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PREFACE

The incentive to the studies here presented was furnished by the excava-
tions of the Oriental Institute at Tell Asmar. When in the season of 1931,/32
we opened up strata of Agade and Early Dynastic times, the chronology of
these periods naturally occupied our thoughts greatly, and the author felt
prompted to resume earlier, more perfunctory studies of the Sumerian King
List. The main ideas embodied in the present work took shape that season in
the evenings, after days spent in the houses and among the remains of the
periods with which the King List deals. The detailed working-out and re-
peated testing of these ideas have occupied much of the author’s time in the
years since then. He releases them—although he feels that they will continue
to occupy his thoughts for a long time yet—in the sincere hope that they will
prove fruitful to other workers in this field and contribute toward better under-
standing of the innumerable chronological problems which still await solution.

The author is indebted to many people for help and encouragement—first
of all to the three men to whom this book is dedicated. To the example of their
widely different but all truly scholarly personalities I owe much. O. E. Ravn,
my teacher, is the embodiment of his own sober concepts of what scholarship
should be and the best mentor a young Assyriologist could have. As for Ed-
ward Chiera—only those who had the good fortune to work with this warm-
hearted, vital, and inspiring scholar can fully realize how irreparable a loss our
science suffered at his untimely death in 1933. With H. Frankfort I have been
associated through ten years of work in the field and at home, fruitful years of
friendship and free exchange of ideas which I value highly. Toward the studies
here presented he has shown a never failing interest.

Sincere thanks are due, further, to the late James Henry Breasted for accept-
ing this book for the Oriental Institute series and especially to the present
director of the Institute, Jobn A. Wilson, for making the fulfilment of that
promise possible although conditions have changed materially. John Wilson
also suggested comparing my results with Egyptian chronology and assisted
with the Egyptological literature on the subject. '

To my colleagues in the Oriental Institute I am indebted for suggestions and
helpful eriticism on many points. Several have undertaken to read the manu-
script completely or in part. I may mention Professors A. T. Olmstead and
F. W, Geers and Drs. George G. Cameron, Robert M. Engberg, C. W. Mec-
Ewan, Ignace J. Gelb, and Samuel I. Feigin.
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x PruracE

Of inestimable value has been the interest and painstaking care which Dr.
T. George Allen and his associates on the editorial staff of the Oriental Insti-
tute have shown in dealing with this volume. I wish especially to emphasize
my feeling of deep indebtedness to Mrs. Ruth 8. Brookens, with whom every
point of both style and argument has been thoroughly discussed. Through her
unflagging interest, her fine scholarly approach, and excellent judgment this
essay has profited materially. The index at the end of the book is also due
to her. ~
Ly THORKILD JACOBSEN
COPENHAGEN
April 14, 1939
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I
INTRODUCTION

The first fragment of the Sumerian King List of any importance was pub-
lished by Hilprecht in 1906, the second by Scheil in 1911.2 The following ten
years saw a steady stream of new material appear: four important texts were
published by Poebel in 1914,® two more by Legrain in 1920-21;* and lastly, in
1923, came the magnificent Weld-Blundell prism,’ which in many respects was
to close the earlier phase of the study of our document.

The interest which this material aroused in the scientific world was consider-
able, and numerous scholars took up the problems which it presented. Besides
the names already mentioned we might cite Gadd, Langdon, Eduard Meyer,
Thureau-Dangin, Ungnad, and many others.® As was natural, considering the
fragmentary state of the material and the gradual way in which it accumu-

1 BE XX 1 (1906) chap. iv.

2 CR, 1911, pp. 606-20.

3 PBS V, Nos. 2-5. The reverse of No. 5 had been published earlier by Hilprecht (see
n. 1); the obverse was new.

4 MJ X1 (1920) 175-80; MJ XII (1921) 75-77; PBS XIII, Nos. 1-2.

¥ Langdon, OECT II, Pls. I-1V. Since then fragments of Elamite versions have been
published by Scheil in RA XXXT (1934) 149-66.

8 Without attempting completeness we may quote the following: :

 After Scheil’s text (CR, 1911, pp. 606-20): F. Hrozny in WZKM XXVI (1912) 143—-62
F. X. Kugler in ZA XXVII (1912) 242-45; Eduard Meyer in Preussische Akademie der

‘Wissenschaften, Sitzungsberichte XXXI (1912) 1062-88, and in his Geschichte des Altertums

.12 (Stuttgart und Berlin, 1913) § 329q; F. E. Peiser in OLZ XV (1912) 154 f.; Pocbel ibid.

col. 290; A. H. Sayce in Society of Biblical Archaeology, Proceedings XXXIV (1912) 165-72;

- Scheil in RA IX (1912) 69; Thureau-Dangin ibid. pp. 33-37 and 81-83 and in his La chr(mo-
logie des dynasties de ;Sumer et d’Accad (Paris, 1918) p. 65.

. After Poebel’s texts: G. A. Barton in MJ VI (1915) 55-58 and in Jowrnal of szlwal Lit-
erature XXXIV (1915) 1-9; L. Delaporte in Revue de I'histoire des religions LXXII (1915)
183-86; F. Hommel in J. B. Nies, Ur Dynasty Tablets (**Assyriologische Bibliothek” XXV
[Leipzig, 1920]) pp. 205-7; L. W. King, Legends of Bubylon and Egypt in Relation to Hebrew
Tradition. (The Schweich Lectures, 1916 [London, 1918)]) pp. 27-40; T. G. Pinches in Erposi-
tory Times XXVII (Edinburgh, 1915/16) 517-21; Poebel, PBS IV 1, pp. 71-140.

After Legrain's texts: A. T. Clay in JA0S XLI (1021) 241-63; C. J. Gadd, The Early

: Dynastzes of Sumer and Akkad (“The Eothen Series” T [London, 1921]); Hommel, “Zur alt
babylonischen Konigsliste,” Betirdge zur morgenlindischen: Altertumskunde T11 (Mimchen,

1922) 83-36; Langdon in Expository Times XX X1I (1920/21) 410-13; Poebel inZA XXXIV

0 (1922) 39-53; Thureau-Dangin in RA XVIII ( 1921) 153 £.; A. Ungnad inZA XXXIV 1-—14
' L Watennan in AJSL XXXIX (1922/23) 23‘3—47 : , ;




2 Tae SumeriaN Kivag List

lated, most of these studies were concerned primarily with the reconstruction
of the text, the placing of the known fragments, and the filling up of gaps.
The reliability of the information contained in the fragments was rarely
seriously questioned. Most scholars inclined to accept it at face value and
‘saw the chief difficulty in the fragmentary state of our knowledge of the text:
“The royal canon when complete would be a most precious document and
- would help us to fix the lines of Babylonian history from the legendary time
of the kings after the flood, down to the end of the Isin dynasty.”” The opti-
mistic view prevalent and the enthusiasm at seeing the gaps gradually fill up
~ is vividly expressed by Gadd in the introduction to The Early Dynasties of
Sumer and Akkad (p. v):

The acquisition of a complete and trustworthy scheme for the foundations of the
oldest history of even one well-defined region in the ancient world is no mean addition
to science, and perhaps only those who work in less favoured fields can duly appreciate
the fortune of the Assyriologist in this important respect. Thanks to discoveries which
date almost entirely from the last ten years, this claim can now be made with confidence
for the early period of history in Babylonia. This short essay is an attempt to utilise
the latest available material, which seems to afford sufficient indications to furnish at
lagt an entirely connected scheme of chronology, which rests, not upon conjecture, but
upon the evidence of written records, that are, in comparison, almost as old as the

events which they commemorate.

Only two years later, however, Langdon published the Weld-Blundell prism,
which gives the text of the King List almost complete. The publication of this
© text, it is true, confirmed in a very gratifying manner the results of the early
- phase of the study of the King List. The placing of the known fragments and

the reconstruction of the gaps had for the major part been correct. The text
- now available also showed, however, that a number of important rulers whom :
one would certainly have expected to find in the King List were not there; and
- when excavations at al-<Ubaid in that same year revealed an inscription men-
' tmnmg one early king who was listed, Mes-Anne-pada, it was at once obvious

that this king could not poss:bly have rexgned 50 far back i in time as his posi- ' o

* tion in the King List would suggest ,
The result of these new facts was a wave of rapldly growmg skeptmlsm

The discrepancy between the actual date of Mes-Anne-pada, as indicated by
- the orthography of his inscription, and the early place to which he was assigned

~ in the King List gave point to a chronicle to which Weidner called attentionin
1923 and again in 1926, Wthb indicated that several dynasties listed as con-
“secutive in the King Lzst must in reality have been contemporaneous. Around
pthese observamons and a,round the facts that so many kmgs who were to be

- 7Legram PBS XIII 15




InTRODUCTION S 3

expected in the King List are not mentioned there and that so many of the
older rulers mentioned appear with unbelievably long reigns, center most of
the comments on the King List after 1923.8 Only a few have taken as lenient
a view as Gadd,® that “‘in the main it presents a true summary of the order of
events in the early kingdoms of Sumer, it doubtless preserves substantially the
order in which cities rose to predominance, and the names of many of their
most celebrated rulers,”’ or as Weidner,!® who only makes the reservation that
“seine restlose Auswertung fiir die Geschichtswissenschaft wird freilich erst
moglich sein, wenn Chroniken und historische Inschriften tiber das zeitliche
Verhaltnis der Dynastien zueinander die nétige Aufklirung gegeben haben
werden.” More scholars lean toward the view of Eduard Meyer, who, admit-
ting that some of the information of the King List may go back to reliable
historical sources, continues:

Wie weit es freilich den Gelehrten zu Ende des dritten Jahrtausends noch moglich
. war, den wahren geschichtlichen Zusammenhang einigermassen festzuhalten oder
wiederherzustellen, bleibt fraglich genug; man wird vermuten diirfen, dass Dynastien,
die in den einzelnen Stidten nebeneinander bestanden und um das Oberkénigtum ran-
gen, filschlich als aufeinander folgend betrachtet worden sind . .. .und dass nicht

selten einzelne Namen, die sich erhalten hatten, aneinander gereiht und zu Dynastien
verbunden sind. Daneben ist die Einwirkung von Volkssagen erkennbar,!*

The extreme consequences of these premises, finally, were sharply drawn by
Landsberger in 1931:

Der Wert der Konigsliste, der selbst in historisch vollig klaren Perioden wegen ihrer
Gepflogenheit, gleichzeitig regierende  Dynastien hintereinander - aufzufiihren, be-
sehrinkt ist, ist fiir diese alten Zeiten noch geringer, wie sich aus den hohen Regierungs-
daten, dem Fehlen wichtiger Namen wie Me-silim und Lugal-kisal-si ergibt. Wir haben

8 Doubts concerning the reliahility of the data for the dynasties of Kish and Akshak given
in Scheil’s list had been expressed already in 1913 by Meyer, Geschichie des Altertums 1 2
§ 329a, and later, in 1918, by Thureau-Dangin, La chronologie ... , p. 65.

Of the literature on the King List after the publication of Langdon’s text we may quote

H. Zimmern in ZDMG n.F. III (1924) 19-35 and A. Deimel, Die alibabylonische Konigsliste :

und thre Bedeutung fiir die Chronologie (Rom, 1935), who are chiefly concerned with the text
of the list. The inconsistencies of its data and the extent of its historical value have been dis-
cussed by Gadd in UE I 128-40; Langdon, Excavations at Kish I (Paris, 1924) 5 {.; B. Lands-
berger in OLZ XXXIV (1931) 118 f.; Meyer, Die dltere Chronologie Babyloniens, Assyriens
und Agyptens (Stuttgart und Berlin, 1925) pp. 27-39; Sidney Smith, EHA, pp. 18-44;
E. Unger in OLZ XXXVII (1934) 363 f.; A. Ungnad, Subariu (Berlin und Leipzig, 1936)
p- 35; Weidner in Archiv fiir Keilschriftforschung I (1928) 95 and in AOF III (1926) 198 {.
An effort to trace the genesis of textual errors in the Agade dynasty was made by me in
Acta Orientalia V (1927) 302-9. The question of what sources underlie the King List is dis-
cussed by H. G. Giiterbock in ZA n.F. VIII (1934) 2-7 and by Sidney Smith, op. cit. p. 29.
¢ History and Monuments of Ur (London, 1929) p. 67.

-~ 10 AQF 111 199. % Die qltere Chronologie . . . . , p. 38.
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den Eindruck, dass die in der spiiteren Zeit durch die Sage berithmt gewordenen Gestal-
ten an beliebiger Stelle als Dynastiengriinder untergebracht wurden. Jedenfalls sind
hier sehr verschiedenartige Quellen ohne richtige historische Tradition kompiliert wor-
den. Daraus ergibt sich, dass wir uns von der Kinigsliste vollsttindig emanzipieren missen.
Hochstens, dass wir ihr noch ganz rohe Kenntnis der relativen Aufeinanderfolgen zu-
trauen, so dass z.B. ein Name, der sich in der 9. Dynastle findet, nicht vor die 3. zu
setzen ist.!2
A strong element of uncertainty concerning the value of the King List has
unguestionably been introduced; for, although Landsberger may have stated
‘the consequences more sharply than others, these consequences have been
drawn in practice. In late years the study of the King List has come almost to
a standstill, and its evidence is hardly ever used for purposes of chronology.
But complete disregard of the King List and its evidence is not justifiable. It
must be the purpose of further study to penetrate this general uncertainty and
- to define as far as possible just what is unreliable in the King List and what is
- not. The present essay represents an effort in this direction and endeavors to
reach a clearer estimate of the historical value of this document by a study of
the development of its text, the time of its composition, the sources used by
~ its author, and the manner in which those sources were treated. We are here
in many respects continuing lines of investigation suggested by other scholars,
notably Weidner and Sidney Smith, but point in the main to new ways of ap-
proach. It is our hope that this essay will contribute to bringing the study of
the King Llst out of the dead water in Whlch it now lies.

12 OL7 XXXIV 119; italies ours.




1I
TEXTUAL PROBLEMS

THE INDIVIDUAL MANUSCRIPTS

The texts which are of importance for the study of the Sumerian King List
are the following:

WB  Ashmolean Museum 1923.444. Published by Langdon, OECT 11, Pls.
I-IV. Transliteration and translation with valuable notes on pp. 8-21.1

WB begins with the rulers before the flood and continues with only
minor gaps to Sin-magir of the dynasty of Isin. The provenience of
the text is given as Larsa.!* If we agsume, as seems most probable, that
the seribe carried his copy up to date, WB must have been written in
the 11th year of Sin-magir; for the list ends with this ruler and assigns
to him a reign of 11 years.? This dating is supported by the character
of the writing, which can hardly be placed later than the middle of the
1st dynasty of Babylon.?

P, CBS 13981.% Published by Poebel, PBS V, No. 2; photograph oh V

PL. XC. Transliteration and translation in Poebel, PBSIV 1, pp. 73-78,

The obverse of P; begins in the first half of the 1st dynasty of Kish
and carries on with only small gaps to the end of the 1st dynasty of Ur.
The reverse lists four kings of the Isin dynasty and has two valuable
columns of summaries of the dynasties originally listed by the tablet.
P, was found in Nippur by the Babylonian Expedition of the University

1 Transliteration and translation of this ysource may be found also in Barton; RISA4,
pp. 346-55, and Deimel, Die alibabylonische Konigsliste, pp. 14-29.

= Langdon (QECT II 1) states that it was “written in Larsa * Delmel op. cit. pp. 29 f.,
states that it comes from Kish. Is this a mxstake? )

2 Cf, Langdon, OECT II 1 and esp. 21, n. 6: “The prism must. have beenrw‘ntten at
the end of the reign of Sinmagir for Damik-ili-shu the last king is omitted.”

3 WB uses consistently the forms p= and #4% for pumu and Nam. These forms became

2 relatively rare already before Hammurabi. In documents of thig ruler and later bomu gener-

ally takes the form 5= or #=, and Nax is written . Similarly WB uses %4 for mu and b
. for 81, forms which are not frequent after the 30th year of Hammurabi, when »# and £ or
5P become the current forms. Lastly @a, which in WB takes the form m, is seldom writ-

" ten with more than two horlzonta.l wedges after the reign of Ha.mmurabl, when the forms o

“and x¢ flourish.
4 See Leg,ra.m, PBS XIII 17







