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In "Legends of Babylon and Egypt in Relation to Hebrew Tradition," L. W. King delves into the rich tapestry of ancient narratives that shaped early Judeo-Christian thought. This scholarly work meticulously examines the intersections between Babylonian and Egyptian myths and their influence on Hebrew traditions, illuminating how these legends informed biblical texts and themes. King's analytical literary style is both accessible and erudite, making complex ideas resonate with a broad audience while situating the work within the larger context of comparative mythology and antiquity studies. L. W. King was a noted Assyriologist and historian, whose deep engagement with ancient Near Eastern cultures informed his exploration of how stories transcended borders and were reshaped to reflect the values and ethics of Hebrew identity. King's extensive academic background not only lends credibility to his interpretations but also reflects a genuine fascination with how these legends endured and evolved across different cultures and time periods. This book is an essential resource for scholars, students, and enthusiasts of biblical studies, mythology, and ancient history. Its careful analysis of intertextuality invites readers to rethink the origins of tradition and the fluid nature of storytelling across civilizations, making it a compelling read for anyone interested in the foundational narratives of human culture.

Start Reading Now! (Ad)




[image: The cover of the recommended book]


The History of Antiquity (Vol. 1-6)



Duncker, Max

8596547781752

2119

Start Reading Now! (Ad)

Max Duncker's "The History of Antiquity" (Vol. 1-6) is a seminal work that meticulously charts the evolution of ancient civilizations, delving into the rich tapestry of cultural, social, and political developments from their emergence to their decline. Through an erudite literary style characterized by a blend of narrative and analysis, Duncker not only chronicled events but offered insightful interpretations that reflect the prevailing historical methodologies of the 19th century. Enriched with exhaustive research, the six volumes present a comprehensive examination of the interconnectedness of societies, which marks its significance in historical scholarship during an era increasingly influenced by the emergence of modern historiography. Max Duncker, a German historian born in 1811, was deeply influenced by the intellectual climate of his time, where the study of history was gaining traction as an academic discipline. His thorough education and exposure to classical literature and philosophy shaped his analytical perspective. Understanding the significance of antiquity in shaping modern thought motivated Duncker to produce a work that bridged past and present, reflecting his commitment to academic rigor and narrative clarity. This monumental work is highly recommended for those with an interest in classical studies, historiography, or the foundations of Western civilization. Duncker's ability to synthesize vast swathes of information with clarity and depth makes "The History of Antiquity" an essential read for historians, students, and anyone captivated by the complexities of human history.
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Excellent Women, a seminal work in the canon of 20th-century British literature, artfully intertwines elements of social commentary and character study within its narrative. Set in the post-World War II era, the novel delves into the lives of women navigating a patriarchal society, exploring themes of independence, societal expectation, and personal identity. Written in a sharp, observational style characteristic of its literary context, the book juxtaposes the mundane with the profound, often using wit and irony to critique the status quo. The protagonist, Millicent, embodies the tensions of 'excellent women''Äîthose who excel in their roles yet grapple with their own desires for fulfillment beyond domestic spheres. Authored by Barbara Pym, a notable figure in English literature, Excellent Women reflects her own experiences and observations as a single woman in a male-dominated literary world. Pym'Äôs keen insights were shaped by her extensive academic background, particularly her studies in anthropology, which equipped her with a profound understanding of human relationships. Throughout her life, Pym drew inspiration from her encounters with various social circles, infusing her narrative with authenticity and depth. This novel is highly recommended for those seeking to explore the complexities of gender roles and societal standards in mid-20th century Britain. Pym'Äôs deft characterizations and subtle humor invite readers to reflect on the nuances of everyday life, making Excellent Women a compelling read for scholars and casual readers alike.

Start Reading Now! (Ad)




[image: The cover of the recommended book]


The Man in the Queue (Musaicum Vintage Mysteries)



Tey, Josephine

8596547778776

202

Start Reading Now! (Ad)

In 'The Man in the Queue,' Josephine Tey introduces readers to a compelling mystery imbued with rich characterization and an exploration of societal norms in early 20th-century England. The narrative unfolds when a man is murdered in a queue outside a theater, thrusting Inspector Alan Grant into a labyrinthine investigation where the public's perceptions and prejudices become critical to solving the crime. Tey's skilled use of dialogue and vivid descriptions paints a lively backdrop, while her innovative plotting invites readers to grapple with themes of justice and morality, establishing this work as a trailblazer in the detective fiction genre. Josephine Tey, a prominent figure in the crime literature sphere, was known for her keen psychological insight and ability to weave historical context into her narratives. Her background as an accomplished playwright undoubtedly contributed to her narrative flair, while her personal experiences with social dynamics would have sharpened her understanding of human behavior. 'The Man in the Queue' showcases her ability to comment on the intricate web of social interactions, revealing the interplay between individual motives and collective assumptions. This novel is recommended for readers who appreciate intricate plots laced with social commentary and character depth. Tey's debut not only engages with suspenseful storytelling but also provides a fascinating lens through which to examine societal constructs of her era. A must-read for mystery aficionados and scholars of literature alike.
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In "A Writer's Diary," Virginia Woolf presents a rich tapestry of her reflections on the writing process, weaving together personal insights and literary musings that illuminate the struggles and joys of the creative endeavor. Written with her characteristic stream-of-consciousness style, this collection showcases Woolf's profound understanding of the artistic psyche and the intricacies of literary craftsmanship. Set against the backdrop of early 20th-century modernism, the diary entries reveal Woolf's engagement with contemporary thought, as she grapples with themes of identity, gender, and the complexities of narrative form. Virginia Woolf, a central figure in modernist literature, was not only an accomplished novelist but also a keen observer of her own creative journey. The diary entries span a period of significant literary evolution, offering readers a glimpse into the mind of a writer who sought to challenge societal norms and elevate the voice of women in literature. Her own struggles with mental health and the constraints of her time shaped her perspectives, providing depth to her reflections on both the art of writing and its implications for personal and societal truth. "A Writer's Diary" is an essential read for anyone interested in the mechanics of writing and the inner workings of a literary genius. Woolf's poignant observations resonate with both aspiring writers and seasoned professionals, making this work a timeless exploration of creativity that encourages readers to ponder their own artistic journeys. In this enriched edition, we have carefully created added value for your reading experience: - A succinct Introduction situates the work's timeless appeal and themes. - The Synopsis outlines the central plot, highlighting key developments without spoiling critical twists. - A detailed Historical Context immerses you in the era's events and influences that shaped the writing. - An Author Biography reveals milestones in the author's life, illuminating the personal insights behind the text. - A thorough Analysis dissects symbols, motifs, and character arcs to unearth underlying meanings. - Reflection questions prompt you to engage personally with the work's messages, connecting them to modern life. - Hand‐picked Memorable Quotes shine a spotlight on moments of literary brilliance. - Interactive footnotes clarify unusual references, historical allusions, and archaic phrases for an effortless, more informed read.
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    In this classic synthesis, L. W. King frames the birth of civilization in Sumer and Akkad as a long negotiation between memory and power, in which riverine cities, temple households, and early monarchies transform clay, ritual, and war into new instruments of order while absorbing older traditions, so that the first durable states, literatures, and legal practices arise from the tension between innovation and inheritance and from the persistent human effort to record, organize, and justify life along the Tigris and Euphrates, shaping patterns that echo through later Near Eastern histories and offering a mirror in which modern readers can watch the earliest experiments in governance, economy, and belief take coherent form.

A History of Sumer and Akkad is a foundational work of historical scholarship on ancient Mesopotamia by L. W. King, an English Assyriologist who served in the Department of Egyptian and Assyrian Antiquities at the British Museum. First appearing in the early twentieth century, it belongs to the era when Assyriology was consolidating the gains of the previous century’s decipherment of cuneiform and the first major excavations in southern Iraq. The book surveys the lands known to later tradition as Sumer and Akkad, situating their cities, institutions, and texts within a carefully constructed narrative intended for students and general readers interested in the deep past.

Aimed at presenting a coherent account from the earliest settlements through the establishment of enduring political orders, King’s narrative proceeds chronologically and thematically, anchoring each stage of development in written and material evidence then available. Readers encounter a voice that is formal, precise, and attentive to what the sources can and cannot support. The mood is patient and analytic rather than speculative, and the style favors close paraphrase and synthesis over flourish. The result is a steady, documentary reading experience that balances description with cautious inference, allowing the structures of economy, religion, and law to emerge from the tablets themselves.

Several central themes organize the account: the rise of urbanism and territorial kingship; the partnership and tension between temple households and royal authority; the invention and uses of writing; and the integration of agriculture, craft, and trade into systems of taxation and redistribution. King is especially concerned with how legitimacy is articulated—through ritual, genealogy, building, and conquest—and how memory is curated in lists, hymns, and commemorative inscriptions. By tracing these dynamics, the book invites readers to consider the enduring questions of how power is formed, justified, and limited, and how communities imagine order in landscapes shaped by rivers, risk, and labor.

Methodologically, the work exemplifies early twentieth‑century historical philology. King collates royal inscriptions, administrative records, building texts, year-names, and king lists, comparing variant versions and weighing their claims against one another. He integrates data from excavations and museum collections, but he is explicit about the fragmentary and uneven nature of the corpus and the constraints this imposes on chronology. Discussion frequently turns on what can be dated securely, what is conjectural, and what must remain open. This disciplined attention to the evidentiary base supplies the book’s authority and models a way of reading ancient documents without forcing them to say more than they do.

For modern readers, the book serves two complementary purposes. It offers an accessible doorway into the origins of city life, administration, and written communication in a region that shaped later Near Eastern cultures, and it preserves a snapshot of Assyriology at a formative moment. Subsequent discoveries have refined and sometimes revised particular conclusions, but the questions animating King’s synthesis—about statecraft, social organization, cultural exchange, and historical memory—retain their force. Engaging with his argument sharpens awareness of how histories are constructed from partial records and encourages a reflective stance toward evidence, method, and the responsibilities that come with telling very old stories.

Approached with curiosity and a critical eye, A History of Sumer and Akkad rewards close reading. Its measured pace and cumulative structure invite readers to watch institutions take shape across centuries and to listen as administrative minutiae reveal broad patterns of life. King’s perspective, anchored in careful documentation, illuminates both the achievements and limits of early scholarship while keeping the ancient actors at the center of attention. Whether one seeks an introduction to Sumerian and Akkadian civilization or a case study in historical practice, the book offers a rigorous, engaging pathway into the first chapters of recorded human experience.
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    King frames A History of Sumer and Akkad as a synthesis of epigraphic and archaeological evidence for the earliest civilizations of southern Mesopotamia. He introduces the geography between the Tigris and Euphrates, emphasizing alluvial soils, canal irrigation, and the dependence of cities on water management. The opening chapters review the discovery and publication of cuneiform texts and monuments from sites such as Nippur, Girsu (Telloh), Ur, and Sippar. He outlines the principal sources—royal inscriptions, boundary stones, votive statues, legal tablets, and administrative records—and the Sumerian King List as a chronological framework. Method and cautious inference guide the narrative that follows.

The book then sketches the origins of Sumerian and Akkadian populations as reflected in language and material culture, without advancing speculative ethnologies. King describes the emergence of writing from pictographic lists to linear cuneiform, the spread of cylinder seals, and the growth of temple households as economic centers. He surveys the pantheon and local cults, noting leading deities such as Anu, Enlil, Enki, and Inanna, and the preeminence of sanctuaries like E-kur at Nippur and E-anna at Uruk. City autonomy, the office of the ensi or lugal, and the integration of irrigation, labor, and worship form the institutional backdrop.

The narrative proceeds through the Early Dynastic period, when rival cities contended for hegemony. King assembles evidence for Kish, Uruk, Ur, Lagash, and Umma, citing inscriptions that record boundary adjudications and campaigns. Mesilim of Kish appears as an arbiter in the long-standing Lagash-Umma frontier dispute. Eannatum of Lagash commemorates victories on the Stele of the Vultures, while later rulers, including Uru-inim-gina (Urukagina), issue measures described as reforms against abuses in temple administration. Administrative tablets illuminate taxation, rations, and workforce organization. These materials portray shifting supremacy among city-states prior to the formation of a broader territorial monarchy.

King treats the rise of Lugalzagesi of Uruk as a final assertion of Sumerian city-based authority before imperial consolidation. The focus then shifts to Sargon of Akkad, whose inscriptions establish a new political model centered in a purpose-built capital. Sargon subdues Sumerian cities, extends campaigns eastward into Elam, and projects power west toward the upper Euphrates and the Levantine coast. Governors and officials administer provinces; standardized weights and careful record keeping support revenue and supply. References to Dilmun, Magan, and Meluhha attest long-distance trade in copper, diorite, and exotic goods. The Akkadian language gains prestige alongside enduring Sumerian tradition.

Under Sargon’s successors, Rimush and Manishtusu, the empire defends its holdings and engages in further building and organization. Naram-Sin’s reign marks a high point, with commemorative stelae depicting victories and the royal assumption of divine determinatives in inscriptions. King records campaigns against highland groups and assertions of universal dominion. Administrative texts from this era reflect road systems, storehouses, and the movement of labor and goods under centralized oversight. The later king Shar-kali-sharri confronts renewed pressures, while internal strains and external attacks weaken the Akkadian structure. The narrative transitions toward decline as Gutian incursions disrupt settled administration.

The Gutian period is described through scattered inscriptions indicating political fragmentation and economic hardship across parts of Sumer. Within this context, local rulers reemerge, notably Gudea of Lagash, whose numerous inscriptions emphasize piety, temple construction, and trade for building materials such as diorite. King uses Gudea’s texts to illustrate administrative practices, craft specialization, and the integration of religious patronage with economic life. Artistic and sculptural traditions continue, as do scribal habits. Despite the absence of a durable overarching authority, the documentation suggests cultural continuity and the resilience of city institutions awaiting a renewed phase of centralized kingship.

Centralization returns with the Third Dynasty of Ur. Ur-Nammu asserts control over Sumer and Akkad, initiates monumental building, and promulgates a law collection whose surviving fragments are summarized. His successor Shulgi reigns for decades, expanding administrative systems, installing governors, and standardizing measures and archival practice. King notes evidence for a maintained road network, way stations, and regular deliveries of grain, wool, and livestock to state and temple stores. Military expeditions secure frontiers and tributaries. Later rulers, Amar-Sin and Shu-Sin, preserve much of this machinery, and vast archives from Umma and other centers document rations, corvée labor, and provincial oversight.

King traces the weakening of Ur’s hegemony under Ibbi-Sin as external pressures from Elam and Amorite groups intensify and internal shortages appear in the records. Inscriptions and letters recount the loss of territories, rising grain prices, and the eventual fall of Ur. Authority fragments among regional dynasties, with Isin and Larsa becoming prominent successors. The book reviews competing chronological schemes and correlates various king lists, synchronisms, and dated tablets to outline the transition to the Old Babylonian milieu. Attention is given to continuity in cult, law, and scribal training, even as political leadership shifts and new centers ascend.

In closing, King draws together political and cultural results of the Sumerian and Akkadian experience. The narrative emphasizes enduring institutions: temple-centered economies, royal building programs, codified law, and the bilingual interplay of Sumerian and Akkadian that shaped literature and administration. He underscores the dependence of state on irrigation and canal maintenance and the recurrent pattern of centralization followed by fragmentation. By grounding conclusions in inscriptions and administrative archives, the study offers a baseline for Mesopotamian history up to the rise of later Amorite kingdoms. The work’s purpose is to present an ordered account and a documentary foundation for future research.





Historical Context




Table of Contents




    L. W. King’s A History of Sumer and Akkad is set in southern Mesopotamia, the alluvial plain between the Tigris and Euphrates rivers, where the earliest urban civilizations emerged. The narrative spans roughly the late fourth to early second millennia BCE, when Sumerian-speaking city-states such as Uruk, Ur, Lagash, and Nippur evolved, and Akkadian-speaking polities consolidated power further north around Kish and the elusive capital Agade. Irrigation agriculture, canal management, mudbrick architecture, and temple economies shaped political life. Trade routes reached Dilmun (Bahrain), Magan (Oman), and Meluhha (Indus). King situates the interplay of Sumerian and Akkadian languages within this landscape, tracing the shift from city-state competition to imperial unification and later regional reconfiguration.

The book outlines the rise of urbanism in the Ubaid and Uruk periods (c. 5000–3100 BCE), when settlements coalesced into cities with monumental temples and stratified administrations. In Uruk (modern Warka), the Eanna precinct and White Temple symbolize emergent political-religious authority. Around c. 3300–3200 BCE, proto-cuneiform tablets appear, documenting rations, labor, and commodities, alongside cylinder seals and the sexagesimal system. The Uruk expansion projected Mesopotamian influence to northern Syria (sites such as Habuba Kabira). King uses this backdrop to explain how managerial accounting, standardized measures, and long-distance exchange provided the institutional scaffolding for the historical Sumerian states he chronicles.

During the Early Dynastic period (c. 2900–2350 BCE), autonomous city-states contended for supremacy, often invoking the cult center of Nippur and the office of lugal to legitimize power. The Lagash–Umma border war over fertile gu-edina fields is vividly attested by Eannatum’s Stele of Vultures (c. 2450 BCE), reinforced by later inscriptions of Enmetena defining boundary stelae and canals. Socioeconomic tensions culminate in the reforms of Urukagina of Lagash (c. 2350 BCE), who claimed to curb abuses by officials, protect widows and orphans, and reset fees. King reads these texts as evidence for institutionalized inequality, early codified governance, and ritualized diplomacy amid recurrent inter-city warfare.

The formation of the Akkadian Empire under Sargon of Akkad (Middle Chronology c. 2334–2279 BCE) is the pivotal event in King’s account. Sargon, initially connected with Kish, subdued Sumerian cities including Uruk, Ur, and Umma, then extended campaigns to Mari on the Middle Euphrates and to the upper Tigris, incorporating diverse regions under a centralized rule anchored in the yet-unlocated city of Agade. Administrative innovations standardized Akkadian as a chancery language, subordinated local ensi governors, and employed year-names to memorialize major acts. Sargon’s daughter, Enheduanna, was installed as high priestess of Nanna at Ur, welding cultic authority to dynastic legitimacy and crafting hymns that articulated imperial ideology. Sargon’s successors—Rimush (c. 2278–2270), Manishtushu (c. 2269–2255), and especially Naram-Sin (c. 2254–2218)—consolidated and glorified imperial power. Naram-Sin, adopting the epithet King of the Four Quarters and receiving divine determinatives in inscriptions, defeated coalitions of rebellious cities and campaigned against the Lullubi, commemorated on the Victory Stele of Naram-Sin. Trade networks to Dilmun, Magan, and Meluhha were actively managed, importing copper, diorite, and exotic goods. Yet empire bred resistance: widespread revolts erupted, and Shar-kali-sharri (c. 2217–2193) struggled against external pressures and internal fragmentation. Environmental stress associated by some scholars with the 4.2 kiloyear event around 2200 BCE may have exacerbated instability through drought and disrupted harvests, straining canal systems and taxation. King reconstructs this arc from royal inscriptions, administrative tablets, and later king lists, emphasizing titulary, boundary decrees, and building texts to chart how Akkadian military organization, bureaucratic control, and cultic patronage forged the first trans-regional Mesopotamian empire and how these same mechanisms, under duress, foreshadowed its collapse.

After Akkad’s decline, the Gutian interregnum (c. 2190–2112 BCE) is portrayed as a period of political decentralization, remembered in Sumerian sources as disruptive to cults and agriculture. Local dynasts revived civic life. Gudea of Lagash (c. 2144–2124 BCE) left diorite statues and inscriptions celebrating temple building, piety, and trade ties with Magan and Meluhha. Utu-hegal of Uruk (c. 2119–2112 BCE) claimed to have expelled the Gutians, resetting Sumerian hegemony. King integrates the Sumerian King List and Gudea’s inscriptions to depict resilience: city institutions, temple economies, and interregional exchange continued to function as conduits of recovery and political re-legitimation.

The Third Dynasty of Ur (Ur III, c. 2112–2004 BCE) reconstituted centralized rule under Ur-Nammu (2112–2095 BCE), who promulgated the earliest known law code and began major ziggurats, notably at Ur. Shulgi (2094–2047 BCE) expanded and professionalized administration through provincial governors, road networks, and the bala system of rotating tax and resource transfers; Puzrish-Dagan (Drehem) near Nippur served as a redistribution hub for livestock and commodities. Extensive archives record labor mobilization, rations, and cult finance across Sumer and Akkad. King mines these tablets to detail bureaucratic procedures, fiscal policy, and royal ideology centered on justice, abundance, and the stewardship of canal and temple systems.

Ur III’s fall unfolded under Amar-Sin (2046–2038 BCE), Shu-Sin (2037–2029 BCE), and Ibbi-Sin (2028–2004 BCE), when Amorite groups pressed the frontiers and Elamite polities advanced. Kindattu of Shimashki led Elamite forces that sacked Ur in 2004 BCE, capturing Ibbi-Sin and precipitating political fragmentation. Successor dynasties at Isin (founded by Ishbi-Erra, c. 2017–1985 BCE) and Larsa vied for control, inaugurating the Isin-Larsa era and setting the stage for Old Babylonian ascendancy. King charts this transition through year-names, royal inscriptions, and later chronicles, emphasizing the endurance of Sumerian cults and administrative habits even as political sovereignty shifted to new Amorite-led kingdoms.

King’s presentation functions as a social and political critique by exposing how power flowed through temples, palaces, and canals, and how these institutions imposed corvée labor, taxation, and debt on dependent populations. The reforms of Urukagina and the law code of Ur-Nammu are read as state responses to entrenched abuses by officials and elites. Accounts of boundary wars, water-rights disputes, and imperial propaganda reveal the costs of competition and conquest for cultivators and craftsmen. By foregrounding ration lists, tax ledgers, and legal norms, the book unmasks the ideological veneer of kingship, illustrating both the integrative ambitions and the extractive realities of early state formation in Sumer and Akkad.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTORY: THE LANDS OF SUMER AND AKKAD

The study of origins may undoubtedly be regarded as the most striking characteristic of recent archaeological research.[1q] There is a peculiar fascination in tracking any highly developed civilization to its source, and in watching its growth from the rude and tentative efforts of a primitive people to the more elaborate achievements of a later day. And it is owing to recent excavation that we are now in a position to elucidate the early history of the three principal civilizations of the ancient world. The origins of Greek civilization may now be traced beyond the Mycenean epoch, through the different stages of Aegean culture back into the Neolithic age. In Egypt, excavations have not only yielded remains of the early dynastic kings who lived before the pyramid-builders, but they have revealed the existence of Neolithic Egyptians dating from a period long anterior to the earliest written records that have been recovered. Finally, excavations in Babylonia have enabled us to trace the civilization of Assyria and Babylon back to an earlier and more primitive race, which in the remote past occupied the lower plains of the Tigris and Euphrates; while the more recent digging in Persia and Turkestan has thrown light upon other primitive inhabitants of Western Asia, and has raised problems with regard to their cultural connections with the West which were undreamed of a few years ago.

It will thus be noted that recent excavation and research have furnished the archaeologist with material by means of which he may trace back the history of culture to the Neolithic period, both in the region of the Mediterranean and along the valley of the Nile. That the same achievement cannot be placed to the credit of the excavator of Babylonian sites is not entirely due to defects in the scope or method of his work, but may largely be traced to the character of the country in which the excavations have been carried out. Babylonia is an alluvial country, subject to constant inundation, and the remains and settlements of the Neolithic period were doubtless in many places swept away, and all trace of them destroyed by natural causes. With the advent of the Sumerians began the practice of building cities upon artificial mounds, which preserved the structure of the buildings against flood, and rendered them easier of defence against a foe. It is through excavation in these mounds that the earliest remains of the Sumerians have been recovered; but the still earlier traces of Neolithic times, which at some period may have existed on those very sites, must often have been removed by flood before the mounds were built. The Neolithic and pre-historic remains discovered during the French excavations in the graves of Mussian and at Susa, and by the Pumpelly expedition in the two Kurgans near Anau, do not find their equivalents in the mounds of Babylonia so far as these have yet been examined.

In this respect the climate and soil of Babylonia present a striking contrast to those of ancient Egypt. In the latter country the shallow graves of Neolithic man, covered by but a few inches of soil, have remained intact and undisturbed at the foot of the desert hills; while in the upper plateaus along the Nile valley the flints of Palaeolithic man have lain upon the surface of the sand from Palaeolithic times until the present day. But what has happened in so rainless a country as Egypt could never have taken place in Mesopotamia. It is true that a few palaeoliths have been found on the surface of the Syrian desert, but in the alluvial plains of Southern Chaldaea, as in the Egyptian Delta itself, few certain traces of prehistoric man have been forthcoming. Even in the early mat-burials and sarcophagi at Fâra numerous copper objects[1] and some cylinder-seals have been found, while other cylinders, sealings, and even inscribed tablets, discovered in the same and neighbouring strata, prove that their owners were of the same race as the Sumerians of history, though probably of a rather earlier date.

Although the earliest Sumerian settlements in Southern Babylonia are to be set back in a comparatively remote period, the race by which they were founded appears at that time to have already attained to a high level of culture. We find them building houses for themselves and temples for their gods of burnt and unburnt brick. They are rich in sheep and cattle, and they have increased the natural fertility of their country by means of a regular system of canals and irrigation-channels. It is true that at this time their sculpture shared the rude character of their pottery, but their main achievement, the invention of a system of writing by means of lines and wedges, is in itself sufficient indication of their comparatively advanced state of civilization. Derived originally from picture-characters, the signs themselves, even in the earliest and most primitive inscriptions as yet recovered, have already lost to a great extent their pictorial character, while we find them employed not only as ideograms to express ideas, but also phonetically for syllables. The use of this complicated system of writing by the early Sumerians presupposes an extremely long period of previous development. This may well have taken place in their original home, before they entered the Babylonian plain. In any case, we must set back in the remote past the beginnings of this ancient people, and we may probably picture their first settlement in the neighbourhood of the Persian Gulf some centuries before the period to which we may assign the earliest of their remains that have actually come down to us.

In view of the important rôle played by this early race in the history and development of civilization in Western Asia, it is of interest to recall the fact that not many years ago the very existence of the Sumerians was disputed by a large body of those who occupied themselves with the study of the history and languages of Babylonia. What was known as "the Sumerian controversy" engaged the attention of writers on these subjects, and divided them into two opposing schools. At that time not many actual remains of the Sumerians themselves had been recovered, and the arguments in favour of the existence of an early non-Semitic race in Babylonia were in the main drawn from a number of Sumerian texts and compositions which had been found in the palace of the Assyrian king, Ashur-banipal, at Nineveh. A considerable number of the tablets recovered from the royal library were inscribed with a series of compositions, written, it is true, in the cuneiform script, but not in the Semitic language of the Assyrians and Babylonians. To many of these compositions Assyrian translations had been added by the scribes who drew them up, and upon other tablets were found lists of the words employed in the compositions, together with their Assyrian equivalents. The late Sir Henry Rawlinson rightly concluded that these strange texts were written in the language of some race who had inhabited Babylonia before the Semites, while he explained the lists of words as early dictionaries compiled by the Assyrian scribes to help them in their studies of this ancient tongue. The early race he christened "the Akkadians," and although we now know that this name would more correctly describe the early Semitic immigrants who occupied Northern Babylonia, in all other respects his inference was justified. He correctly assigned the non-Semitic compositions that had been recovered to the early non-Semitic population of Babylonia, who are now known by the name of the Sumerians.

Sir Henry Rawlinson's view was shared by M. Oppert, Professor Schrader, Professor Sayce, and many others, and, in fact, it held the field until a theory was propounded by M. Halévy to the effect that Sumerian was not a language in the legitimate sense of the term. The contention of M. Halévy was that the Sumerian compositions were not written in the language of an earlier race, but represented a cabalistic method of writing, invented and employed by the Babylonian priesthood. In his opinion the texts were Semitic compositions, though written according to a secret system or code, and they could only have been read by a priest who had the key and had studied the jealously guarded formulæ. On this hypothesis it followed that the Babylonians and Assyrians were never preceded by a non-Semitic race in Babylonia, and all Babylonian civilization was consequently to be traced to a Semitic origin. The attractions which such a view would have for those interested in ascribing so great an achievement to a Semitic source are obvious, and, in spite of its general improbability, M. Halévy won over many converts to his theory, among others Professor Delitzsch and a considerable number of the younger school of German critics.

It may be noted that the principal support for the theory was derived from an examination of the phonetic values of the Sumerian signs. Many of these, it was correctly pointed out, were obviously derived from Semitic equivalents, and M. Halévy and his followers forthwith inferred that the whole language was an artificial invention of the Babylonian priests. Why the priests should have taken the trouble to invent so complicated a method of writing was not clear, and no adequate reason could be assigned for such a course. On the contrary, it was shown that the subject-matter of the Sumerian compositions was not of a nature to justify or suggest the necessity of recording them by means of a secret method of writing. A study of the Sumerian texts with the help of the Assyrian translations made it obvious that they merely consisted of incantations, hymns, and prayers, precisely similar to other compositions written in the common tongue of the Babylonians and Assyrians, and thus capable of being read and understood by any scribe acquainted with the ordinary Assyrian or Babylonian character.


M. Halévy[4]'s theory appeared still less probable when applied to such of the early Sumerian texts as had been recovered at that time by Loftus and Taylor in Southern Babylonia. For these were shown to be short building-inscriptions, votive texts, and foundation-records, and, as they were obviously intended to record and commemorate for future ages the events to which they referred, it was unlikely that they should have been drawn up in a cryptographic style of writing which would have been undecipherable without a key. Yet the fact that very few Sumerian documents of the early period had been found, while the great majority of the texts recovered were known only from tablets of the seventh century B.C., rendered it possible for the upholders of the pan-Semitic theory to make out a case. In fact, it was not until the renewal of excavations in Babylonia that fresh evidence was obtained which put an end to the Sumerian controversy, and settled the problem once for all in accordance with the view of Sir Henry Rawlinson[5] and of the more conservative writers.[2]

That Babylonian civilization and culture originated with the Sumerians is no longer in dispute[2q]; the point upon which difference of opinion now centres concerns the period at which Sumerians and Semites first came into contact. But before we embark on the discussion of this problem, it will be well to give some account of the physical conditions of the lands which invited the immigration of these early races and formed the theatre of their subsequent history. The lands of Sumer and Akkad were situated in the lower valley of the Euphrates and the Tigris, and corresponded approximately to the country known by classical writers as Babylonia. On the west and south their boundaries are definitely marked by the Arabian desert and the Persian Gulf which, in the earliest period of Sumerian history, extended as far northward as the neighbourhood of the city of Eridu. On the east it is probable that the Tigris originally formed their natural boundary, but this was a direction in which expansion was possible, and their early conflicts with Elam were doubtless provoked by attempts to gain possession of the districts to the east of the river. The frontier in this direction undoubtedly underwent many fluctuations under the rule of the early city-states, but in the later periods, apart from the conquest of Elam, the true area of Sumerian and Semitic authority may be regarded as extending to the lower slopes of the Elamite hills. In the north a political division appears to have corresponded then, as in later times, to the difference in geological structure. A line drawn from a point a little below Samarra on the Tigris before its junction with the Adhem to Hît on the Euphrates marks the division between the slightly elevated and undulating plain and the dead level of the alluvium, and this may be regarded as representing the true boundary of Akkad on the north. The area thus occupied by the two countries was of no very great extent, and it was even less than would appear from a modern map of the Tigris and Euphrates valley. For not only was the head of the Persian Gulf some hundred and twenty, or hundred and thirty, miles distant from the present coast-line, but the ancient course of the Euphrates below Babylon lay considerably to the east of its modern bed.

In general character the lands of Sumer and Akkad consist of a flat alluvial plain[6], and form a contrast to the northern half of the Tigris and Euphrates valley, known to the Greeks as Mesopotamia and Assyria. These latter regions, both in elevation and geological structure, resemble the Syro-Arabian desert, and it is only in the neighbourhood of the two great streams and their tributaries that cultivation can be carried out on any extensive scale. Here the country at a little distance from the rivers becomes a stony plain, serving only as pasture-land when covered with vegetation after the rains of winter and the early spring. In Sumer and Akkad, on the other hand, the rivers play a far more important part. The larger portion of the country itself is directly due to their action, having been formed by the deposit which they have carried down into the waters of the Gulf. Through this alluvial plain of their own formation the rivers take a winding course, constantly changing their direction in consequence of the silting up of their beds and the falling in of the banks during the annual floods.

Of the two rivers the Tigris, owing to its higher and stronger banks, has undergone less change than the Euphrates. It is true that during the Middle Ages its present channel below Kût el-'Amâra was entirely disused, its waters flowing by the Shatt el-Hai into the Great Swamp which extended from Kûfa on the Euphrates to the neighbourhood of Kurna, covering an area fifty miles across and nearly two hundred miles in length.[3] But in the Sassanian period the Great Swamp, the formation of which was due to neglect of the system of irrigation under the early caliphs, did not exist, and the river followed its present channel.[4] It is thus probable that during the earlier periods of Babylonian history the main body of water passed this way into the Gulf, but the Shatt el-Hai may have represented a second and less important branch of the stream.[5]

The change in the course of the Euphrates has been far more marked, the position of its original bed being indicated by the mounds covering the sites of early cities, which extend through the country along the practically dry beds of the Shatt en-Nîl and the Shatt el-Kâr, considerably to the east of its present channel. The mounds of Abû Habba, Tell Ibrâhîm, El-Ohêmir and Niffer, marking the sites of the important cities of Sippar, Cutha, Kish[6] and Nippur, all lie to the east of the river, the last two on the ancient bed of the Shatt en-Nîl. Similarly, the course of the Shatt el-Kâr, which formed an extension of the Shatt en-Nîl below Sûk el-'Afej passes the mounds of Abû Hatab (Kisurra), Fâra (Shuruppak) and Hammâm. Warka (Erech) stands on a further continuation of the Shatt en-Nîl,[7] while still more to the eastward are the mounds of Bismâya and Jôkha, representing the cities of Adab and Umma.[8] Senkera, the site of Larsa, also lies considerably to the east of the present stream, and the only city besides Babylon which now stands comparatively near the present bed of the Euphrates is Ur. The positions of the ancient cities would alone be sufficient proof that, since the early periods of Babylonian history, the Euphrates has considerably changed its course.

Abundant evidence that this was the case is furnished by the contemporary inscriptions that have been recovered. The very name of the Euphrates was expressed by an ideogram signifying "the River of Sippar," from which we may infer that Sippar originally stood upon its banks. A Babylonian contract of the period of the First Dynasty is dated in the year in which Samsu-iluna constructed the wall of Kish "on the bank of the Euphrates,"[9] proving that either the main stream from Sippar, or a branch from Babylon, flowed by El-Ohêmir. Still further south the river at Nippur, marked as at El-Ohêmir by the dry bed of the Shatt en-Nîl, is termed "the Euphrates of Nippur," or simply "the Euphrates" on contract-tablets found upon the site.[10] Moreover, the city of Shurippak or Shuruppak, the native town of Ut-napishtim, is described by him in the Gilgamesh epic as lying "on the bank of the Euphrates"; and Hammurabi, in one of his letters to Sin-idinnam, bids him clear out the stream of the Euphrates "from Larsa as far as Ur."[11] These references in the early texts cover practically the whole course of the ancient bed of the Euphrates, and leave but a few points open to conjecture.

In the north it is clear that at an early period a second branch broke away from the Euphrates at a point about half-way between Sippar and the modern town of Falûja, and, after flowing along the present bed of the river as far as Babylon, rejoined the main stream of the Euphrates either at, or more probably below, the city of Kish. It was the extension of these western channels which afterwards drained the earlier bed, and we may conjecture that its waters were diverted back to the Euphrates at this early period by artificial means.[12] The tendency of the river was always to break away westward, and the latest branch of the stream, still further to the west, left the river above Babylon at Musayyib. The fact that Birs, the site of Borsippa, stands upon its upper course, suggests an early date for its origin, but it is quite possible that the first city on this site, in view of its proximity to Babylon, obtained its water-supply by means of a system of canals. However this may be, the present course of this most western branch is marked by the Nahr Hindîya, the Bahr Nejef, and the Shatt 'Ateshân, which rejoins the Euphrates after passing Samâwa. In the Middle Ages the Great Swamps started at Kûfa, and it is possible that even in earlier times, during periods of inundation, some of the surplus water from the river may have emptied itself into swamps or marshy land below Borsippa.

The exact course of the Euphrates south of Nippur during the earliest periods is still a matter for conjecture, and it is quite possible that its waters reached the Persian Gulf through two, if not three, mouths. It is certain that the main stream passed the cities of Kisurra, Shuruppak, and Erech, and eventually reached the Gulf below Ur. Whether after leaving Erech it turned eastward to Larsa, and so southward to Ur, or whether it flowed from Erech direct to Ur, and Larsa lay upon another branch, is not yet settled, though the reference in Hammurabi's letter may be cited in favour of the former view. Another point of uncertainty concerns the relation of Adab and Umma to the stream. The mounds of Bismâya and Jôkha, which mark their sites, lie to the east, off the line of the Shatt el-Kâr, and it is quite possible that they were built upon an eastern branch of the river which may have joined the Shatt el-Hai above Lagash, and so have mingled with the waters of the Tigris before reaching the Gulf.[13]

In spite of these points of uncertainty, it will be noted that every city of Sumer and Akkad, the site of which has been referred to, was situated on the Euphrates or one of its branches, not upon the Tigris, and the only exception to this rule appears to have been Opis, the most northern city of Akkad. The preference for the Euphrates may be explained by the fact that the Tigris is swift and its banks are high, and it thus offers far less facilities for irrigation. The Euphrates with its lower banks tends during the time of high water to spread itself over the surrounding country, which doubtless suggested to the earliest inhabitants the project of regulating and utilizing the supply of water by means of reservoirs and canals. Another reason for the preference may be traced to the slower fall of the water in the Euphrates during the summer months. With the melting of the snow in the mountain ranges of the Taurus and Niphates during the early spring, the first flood-water is carried down by the swift stream of the Tigris, which generally begins to rise in March, and, after reaching its highest level in the early part of May, falls swiftly and returns to its summer level by the middle of June. The Euphrates, on the other hand, rises about a fortnight later, and continues at a high level for a much longer period. Even in the middle of July there is a considerable body of water in the river, and it is not until September that its lowest level is reached. On both streams irrigation-machines were doubtless employed, as they are at the present day,[14] but in the Euphrates they were only necessary when the water in the river had fallen below the level of the canals.

Between the lands of Sumer and Akkad there was no natural division such as marks them off from the regions of Assyria and Mesopotamia in the north. While the north-eastern half of the country bore the name of Akkad, and the south-eastern portion at the head of the Persian Gulf was known as Sumer, the same alluvial plain stretches southward from one to the other without any change in its general character. Thus some difference of opinion has previously existed, as to the precise boundary which separated the two lands, and additional confusion has been introduced by the rather vague use of the name Akkad during the later Assyrian and Neo-Babylonian periods. Thus Ashur-bani-pal, when referring to the capture of Nanâ's statue by the Elamites, puts E-anna, the temple of Nanâ in Erech, among the temples of the land of Akkad, a statement which has led to the view that Akkad extended as far south as Erech.[15] But it has been pointed out that on similar evidence furnished by an Assyrian letter, it would be possible to regard Eridu, the most southern Sumerian city as in Akkad, not in Sumer.[16] The explanation is to be found in the fact that by the Assyrians, whose southern border marched with Akkad, the latter name was often used loosely for the whole of Babylonia. Such references should not therefore be employed for determining the original limits of the two countries, and it is necessary to rely only upon information supplied by texts of a period earlier than that in which the original distinction between the two names had become blurred.
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