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iii) Axkrry CHRONICLE: CHRONICLE 16

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

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

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

dark moment in Babylonian history and a
fitting period in which to begin a narration
of interruptions in the Akitu festival5

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

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

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

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

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

58 Jines 13-15.

5% 18,

4 Faarhaddon Chronicle 31f.

81 Chronicle 1 iv 34-36.

#1 Egarhaddon Chronicle 35-37.
© 9 14.

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

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

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

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

% 17-19.

o 20-23,

7 2427,
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The text of the Akitu Chroniele is preserved
cn a tablet, BM 86379 (original registration
number unknown), which measures 45 mms.
wide and 62 mms. long. It is well preserved,

BIBLIOGRAPHY
Copy:
1924 8. 8mith, BHT pl. IV
Editions:

1924 8. Smith, BHT pp. 22-26
1956 R. Borger, Asarh. pp. 124f.

there being a small piece missing from the
upper right-hand corner and a few surface
flaws.

Studies:
1925 H. de Genouillac, RA 22, pp. 71f.
8. Langdon, JRAS 1925, p. 166
1927 B. Landsberger and T. Bauer, ZA 37, pp.
8184

1 [vix] mumed ¢ng mASi[n-ahhi-eriba]
2 xir mumed mASsur-laha-iddina]
3 xx mumed 4B jna Bal-tilk! a-[§ib-ma]

4 i-gin-nu a-ki-td ba-f2-[1]

5 mMU.sac m45dmas-Suma-ukin ina M Aiiari
[4B&l)

6 u tlinimed fo kuwrdbkadid olty Bal-tilkl
#-s[u-nim-ma}

7 tna MAdiiari UD XXIvESR gpg Babilikl
terbiimes-[ng)

8 dNabd u ilanimes o Barsipt ana Babilix!
it-tal-ku-ng

9 Mo xvism dSimad-Suma-ukin wltu MA4i-
tari adi W ebéti

10 Wprdh-bit ina X Akkadikl bi-hir-ti ib-te-hir

11 M Tehity vp xyxkim kurd¥ tyr o kurdk
kadf¥! inakkirqmes

12 darru la-pan(igi) Ynakiri a-na Babilixt
i-ter-bat

1 For [eight] years during (the reign of)
Se[nnacherib],

2 for twelve years (during the reign of)
Esar[haddon]—

3 twenty years (altogether)—Bel s[tayed]

in Baltil (Ashur) and

the Akitu festival did not take place.

The accession year of Shamash-shuma-

ukin: In the month Iyyar [Bel]

6 and the gods of Akkad went out from
Baltil (Ashur) and

7 on the twenty-fourth day of the month
Iyyar they entered Babylon.

8 Nabu and the gods of Borsippa went to
Babylon.

=L

9 The sixteenth year of Shamash-shuma-
ukin: From the month Iyyar until the
month Tebet

10 the major-domo conscripted troops In
Aklkad.

i1 On the nineteenth day of the month
Tebet hostilities began between Assyria
and Akkad.

12 The king withdrew before the enemy into
Babylon.

COMMENTARY
1-8 An exact duplicate of these lines is found
in Chron. 14:31f. and 35-37. Note that
Chron. 14 also has a statement about Nabi
and AsSurbanipal (lines 33f.) which Chron. 16
does not have as well as a statement con-
cerning the political events (lines 38f.).
Lines 57 are also duplicated in Chron. 1 iv

34-36. See the note to that passage. Resto-
rations have been made on the basis of the
duplicate passages.

1 For ina “during the reign of” see Borger,
Asarh. p. 54, note to iv 35.

10 See the note to Chron. 1 iv 4.

12 Cf. Chron. 3:46 and Chron. 15:6.
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13 Addaru Xxvi ummdni®® XA dur u
ummant *WrAkkadikt

14 sal-tum ina Hi-rit ipudamed-ma wummdni
kur 4 Lhadiki

15 ina tahaz séri ibbalkiti™e-ma dabdd-&i-nu
ma-a-dif Sakintst

18 SALpukurtu Saknots® sal-tum sad-rat

17 My  [xvo¥sm]  [sah-m]a-$d(1)-a-t&  ina
kur 4 §-Jur u X9 A kkadik! dak{nd]m[e-mla

18 Nabd wuliu [Barsipk] ana agé dBél 4l
1l kukv

18 4B¢l 4l dgde

13 On the twenty-seventh day of Adar the
armies of Assyria and Akkad
14 did battle in Hirit. The army of Akkad

15 retreated from the battlefield and a
major defeat was inflicted upon them.

16 (However), there were still hostilities
{and) warfare continued.

17 The seventeenth year: There were [insu]r-
rections in Assyria and Akkad.

18 Nabu did not come from [Borsippa] for
the procession of Bel (and)

19 Bel did not come out.

20 Mv xvipkée dN[abd] [wltul Barsip® ana
agé [1Bel) l illikukts

21 4Bal &l dshe

20 The eighteenth year: Nabu did not come
from Borsippa for the procession of Bel
{and)

21 Bel did not come out.

22 MU x1x dNabd 4l illiku 9Bel il igde

23 Mv x(x18Nabd &l illiku dBél 4l dsds

24 arki BKan-da-la-nu ina MU.sac INabd-
dpla-tigur

25 sah-ma-§d-ati sna ¥TAL Sur uw Erdk.
kadikt faknime-ma

26 nu-kir-té daknaict sal-ti sad-rat

27 ANabd ul dliku®v 4 Bel 4l asdie]

22 The nineteenth year: Nabu did not come
{and) Bel did not come out.

23 The twentieth year: Nabu did not come
(and) Bel did not come out.

24 After Kandalanu, in the accession year
of Nabopolassar,

25 there were inswrrections in Assyria and
Akkad. ,

26 There were hostilities (and) warfare con-
tinued.

27 Nabu did not come (and) Bel did not
come out.

COMMENTARY
15 tbbalkitima: See the note to Chron. 1i 35.
16 This expression also occurs in line 26 and
indicates that there was a great deal of con-
fusion and strife during this period which
could not be chronicled in terms of battles
lost and won.
17 Since the same phrase occurs in line 25
there can be no doubt about the restoration.
Collation shows that there is sufficient room
for the restoration although there would not
appear to be from Smith’s copy. §¢ is not
well made,
18f. See the note to Chron. 17 iii 5f.
18 There is sufficient room to restore Barsip
although it would not appear so in Smith’s
copy.
agé 4Bél: For the reading see Chron. 17 ii 2
and cof. Landsberger and Bauer, ZA 37

(1927), p. 79, n. 1.

23 There ig a deep depression in the tablet
which almost totally obliterates the second
Winkelhaken of the numeral xx. The de-
pression appears to have been made at the
time the tablet was inscribed (it is not a
flaw in the clay). It is apparently caused by
an accidental slip of the stylus. It is not an
erasure.

24 Apparently there wag no interruption of
the Akitu festival during Kandalanu’s reign
but the chronicler did not want to leave his
name out altogether (to show he had not
overloocked him) so he simply said “after
Kandalanu”.

25 The same phrase occurs in line 17.

26 The same phrase occurs in line 16. See
the note to that line.
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