™ Introduction

I THE RING:
A RECONSIDERATION OF THE PERSON OF ESARIADDON

The conclusion of chapter II B3 necessitates a reconsideration of an essential part of the portrait of
Esarhaddon. The hitherto established opinion is that he was an extremely superstitious man. and largely only
an instrument in the hands of his courtiers. Cf.. e.z.. A.T. Olmstead. History of Assvria (1923). p. 347: “The
new régime [of Esarhaddon] . . was to be under ghostly control of the priestly advisers™ W. von Soden. Herr-
scher im alten Orient (1954). p. 12:

“Die Briefe bezeugen uns ferner. wie grof der personliche Einflub bestimm-
ter Astorlogen und Priester auf den offenbar nicht immer einen klaren Linien folgenden Kénig war™: R. Labat,
Fischer Weltgeschichte 4 (1967). p. 81: *\sarhaddon war schon von Natur aus ein Zauderer. Unentschlossen.
aberglaubisch. dngstlich und nicht selten der Spielball in den Hinden seiner Ratgeber. lebte er in stiindiger Furcht

vor ungiinstigen Vorzeichen. Krankheit oder dem Zorn der Gotter.™ This label of “superstitiousnesz " and “sus-

ceptibility ™ is. as we have seen. certainly justifiable to some extent: but it is out of place and untrue. if, as has
hitherto been done, it is used in contrast to his contemporaries or other Assyrian kings. The current opinion is
clearly influenced by the fact that the main part of the letters of scholars. and reports of astrologers and harus-
pices belongs to (or has been dated to) Esarhaddon’s reign: however. this very fact should warn of hasty conclu-
sions. for the present distribution of the material does in no way represent the original one bpt is only a small
fraction of the large correspondence once covering the whole reigns of Sennacherib. Esarhaddon and Assurbani-
pal (see below. p. 49). With regard to the intimate character of the matters discussed above all in the letters of
the physicians. the references to the King’s anger (LAS 224:13. 306 r4 ete.). fears (40:6. ete.). moping (51 and
143). sadness (141) and complaints (246 and 247) should be interpreted as commonly human traits rather than
explicit characteristics of Esarhaddon. Similar characteristics would be found in letters addressed to other Kings
too!. Study of the inscriptions of Esarhaddon does not suggest a weak ruler: on the contrary. his reign was ge-
nerally perhaps the most successfull one of all Jargonids®. Since the portraits of most Assvrian kings are forméd
solely on the basis of their inscriptions. it would be hazardous to claim that Esarhaddon was inferior in ability
to the other kings.?

See below. p. 47,

Note especially his

swift and determinate action after the murder of his father. the conquest of Exvpt and
other military suecesse

< (Mannaeans. <ubria). the quelling of 4 revolt in 670 B.C. the extensive building ope-
rations in Babvlon and other cities of AKRad. the preparations tor the transport of the <tatue of Marduk to
Babvlon. and the political treaties intended to cuarantee the security of the empire.

Cfovon Soden. Herrsehero po 1197 " \sarhaddon war offenbar nicht aus dem harten Holz seines Vaters ge-

~chnitzt und diesem wohl anch an Becabung durcbaus nicht ebenbiictic.™ pe 1310 7 Assurbanipal muis als Po-

litiker und auch als Mensch <emem Grofivater Sanherib viel dhnlicher cewesen <ein als setnem Vater \sarhad-

don.”
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Furthermore it can be demonstrated that superstitionsness was no special trait of E~arhaaldon and that
cientific evperts (astrologers. diviners. exoreists. physicians. and “appeasers") functioned as the king's advisors
in other ~ourts too. Two Kings are nsually contrasted with Exarhaddon. his father Seanacherib and his <on \zsur-
banipal (see the preceding footnote). No letters, astrological reports or extispicies addressed to S"\"Uluk'h“l'i‘lﬁ have
been preserved: we get however. a revealing glimpse to his court through a Neo-Babylonan letter sent to Esar- )
naddon, ABL 1216 (sce R. Labat. RA 33 (1939 113-118. and for translation of he crucial passage. note on LA
11:6 (). \ecording to this text. astrologers and diviners. headed by the “ehief seribe ™ Kalbu. semt revularly re-
ports to the king. just as in the reign of Esarhaddon. but censored all the evil omens which they thlmgf‘lt n\-l{_'hl
frighten their superstitious lord: only after “a devil” (what sort of omen is meant? ) had appeared.. the km‘fl f“:ll"l
out the deception and urged that all omens. whether good or bad. should be reported to him. From 117\3 1:-301.
15-107 it appears that the exorcist Adad-fumu-uzur had been a servant of Sennacherib too (on the dillll-lf_’ of this
letter <ee notes on LAS 121). As for \ssurbanipal. sufficiently many letters and reports addreszed to him have
preserved to show that no change in the position of the scholars took place after the death of Esarhaddon. and
that the new king was as concerned about the supernatural as his predecessor (see LAS 60. 96-08. 108-110. 114,
298-299. 301-30"_\ 300 and 324, ABL 1113, RMA 68. 70, 187-18Y. 191.\. 195. 210. 233. 23066 394. ‘.‘T‘_‘,\..
27AF [ef. Appendix 2B]. AGS 147-154. and PRT 101-140). This is only natural in view of the x'zal’t‘hlj .'“ill"ufl“n
of Assurbanipal (see p. 8 ) which introduced him into the Mesopotamian sciences: according tor L:\AT 34 r()--,‘)‘
one of his teachers was Frarhaddon's astrologer Balad. All Esarhaddon’s counselors scem to have retained their
offices under the new King: of. LAS 60, RMA 70 and 236G (from Nabfi-ahhg-eriba. vear 667 B.C. RMA 68 (from
Balasi. 067 B.C)). LAS 2’)5 and RMA 2727 (from Akkullinu. 667 and 666 B.C.). RMA 264 (from Ftarfumu-
Fref. 637 B.C.). ADD 448 = AR 43 (mentions Rtar<umu-cred. chief [scribe]. \dad-Zumu-usur, chief [exoreist]
and [Marduk-fakin-Yumi: for the dating on the document (666 B.C.) sce footnote 1 on p. 28 ). and \‘I D L
= AR 15 (mentions [¥tar-Yumu-cred. chief scribe. and Marduk-4Kin-fumi. chief exorcist: dated 6:60 B.C.). Later

on (c. 630 B.C.) they became replaced by other scholars (see ADD 831). The superstitiousness ol Assurbanipal

is well enough witnessed by the fact that he too let perform the substitute King ritual (see LAS :298). and several
texts betrayv in him similurvhuman traits as in Esarhaddon. including fear and anxicty (see. e.g.. WAB 7 248 tf
and \BL 1'3()7-1368): we must not dwell on those questions longer here. Just to make it quite clear that super-
“tition was a common trait of Mesopotamian monarchs. two well-known personages will be takem as examples:
Nebuchadnezzar. whose superstitiousness and scholarly advisors are deseribed in the book of Damiel. and Alex-
ander the Great himself. whose last days (as the king of Babylon) are deseribed by Plutarch as follows: “Alex-
ander. then. since he had now become sensitive to indications of the divine will and perturbed a nd apprehensive
in his mind. comerted every unusual and strange oceurrence. were it never so insignificant. into 2 prodigy and
portent: and scrifiers. purifiers and diviners filled his palace.”™ (Loeb Classical Library. Plutarch’s Lives VIL

\lexander LXXV).

Some indications suggest that also the assertion of Fsarhaddon’s lack of ability is overdirawn. .1t lﬂfﬁ'f
he seems to have been able t;7 read and write. Cf.. above all. LAZ 318 and the pertinent notes: ithe "xll)f.\l“
added to the letters of Nabii-ahh&-eriba to facilitate the reading of the cuneiform signs were not. meant lfnr \=-
curbanipal only (z0 A, Schott. Z\ 44 [1938] 194 ) but al-o for Esarhaddon (see p. 38). See .JIM).L.\.‘ 198
which ~praks about a “writing” (a-ta-g-ri) of the Kinz. That the letters were normally read to tihe king by o

: i s iliiterac  the Kine
seribe was mereiy a practical and comentional arrancement and does not testify to the iliiteracy of the o
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IV. ON THE DATING OF THE LETTERS

‘ The basic premise for a sound study and interpretation of all epistolary texts is their correct chronolo.
gical classification. Since the Assyrian scribes themselves dated their letters onlv exceptionallvl . the dates must
now be deduced from the chronological evidence present in the letters. It is seif-»vident that'the degree of uc.-
curacy and certainty in which this can be done varies depending on the case. Though an exact datin:cv 'is even
theoretically possible only on special occasions. it is important that the best result h striven for in e:«:h letter
fer chronologically fixed letters can, naturally. more appropriately be evaluated and used as historical exider;c.e
than isolated ones.

It has to be emphasized that utmost care and criticism are necessary to eliminate faulty datings which
especially in the present case. are prone to result from a superficial study of the material. Though the ietters
were sent to different Assyrian kings, these were always addre: )

: ssed similarly, “the king (my lord)”. the name of
the king never being mentioned. Operating only with analogies and other circumstantial evidence, letters are
easily

gned to a completely wrong reign. If such wrongly dated letters are used as evidence in arguing about
the person of a given king or about a given historical period. the result is necessarilv untrue or at le;st distorted.
The dating must under no circumstance lead to this end. which would be of (zreatm; disadvantage to the study
than leaving the letters undated. ) ) '

The only method to achieve lasting results is to start from absolutely certain facts and. by applying on-
ly absolute eriteria. to weave a “chronological net” until the general picture is to be seen. Ohly then it is possible

to apply circumstantial criteria to obtain a more precise dating for individual letters.

The absolute time limits of all letters under study are 722 and 612 B.C., during which ti

(where the letters were found) was the capital of Assvria. These limits can. howe‘ver. b:co:;ic;e;;;‘)‘li 1:::3::11
on prosopographical evidence. It appears that the letters originate from a limited number of authurs. who were
all approximately contemporaries’ and served the same kings: their names occur in each other’s letters. or as wit-
nesses in same legal documents dating from 671 to 660 B.C.>: many of them even wrGte joint letters. Since <~
man's active career hardly exceeds a generation, or 30 vears. all letters were most probably written between 680
and 650 B.C., with a theoretical margin of safety of 15 vears in both directions. These mz'ar_lrins are. however,
really only theoretical: it has hitherto not been possible to assign a single Assvrian letter ofrthe Kuvunjik-collec-

tion to the reign of Sennacherib (705-681 B.C.), except possibly some to the beginning of this reign, and only

1 . ) . .
Thus only four letters published in the present edition were dated in the antiquity (see LAS 9698 and 286:

in the former the dates do not originate from the writer. but were added by the palace archivist)
[ftar-nddin-apli and the authors of LAS 108-110 form an exception: their letters are aB&)ul 20 ;n-a;r< later than
;h;‘ bulk of the edition. But all in all this does not make more than slichtly over two per t;:nt of l.hr \vrholﬂ
oL

\l)l)v —HJ-X = \R H3. mentioning [$tar-fumu-Fre¥, \dad-Yumu-usur. [;um}ﬁju on of [Nabi-zéru-I¥er] and [Mar
duk23k Jin-Tumi. dates from 666 B.C.: ADD 444 = AR 335. mentioning [Zar-famu-ere? and Marduk-Gkin-<umi.
bears the date 660 B.C.. for more dates in documents sce Chapter 11 €, ‘ 7
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one letter from the whole archive (ABL 69, probably addressed to ARir-etelli-ilini) seems to date from the
time after 616 B.C.. the latest date found in all letters and reports from Nineveh!.

It is a priori clear that the letters are not distributed evenly over this period of 30 years. Statistical pro-

bability suggests that the number of letters and reports streaming in a year to the Sargonid Kings may well have

exceeded the figure which is the grand total of all epistolary texts found in Nineveh?®. The filing of the accu-
mulating material would have been cumbersome and hardly rewarding by means of the archival techniques of
that time. and it is throughout possible that large numbers of letters were destroy ed on purpose already by the
ancient archivists: the sack of Nineveh and ravages of time have caused additional losses. and lastly. modern ex-
cavators may have spotted only a portion of the extant material. Whatever the causes affecting the preservation
of the available body of texts be. it is theoretically most probable that it consists of coherent groups coming
from relatively limited spans of time. with long intervening periods virtually blank. The determining of this
<tatistical distribution would be of immense importance to the dating and classification of letters which contain
no tangible dating criteria. It is the purpose of this chapter to collect and discuss the evidence available for
identifving these chronological groups. whereas the treatment of individual datable letters is reserved to the

commentary.

Naturally. it is possible to detect these groups, and determine them with certainty. only by means of
cumulative evidence. I have therefore not restricted myself to the present letters. but taken into consideration
the whole Sargonid epistolary material. including the reports of scribes and haruspices. The latter (totalling to
approximately 1000 texts) are particularly important. because they contain a great wealth of astronomical and
historical information which makes their chronological classification possible throughout: in the event of the
letters. this can be done only partially. As will be seen. the chronological distribution of the reports does not

differ from that of the letters, a fact that adds to the general reliability of the emerging picture.

I begin with the chronological evidence that can be extracted from the letters and reports datable on
astronomical grounds. Since a complete list of texts 0 dated is to be found in Appendix 2B, and the
dating of individual letters is discussed fully in the commentary, I will not go into the method and problems
involved but shall only present a survey on the results achieved. About one-third of the letters and reports con-
taining astronomical information are datable with certainty (I have been able to date 84 texts. but in a more
thorough analysis this figure would no doubt become higher): out of these. only 16 (= 19%) belong to Assur-
banipals reign. the rest (= 81%) being sent to Esarhaddon. Their distribution over different years of the two

reigns can be visualized as follows:

FIGURE 1: Chronological distribution of astronomically datable letters and reports
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It appears that practically all texts come from the latter part of the reien of Esarhaddon (i.e
675-009 B.C.) and the beginning of the reien of Assurbanipai (v eacs 6680005
vear 679677676, 657 and 650 B.C. A\

. the Mears
Sporadic texts are datable (o the
clear centre of ravity s in vears 6726600, especially 609 thus

FIGURE

Distribution of astronomically datable texts in pereentages
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The evidence gathered from Assyvrian letters databie on historical srounds points to the <ame diree-

tion (the Babylonian letters of the archive. of which I have no exact statistics, have

a divergent. though parallel dis-
tribution! ). Out of the ¢.

700 letters (published and unpublished) which were certainly addressed to either Esarhad-
don or \ssurbanipai. only 70 (= 14%) can be definitely assigned to the re

ign of the latter: approximately 300 can be
dated on historical and prosopographical grounds to Esarhaddon’s re

ign (or perhaps to the beginning of the reign of
\ssurbanipal). Again it is evident that the bulk of the letters ~ent to Fsarhaddon date from the latter part of his
reign (only ABL 442 can. with a fair degree of certainty. be placed to his first regnal vears). whereas about half of
ssion (see the comments on LAS 60), and the
other half to the years 652.646 (sce the comments on LAS 109). In percentages. this distribution may be pre-
sented as follows:

the letters sent to Assurbanipal belong to u few vears after his acce

FIGURE 3: Chronological distribution of historically datable letters
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I now proceed to the vracle queries of

the haruspice~.In these texts the name of the
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FIGURE +: Chronological distribution of the reports of haruspices
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The following dates are attested (the asterisk precedes texis written in Babylonian characters):

a) Letters: B.C.
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ABL *301. *944, 1210 652
LAS 96 6.21
LAS 97, ABL #289. *517 650
ABL #1151 649
LAS 98. ABL #1170 648
BM 132980 647
ABL #5318, 879. 1222, 1262 646

b) Astrological reports:

RMA 264 657
¢) Oracle queries:
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On the ground of the foregoing analvsis, some general conclusions about the distribution of the whole
body of the epistolary texts preserved from Esarhaddon’s and \.~.<urlunipul'~ time can be drawn. and these con-

clusions <hould be directly applicable to the dating of the present letters too:

L. The material consists of three separate groups.
a) from the years 675-666 B.C. (a lot of texts):

by " T658-657 v (few texts):
€) mm 632646 (several texts).
Sporadic texts may be found from the period 679-676. but the vears 663-639 and 636-653 seem to
be blank.
9

2. Eight texts out of 10 belong to Esarhaddon’s reign.

3. Texts from Esarhaddon’s reign are focused on years 671 ff, especially 669: whereas those from As.
surbanipal’s time date either from the beginning of his reign or from vears 652-650 B.C.

These conclusions must be observed in the dating of letters when no absolute criteria (dates. sufficient
astronomical or historical evidence) are available. Circumstantial criteria present in the letters may be used for
the dating, on the premise that the restricted spans of time to which the letters might belong are taken into
consideration. In several cases these criteria not only enable attributing a text to a definite reign or a definite
group, but also, when connected with other indications, give an exact date.

Circumstantial criteria pointing to the reign of Esarhaddon are:

1) Reference to the treaty (adé) by which Esarhaddon regulated his succession in Ajaru 672 B.C. (see
the comments on LAS 1).

2) Reference to the crown prince (mar Jarri) = Assurbanipal. All letters mentioning him belong to 672-
669 B.C., i.e.. between the treaty just mentioned and the death of Esarhaddon (Arahsamna. 669). Assurbanipal’s
reign does not come into consideration. since the crown prince does not occur in the letters certainly datable to
the vears 652-646.

3) Reference to the crown prince of Babylon (mér arri Babili) = $ama¥fumu-ukin. !

1) References to other children of Esarhaddon (see the note on LAS 129:25.26).

5) Reference to the queen mother (ummi $arri) = Nagia. All letters mentioning her are addressed to
Esarhaddon. since in Assurbanipal’s reign Nagia was entitled “‘the Labirite queen™ (.\lf.l‘f.G,-\L L‘RL‘La-Lli-ra-aja,
AR 101 r16).

6) Reference to Esarhaddons Egyptian campaign (Nisannu-Du izu. 671 B.C).

7) Reference to the statue of Marduk (see B. Landsberger. BBEA p. 17 ff and 66 tf.). -
8) Reference to the conspiracy or rebellion quelled in 670 B.C. (see notes on LAS 247 and 284).
Criteria pointing to the reign of Assurbanipal are: .

1) Reference to the king of Babylon (ar Babili) = Sama¥-fumu-ukin:

2) Reference to extensive building operations in Babylon (¢f. Streck. VAB 7. p. :

ff).
Other. less obvious criteria are discussed in the commentary in appropriate connections.
\s stated on p. 47 . the scholars working for Esarhaddon remained in their offices also under Assur-

banipal. Since the letter group 1 covers both the last vears of Esarhaddon and the first vears of Assurbanipal

(see above). it is not always possible to decide to which reign a given letter belongs, if no decisive criteria are
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tound in the letter itzelf. In such cases T have alwavs passed the dating in silence. External evidence (zhape of
the tablets, seript. colour ete.) cannot be used as eriteria within such a limited span of time. The registration

: - 1
numbers of the texts do not help either' .

One could a priori suppose that the letters addressed to Esarhaddon and \.éurlmni.pul.\‘\‘»rt’ filed in thcront
places. sav. in different rooms of a palace or even in different palaces. and that this difference might have
been taken into consideration in registering the tablets. This however is not the case: not only were tf.w ar-
chives mined in the antiguity as a result of the building operations of Assurbanipal and the sack of Nineveh,
but the excavators of the 19th century also did not record caretully where each tablet was found. Thu.\. even
texts excavated in Calah were incorporated into the Kuvunjik-collection. Letters dating trgm the reign of
sarcon. Esarhaddon and Assurbampal are found in all subdivisions of the Kuvunjik-collection (though the

o 2. 79-7-8 and 81-7-27 seem to contain mostly letters from Sargon’s time. whereas the

collections Sm.. Rm : k . -
letters found in the collections 83-1-18. Bu. and Ki. belong nearly exclusively to Esarkaddon’s and Assurba-

pal’~ time).



S futroduction U Vo Historeal problems: The substitate Kine ritual

1. Sources

a) Ritual tablets
1) \KKadian: W.G. Lambert. \ Part of the Ritnal for the Substitue King. \fO 18 (1937-38) 109-112:
additions 19 (1959-60) 119:

V. HISTORICAL PROBLEMS: THE SUBSTITUTE KING RITUAL 2y Hittite: HAL Kimmel. Ersatzrituale fir den hethitischen Kénig (StBoT 3. Wieshaden 1967).

Iy Texts attesting the performance of the ritual
1) Chronicles: LW, King. Chronicles Coneerning Farly Babylonian Kings. [T (London 1907). p. 12:
2 Letters: LAS 4 25-28. 30-31. 77, 13-4-1400 166-167. 171, 179, 185, 203, 235-236. 249, 237, 278.280.
292.298-299, 317. 334: ABL T33. 1006:
3 Administrative texts: ND 3483 = D.J. Wiseman. Iraq 15 (1953) 148, pl. XV (ef \ND 3414, ibid. p. 139):

Ten per cent of the letters under study1 in a way or another bear witness of a strange ritual of “the 4 Classical authors:

substitute king™ (Yar pihi) practiced in the court of the Sargonid kings. A proper understanding of this ritual, Berossus. Babyloniaka 1 15 (see P. Schnabel. Berossos. p. 236: the passage is here cited according to the

with its important historical and religious implications. is hampered both by the difficult and tragmentary do- svithesiz of R. Labat. RA 40 [1946] 125):

cumentation offered by the letters and by the lack of sufficient external evidence?. Thanks to several studies Plutarch. Fitae. \lexander LXNIII-IV (¢f Th. Jacobsen. ZA 52 [1957] 139. note 113):
devoted to the subject during the past decades®, significant progress in this respect has been made, and two Arrianus. Anabasis VI 24:

fundamental things. the purpose and the idea of the ritual. are now well established. The performance of the Diodorus Siculus. Bibliotheke \VII 116 (cf H. Kiimmel. op.cit.. p. 184 {I):

ritual was considered necessary to save the king from death portended by evil ominous signa: the personality Herodotus. Historiae V11 15:

of the King being transferred to a substitute. it was believed that the senders of the signs. i.e.. the gods. would Suetonius. Fitae, Claudius XNIN.

be content with the death of the substitute and leave the true king in peace. Though also the understanding
of the details has been advanced on a large scale. there are still 30 many uncertainties and riddles left that one
feels at a loss to combine the unconnected pieces of evidence into a sensible whole®. The present chapter. bas- 2. On the popularity of the ritual
ed on a detailed analysis of the old and new material, hopes to contribute to the clarification of certain central o . . . . : ;
— R . . . . . The simple question as to how wide use of the ritual was made. has long. so to say. hung in the air.
points. At the same time. without striving for exhaustiveness. I try to provide the reader with all the facts essen- )

. . . s owing to the lack of clear-cut positive evidence. In addition to the Sarzonid letters. which seemed to bear wit-
tial to understanding the ritual as a whole®. i .

ness of three performances of the ritual in the reign of Frarhaddon'. only a single performance in the early

: Old Babylonian time was known. This meagre evidence led to the — <till widely spread — assumption that the
- ritual was a kind of relic remporarily revived in Esarhaddon’s time. and otherwise rarely practiced?. though the
U Cf. below. 1b. where 33 pertinent letters are listed: these include letters a) mentioning the <ubstitute kine ! possibility of a continuous tradition was alzo taken into consideration®. Meanwhile. t?u- rflt‘\;lnt material has
and b) addessed to the “farmer™. as well as ¢) those dealing with the ritual in seneral teems. i considerably inereazed® . making it possible to reconsider the matter on a broader hasi=. On the other hand. de-
S CE W, von Soden. Beitriige zum Verstindnis der nevassyrischen Briefe iiber die Ersatzkinigsriten. Fs Christian tailed analysis of the Sargonid letters necessitates a partial revision of the earlier conceptions about that period
(1956). p. 100 ff. Note that many of the sources listed below have become available onlv after 1936. (for details see the commentary). The list of actually attested performances of the ritual would now appear as
3 The most important contributions are W. von Soden. Texte zum assvrischen BP\_rriibn_isrit;lul. Z\ 43 (1936) _ : follows:
254 ff. esp. p. 235 {. and the article mentioned in the preceding note: R. Labat. Le sort des substituts roy? i
aux en Assvrie au temps des Jargonides. RA 40 (1946) 123-142: A. Schott. Vier Bricfe Mar-Iftars an Asar- ; PERIOD T DATE RULING RING T SOURCE !
haddon iiber Himmelserscheinungen der Jahre -670/668. ZA 47 (1941-2) 89 ff. esp. p. 112 2 FMTh. de ; ! . S - . . i
Liagre Bohl. Opera Minora (19533). p. 384 ff: B. Landsberger. Brief des Bischofs von Esangila an Kénic Asar- X 1.0B ; 1860 B.C. Erra-imitti | I\f"g' (.}?rr)nu:lw u 4‘
haddon (1965). p. 38 {f: and H. Kiimmel. Ersatzrituale fiir den hethitischen Kinig (1907). esp. p. 169 1. [ 2.\B ¢ 1300 B(‘ ; Hittite ritual tablets I
Cf.also W von Soden. Z\ 45 (1939) 4261 and E. Dhorme. R\ 38 (1944) 37-66. \ survey on the work 3.NA 783 B.C.° Duiza 22 Adad-nerar 1 \D 3483 !
done so far has recently been siven by H. Kimmel. loc. cit.. and can be omitted here. ’ E 1 672 B.C. \jaru 26- E-arhaddon LAS 334 (ef LAS 300) _f = Acu
* Cf. von Soden. Fs Christian. p. 106: “Hoffentlich helfen einmal neue Quellen zur \ithellung der vielen Un- 5000 671 B.C. Du'izu 14- LAS 249 L £
HJ[’}!:‘I["!L die wesen der Eraatzkénigkulte unter \sarhaddon hente noch betehen™ B Landshereer. BREA 0 671 B.C. Raniing 13- . [\S 185 278280 bov b
(19635). note 64 “Wir kKinnen nur unterschretben, was von Soden 192 iiber diceen Brief sagt: “Leider bleibt - HOU BC. <imdnu 14 , LAS 250 136 \BL 1o
in diesem sehr wichtigen Brief mancherlei unklae™ ™ the many remaiming anelarities are especially evident in o “( e Thman i ) SN = D -
the recent (1967) contribution of Kiimmel. 8. 066 B.C. Niaannu 15 \ssurbanipal LA~ 208.200
In doing this [ will not present sv~tematically the suggestions put forth by other ~cholars. but will rather 9. Macedonian 23 B Alesander Plutarch. Lives: ete, .
cite primary texts. nor will I in general. repeat observations to which | have nothing to add. T e e et R S
CUN von Soddens s Christian, po 1060 Damit waren also tie die Zeit \sarhaddons nichtmehr als direi 174l

le bezento g denen man et cinee Mendfinsterms cinen Praatzhonis cmnzesetzt at.” e dater <tudies of
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To thiz list might be added (30th) \rabsamna. 670 B.C.. at which date a substitute <hould have occup.
e the throne according to LAS 136 since. however. the solar eclipse which could have motivated the ritual
actually did not oceur. no obvious reason for its performance can be found. and this case has therefore to e

rt’}_';lr(l«':l uncertain.

It is plain that the list contains only a fraction of actually performed rituals: the laree gaps in docy.
mentation make only few cases apparent. LAS 166 tells explicitly that the ritual had been performed repeated.
Iv in Assvria before the time of Esarhaddon ("as our fathers had done to their lords. and as the farmer has done
once and twice™, obv. 13-16): also LAS 280 makes an allusion to earlier performances. The evidenece
strongly suggests that the ritual had an institutional character. This con-
clusion is supported by the account of Berossus implying that the roval substitution was a vearly recurrent event.
and above all by the factors causing the ritual (see next paragraph). \ reflection of this “substitute-institution™
may be seen in the epistolary formula ana dindn bélija lullik 1 would gladly die as a substitute for my lord™;
attested from the Old Babylonian period onwards. though this polite phrase certainly no more retained its original

meaniny.

The idea of the roval substitution (and its popularity) is vividly illustrated by Herodotus. Historiae VI 13,
There. in fact. is an account of a substitute king ritual performed in the court of the Persian king. however with an
unusual purpose. namely to give the king's counselor Mardonios a chance to see a dream that the gods had repeated-

Iy sent to the king. The passage reads: ““Hence. if i

nder is a god and his will is that the campaiyn against Greece
takes place. this very dream will appear to vou too. giving you the same order as to me. And [ think this would happen.
if you took all my clothes, put them on, sat upon my throne and thereupon went to sleep in my bed."”

There is even a possiblity that a performance of the substitute king ritual can be traced in the Roman court
which. as is well known. housed Chaldean astrologers and exorcists. In the biography of Claudius. Suetonius in three
different contexts describes the way in which the emperor got rid of his perfidious wife Messalina: after letting her
marry her lover Gaius 3ilius. he put both to death. Suetonius’ description of the incident is inconsistent. for her
apparently did not understand the underlying idea. but he makes a revealing remark (Chapter i\XIX): “The marri-
age was only seeming. its sole purpose being to ward off and turn aside the danger which, on the ground of cer-
tain portents, was thought to threaten the emperor.” ’

3. Factors necessitating the enthronement of a substitute

Since the letters dealing with the substitute king ritual regularly are linked with_eclipses. it has long been
suspected that these were the primary cause of the ritual. This hypothesis was fully confirmed by the <lis(:0\0r;!
of the ritual tablet which defines the matter as follows: “[In the e]vil of evil and untoward forces and signs [of
h]eaven and carth that occurred before me. [in the e]elipse of the Moon. in the t:(‘li‘psc of the Sun. in the eclipse
of Jupiter. [in the ecliplse of Venus. in the eclipse of planets [which] took place [in the mon]th so-and-so. on

Landsberzer and Kiimmel conform to thiz conclusion.

© G
schichte 4 (1967). po 81 Um das Schicksal nicht herauszutordern. hatte er <ogar die alte Sitte des Frsatz-
Konigtums" wiederbeleat.™

* See R. Labat. R\ 40 (1946) 139: H. Kiimmel. op.cit., p. 180.

The most important discoveries are the \kkadian and Hittite ritual tablets and the Greek accounts of the ri-

tual performed for \lexander the Great.

e Wovon Soden. Herrscher im alten Orient (1954). p- 124t and recently R. Labat. Fischer 1 oltze-

w

The tablet ND 3483 is dated after an otherwise unknown eponvm Nabii-ndser: taking into consideration the
archacological context in which the tablet was found. the emendation Ninurtal-ndser. sugzested by AL Falkner.
A0 1T (1954:36) 190 1. seems inevitable.
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the day <o-and-=07 (col. A, 9-13). o far onlv rituals performed on account of a lunar eclipse have been identi-
fied" . However, it seems possible that we now have an example of a “planctary eclipse™ too. This term probab-
Iy refers not only to oceultations of planets behind the moon. but behind the ~un as well (that ie. alo to cases
when a planet cemains abrormally long invisible behind the <un). The fatter incident i namely attested in [AS
334, addressed to the farmer and referring to a late rise of Mar<® . If the restorations of the broken letter LAS

—)8 are correct, we l“\\l' now l'\i'](‘”(‘l‘ (Jf a ‘Uldr "l'lip‘l‘. too. .‘lilrti"‘_’ lh" l’llllill,

Not every eclipse. however. raised the need of a substitute: certain eclipses were interpreted as harm-
lesscand it would have been both cumbersome and ~enseless to perform the complicated ritual if the King was
not in danger.® However. it has hitherto not been clarified which cases precisely were considered dangerous and
which not. No clear-cut answer can be sought for in the omenliterature. for the performance of the ritual is not
prescribed in any apodoses. Notwithstanding. a particular omen is frequently cited in letters dealing with the
ritual*: “If the Moon is eclipsed and the planet Jupiter is present in the eclipse, the king will be well (and) a
famous noble will die in his stead™ (ACh 2 3pl 29:14). Similar omens derived from eclipses of the sun are also

known. e.g.. “If the Sun is eclipsed in the month Tebftu. and Venus and Jupiter are visible. the king of the

world will lengthen his reign: during that vear somebody will die in his stead: a distinguished person will die”
(ACh Jamag IX 39: Spl XXNI 50)°. Instead of directly suggesting the performance of the ritual. these omens
portend the natural death of a dignitary in lieu of the king®, though they at times quite obviously. were used
as “evidence™ to convince the ruler of the necessity of the ritual”. to “help™ the providence. In any case. the
possibility that the planet Jupiters presence in the eclipse might have been relevant to the performance of the
ritual must be excluded. since this condition was fulfilled in practically every lunar eclipse®. One is consequent-
Iy left with the conclusion that the decision about the ritual was in every case made solely on the ground of the

analysis of the eclipses themselves.

To find out how this was done. it is necessary to have detailed information of three kinds. Firstly. the
Mesopotamian system of interpretating lunar eclipses must be known: secondly. the eclipses which occured dur-
ing the given period must be reconstructed: and thirdly. a sufficient amount of chronologically fixed performan-

ces of the ritual must be available for study. Fortunately all these requirements can be met with the necessary

' Cf. above. p. 35 . note 1. and H. Kiimmel. op.cit.. p. 171 f.
? 3ee the pertinent comments: since no lunar eclipses were connected with this late rise of Mars. it seems to
have been the cause of the ritual (taking into account especially the omen cited in LAS 300. referring to the
same incident. and predicting the death of the king). For evil omens derived from occultations of planets see.
e RMA 192:1-3 (likewise predicting death of the king).

3 CLA Schott. ZA 47 (1941-42) 112: “Aus diesem Tatbestand kann man doch wohl nur schlieBen. dafi je -
desmal wenn cine Sonnen- oder Mondfinsternis bevorstand. sar puhi . ..
of Schott has justly been critisized by others.

¢ See LAS 298 r10-11": ABL 1006 r3-4: RMA

- also RMA 2TTR:10-11. “If on the 28th of Nisannu [a solar eclipse takes place. the king will be well], the
King's daughter [will die] in his stead™.

© Zee R. Labat. R\ 40 (1946) 134 {f: W. von Soden. Fs Christian, p. 106: H. Kiimmel. op.cit.. p. 178 f: and
above all LAS 298 ¢13" {f which explicitly tates that the performance of the ritual was unnecessary atter the
natural death of a hizh otficial.

eingesetzt wurde.” The opinion

CLOABL 1006 e . “the King <hould change and dismiss from hi officr one of the magnates of Chaldea.
Aram. (or) (.. ]t this man will take the omen on himself. (and) the kine will be happy ™ the writer then cites
the omen mentioned above, and zoes on: “The king <hould rely much upon this prediction. until <omebody
tell= the King that he is well - may the sods BFl and Nabti zive the whole world as substitute for the King.
my lord!™ (¢3-11). CfLalzo RMA 272:6.

one else " explaining the aforementioned omen (quoted on rll).

“a famous noble” (in this context) means [that . .. ] upon <ome-

On the meaning of the astronomical technical term “to be present” see the note on LAS 61:8 (f.
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precision. The Neo-\ssyrian praxis of interpretating eclipses can be worked out on the wround of the Conteny,
o

rary astrological literature and reports! = for a svnthesis of the svatem sce Appendis 30, The velipses can be oo

constructed by astronomical caleulations: see Appendix 3B for a wraphic presentation. Referring to the list of

the rituals given above. T proceed 1o the analvsis of 8 =ubsequent lunar eclipses between 673 and 666 B.(,

TABLE 1: Eclipses necessitating the ritual

; T T
YEAR T MONTH AND DAY 1‘ ECLIPSED QUADRANT ~C

RINGTQUADRANT WATCH

T o
PLANETS:

B.Co| : i i PR
671 ! Dutizu = Subartu - total "West = \murru I = AKkad ‘ Jupiter
| | L4th = Elam i i . l Saturn
| . . ‘ |
i 671 Kantnu = Elam | total West = Amurru I = Suhurlm[ Jupiter
‘ (15th = Amurru l "Venus
j | : Satum
609 1 Simanu = \murru South = Subartu South = Elam I = Elam * Jupiter
‘ i 14th = Elam ] i . Venus
; ’ ; . Saturn
: 666 { Nisannu = Akkad South = Subartu West = Amurru I = Akkad ‘ Jupiter '
‘[ 15th(?) = Amurru | and } | Saturn |
| ! West = Akkad : |
L ! { | i
TABLE 2: Eclipses which apparently did not necessitate the ritual
T T T ]
YE\R" MONTH AND DAY | ECLIPSED QUADRANT! "CLEARING™ QLA:\DRA\_\T‘; WATCH | PLANETS:
B.C. | t | PRESENT!
i 673 | Addaru = Subartu North = Amurru i North = Akkad ‘I = Akkad ! Jupiter
! ‘ and | Venus :
| i East = Elam | | Saturn |
£ 670 | Kislimu = Akkad | North = Amurru North = Akkad Il = Elam ! Jupiter
i | | Venus
' ; | ' Saturn
667 ‘ Ajaru = Elam i total® West = Amurru I = \kkad = Jupiter
i i | Venus
667 ' Tafritu =Subartu | total’® West = \murru - [l = Elam ,lnpill"f‘_
i J ‘ “ Venus
!L i | ! Saturn
i

This analysis leaves no doubt as to what was considered decisive for the performance of the ritual.

Obviously all other factors (menth. day. wateh, planets) exeept the eclipse d qua-

drant of the moon were irrelevant in this respeet. Inother words. the king was

1

CEOABL 100023 11" The evil of an eelipse pertains to the ford of the (relevanty month. the lord of the dav.

the Jord of the wateh, Gond) the Jord of the “bedinning™ (the quadrants) where the celipse bewins and where

it =hifts and is vast” oo these take the evl upon themselves.”
S The bezinning of this eclip=e was not visible in Mesopotamia.

Uhe vnd of this eclip=e was not visible in Mesopotamia,
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“afflicted ™" only when the respective quadrant — in the case of King of \ssvria. that of Subartu' - was darken-

ed. Henee we can count with a substitute King ritual in Nasyria every time the southern part of the moon’s dise
. . . . 2 . .

was evlipsedlund conversely in Babylonia every time the western part was dark®. In case of total eclipses the

ritual was obviously always performed.

The classical accounts of the substitute ritual performed for \lexander the Great mention all kinds of

bad omens preceding the ritual. but no eclipse: we must neverthe

sume that a lunar eclipse had taken place.

and that the other omens only reinforced the conviction of the exorc that the ritual was necessary. It belong-
ed to the normal practice that the substitute king took upon himself all pernicious omens threatening the king.

not only that of the eclipses®.

1. The length of the ritual

Occasional remarks in the letters make it clear that the reign of the substitute king was. at least in some
cases. due to last a 100 days: ef. “if it suits the king. my lord. he may complete the 100 days™ (LAS 135). “as
[regards] the substitute king about whom [the kinz. my lord. wrote to me]: “Let him sit (on the throne) a 100
davs"" (LAS 292, and “until he has completed the 100 days . .. ™ (LAS 249). This span of time has generally
been accepted as the normal length of the ritual* but. as far as [ know. nobody has ever tried to explain why
precisely this period was adopted. The explanation is. in fact. quite simple: a hundred days was the “term™ (adan=
nu) of the lunar eclipses. i.e.. the period of time during which the evil portented by an eclipse of the moon was

thought to be valid. Cf. (RMA 270 r10), “the term of an eclipse occurring at evening is 3 months 10 day " and

<ee the comments on LAS 135. It is perfectly conceivable that a substitute had to spend the full 100 davs on the
throne. i the omen predictions were expected to come true (e.g. if one hoped for a natural realization of the pre-
diction “*a noble will die instead of the king”).

Whether or not the term of a 100 days represented the normal duration of the ritual is another matter.
It would certainly have been rather inconvenient for the true King to have a substitute repeatedly occupying his
throne for such a long period. even if the existence of the “coregent™ was made as unnoticeable as possible® . The
ritual tablet. which prescribes the death of the substitute king at the end of the ritual (“‘the person who was given
as a substitute for the king. will die. (and) the bad forces will not approach the king™. col. A 6-7). actually gave
free hands to terminate the ritual already earlier. since with the death of the substitute king the prediction was
realized. and the substitute took the evil omens with him to the netherworld (cf. ritual tablet. col. B 4). There is
ample evidence that extensive use was made of this license. In the ritual performed after the “Nisannu-eclipse’ of
666 B.C.. the reign of the substitute lasted only 20 days (cf. “as regards the substitute statue about which the
king. [my lord]. wrote to his servant: ‘It sat (on the throne) from 14th Du'iizu to 5th Abu in the city of Akkad™ ™
LAS 208. and see the notes on this letter): the reign of the substitute king enthroned on account of the ‘Kaninu-
Eclipse” of 671 B.C. lasted also less than 100 davs (see the notes on LAS 280). Cf.. furthermore. LAS 135: “As
regards the substitute king about whom the king. my lord. wrote to me: ‘How many days should he sit? * We wait-

ed for a zolar eclipse. but the Sun did not make an eclipse. Now. if the gods are seen in opposition on the 15th

UOCE RMA 6204 aeninu SUBIR, N e are Subartn™ (a report from NabG-ahh#-eriba). Unlike Assurbanipal. Esar-
haddon was at the same tme also kinz of \kkad (= Babylonia). and in his

ase the darkening of the quadrant

of Akkad too had apparently to be taken into account.

CEOLAS 208:20-21 “when an omen concerning [ \ssvria appears. the ritual should be performed here]. (and)

when an omen concerning [Bd!)}lnniu appears, it should be prrfnrnwd there]™: for the restorations of. the per-

tinent notes,

CEOLAS 2006 £f 7T wrote down the ~iuns of heaven and carth and of malformed births. as many as there were.
the ~ubstitute Kinz of \kkad took the omens on him=elf 7 similarly LAS 26 17 ff and 279:11 .

CEORL Labat. B 10 (1940) 130: W von Soden. s Chistian. po 100 and 106, H, Kiimmel op.eue, p. 176,

In Fearhaddon's retn the ritiai was repeatedly ‘[r~~rl}~r|||~vi notin the apital Nineveh. bat in the cit of \kkad

m Babyionias see bodow, paracraph 7.
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day . he may 20 to his fate on the 16th. Or,if it is aceeptable the King, my Jord. he may complete the 100 day o
ln this case the performance of the ritual would have lasted about a month. \pparently it was. in any case, oy,

sidered necessary to wait for at least Gl the beginning of the next month before the <ubstitute was done away

with. The reason for this is quite obvious. \ <olar eclipse which. according to the knowleder of that time. could
theoretically oceur hall a month after any lunar celipse and whose non-oceurrence was not predictable with cer.
tamty . would have necessitated the enthroning of another <ubstitute. But it was more conveniont to push both
celipses upon the same substitute. Furthermore, il it was rechoned that the moon and the <un would be in oppo-
sition on the next 15th dav. the reign could be prolonged even over that date. for the said event was also a bad
omen. though not directly relating to the l\ingl, But there was no real need to continue the ritual longer. for the
next eclipse was to be expected only after 5 months at the carliest. that is to say long after the term of the relipe

had been over=.

[t zeems that. at least in Sargonid times. the substitute was usually enthroned already before the eelipse

took place: see LAS 25,28 and 77, addressed to the farmer before the eclipse. and zee also LAS 183, \s appears

from the latter text. this measure was taken to make sure that the substitute was “afflicted” by the eclipse. Ne.

vertheless all omens were recited over the substitute once more on a later occasion (see helow. p. 63).

3. On the initiators of the ritual

The preponderance of the attested performances of the ritual in Esarhaddon’s reign might. despite the

uneven distribution of the sources®. be interpreted to give a reflection of the character of this ruler*. Such a
generalization. however. cannot be made. In all cases of which we have information, the initiative came from the
counselors of the king: all that the king had to do was to give his consent. 3ee ABL 1006 obv. 18 ff: “[Let] the
chief exoreist [act] as he con[siders the Lest]. and let the king change and dismiss one noble among the magnates
of Chaldea. Aram and [ . . . ] from his office: this one will take the omen upon himself. and the king can be at
ease. 'If Jupiter is present in the eclipse. the King is well. in his stead a prominent noble will die.” The king should
have much confidence in this prediction!™ (the letter deals with the ‘Simannu-cclipse” of 669 B.C.5). Cf. LA 185,
a letter from the chief exorcist Marduk-%akin-fumi (dealing with the ‘Kananu-eclipse” of 671 BIC.). Note also the

following passages in the letters: “An order should be given concerning the enthronement of the substitute king of

Akkad™ (LA 134, from the King's personal exorcist Adad-Yumu-usur): “[as recards the sulbstitute [king] about
whom the King. [my lord. wrlote to me: "I am told that [he should sit until the 2]6th of Ulilu™ ™ (LAS 136, from
Adad-fumu-uzur). The decisive role the counselors appears in true licht especially in the Greek accounts of the
ritual performed for the benefit of Alexander the Great: it was initiated even without the king s
knowing of it.Plutarch describes the course of events us follows: “\s he was on his way to enter Babylon.
Nearchus told the king that certain Chaldeans had met him and advised that Alexander should keep away from?
Babylon. Alexander paid no heed to this — — —. And one day after he had undressed himself to be anointed. and
was plaving at ball. just as they were going to bring his clothes again. the voung men who plaved with him per-
ceived a man clad in the King’s robes with a diadem upon his head. sitting silently upon his throne. They asked
him who he was. to which he gave no answer a good while: at last coming to himself. he told them hiz name was

Dionysios. that he was of Messenia. that for some crime of which he was accused he was brought thither from

' The omen runs. “If on the 15th day the Moon and the Sun are ~cen in opposition. a powerful enemy will raise
hi> weapons against the country. (and) the enemy will tear down the sates (var. the <anctuaries)” (see. e.g.
RMA L57D:1-3). This very omen was interpreted to the king's advantage in K.1353:5 {f (M. Dietrich, WO }
(1968) 234 1).

P The interpretation of the meaning of the opposition following an celipse. offered by H. Kiimmel. op.cit.. p.
1751, is based on misunderstandigns and cannot be accepted.

3

See above. paragraph 2.

L p. 56 note 2

Or 678 B.C7 CEL \ppendin 58
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the seaside, and had been kept long in prison. that Serapus appeared to him. had freed him from his chains. con-
ducted him to that place. and commanded him to put on the king's robe and diadem. and to sit where they
found him. and to say nothing. Mexander, when he heard this. by the direction of his soothsayers. put the fel-
low to death™ (Alexander LAXIID. This account reveals with all desirable clarity the real concern the King's
counselors felt over the life of their lord. The predicted danger was obviously taken to be very conerete. and
the performance of the relevant apotropaic ritual was therefore nothing extraordinary — as would seem from the

modern point of view — but quite in conformance with the commouly accepted practice.

6. The substitute king
a) The tate of the <ubstitute King

The crucial question as to what happened to the <ubstitute King after his reimn had come to an end. is
still without a definite answer. The extant evidence suggests that he was always Killed. Most important is the
testimony of the ritual tablet. col. \ 67: “The person given as substitute for the king will die.” Cf. also the
\lexander-biography of Plutarch. cited above (“Alexander. by the direction of his soothsayers, put the fellow
to death™. and the Sakaia-account of Berossus: “But. after the five davs were over. he was deprived of his royal
garments. whipped. and hanged or flayed.™ The letters avoid speaking directly of death. and use the euphemism
"to go to one’s fate”. [t is. however. certain that this fate was nothing but death. for the letter LAS 280 ex-

plicitly equates these two expressions: “[Damqi] and his queen [dlied on the night off the . . th day] as sub-

stitutes for the king. my lord: — — he went to his fate in order to ransom them™ (obv. 3 tf). This goomy fate

is prescribed in three other letters too: LAS 135 (“he may go to his fate on the 16th day ™), 166 (“let the sub-
stitute king go to his fate on the 15th™) and 249 (“as regards the substitute king. he said: [he should go] to his
fate [ . .]"). \ccording to LAS 166. the exceution of the substitute king had been a custom “before™. LAS 179,
dealing with burial rites, attests the death of the substitute King indirectly.

However. it has to be pointed out that we have direct evidence only of cases when the ritual was ter-
minated before the period of a 100 days was over. The statement of the ritual tablet is in frazmentary context.

and we do not know for certain whether the death of the substitute king was prescribed in all instances. It seems

a priori possible that his life could have been saved if. e.g.. the natural death of an official took place during the

term of the eclipse. in accordance with the Jupiter-omen cited above. (p- 57). But. on the other hand. the fact
that the substitutes were mostly selected from among criminals sentenced to death (see below) suggests that no

merey was known,

b) The background of the substitutes

The little that is known about the persons used as substitutes. is in accordance with their gloomy end
and the institutional character of the ritual: they seem to have been mostly criminals or “simple” persons. CI. the
testimonies of the \lexander-biographers: “He told them that his name was Dionysios. that he was of Messenia.
that for ~ome crime of which he was aceused he was bronght thither. and had been Kept in prison™ (Plutarch:
the substitute King speaking): “Then one of the ordinary people — according to others. a prizoner. but without
chains — had ascended the throne and sat upon it”™ (\rrianus): "\ native prisoner freed himself from his chains.

Swent to the throne. dressed in roval robes. put on the diadem. sat upon the throne and remained quiet ™
(Diodorus). The account of Berossus runs quite parallelly: =\ person condemned to death was dressed in royal
zarments .7 I s true that these examples are from late. parth non-Mesopotamian sources. but | think the
internal evidence justifies rezarding this practice the normal one. Note that LA 280 ~peaks of taking the sub-

~titnte King from amons ordinary men as an e~tablished custom (see rev. 13 t1).




0o Introduction

But ~ometimes the ritual scems to have been used as a means to et rid of political adversaries too:
after all. the executors had free hands to choose their candidates. Thus we know from LAS 280 that the -ub-
stitute King. put to death beeause of the “Kanitnu-cclipse” of 671 B.C.owas the on of a Baby lonian bishop:
from LAS 183 we know that the purpose of this action was to cive a shok to the conspiring Baby lonians.
vecording to LAS 280 79, the shock was indeed so effective that the writer suzgested returning the next
time to the normal practice again. This reaction seems to prove that the use of well-hnown. intluential persons

in the role of the substitute was extremely seldom.

All classical sources agree in that the substitute King did not know the purpose of the ritual: it was
apparently kept secret from the people vutside the palace and the learned circles. However. not all substitutes
were unaware of their fate. Cf. LAS 30 where the substitute king, having taken the omens on himself. cries:
“On account of what unlucky omen have vou enthroned a substitute king? ™ It is strange that he. probably
well knowing the fate which was threatening him. nevertheless soes on informing the king about rebellious ac-
tions in Babylonia. Did this happen in order to gain mercy in the eves of the king, or was it a =i of resigna-

tion before the fate?

7. On the course of the ritual

Owing to the frazmentary state of preservation of the ritual tablet! . one cannot follow in detail the
way in which the ritual was usually performed: a reconstruction of the events is rendered difficult alzo by the
general nature of most of the relevant sources. However. it is definitely possible to do more in this respect than
has been done so far®. Since a systematic reconstruction of the course of the ritual has not been attempted at

before. it seems desirable to summarize the evidence here.

a) The role of the substitute king

The principal phases of the part played by the substitute king may be distinguished as;follows:
1. Coronation,

. Affliction,

3. Reign,

+. Burial.

Lo

These points will now be discussed briefly in the above order.

L. The “coronation” was necessary in order to make sure that the person of the true king was trans-
ferred to the substitute®. There is ample evidence showing how this was achieved® : the substitute was clad in
the roval clothes. equipped with the roval diadem and other insignia® . and eventually seated upon the throne.
This procedure reflects the well-attested dogma according to which the King's person was present in his ¢lothes
even if he himself was absent®.

Parts of four colnmns are left. two of which contain less than 9 lines: “the complete tablet was certainly of
not less than ~ix column= and may even have embraced eight.”™ (WG Lambert. \LO 18, p. 1O,

S OCEHL Kiimmel opueit po 1T H

5 The idea was to “change the roles of the King and the sab-titute: this becomes especially evident from the
weonnt ol Herodotus quoted aboves at the end of pacaeraph 2.

See AR 13 Eand 3170 bt espeaaliy the classical accounts listed above, paragraph 1 b 4 ef. also ntual tablet.
ol VTN

FAS 10 mentions the solden necklace and the <ceptee of the Kincofo also the ritial tablet coll B’ where
vrovad Tweapon s mentioned

A
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At least two kinds of preparations were carried out before the coronation. A fisurine of the substitute
Kine. siven to the Netherworld, was made and likewise clad in the roval varment=". and a virgin was given to the
<ubstitute king as his queen®. The citual tablet. column A, lines 14 ff. deals with these preparatory ceremonies.
Unfortunately the text breaks off after a couple of lines and one iz left in uneertainty whether or not other pre-

. . 2
parations followed™.

5 - . . . . ; 4 .
2. The coronation was accompanied — immediately or several days afterwards® — by a ceremony bring-

ine about the “affliction™ of the substitute king. Al evil omens threatening the king were written down and re-
cited to (or by) the substitute king (and his queen) “before™ the Sun®. In the presence of this divine judge. the
substitute king was thought to “take the omens upon himself". LAS 30 adds to these ceremonies alo a banquet

resembling the ones taking place on other important occasions such as treaties and m-gotialiunse.

Ixeepting the unreliable account of Berossos™ . nothing is known about the “reimn™ of the substitute

king. but taking into account the length of the ritual (-ce above. p. 59f ) one may assume that he had a small-

scale court whivh. naturallv. was under a strict control®. There is no reason to believe that he had any real power

during his reign: on the contrary.”

\ccording to LAS 299 the substitute King had theoretically to be enthroned in the residence of the rul-
ing king. in that case Nineveh!®: if another city was chosen. the ritual was — at least according to the doctrine
represented by the author of LAS 299 — considered to be not valid.'' Actually the ritual was in Esarhaddon’s
reign repeatedly performed not in the King's residence Nineveh. but in the Babylonian city of Akkad'*. The
case of Exarhaddon was. as stated also in LAS 299, something exceptional: he was. at the same time. king of

both \ssvria and Babvlonia. and it was necessary to perform the ritual also in his Babylonian residence if the

U Spe LAS 134:10 £f and ritual tablet. col. A 18f. Cf. also LAS 299 r5 ff. “(the ritual) ‘to give a man’s sub-
stitute (figurine) to the Queen of the Netherworld” should be performed: (as for) vou. you stay in vour pa-
lace. let them perform (the ritual) in another region™. On the distinetion between the terms Sar pihi and
salam pihi <ee Kiimmel. op.cit.. p. 172 ff. One should, however. point out that the gardener Enlil-bani. the
<ubstitute of the king Erra-imitti of Isin. was called “the substitute statue™ (NU NIG.3AG.GIL=) in King,
Chronicles. [T 12: the
been a living person. as suggested by W. von Soden. Fs Christian. p. 101 (against Kimmel. loc.cit.).

? See ritual tablet. col. A 20. The queen of the substitute King is also mentioned in LAS 280 and. indirectly.in
LAS 30.

cubstitute statue” (sa-lam pu-u-hi) mentioned in LAS 298 may therefore likewise have

no integral element of the ritual. but specifically designed ad hoc to “motivate " the choice of the substitute.
4 Cf. LAS 26. 30 and 279.
On the meaning of this expression see the note on LAS 187:11".
“They (= the substitute Kinz and his queen) had wine to drink. were washed with water. (and) gnointcd with
oil: 1 cuked those birds (and) made them eat”,LAS 30:10-12. Cf. ina KESDA (var. rick(is]) OFBANIUR -
te-e GU.7Z1 (var. ka-si) ni-pi-ih 9G1EBAR AMES TMES ¢ipit tulee VTE 1541535, Note that anointment with
oil was also an integral part of the Hittite substitute king ritual (see Kiimmel. op.cit.. p. 28 0).
“He could issue any orders he liked. eat. drink. amuse himself and sleep with the concubines of the king.”
Cf. LAS 239 which proves that the agents of the king were the whole time present when the substitute King
was reigning in \kkad.
\n arcument ¢ silentio is that the true king (frequently entitled “the King. my lord™™ even during the ritual)
Kept taking care of the administrative affairs of Babvlonia recardless of the substitute King residing in \Kkad
(ef TAS 292). This leaves the substitute king the role of a puppet King at the most.
The question mark put after Nineveh by Kiimmel. op.cit.. p. 172, iz quite unneces<ary.

“Had they performed it in vour father’s home town w here vou vourself reside. it would have removed the
evil trom vou” LAS 298:11-12.

12 LAS 124 219279, 280 and 2920 of. also LAS 30 and 317, For the possible wdentity of \Kkad and Ba-
48

bvlon e the comments on LAS

The oracle delivered by a prophetess before the performance of the ritual described in LAS 280 was probably




relevant quadrant of the Moon was darkened!. Out of purely practical reasons it was certainly moee Convenieng
for the ruler to have the substitute King “rule™ somewhere else but not in his own palaces as a matter of fact,
after the total eelipse in 671 B.C. the substitute King. enthroned in Nineveh, was <oon <ent on a Journey and

enthroned. for a second time. in \kkad only 3 davs after the eclipse had oceure

EOLAR 280 wives a detailed account of the burial ceremonies which took place alter the execution of
the aboveamentioned =ubstitute kine of 671 B.C. The building of « mausoleum and the decoration and public
display ol the corpses make the impression of averitable roval burial®: one may . of course. askh whether <uch

a publicity was normal or restricted to this case only*.

The royal insignia used by the substitute King were burnt and the ashes buried besides the substitute
and hiz wife (see the ritual tablet. col. B 17 if). For other magical rituals following the burial see below. under

C.

b) The role of the king

During the reign of the substitute king the true king was. in conformity with the theory of the “Rol-
lentausch ™. often entitled “the farmer™ . \s a measure of safety it was recommended that he should stay in his
palace and avoid leaving for open country before the term of the eclipse was over®. Otherwise. however. there
seem to have been no special rules to be observed by the king during the substitute’s reien. The nail-cutting ce-
remony referred to in LAS 137-138 has probably nothing to do with the substitute king ritual but belongs to
the apotropaic ritual against earthquake: again. the “shaving™ referred to in LAS 139-140 most probably forms

purt ot cleansing rituals for which see presently.

\fter the death of the substitute. the King had to perform a ritual® whose purpose. according to the
ritual tablet. col. B 8", was to cleanse the king and the palace. The way in which this was done is not specified
in the ritual tablet. LAS 4, which very probably deals with the burial of the substitute King. prescribes a purifi-
cation of the King by means of a censer and a torch (see the pertinent notes). It is. naturally. possible that vari-

ous methods could be applied. e.g.. the “shaving™ prescribed in LAS 139-140.

¢) The role of the officiants

It is evident that the performance of the complicated ritual required the co-operation of many. if not
the ensemble of the scholars working in the palace. According to LAS 31 and 280. seribes, exorcists. appeasers

See above. paragraph 3. -

Note also that in ND 3483 the substitute king is connected with the little-known city of [Jarihumba.
See W, von Joden. Z\ 13 (1930) 254 ftf.

The publicity given to burial of the substitute king in this particular case may well have been intentional (cf.
paragraph 6 b). On the other hand. the account of Berossos suggests that a considerable publicity was rather
a rule than an exception.

B oW on

This title was. however. by no means used consistently: see Kiimmel. op.cit.. p. 173, note 33.

l“‘ll‘!1<‘_\~ on the open country were considered particularly dangerous: see the comments on 280 r11-13.
See the comments on LAS 1371 it is. in my opinion. necessary to distinguizh these clearly apotropaic rites
from the obviously purificatory <having referred to in LAS 139-140 (for a different interpretation see Kiim-
mel. op.eit.. p. 179f).

CELAS 166:6 [ " Ax regards the 15th day [about which our lord] said: “The substitute [kin]g should zo
to his fate! 1 will perform my ritual on the 16th. as before.”™

and a representative of the King participated. and even the chief physician seems to have been involved' . How-
ever. the most important officiants were certainly the exorcists for whom the ritnal tablet was written and who
were concerned with the performance of the ritual from the bheginning to the end.”

Following the burial of the substitute King certain magcal rites, described in the ritual ablet. col. B
O ff and LAS 1790 were performed by the exorcists. They included burving several Kinds of prophy lactic fio-
rines at different sates and rooms of the palace. One may assame that such devices were basically not <o much
needed to connteract the evil forees which were enumerated inthe spells inseribed on the fivurines than to

: : L3
calm down the bad conscience of the King.

Whether or not still other rituals followed cannot be made out. ~ince the text of the ritual tablet breaks
off avain: what remains from columns C and D suggests that much of the actual ritual is not lost: these columns
contain the wording of individual incantations spelled in the course of the ritual and no more deal with ritual

instructions.

e LAS 219 and 237 (written by Urad-Nand).

Cf. the evidence cited above. in paragraph 3. o .
CF. the spells inscribed on the capricorns and knealing figurines (col. B 21-29): ~“Go out_. evil [of lln:“palucv].
Enter. fortune of [good] dreams!™. and “Go out. evil of [ba]d dreams! Enter. fortune of the palace!™ Note.

furthermore. the psvehological effect that the ritual obviously had on \lexander the Great: “Alexander. when

he heard thi=. by the direction of his sooth=avers. put the fellow to death. but he lost his spirits. and grew
ditfident of the protection and assistance of the vods. and suspicious of his friends.” (Plutarch. Lives. \lex-
ander LXNIV).
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