicles, 12-13; van der Spek, “Beros-
sus,” 284-287; Kuhrt, “Cyrus the Great of Persia,” 176.
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chroniclers excerpted their reports from running accounts, to be identi-
fied as the Astronomical Diaries. These texts, many of which survive, con-
tain observations of a number of historical phenomena, including astro-
nomical events, market prices, environmental conditions, and significant
human activities, such as battles, coronations, festivals, diseases, rebellions
and deaths of kings. The assumed connection with the Diaries enhances
the aura of objectivity of the chronicles, as it anchors them in observation.?

A totally different approach to the Nabonidus Chronicle is taken by
a second, smaller group of scholars, who argue that the text was written,
not for history’s sake, but with a deliberate intention to mislead. These
authors emphasize that the text emerged in a politically complex and
sensitive period, shortly after Nabonidus lost control of Babylon and at
the time when the Persians were seeking to connect to local power bro-
kers and negotiate a new system of rule. Within this context, priests of
Babylon’s Esagil temple would have felt the need to rewrite the history of
Nabonidus’s reign in order to explain his failure and justify Cyrus’s vic-
tory. Not only the Cyrus Cylinder and Verse Account resulted from this
effort, according to these scholars, but also the Nabonidus Chronicle. In
other words, rather than setting up a firm dichotomy between the Chron-
icle as truthful history on the one hand, and the Cyrus Cylinder and Verse
Account as propaganda on the other, these authors classify all these works
as tendentious.?! This opinion was first briefly formulated by Wolfram
von Soden?? and later taken up by Reinhard Kratz, who insisted on the
literary character of the Chronicle and the need to investigate its ideo-
logical premises rather than its historical accuracy, adding that ancient
historical texts were “not composed to inform the modern historian,
but rather to indoctrinate or instruct their contemporary readers”?* The

20. The dependency of the chronicles on the Astronomical Diaries has been cri-
tiqued by Brinkman, “The Babylonian Chronicle Revisited” and Caroline Waerzeg-
gers, “The Babylonian Chronicles: Classification and Provenance,” JNES 71 (2012):
285-98 (297-98).

21. E.g., Muhammad A. Dandamaev and Vladimir G. Lukonin, The Culture and
Social Institutions of Ancient Iran (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1989), 377.

22. Wolfram von Soden, “Eine babylonische Volksiiberlieferung von Nabonid in
den Danielerzidhlungen,” ZAW 53 (1935): 81-89 (82); ibid., “Kyros und Nabonid: Pro-
paganda und Gegenpropaganda,” in Kunst, Kultur und Geschichte der Achdmeniden-
zeit und ihr Fortleben (ed. H. Koch and D. N. Mackenzie; AMIE 10; Berlin: Dietrich
Reimer, 1983), 61-68 (61).

23. Reinhard Kratz, “From Nabonidus to Cyrus,” in Ideologies and Intercultural
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Tendenz of the Chronicle, according to Kratz, lies in its selection of facts
(particularly its insistence on the disruption of the New Year festival
under Nabonidus) and in its narrative structuring of the material. Stefan
Zawadzki recently gave further weight to this argument by pointing out
that the Chronicle omits information favorable to Nabonidus and that it
seeks to set up a contrast with Cyrus on various levels, including military
failure and success, collection and restoration of cult statues, disregard
and respect for the dead, and the interruption and celebration of the New
Year festival.?* These strategies resulted in a positive portrait of Cyrus
and a negative one of Nabonidus. Zawadzki pays close attention to the
multiple redactions behind the present version of the text, and in doing so
he is the first to tackle this important issue in any depth.?> He concludes
that authors in the early Persian period modified and rewrote an earlier
chronicle “undoubtedly on the orders of Cyrus.”?¢ This rewritten version
distorted the facts of Nabonidus’s reign contained in the original com-
position to suit the political realities after his fall. As the distortion took
place only at the level of selecting (true) information and structuring it in
a suggestive narrative format, the Chronicle’s ultimate reliability remains
undisputed by Zawadzki. The report may be selective and incomplete, but
it is not false.

Summing up, two contrasting evaluations presently mark the scholar-
ship on the Nabonidus Chronicle. These evaluations assign fundamentally
different motives to the ancient authors and also draw different linkages
between the Chronicle and other literary texts created in the sixth century
B.C.E. Historians, who appreciate the Chronicle as an objective source of
historical facts, emphasize the text’s attribution to the genre of the chron-
icles, an affiliation that underscores its authority as an eye-witness report
based on observation. Those who are sensitive to possible bias in the text
notice a greater affinity between the Chronicle and propagandistic texts

Phenomena (Melammu Symposia III; ed. A. Panaino and G. Pettinato; Milan: Univer-
sita di Bologna & Islao, 2002), 143-56 (145).

24. Stefan Zawadzki, “The Portrait of Nabonidus and Cyrus in Their(?) Chronicle:
When and Why the Present Version Was Composed,” in Who Was King? Who Was Not
King? The Rulers and Ruled in the Ancient Near East (ed. P. Charvét and P. Matikova
VIckova; Prague: Institute of Archaeology of the Academy of Sciences of the Czech
Republic, 2010), 142-54.

25. See his comments on the neglect of this topic in the present scholarship:
Zawadzki, “End of the Neo-Babylonian Empire,” 47 n. 2.

26. Zawadzki, “Portrait of Nabonidus and Cyrus,” 143.
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created under the influence, or even at the explicit request, of the Persians.
Stefan Zawadzki recently pushed the discussion into a new direction by
pointing out that the redaction process behind our present manuscript
may be complex.

ORIGINAL, COPY, AND TRANSMISSION

Continuing on this last point, one aspect on which most commentators
agree is that the surviving manuscript of the Nabonidus Chronicle is a late
“copy” of an earlier text. Among the questions that such a label invokes,
the most pertinent are that of the date of its production, its relationship
to the “original,” and the intermittent process of transmission. I will begin
with the first question: when was the surviving “copy” produced?
Authors following Wiseman date its creation to the reign of Darius
127 This is based on Wiseman’s suggestion that the Nabonidus Chronicle
was written by the same scribe who wrote the Babylonian Chronicle in
Darius’s twenty-second year (500 B.C.E.) because of similarities of ductus
and layout.?® This suggestion was rejected by Brinkman who pointed out
that not only do the same signs have distinctly different shapes in the two
manuscripts, but that the handwriting of the Nabonidus Chronicle is also
much more slanted than that of the Babylonian Chronicle.?® Even if Wise-
man’s idea continues to attract supporters,®® it cannot be seriously upheld.
A much more likely proposal is that the manuscript is late Achaemenid,
Seleucid, or Parthian in date.?! This is based on the manuscript’s location
in collection Sp 2 of the British Museum, a collection made up of materials
coming from the late Babylonian Esagil “library,” dug up in Babylon in the
1870s.32 This “library” was in active use between the reign of Artaxerxes II

27. Grayson, Assyrian and Babylonian Chronicles, 9 n. 7, 14, 21. Zawadzki, “Por-
trait of Nabonidus and Cyrus,” 143.

28. Donald J. Wiseman, Chronicles of Chaldean Kings (626-556 B.C.) in the British
Museum (London: Trustees of the British Museum, 1956), 3.

29. Brinkman, “Babylonian Chronicle Revisited,” 86-87.

30. Zawadzki, “Portrait of Nabonidus and Cyrus,” 143.

31. This was first suggested by Smith, Babylonian Historical Texts, 98 and the idea
has since been confirmed on the basis of museological considerations, cf. Philippe
Clancier, Les bibliothéques en Babylonie dans la deuxiéme moitié du ler millénaire
av. J.-C. (AOAT 363; Miinster: Ugarit-Verlag, 2009), 448; Waerzeggers, “Babylonian
Chronicles,” 291.

32. Clancier, Bibliothéques, 192. See also G. van Driel, “The British Museum
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and c. 60 B.C.E.,** which gives us a broad but reliable time frame for situat-
ing the production of the present manuscript of the Nabonidus Chronicle.

Few scholars, if any, have reflected on the implications of the late date
of our manuscript. An unproblematic process of transmission is imagined,
linking the “copy”—the text that survives today—to its “original” That
original text is assigned, mostly without further comment, to the sixth
century and held to be coterminous to, or written in living memory of,
the reported events. The two evaluations of the Nabonidus Chronicle that
I outlined above, while in some points sharply contradictory, share this
basic assumption.

There are indications that the situation was more complex, however.
A first sign is the Chronicle’s use of the anachronistic title “King of Parsu”
for Cyrus. This should urge us, at the very least, to accommodate room
for change and adaptation in the copyists work. Secondly, the use of
“Elam” to refer to Persia®* finds no parallels in contemporary literature
but reminds us of the Dynastic Prophecy, a Hellenistic cuneiform text,
which calls Cyrus “King of Elam.’3> The use of this old geographic name
carried connotations of threat and destruction by Babylonia’s age-old

Sippar Collection: Babylonia 1882-1893,” ZA 79 (1989): 102-17 (109) on the cunei-
form materials excavated in Babylon in the 1870s. The tablets were found to the south
of Esagil, near the temple precinct, but details about the findspot are not available. It
is uncertain, therefore, whether we are dealing with the remains of a single collection
of tablets or of a conglomerate of archives. It is clear, however, that the tablets were
produced by persons closely affiliated to the Esagil temple, and in that sense the label
“Esagil library” will be employed here. See Clancier, Bibliothéques, for an extensive
discussion of the texts and their relationship to the Esagil temple.

33. Francis Joannes, “De Babylone a Sumer: Le parcours intellectuel des lettrés de
la Babylonie récente,” Revue Historique 302 (2000): 693-717 (703).

34. That is if Elammiya in ii: 22 refers to Elam; see lately Zawadzki, “End of the
Neo-Babylonian Empire,” 48 n. 4.

35. First edition by A. Kirk Grayson, Babylonian Historical-Literary Texts (Toronto
Semitic Texts and Studies 3; Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1975), 24-37. See
also Robartus J. van der Spek, “Darius III, Alexander the Great and Babylonian Schol-
arship,” in A Persian Perspective: Essays in Memory of Heleen Sancisi-Weerdenburg
(ed. W. E. M. Henkelman and A. Kuhrt; Achaemenid History 13; Leiden: Nederlands
Instituut voor het Nabije Oosten, 2003), 289-346 (311-24); Matthew Neujahr, “When
Darius defeated Alexander: Composition and Redaction in the Dynastic Prophecy;’
JNES 64 (2005): 101-7; Matthew Neujahr, Predicting the Past in the Ancient Near East:
Mantic Historiography in Ancient Mesopotamia, Judah, and the Mediterranean World
(BJS 354; Providence: Brown Judaic Studies, 2012), 58-63.
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archenemy and may thus convey an anti-Persian sentiment.*¢ Stephanie
Dalley made a similar suggestion about the use of Gutium in relation to
Ugbaru, the general whom Cyrus sent ahead to do the dirty work of cap-
turing Babylon, according to the Chronicle.’” This label evokes negative
connotations: the Gutians were seen as the “archetypal sackers of cities,
«a people who know no inhibitions», «like hordes of locusts»” Transpos-
ing this label to the army of Cyrus may thus have constituted criticism of
Persian imperialism.3?

These instances caution us in two ways. First, they suggest that the
text of our manuscript may not be identical to the (putative) sixth-cen-
tury original. Second, they also suggest that a one-sided categorization
of the Chronicle as pro-Persian propaganda may be too limiting. Several
possibilities should be kept open: ideas about Persian rule might have
been ambiguous already at the time of Cyrus or they might have become
less clear-cut as time moved on. Sentiments about Persian rule did not
remain static during the two hundred years of the Empire’s existence in
Babylonia.’* Authors may well have reworked the text of the Chronicle
to speak to present concerns, especially if one realizes that the surviv-
ing manuscript dates from a time when Persian rule had already been
dismantled and replaced. It should not come as a surprise, then, if the
Chronicle contains a subtle, rather than a one-dimensional, judgment of
Persian rule. For instance, it is generally assumed that the authors of the
Chronicle applauded the celebration of the New Year festival by Cambyses
(and Cyrus?) in 538 B.C.E. This idea is indeed supported by the narrative
structure of the Chronicle, which sets up a contrast with the festival’s sus-
pension under Nabonidus. At the same time, however, the authors of the
Chronicle insert a remark that one of the royal protagonists of 538 B.C.E.
appeared in Elamite dress, a gesture that may well have been perceived as

36. See John P. Nielsen in this volume.

37. Stephanie Dalley, “Herodotos and Babylon,” OLZ 91 (1996): 525-32 (527).

38. Ibid., 527.

39. Two double revolts broke out in Babylonia, the first after Cambyses’s death
and the second after Darius I's death. On the former conflict, see most recently Paul-
Alain Beaulieu, “An Episode in the Reign of the Babylonian Pretender Nebuchadnez-
zar IV} in Extraction and Control: Studies in Honor of Matthew W. Stolper (ed. M.
Kozuh et al.; SAOC 68; Chicago: The Oriental Institute of the University of Chicago,
2014), 17-26 with earlier literature; on the revolts against Xerxes, see Caroline Waer-
zeggers, “The Babylonian Revolts Against Xerxes and the ‘End of Archives,” AfO 50
(2003/2004): 150-73.
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inappropriate, insulting, or oppressive in the context of the religious fes-
tival—not only because the dress was non-Babylonian but because it was
from Elam, Babylonia’s perennial enemy. Do we need to choose between
a pro- and contra-Persian reading of this passage, or can both readings
be maintained?4

CHRONICLE OR LITERATURE?

The notion of the “Babylonian Chronicle Series” has deeply influenced
how scholars perceive the Nabonidus Chronicle. This notion originates
with Grayson who selected fifteen of the twenty-four then-known Babylo-
nian chronicles (1975)*! and sorted them in a single series ranked accord-
ing to subject matter, chronicle “1” starting with the reign of Nabonassar
in the mid-eighth century and chronicle “13” ending in the late third cen-
tury B.C.E.*? Even though big parts of this time span are unaccounted for,
Grayson insisted that the fifteen chronicles are the remnants of a once con-
tinuous, year-by-year, system of record-keeping begun under the auspices
of the eighth century king. Placed within the context of this “continuous
register of events™** the Nabonidus Chronicle becomes a natural, even nec-
essary, link anchored in the sixth century through a continual tradition of
record-keeping.

Several objections can be made against this classification of the
Nabonidus Chronicle. Firstly, and perhaps superfluously, we need to recall
that there is as yet no evidence of a sixth-century ancestor of the Chronicle.
The last Neo-Babylonian king whose reign is discussed in a contemporary

40. Indeed, Hellenistic Babylonian audiences who looked back on the Persian
period passed no single positive or negative verdict on the quality of Persian rule, cf.
Caroline Waerzeggers, “Babylonian Kingship in the Persian Period: Performance and
Reception,” in Exile and Return: The Babylonian Context (ed. J. Stokl and C. Waerzeg-
gers; BZAW 478; Berlin: de Gruyter, 2015), 181-222. Walter Pohl’s critical remarks
about the tendency in modern historical narratives to identify consistent ideologies
in Medieval texts are instructive, “History in Fragments: Montecassino’s Politics of
Memory; Early Medieval Europe 10 (2001): 343-74.

41. Grayson, Assyrian and Babylonian Chronicles.

42. Chronicle 1 exists in three exemplars according to Grayson, so the total
number of manuscripts selected and included in the Series is fifteen (Grayson, Assyr-
ian and Babylonian Chronicles). Brinkman, “The Babylonian Chronicle Revisited,”
questioned whether chronicle 1a, 1b and 1c represent the same text.

43. Van der Spek, “Berossus,” 277.
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chronicle is Neriglissar, in ABC 6. It is certainly highly likely that later
chronicles existed, for instance the (missing) continuators of ABC 1A, but
as yet there is a gap in the preservation of chronicles between the reign of
Neriglissar in the mid-sixth century and that of Artaxerxes III in the mid-
fourth century B.Cc.E.** As our copy of the Chronicle was produced within
the context of this second batch of texts, the assumption that its authors
(or copyists) had easy access to a sixth-century original chronicle is rather
optimistic. The validity of the over-arching framework of the “Babylonian
Chronicle Series” is thus debatable.* It is correct that some chronicles
were serialized in antiquity, but Grayson’s reconstruction groups together
a lot of material that (as far as we know) never existed in the same place
and time. The “Series” is a philological construct: it bundles texts from
different places and times together into a single sequence based on genre
and subject matter. As the “Series” is a modern construct, the Nabonidus
Chronicle can, and perhaps should, be seen as something different than as
a product of sixth-century record-keeping.

A second and, in my opinion, more fundamental objection has to do
with the literary quality of the work. Stefan Zawadzki and Reinhard Kratz
have already argued that the Chronicle is not simply a dry enumeration
of facts but a literary text that was written to serve a particular political
purpose. Because the genre of the “chronicle” is ill-defined,*® we run the
risk of tilting at windmills here: can any of the Babylonian chronicles be
rightfully described as a “data base of historical facts in strict chronologi-
cal order”?%” In any event, in the case of the Nabonidus Chronicle, such
a definition is particularly ill-suited. The narrative quality of the text
emerges, first of all, in the connections it draws and the contrasts it sets
up between Nabonidus and Cyrus. Whereas Nabonidus does not show up
at his mother’s funeral, Cyrus calls for an official period of mourning after
his wife’s death. Whereas Nabonidus disrupts the New Year festival years
on end, Cyrus allows the festival to go ahead. Whereas Nabonidus collects
the cult statues of Babylonia’s provincial deities in the capital, Cyrus sends

44. Waerzeggers, “The Babylonian Chronicles,” 297.

45. See in particular Brinkman, “Babylonian Chronicle Revisited” and Waerzeg-
gers, “Babylonian Chronicles”

46. On the problematic definition of the “chronicle” as a separate genre of Baby-
lonian historiography, see in particular Brinkman, “Babylonian Chronicle Revisited.”

47. The quote is from van der Spek, “Berossus,” 280.
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them back home.*® Another literary device at work in the Chronicle is the
manipulation of narrative rhythm. Having reviewed events by years and
months so far,* the authors of the Chronicle switch to a day-to-day mode
of narration for the dramatic climax of Babylon’s fall to the Persians. By
slowing down the release of information, the authors create suspense at
this critical moment of the text. The rhythm stalls even more in the epi-
sode about Cambyses and the New Year festival. We now get a gesture-by-
gesture account of a single ritual act, which has the effect of highlighting
the solemnity of the event. This effect is enhanced by the use of spatial and
plastic descriptions that create a sensory and sensual texture, unlike the
more sober way of reporting that we find elsewhere in the Chronicle. Cam-
byses moves into the Sceptre House of Nabil, receives the scepter from
Nab’s priest, and comes out into the temple courtyard. All these move-
ments take place in sacred areas that are unknown and inaccessible to all
but the most high-placed priests and royalty. The reader of the Chronicle,
allowed to view this hidden space, is treated to a spectacle of the senses
as the authors dwell not only on the gestures but on the implements (the
scepter), the garments (Elamite attire) and the weaponry (lances and quiv-
ers) used at the scene.”®

In the light of its literary quality and deliberate design, it is hard to
maintain that the Chronicle is a (standard) chronicle. Bert van der Spek
recently said of the Neo-Babylonian chronicles that they “are not narra-
tive; there is no story, no plot, no introduction or conclusion, nor is there
any attempt to explain, to find causes and effects, to see relations between
recorded events”>! None of this applies to the Nabonidus Chronicle. It

48. See also Zawadzki, “Portrait of Nabonidus and Cyrus,” 144 who argues that
the text consciously seeks to contrast Nabonidus’s military passivity with Cyrus’s mili-
tary success.

49. The exception is, not accidentally, I would say, the episode about the death of
Nabonidus’s mother (ii.13-15) which plays a crucial role as evidence of Nabonidus’s
moral downfall.

50. It is debated whether the Chronicle asserts that some of these gestures were
performed by Cyrus (Andrew R. George, “Studies in Cultic Topography and Ideology,’
BO 53 [1996]: 363-95 [380]) or whether it asserts that only Cambyses was present at
the festivities (see lately Gauthier Tolini, “La Babylonie et I'Iran: Les relations d’'une
province avec le coeur de lempire achéménide [539-331 avant notre ére]” [Ph.D. diss.,
Université Paris I Panthéon-Sorbonne, 2011], 135-45 on this interpretation of the
passage of the Nabonidus Chronicle iii:24-28).

51. Van der Spek, “Berossus,” 280.
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narrates, it values, it compares, it explains and it argues. Its format may
be that of a chronicle, but it breaks free of the limitations of the genre. By
suggestively contrasting the protagonists and by playing with rhythm and
detail, the authors structure the materials and assign meaning to it. Not
only what is in the text offers clues in that direction, also what is left out.
For the eighth year of Nabonidus, the Chronicle supplies a heading but
not an entry. The reason behind this silence is debated, but we may be cer-
tain that information only needed to be suppressed because it was con-
sidered irrelevant or unwanted within a structured argument.* In short,
the Chronicle does not simply report facts but it tries to explain them. Von
Soden, Kratz, and Zawadzki already argued in this direction. But what,
then, does the text explain, and for whom? Should we seek its purpose in
propaganda, as von Soden, Kratz and Zawadzki did? Does the Chronicle
address urgent political needs of the emergent Persian Empire? Or does it
speak to an altogether different time and place? Above, I already indicated
why an interpretation of the Chronicle as a straightforwardly pro-Persian
piece of propaganda is too limiting. I will now turn to the manuscript and
its environment to formulate an alternative approach to the question of
the text’s purpose and audience.

THE MANUSCRIPT AND ITS ENVIRONMENT

The manuscript of the Nabonidus Chronicle was produced in one of the
archives or libraries connected to the Esagil temple of Babylon, roughly in
the period between Artaxerxes II and 60 B.C.E.>® As it is uncertain whether
these texts were part of a physical collection of works, held at a single loca-
tion, I will use the label “library” with some reservation, to refer to the body
of literature that was produced in the margins of Esagil by its affiliated staff
and deposited in its immediate vicinity. This literature offers a rich textual
context for reading and interpreting the Chronicle within its own social and
cultural setting. Rather than fixing our eyes on a putative, unrecovered and
uncertain, sixth-century source, I propose to look at the environment of the
manuscript for clues about its function and its audience. I will draw different
intertextual circles around the Chronicle than those proposed so far. Neither
sixth-century chronicles, nor sixth-century pro-Persian propaganda, but

52. On this issue, see Zawadzki, “Portrait of Nabonidus and Cyrus,” 148-50.
53. Joannes, “Babylone a Sumer;,” 703.
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texts produced in the manuscript’s present (however broadly this present is
defined) will constitute my frame of analysis. Every act of copying, however
mechanical we imagine it to be, is also an act of actualization and appro-
priation. If we want to know why the manuscript was produced, we need to
understand the concerns and interests of the copyists (or, indeed, authors).

The “library,” or libraries, of the Esagil temple were discovered in
the 1870s during unregulated digs at the site of Babylon. Not much is
known about the place and the context of the find, except that it pro-
duced a very large amount of cuneiform texts (ca. 10,000). These texts
were sold in Baghdad and then shipped to the British Museum in London,
where they can still be consulted today. Recent studies of the collections
of the British Museum have revealed that most of the find consisted of
astronomical tablets and other scholarly texts.>* Although only a minor-
ity in quantitative terms, historical texts are fairly well represented in the
“library” and these provide a first context for understanding the produc-
tion of the Nabonidus Chronicle. The Babyloniaca of Berossus is the best-
known example of this historical literature, but several compositions in
Babylonian cuneiform survive on clay tablets recovered in excavations in
the nineteenth century c.e.>®

What emerges clearly from this textual environment is that there was
a lively interest in Nabonidus and Cyrus among scholars of Esagil. Sev-
eral texts in their “library” deal with this historical episode. Some of these
works visit Nabonidus’s downfall and Cyrus’s victory in the context of a
long-term overview of Babylonian history, such as Berossus’s Babyloniaca

54. See in particular the detailed study by Clancier, Bibliothéques.

55. Berossus’s social identity as a Babylonian scholar of the Esagil temple is dis-
cussed by van der Spek, “Berossus”; Geert De Breucker, “Berossos and the Mesopo-
tamian Temple as Centre of Knowledge during the Hellenistic Period,” in Learned
Antiquity: Scholarship and Society in the Near-East, the Greco-Roman World, and
the Early Medieval West (ed. A. A. MacDonald et al; Groningen Studies in Cultural
Change 5; Leuven: Peeters, 2003), 13-23; Paul-Alain Beaulieu, “Berossus on Late Bab-
ylonian Historiography,” in Special Issue of Oriental Studies: A Collection of Papers on
Ancient Civilizations of Western Asia, Asia Minor and North Africa (ed. Y. Gong and
Y. Chen; Beijing: University of Beijing, 2006), 116-49; Geert De Breucker, “Berossos
between Tradition and Innovation,” in The Oxford Handbook of Cuneiform Culture
(ed. K. Radner and E. Robson; Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2011), 637-57; Geert
De Breucker, “De Babyloniaca van Berossos” (Ph.D. diss., Rijksuniversiteit Gronin-
gen, 2012); Geert De Breucker, “Berossos: His Life and His Work,” in The World of
Berossos (ed. ]. Haubold et al; CLeO 5; Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 2013), 15-28.
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and the Dynastic Prophecy, both written under Seleucid rule.>® Others offer
a more focused discussion, such as the Royal Chronicle and an unidenti-
fied fragment of a literary text.” It is quite possible that a copy of the Verse
Account was available as well.>

A first conclusion to be drawn from this evidence is that the topic
of the Nabonidus Chronicle was alive in this environment: it was writ-
ten and rewritten multiple times and in multiple formats. These texts all
deal with the same historical period, but they focus on different aspects
of that history, and they express different opinions about it, in different
genres.* This was a past that mattered in the present—and not only to the
learned community of Esagil. The Prayer of Nabonidus from Qumran, the
Shulgi Chronicle from Uruk, and the book of Daniel all speak of a similar,
and widely shared, interest in this crucial turning point in history, when
mighty Babylon was integrated in an even more powerful empire. How
inadequate, then, is the idea that the Nabonidus Chronicle was the product
of an unimaginative Babylonian scribe, mechanically copying out an old
and obsolete text? Clearly, the Chronicle spoke to actual, contemporary
concerns that were widely shared within the learned community of Esagil
and beyond. Might it not be more fruitful, then, to give credence to the
creative imagination of this audience and entertain the possibility that the
Chronicle was actually produced in Hellenistic Babylonia?

This possibility does seem to hold a certain attraction. Inquisitive
historians in Hellenistic Babylon had access to a lot of source materials
that would have informed them about events that happened at the time of
Nabonidus and Cyrus. Many royal inscriptions of Neo-Babylonian kings
had long since been buried in walls and foundations, but some were still
around and could be consulted. We know that Berossus reworked con-
tent from surviving inscriptions of Nebuchadnezzar and Nabonidus in

56. For the Dynastic Prophecy, see n. 35 above.

57. See for an edition of the Royal Chronicle and the fragmentary literary text
Schaudig, Inschriften, 591-95 and 474-75.

58. The manuscript is located in a collection of the British Museum (80-11-12)
that holds significant amounts of material produced by Esagil’s learned community
(Mathieu Ossendrijver, personal communication), but overall the collection is mixed
in content and also includes texts from other sites, cf. Julian E. Reade, introduction to
Catalogue of the Babylonian Tablets in the British Museum, vol. 6: Tablets from Sippar
1, by Erle Leichty (London: British Museum, 1986), xx—xxi.

59. On the multivocality of these texts, see Waerzeggers, “Babylonian Kingship
in the Persian Period”
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his book;®0 it is not at all unreasonable to assume that more historians in
his circle did so. In fact, when we put this idea to the test, it appears that
much of the Chronicle’s account about Nabonidus could easily have been
culled from authentic monuments of this king that were still present in
Babylon’s cityscape. The march to Hume in Nabonidus’ first year (i:7'),
for instance, is mentioned in the Babylon Stela (ix:32").6! This original
inscription of Nabonidus also inspired Berossus’s account of Nabonidus’s
rise to power. The stele stood near the Ishtar Gate and the North Palace,
where those curious about the past could have read it. The text is, in fact,
a treasure trove of historical information: it starts with a long preamble
to Nabonidus’s reign—from Sennacherib’s destruction of Babylon and the
fall of Assyria, to the troubled succession of Neriglissar—and it ends with
an extensive report on the major events in his first year(s) of rule.®? Besides
the march to Hume, authors of the Chronicle may have taken other infor-
mation about Nabonidus’s first year from this source, but the manuscript
is too badly broken to pursue this thought any further. Another original
inscription from Nabonidus’s reign available in Hellenistic Babylon was
the Ehulhul Cylinder.®® This text could have taught the authors of the
Chronicle about the authentic title “King of Anshan,” which disappeared
from Persian royal self-representation after the reign of Cyrus.® It is strik-

60. Notably in his account of Nabonidus’s rise to power, which is based on the
Babylon Stela (also known as the Istanbul Stela; cf. Stanley M. Burstein, The Babylo-
niaca of Berossus [Sources from the Ancient Near East 1.5; Malibu, Ca.: 1978], 28; Wil-
liam Gallagher, “The Istanbul Stela of Nabonidus,” WZKM 86 [1996]: 119-26 [123];
Beaulieu, “Berossus,” 141; De Breucker, De Babyloniaca, 110, 556; Haubold, Greece
and Mesopotamia, 82) and in his assertion that Nebuchadnezzar built his palace in
fifteen days, which was taken from (a copy of) the Basalt Stone Inscription (van der
Spek, “Berossus,” 296).

61. Edition by Schaudig, Inschriften, 514-29.

62. It is debated how far into Nabonidus’s reign the text reaches; see the discus-
sion by Schaudig, Inschriften, 515.

63. Edition by Schaudig, Inschriften, 409-40. A copy of the cylinder was found
together with other antiquarian epigraphic materials (including Nabonidus’s Babylon
Stela) near the North Palace and the Ishtar Gate of Babylon. On this collection of mon-
uments and inscriptions, see most recently Francis Joannes, “Iécriture publique du
pouvoir a Babylone sous Nabuchodonosor II,” in Babylon: Wissenskultur in Orient und
Okzident (ed. E. Cancik-Kirschbaum et al.; Topoi 1; Berlin: de Gruyter, 2011), 113-20
(118) with earlier literature. This assemblage used to be known as the “museum” of
Nebuchadnezzar’s palace, but this notion has been revised.

64. The title is used in ii:1, 4 of the Chronicle and i:27 of the Ehulhul Cylinder. See
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ing, moreover, that the title occurs in the same episode in both texts, that
is, in the context of Cyrus’s victory over the Medes. Even if the Chronicle
places this event in a different year than the Cylinder, the use of this title
in this specific context is significant because elsewhere the Chronicle uses
the anachronistic title “King of Parsu” (ii:15). Such inconsistency could
have resulted from a cut-and-paste adaptation from sources of different
genres and from different times. At least one more royal inscription of
Nabonidus was available in the Hellenistic period: a copy of the Harran
Stela, which was reused during the renovation of the temple of Larsa at the
time.%> Members of Esagil’s learned community could easily have traveled
there to consult the text.® It would have provided its readers with knowl-
edge of Nabonidus’s decade-long exile in Teima, a piece of information
that is basic to a large part of the Chronicle’s second column. Finally, if a
library copy of the Cyrus Cylinder was around—a distinct possibilitys”—it
could have served as a source for the Chronicle’s report about the collec-
tion and return of cult statues and the peaceful surrender of Babylon.
Besides original source materials available in Hellenistic Babylonia,
there were a number of literary texts with which the Chronicle could
engage. For instance, in contrast to (sixth-century) Neo-Babylonian
chronicles, which rarely include other actors besides the king, the Naboni-
dus Chronicle assigns a prominent place to the ahu rabii or Sesgallu as the
dutiful priest who protects the continuity of cultic life in the absence of
Nabonidus. There is only one other chronicle that allows the same figure
into its narrative, even in the same context of interruptions to the New
Year festival. This is the so-called Religious Chronicle, a text that—not inci-

on the role of Anshan in early Persian royal ideology Potts, “Cyrus the Great and the
Kingdom of Anshan” and Waters, “Parsumas, Ansan, and Cyrus.”

65. Schaudig, Inschriften, 532.

66. Babylonian scholars traveled widely in pursuit of knowledge, see Eckart
Frahm, “Headhunter, Biicherdiebe und wandernde Gelehrte: Anmerkungen zum
altorientalischen Wissenskultur im ersten Jahrtausend v. Chr.)” in Wissenskultur im
Alten Orient: Weltanschauung, Wissenschaften, Techniken, Technologien (ed. H. Neu-
mann and S. Paulus; CDOG 4; Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 2012), 15-30.

67. Recently, two fragments of a Neo-Babylonian library copy were discovered,
showing that the text of the Cyrus Cylinder circulated more widely than previously
assumed; see Irving J. Finkel, “The Cyrus Cylinder: The Babylonian Perspective,” in
The Cyrus Cylinder: The King of Persia’s Proclamation from Ancient Babylon (ed. L. J.
Finkel; London: Tauris, 2013), 4-34.
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dentally in my opinion—was available at Esagil.®® Besides their manner of
reporting on the akitu festival,®® both texts share an interest in the E-gidru-
kalamma-summa shrine of Babylon. Another text to which the Chronicle
seems to speak is the Verse Account. Both compositions refer to Amurru
in the context of the king’s departure to Arabia.”® Like the Babylon Stela,
the Verse Account is rich in historical detail. Today, much of the text is
lost because the only surviving manuscript is heavily damaged, but in
what remains one finds significant overlap with the Chronicle: Nabonidus’s
departure from Akkad to Teima in the third year, the subsequent inter-
ruption of the New Year festival, the delegation of power to his unnamed
first-born son, the entrustment of the army to this son’s command, a mili-
tary confrontation with Cyrus (unfortunately badly broken in the Verse
Account), a lengthy discussion of the New Year festival of 538 B.C.E., the
use of exact days to structure key parts of the narrative, and Cyrus’s return
of the statues of the gods to their shrines after reestablishing peace in Bab-
ylon. It is thus within the limits of the possible that the authors of the
Chronicle used the Verse Account as one of their sources. Most unfortunate
are the breaks in columns iii-iv-v of the Verse Account as it would have
been interesting to know whether it delivered as meticulous an account
of the conquest of Babylon as did the Chronicle. Though less focused on
chronological detail, the Verse Account does supply indications of time
and duration (ii:17"; iii:2"; v:28"). A third literary text available in the Esagil
“library” (or libraries) that we can connect to the Chronicle is the so-called
Royal Chronicle. Besides the general topic of Nabonidus’s reign, this text
notes in the third year of this king the same event in Ammananu (iv:29) as
does the Nabonidus Chronicle (i:11).

These literary contacts are part of a larger web of intertextuality. The
Royal Chronicle, for instance, entertains an argumentative relationship
with the Verse Account in proposing a completely different evaluation

68. ABC 17. On its provenance, see Waerzeggers, “Babylonian Chronicles.”

69. The akitu festival was of course a common topic in the Neo-Babylonian
chronicles (A. Kirk Grayson, “Chronicles and the Akitu Festival,” in Actes de la XVIIe
Rencontre Assyriologique Internationale [ed. A. Finet; Ham-sur-Heure: Comité belge
de recherches en Mésopotamie, 1970], 160-70) but the particular manner of report-
ing on the interruptions and the role of the ahu rabii are unique to the Nabonidus
Chronicle and the Religious Chronicle.

70. Nabonidus Chronicle 1:16 and Verse Account i:23.
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of Nabonidus’s use of the series Eniima Anu Enlil.”! Like the Nabonidus
Chronicle, it also has a connection to the Harran Stela of Nabonidus, a
copy of which was available in contemporary Larsa as we have seen.”?
The interest in the E-gidri-kalamma-summa shrine of Babylon that we
observed in the Religious Chronicle and the Nabonidus Chronicle is also
in evidence in the Babylon Stela (vii:23"). The Babyloniaca of Berossus
engages with several of these texts, including the Babylon Stela, the Dynas-
tic Prophecy and the Nabonidus Chronicle, though with various degrees of
contrast and agreement.”?

It is senseless to try to untangle which text served as a source for which
other text within this intertextual web. What we can say, however, is that
the literature spun from this web seems at its most vibrant in the Hellenis-
tic period, when at least two new historical works saw the light of day (Ber-
ossus’s Babyloniaca and the Dynastic Prophecy). I suggest that other narra-
tives about Nabonidus, including the Chronicle, emerged at the same time.
It cannot be excluded that sixth-century chronicles somehow survived,
but this remains unproven—and moreover, I would argue, such originals
would be insufficient to explain the Chronicle’s existence. There was an
active pool of historical “facts” which authors tapped, plied, and integrated
in new works. These facts derived from a variety of sources including orig-
inal inscriptions and literary works. That pool constituted the raw mate-
rial from which Esagil’s intellectual community shaped its memory of the
past, not once but through multiple literary creations. In my opinion, the
Chronicle should be seen as a product of that effort, whether or not parts
of it derive from a sixth-century source.

Before looking more closely at this process, one more issue remains to
be addressed: If the Nabonidus Chronicle is a Hellenistic Babylonian text,
can it have been influenced by Greek literature? The Nabonidus Chronicle
is now often used as a yardstick to measure the reliability of authors like
Xenophon and Herodotus on the fall of Babylon, but if we take the possibil-
ity of a post-Persian date for the Chronicle seriously, as I think we should,

71. Peter Machinist and Hayim Tadmor, “Heavenly Wisdom,” in The Tablet and
the Scroll: Near Eastern Studies in Honor of William W. Hallo (ed. M. E. Cohen, D. C.
Snell, and D. B. Weisberg; Bethesda, Md.: CDL, 1993), 146-51 (149).

72. Both texts mention the king of Dadanu, cf. Royal Chronicle v.20 and Harran
Stela 2.1.25 (Schaudig, Inschriften, text 3.1).

73. De Breucker, Babyloniaca, 546-56.
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this procedure is of doubtful legitimacy. Could it be that the Chronicle is
not independent from these Greek texts, but in dialogue with them?

Recent work on the social and intellectual milieu of Berossus shows
that this Babylonian “priest” of Esagil was versed in two historiographic
traditions: that of the cuneiform world and that of the Greek world.”* He
was able to draw from both traditions in his own work, eloquently and
creatively, through processes of adoption, transformation, and rejection.
Johannes Haubold situates his work in an archival “contact zone,” where
Greek and Mesopotamian views were forged into a “new synthesis.””> For
instance, Berossus would consciously have reworked Greek traditions
about the Hanging Gardens of Babylon to meet the expectations of a Greek
audience while integrating these views within a framework informed by
cuneiform sources.”® He subtly but firmly rejected Herodotus’s idea that
the Persians diverted the Euphrates in order to take Babylon by surprise.””
He would have engaged with Ctesias’s scheme of the succession of empires,
but turned it on its head to suit local sensibilities about the primacy of
Babylonian history.”®

Berossus’s intimate knowledge of Greek literature did not exist in a
vacuum. Other members of his circle must have shared his level of access
to these traditions. If one member of Esagil’s intellectual community
engaged with Greek historical writing, it cannot be too fanciful to assume
that more will have done so. As Berossus combined Greek and Babylonian
knowledge in a work addressing a Greek audience, the possibility should at
least be considered that authors writing for a Babylonian audience might
have combined these two traditions as well. I would like to point to one
feature in the Nabonidus Chronicle that may indeed have spoken to ideas
circulating in a Greek cultural background.”® The Chronicle’s concern with

74. Van der Spek, “Berossus”; Beaulieu, “Berossus”; De Breucker, Babyloniaca;
Haubold, Greece and Mesopotamia.

75. Haubold, Greece and Mesopotamia, 167. See also Johannes Haubold, “Beros-
sus,” in The Romance Between Greece and the East (ed. T. Whitmarsh and S. Thomson;
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013), 107-16 for a discussion of Berossus’s
intimate knowledge of Greek historical fiction.

76. Haubold, Greece and Mesopotamia, 173-76.

77. Van der Spek, “Berossus,” 297 n. 36.

78. Haubold, Greece and Mesopotamia, 177.

79. The rise of Cyrus’s empire in three crucial battles (in Media, Lydia, and Bab-
ylonia) is a scheme that the Chronicle possibly shared with Herodotus (Zawadzki,
“The Portrait of Nabonidus and Cyrus,” 146-47), but the reading of the place name
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the death of royal women fits Hellenistic interests at least as much as Baby-
lonian ones, if not better. Mesopotamian chronicles make little mention
of queens and princesses. They are given brief tablet space as mothers in
notices of royal pedigree, as brides in Assyrian-Babylonian negotiations,
and in reports of their deaths.®® This last issue is taken up rarely; besides
in the Nabonidus Chronicle it only occurs in two chronicles about Esar-
haddon’s reign. In those two chronicles, the death of the Assyrian king’s
wife is mentioned in passing, between battle reports. In comparison, the
Nabonidus Chronicle is much more intensively interested in the topic. It
treats the deaths of Nabonidus’s mother and Cyrus’s wife in detail, assign-
ing over two lines of texts to each event (ii:13-15 and iii:22-24). More-
over, these stories occupy key positions in the narrative structure of the
text. Both deaths are placed immediately before the New Year festival, and
given moral weight: the death of Nabonidus’s mother served to further
illustrate her son’s immorality, while the death of Cyrus’s wife served to
enhance his credibility as legitimate king of Babylon. Within the wider
argument of the text, the deaths also seem to accompany major turning
points in the history told by its authors: the downfall of Nabonidus and
the victory of Cyrus. The importance assigned to these royal women is
uncommon in the Mesopotamian chronicle tradition, but it does fit the
interests of Hellenistic literature. Johannes Haubold suggested that Ber-
ossus’s digression on princess Amyitis might have been inspired by this
cultural background.8! It is striking that, like in the Chronicle, this episode
precedes a world-changing event in the Babyloniaca (the fall of Nineveh).
Comparing Berossus and the Chronicle thus reveals a third interlocutor:
these texts share a narrative strategy with each other and with Greek lit-
erature on Oriental kingship. More specifically, the Nabonidus Chronicle
may have interacted with Herodotus’s account of the death of Cyrus’s wife
Cassandane (2.1).82

where Cyrus achieved his second victory according to the Nabonidus Chronicle
remains contested.

80. Women in royal genealogies: ABC 21 i:9'-10", ABC 22 i:6, 12, ABC 1 i:40,
Shulgi Chronicle line 10 (Jean-Jacques Glassner, Mesopotamian Chronicles, no. 48 with
previous literature); women in Assyrian-Babylonian relations: ABC 21 ii:33"-37" and
iii:17; Esarhaddon’s dead wife: ABC 1 iv:22 and ABC 14 26. I would like to thank Jac-
queline Albrecht for these references.

81. Haubold, Greece and Mesopotamia, 174.

82. Muhammad Dandamaev, “Cassandane,” Encyclopaedia Iranica 5/1 (1990): 62;
Kuhrt, Persian Empire, 106.



118 WAERZEGGERS
MEMORY IN THE NABONIDUS CHRONICLE

Much remains uncertain about the Nabonidus Chronicle, but it does
seem sensible to conclude that the manuscript that survives today is an
instance of Hellenistic Babylonian historiography. The rich intertextual
web between the Chronicle, other historical writings about Nabonidus and
Cyrus produced by Esagil’s learned community (including the Babyloni-
aca), original epigraphic materials in cuneiform available in Hellenistic
Babylonia, and Greek historical texts, indicates that the Chronicle belongs
in an active, living literary field. Of course, it remains entirely possible
that some parts, big or small, were based on a sixth-century chronicle. But
even so, its topic, its narrative structure, its explanatory pretentions, and
its contact with other texts (Babylonian and Greek) all indicate that we are
looking at a product of creative engagement, not at the result of a passive
act of copying.

In order to understand the function of the Chronicle, this text should
be read neither as a factual report, nor as a piece of propaganda, but as his-
tory—that is, in the Dutch historian Johan Huizinga’s famous definition,
as “the intellectual form in which a civilization renders account to itself
of its past”8 Put within its proper context, the Chronicle offers a window
on how one particular community in Hellenistic Babylon constructed its
past. This is not a polished, authoritative account; rather we should see the
Chronicle as one voice among many. When we look beyond our individual
text and into its wider context, we discover that it was one of multiple
attempts at structuring history in meaningful sequences and in convincing
formats. The meaning that these texts tried to convey should not be sought
in how well these texts succeeded in reporting “actual” sixth-century
events, but in how these texts mattered in the contemporary, Hellenistic
Babylonian, world. The Nabonidus-Cyrus episode and the emergence of
the Persian Empire may have raised interest among Esagil’s learned com-
munity in view of that more recent global transformation, the one brought
about by Alexander, which equally redrew the political map and Babylon’s
place therein. As the priestly community of Esagil found itself once again
in the position of renegotiating its position within a new set of power rela-
tions, the past may have served both as a source of exempla for the present

83. Johan Huizinga, “A Definition of the Concept of History,” in Philosophy and
History: Essays Presented to Ernst Cassirer (ed. R. Klibansky and H. J. Patton; Oxford:
Clarendon, 1936), 1-10.



FACTS, PROPAGANDA, OR HISTORY? 119

and as a means to forge community bonds and group identity. They did
not only write about Nabonidus and Cyrus, but also about other histori-
cal “royal pairs” whose confrontations had resulted in significant power
shifts in the past.34 It is reasonable to explain this concern as a product of
hopes and realities in the present. This was a community that saw its his-
tory intimately linked to the history of royalty, and it wished to maintain
that legitimizing bond also in the future. The rich web of texts that these
scholars wrote on the topic of Nabonidus should be seen as a conscious
attempt to shape memory of this event in a world where native Babylonian
kingship had vanished since the time of this very king.
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PETUBASTIS IV IN THE DAKHLA OASIS:
NEW EVIDENCE ABOUT AN EARLY REBELLION
AGAINST PERSIAN RULE AND ITS SUPPRESSION

IN POLITICAL MEMORY

Olaf E. Kaper (Leiden University)

Persian rule in Egypt was marked by a series of rebellions and Egyptian
rival kings. We know of four major insurgencies, one of which led to a long
period of independence. Herodotus (Hist. 3.15.4) records the planning of
a revolt as early as the year 525 or 524 B.C.E. by Psamtek III, the king who
was deposed by Cambyses II. Soon afterward, around 522, there was a first
successful revolt by a counterking, Petubastis, now numbered as Petubas-
tis IV,! which is attested in some inscriptions found near Memphis.? At
the end of the reign of Darius I, we know of another revolt led by King
Psamtek IV (ca. 486-485 B.C.E.), who is mentioned in Demotic sources
from Diospolis Parva.’ The next major revolt was by King Inaros, dated

1. Confusion surrounds the numbering of the kings with the name Petubastis. A
recent summary of this issue appears in Claus Jurman, “From the Libyan Dynasties
to the Kushites in Memphis,” in The Libyan Period in Egypt: Historical and Cultural
Studies into the 21st-24th Dynasties; Proceedings of a Conference at Leiden University,
25-27 October 2007 (ed. G. P. E Broekman, R. J. Demarée, and O. E. Kaper; Egyp-
tologische Uitgaven, Egyptological Publications 23; Leiden: NINO; Leuven: Peeters,
2009), 124-25. The Persian period counterking was formerly known as Petubastis I1I,
but he should now be designated as Petubastis IV to avoid further confusion, as was
done already in Jirgen von Beckerath, Handbuch der dgyptischen Konigsnamen (2nd
ed.; MAS 49; Mainz am Rhein: von Zabern, 1999), 222-23.

2. Jean Yoyotte, “Pétoubastis III,” REg 24 (1972): 216-23.

3. Pierre Salmon, “Les Relations entre la Perse et TEgypte du VI® au IV€ siecle av
J.-C..” in The land of Israel: Cross-Roads of Civilizations (ed. E. Lipinski et al; OLA 19;
Leuven: Peeters, 1985), 147-68 (148-51).
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between circa 465 and 450 B.C.E., which started in Sais, and whose rule
was recognized as far south as the Kharga Oasis,* and it left its traces in
Demotic literature. The fourth major revolt, by King Amyrtaios II/Psam-
tek V (ca. 404-398 B.C.E.) liberated the entire country, and it heralded a
longer period of independence from 404 until 343 B.c.E. During indepen-
dence Persians attempted to enter the country several times, until eventu-
ally Artaxerxes III succeeded in overthrowing Nectanebo II and bringing
Egypt back under Persian control. A fifth revolt is known from the years
before the arrival of Alexander the Great, led by King Khababash, which is
possibly to be dated 337-335 B.C.E.”

THE EXCAVATIONS AT AMHEIDA

Excavations at Amheida, a Roman town site in the western part of the
Dakhla Oasis, are directed by Roger Bagnall (New York University) and
with Paola Davoli (University of Salento, Lecce) in charge of the excava-
tions. The author of this chapter is associate director for Egyptology. In
January 2014, the excavations continued the uncovering of the remains
of the ruined temple of Thoth, which has been under investigation since
2005. The temple was demolished in at least two phases; one during the
late Roman period, when the building was destroyed so that only the foun-
dations and some lower courses of the walls’ stone masonry remained in
situ. A second phase of destruction took place when the soil underneath
the temple, built up from the mudbrick remains of the pharaonic town
that stretches back to the early Old Kingdom, was quarried for fertilizer
(sebbakh). This possibly happened in the seventeenth and eighteen centu-
ries C.E., because blocks from the temple found their way into the neigh-
boring town of El-Qasr, where they were reused as building material, some
of them visibly exposed in the masonry.® The temple site at Amheida was

4. Michel Chauveau, “Inards, prince des rebelles,” in Res Severa Verum Gaudium;
Festschrift fiir Karl-Theodor Zauzich zum 65. Geburtstag am 8. Juni 2004 (ed. F. Hoft-
mann and H. Thissen; Studia Demotica 6; Leuven, Peeters: 2004), 39-46; J. Winnicki,
“Der libysche Stamm der Bakaler im pharaonischen, persischen und ptolemdischen
Agypten,” AncSoc 36 (2006): 135-42.

5. Giinter Vittmann, “Agypten zur Zeit der Perserherrschaft,” in Herodot und
das Persische Weltreich—Herodotus and the Persian Empire (ed. R. Rollinger; CLeO 3;
Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 2011), 373-429 (410).

6. Anthony J. Mills, “The Dakhleh Oasis Project: Report on the Second Season
of Survey, September-December, 1979, JSSEA 10 (1980): 260, pl. 12; Linteaux a épig-
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left full of deep pits, in which a few thousand mostly unarticulated blocks
and fragments of the demolished temple remained.

In the reigns of the Roman emperors Titus and Domitian, an earlier
temple complex from the Late Period was demolished and the new build-
ing was erected with its stones. For this reason, blocks from different peri-
ods are found mixed together in the current excavations. The following
phases of construction of the local temple may at present be distinguished
on the basis of the hieroglyphic inscriptions found, which indicate that
the temple was extended or rebuilt under Seti II, Ramesses IX, Nekau II,
Psamtek II, Amasis, Petubastis IV, and Darius .7 There is no evidence for
a temple building from the Ptolemaic period at the site.

PETUBASTIS AT AMHEIDA

The royal name Petubastis was first discovered at the site of the temple in
2005. Because there were no further inscriptions associated with this car-
touche, it was not clear whether this king was Petubastis I, II, III, or IV. It
was decided that the most likely identification was Petubastis I Wsr-m3°t-
Re-stp-n-Imn (ca. 818-793 B.C.E.), founder of Twenty-Third Dynasty,
because we also found a stela from the same dynasty, of king Takelot III,
among the temple blocks of that season.® A presumed temple built by
Petubastis I provided the location where this stela had been erected. No
earlier remains of a temple were known at that stage of our excavations.
Petubastis II is a presumed later king of the Twenty-Third Dynasty based
at Tanis, while Petubastis III Shtp-ib-n-R° lived at the time of the Assyrian

raphes de loasis de Dakhla (ed. Chr. Décobert and D. Gril; Suppléments aux Annales
Islamologiques, Cahier 1; Cairo: IFAO, 1981), 10, pl. V.

7. Olaf E. Kaper, “Epigraphic Evidence from the Dakhleh Oasis in the Late
Period,” in The Oasis Papers 6: Proceedings of the Sixth International Conference of the
Dakhleh Oasis Project (ed. R. S. Bagnall et al.; Dakhleh Oasis Project Monographs 15;
Oxford: Oxbow, 2012), 167-76.

8. Olaf E. Kaper and Robert J. Demarée, “A Donation Stela in the Name of Take-
loth III from Amheida, Dakhleh Oasis,” JEOL 32 (2006): 19-37 (20-21); Olaf E. Kaper,
“Epigraphic Evidence from the Dakhleh Oasis in the Libyan Period,” in The Libyan
Period in Egypt: Historical and Cultural Studies into the 21st-24th Dynasties; Proceed-
ings of a Conference at Leiden University, 25-27 October 2007 (ed. G. P. E. Broekman, R.
J. Demarée, and O. E. Kaper; Egyptologische Uitgaven, Egyptological Publications 23;
Leiden: NINO; Leuven: Peeters, 2009), 149-59 (151); Karl Jansen-Winkeln, Inschriften
der Spiitzeit, vol. 2: Die 22.-24. Dynastie (Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 2007), 209.
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conquest of Assurbanipal in the seventh century B.C.E. (667-666), but he
is only attested in Tanis and Memphis.? Petubastis IV Shr-ib-R¢ is dated to
the early Twenty-Seventh Dynasty (ca. 522-520 B.C.E.), but he was only
associated with the region of Memphis and Herakleopolis Magna, which
made it highly unlikely that either of the latter three kings would have
built a temple in Dakhla.

In January 2014 we found two further cartouches, reading: Shr-ib-R°,
“Who delights the heart of Re.” This provided proof that the initial identi-
fication of Petubastis I was wrong and that the building was in fact erected
in the name of Petubastis IV.

Petubastis IV was previously known only from two fragments of
a wooden naos, now divided between Bologna and the Louvre,'° one
scarab and two seals.!! One seal was found by Petrie either at Memphis
or at Meydum, sealing a papyrus document relating to fields in the area
of Herakleopolis Magna. The form of the seal impression, which is now
in the Petrie Museum,'? led Jean Yoyotte to conclude that the king ruled

9. On Petubastis II, cf. Jurman mentioned in note 1. On Petubastis III, cf. Karl
Jansen-Winkeln, Inschriften der Spdtzeit, vol. 3: Die 25. Dynastie (Wiesbaden: Harras-
sowitz, 2009), 254-55.

10. Archaeological Museum of Bologna, no. KS 289: Cristiana Morigi Govi et al.,
eds., La Collezione Egiziana: Museo Civico Archeologico di Bologna (Milano: Leonardo
Arte, 1994), 91. Musée du Louvre, no. N 503: Christiane Ziegler, ed., The Pharaohs
(Milano: Bompiani Arte, 2002), no. 81; Marc Etienne, Les Portes du Ciel: Visions du
monde dans 'Egypte ancienne (Paris: Musée du Louvre, 2009), 303. These are the only
known two images of the king. It is possible that also an uninscribed fragment in New
York, MMA 23.6.75a, stems from the same naos.

11. Yoyotte, “Pétoubastis III,” 217. Other scarabs found abroad with a reference to
this king are published in Ingrid Gamer-Wallert, “Der Skarabéus des Pedubaste von
der Finca del Jardin,” Madrider Mitteilungen 16 (1975): 187-94; and Dimitri Meeks,
“Un scarabée ‘Pédoubastis’ dans la maison III O de Délos,” Bulletin de Correspondance
Hellénique 121 (1997): 613-15.

12. Petrie Museum no. UC13098; Jan Moje, Herrschaftsriume und Herrschaftswis-
sen dgyptischer Lokalregenten: soziokulturelle Interaktionen zur Machtkonsolidierung
vom 8. bis zum 4. Jahrhundert v. Chr. (Topoi: Berlin Studies of the Ancient World 21;
Berlin: de Gruyter, 2014), 465; 268, fig. 76. The website of the Petrie Museum, www.
ucl.ac.uk/museums/objects/LDUCE-UC13098 (accessed October 2014) expresses
doubt about the provenance of this seal: “There is some confusion over whether it was
found in Mempbhis (implied by Historical Studies pl. XX title of plate) or Meydum (as
stated Meydum and Memphis pl. XXXVII and implied perhaps by the preservation of
the papyrus paper).” Yoyotte, “Pétoubastis III,” 217 note 3 refers to a letter from Petrie
about the Meydum provenance. I thank Liam McNamara of the Ashmolean Museum,
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shortly after the Twenty-Sixth Dynasty, in the early years of the Persian
occupation.!?

The blocks of Petubastis IV found at Amheida consist of four complete
relief blocks and a fragment from the facade of a temple gateway (fig. 1),
and one additional block from an offering scene. The upper block (figs.
2-3), no. Amheida 16362, measures 35 x 39 x 17 c¢m; the central block
(figs. 4-5), no. Amheida 16512, measures 45 x 23 x 34 cm; the bottom
block (fig. 6), no. Amheida 2078, measures 23 x 30 x 11 cm.

Three blocks join together and they allow three inscription columns
to be reconstructed (fig. 1). Two columns were located upon the facade of
the left jamb of the gateway, and a single column was located in the passage
of the gateway. The hieroglyphs are carved in sunk relief, with blue colour
in the hieroglyphs and the framing bands, with black for the inner details,
and yellow for the interior spaces in the mouth hieroglyph (letter r), the
cartouches and the serekh (Horus name). Remains of oil are stuck to some
parts of the surface of the stones, as part of the ritual use of the temple
doorway, which indicates that the building functioned for a number of
years. Similar traces of oil libations are visible in the temples of the Roman
period in Dakhla, such as Deir el-Hagar and Kellis (Ismant el-Kharab).!4

The inscriptions (fig. 7) contain the full titulary of Petubastis IV in two
columns on the facade of the gateway:

(1) Hr smn 3wy nbty [s3 Nt] shd r-prw Hr[-nbw ...] (2) nsw-bity nb t3wy]
spr-ib-R° s3-R° nb h[w] [P3-di-B3stt] mr Pth rsy-inb[=f ...]

“Horus, who controls the Two Lands; The Two Ladies [Son of Neith?]
who illuminates the temples; Horus of Gold ... (lost); [King of Upper
and Lower Egypt, Lord of the Two Lands] Who-delights-the-heart-
of-Re; Son of Re, Lord of Appearances, Petubastis, beloved of Ptah of
Memphis (South of His Wall)”

Oxford, for researching the papyrus document now in his collection, and the history
of its seal.

13. Yoyotte, “Pétoubastis III,” 216-23. His view on the dating of this king is
already cited in Labib Habachi, “Three Monuments of King Sehetepibre Pedubastis,’
ZAS 93 (1966): 73-74.

14. On Kellis, see Andrew Ross, “Identifying the Oil used in the Rituals in the
Temple of Tutu,” in Dakhleh Oasis Project: Preliminary Reports on the 1994-1995 to
1998-1999 Field Seasons (ed. C. A. Hope and G. E. Bowen; Dakhleh Oasis Project
Monograph 11; Oxford: Oxbow, 2002), 263-67. An article on this topic is in prepara-
tion by the author of this chapter.
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Figure 1: Reconstruction of the
fagade and reveal of the gateway of
Petubastis IV at Amheida. Draw-
ing by O. E. Kaper.

Figure 2: Block from the fagade of
the gateway with part of the Horus
name of Petubastis IV. Copyright
New York University. Photograph
by B. Bazzani.
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Figure 3: Inscription from the
reveal of the gateway, upon the
same block as Figure 2. Copy-
right New York University.
Photograph by B. Bazzani.

Figure 4: Block from the fagade of the gateway
with part of the Two-Ladies name of Petubastis.
Copyright New York University. Photograph by
B. Bazzani.
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Figure 6: Inscription from
the reveal of the gateway with
the lower part of the building
inscription.  Copyright New
York University. Photograph by
B. Bazzani.

KAPER

Figure 5: Inscription from the
reveal of the gateway, upon the
same block as Figure 4. Copyright
New York University. Photograph
by B. Bazzani.
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The reveal of the gateway contains a building inscription in a single
column:!>

[nsw-bity nb t3]wy nb irt ht spr-ib-R s3-R nb [ h°w P3-di-B3stt] ir.n<=f>
m mnw <n> it=f Dhwty 3 °3 nb St-w3h ir=f n=f [di “nh]

“[King of Upper and Lower Egypt, Lord of the Two Lands], Lord of Rit-
uals, Who-delights-the-heart-of-Re; Son of Re, Lord of [Appearances,
Petubastis]; He has made (it) as a monument for his father Thoth the
Twice Great, the Lord of Ambheida, so that he may be given [life]”

The previously found block (fig. 8), no. Amheida 2076 (measuring 34 x 17
x 42 cm), belongs to the same building phase:!®

P3-di-B3stt “nh dt

“Petubastis living for ever”

15. About this formula, termed the “konigliche Weiheformel,” see Silke Gral-
lert, Bauen—Stiften— Weihen: Agyptische Bau- und Restaurierungsinschriften von den
Anfingen bis zur 30. Dynastie (Abhandlungen des Deutschen Archdologischen Insti-
tuts Kairo 18.1-2; Berlin: Achet, 2001), 34-40.

16. Arguments from outside the text itself are the following: the reconstructed
width of the text column on 2076 and those on the fagade of the doorway is the same.
The shape of blocks 2076 and 16362 is unusual, because they are both taller than wide,
and they are of nearly the same size. The light blue colour on the two reliefs is differ-
ent from that used in other building phases, such as the relief work dating to Amasis.
There are identical splashes of red paint on the surface of the blocks 2076 and 16362,
probably from a red cornice painting overhead.
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A small fragment was found belonging to the opposite reveal (fig. 9). It
bears the number Amheida 16357 and measures 15 x 16 x 10 cm. It con-
tains the group 553 mnw, “monument.” Even though the writing direction
is ambiguous, the size of the signs and the word itself indicate that it pre-
serves part of a building inscription parallel to the one cited above.!”

COMMENTARY TO THE NEW INSCRIPTIONS

Of Petubastis IV, only the birth name (s3-R) and the throne name (nsw-
bity) were known previously. The new inscriptions also contain the Horus
name and the Two-Ladies name.

The name Spr-ib-R is a mistaken writing for Shr-ib-R%: £ (pr) for
M (h). The two confused signs pr and h look similar in hieratic script,
and we assume therefore a visual mistake based on a Vorlage written in
hieratic. However, the mistake was aggravated when the scribe elaborated
upon his misreading of the name by the addition of the determinative of
the verb spr, “cause to emerge,” the sign of the walking legs. The resulting
reading does not yield a satisfactory meaning of the royal name, because
this verb is generally not constructed with ib, and it makes no sense in a
throne name, whereas Shr-ib-R° makes perfect sense.!® The signs pr and
h have likewise been confused in some inscriptions of Darius I at Hibis.!?

17. This is common practice on temple doorways; Grallert, Bauen—Stiften—
Weihen, 48-49.

18. Adolf Erman and Hermann Grapow, eds., Worterbuch der dgyptischen
Sprache, vol. IV (Berlin: Akademie-Verlag, 1926-1931), 208.14. The confusion in the
spelling helps to confirm that the element b is to be read separately, and that is is not
merely a determinative with shr (as in Karl Jansen-Winkeln, Inschriften der Spitzeit,
Vol. 1: Die 21. Dynastie [Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 2007], 72, line 6). The inclusion of
the element ib corresponds to a tradition in royal names in the Late Period, on which
cf. note 26 below.

19. “pr” is used in the toponym Hbt, Hibis (54 S behind Khonsu) and h is used
as determinative in prt, “distribution place” (27 N 26); Eugene Cruz-Uribe, Hibis
Temple Project Volume I: Translations, Commentary, Discussions and Sign List (San
Antonio, Tex.: Van Siclen, 1988), 227, index [598-599]. Already by the Third Inter-
mediate Period, the sign & is used instead of pr (Karl Jansen-Winkeln, Spdtmitteld-
gyptische Grammatik der Texte der 3. Zwischenzeit [ Agypten und Altes Testament 34;
Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 1996], 27 §35: B/3.3.41, RS,1), and the same is found in
Ptolemaic Dendera (Sylvie Cauville, Dendara: Le fonds hiéroglyphique au temps de
Cléopdtre [Paris: Cybele, 2001], 161), but apparently not the reverse. In Edfu, pr can be
used for h (Dieter Kurth, Einfiihrung ins Ptolemdische: Eine Grammatik mit Zeichen-
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The paleography of the signs is remarkable, chiefly because of the small
size of the cartouches in comparison with the other signs. The same phe-
nomenon is also found on the interior wall decoration of the Hibis temple
from the time of Darius 1.2° Red paint drops are visible on the surface of
blocks 2076 and 16362. Possibly there was a red-painted lintel or cornice
overhead, which was painted only after the door jambs had been finished.

The building inscription refers to Thoth of Amheida. This is the local
form of the god mentioned in the stela of Takelot III, mentioned above,
albeit that the toponym changed its spelling somewhere in the course of
the Twenty-fifth Dynasty or the early years of the Twenty-Sixth Dynasty.?!

The title 3 3 is common for Thoth in Ambheida in all Late Period
inscriptions from the temple.??

The block with the cartouche of Petubastis that was found in 2005 is
not from the same gateway, but it must stem from a regular temple scene.
On the left is the remains of the Tni-crown of the king, who was depicted
facing right. The height of the crown is ca. 30 cm, which indicates that the
scale of the figure as a whole was only slightly smaller than life-size. The
presence of such a large-scale relief confirms that Petubastis IV had an
entire temple or chapel constructed.

Building a temple was only done for a king’s hometown or for an
important administrative center. Political considerations played a major
part.? In the case of Petubastis IV, there is no other building known that

liste und Ubungsstiicken [2 vols.; Hiitzel: Backe, 2008-2009], 347 n. 6) and & can be
used to write pr (ibid., 349 n. 75). The confusion is explained by the similarity of
the two signs in the hieratic script: Dieter Kurth, “Der Einfluf} der Kursive auf die
Inschriften des Tempels von Edfu,” in Edfu: Bericht iiber drei Surveys; Materialien und
Studien (ed. D. Kurth; Die Inschriften des Tempels von Edfu 5; Wiesbaden: Harras-
sowitz, 1999), 69-96, esp. 77 [h], 81 [ai].

20. Melanie Wasmuth, “Reflexion und Reprasentation kultureller Interaktion:
Agypten und die Achimeniden” (Ph.D. diss., University of Basel, 2009), 216. I do not
share Wasmuth’s interpretation of this feature as indicating a recarving of the car-
touche. It should rather be seen as an art historical phenomenon related to the ten-
dency to abandon isocephaly in two-dimensional representations at Hibis.

21. Kaper and Demarée, “A donation stela in the name of Takeloth III,” 34-35.

22. As also elsewhere in Egypt; see Jan Quaegebeur, “Thoth-Hermes, le dieu le
plus grand,” in Hommages a Frangois Daumas (ed. Institut de Iégyptologie; vol. 2; Ori-
entalia monspeliensia 3; Montpellier: Institut de légyptologie, Université Paul Valéry,
1986), 525-44 (533).

23. See Jean-Claude Goyon et al., La construction pharaonique du Moyen Empire
a lépoque gréco-romaine. Contexte et principes technologiques (Paris: Picard, 2004),
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Figure 8: Block from an offering
scene of the temple of Petubas-
tis IV, with his cartouche. Copy-
right New York University. Pho-
tograph by B. Bazzani.

Figure 9: Fragment from
the reveal of the gateway of
Petubastis IV with part of a
building inscription. Copy-
right New York University.
Photograph by B. Bazzani.

34-35. Dieter Arnold (Temples of the Last Pharaohs [New York and Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1999], 64-65) comments on the Saite kings favoring temples in the
Delta and the oases, but neglecting Thebes.
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was dedicated in his name, only a piece of temple furnishings in the form
of the small wooden shrine, mentioned in note 10 above. The temple at
Ambheida must have been a product of the brief period of rule between the
capture of Memphis, where Petubastis presumably was crowned, and his
overthrow in the early years of Darius I. During this period, the papyrus
letter found by Petrie at Memphis or Meydum was written. It demonstrates
that the administration of the country, at least of the part recaptured by
Petubastis, resumed its normal routine. The letter sealed with the name of
Petubastis is dated to year one.?*

The previous Twenty-Sixth Dynasty had invested heavily in the devel-
opment of the Dakhla Oasis, because evidence for temple building at
Ambheida is attested under Nekau II, Psamtek II and especially Amasis.
The addition of a gateway and at least one large-scale relief by Petubastis
IV is therefore to be seen as a supplement to the existing buildings on
the site. There is no evidence that earlier buildings were demolished and
reused at this time.

HistoricAL CONSIDERATIONS

The new material indicates that the area governed by king Petubastis IV
was considerably larger than was previously suspected. It was known that
this Egyptian rebellion against Persian rule managed to occupy the cap-
ital Memphis, but otherwise its extent is unknown. Now it is clear that
Dakhla Oasis was also involved, which means that the entire Southern
Oasis (Kharga and Dakhla) must have been with the rebellion. The rebel
king even built a temple there, which calls attention to a number of issues.

The dating of the rebellion of Petubastis was placed by Yoyotte on good
grounds in the early years of the Persian domination.?® His principal argu-
ment was the shape of the seal inscribed with the royal name, which closely
follows the model of the Twenty-Sixth Dynasty. A new argument that con-
firms this dating is found in the titulary of the king, now known almost in
its entirety, which is modeled on those of the Twenty-Sixth Dynasty kings.

24. Eugene Cruz-Uribe, “Early Demotic Texts from Heracleopolis,” in Res severa
verum gaudium: Festschrift fiir Karl Theodor Zauzich zum 65. Geburtstag am 8. Juni
2004 (ed. F. Hoffmann and H. J. Thissen; Studia Demotica 6; Leuven: Peeters, 2004),
59-66 (60).

25. Yoyotte, “Pétoubastis IIL’; see also Eugene Cruz-Uribe, “The Invasion of
Egypt by Cambyses,” Transeu 25 (2003): 5-60 (55-56).
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The Coronation Name refers to the “Heart (mind) of Re,” wh