BM 63282 - the Earliest Babylonian Text Dated to the Reign of
Nebuchadnezzar 1v — Although only a fragment of the original tablet BM 63282
is preserved now, the text deserves special attention for the important chronological

data it preserves even though not all the lines can be read with certainty.
BM 63282 (82-9-18, 3251)1 4,9 x 5.0 cm
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Translation of Obverse :

1. The dates from the storehouse at the bank of the Eu[phrates].
Month of Aiaru, the fifth day of the first year of Nebucha[dnezzar],
[ki]ng of Babylon.

[x kur x x x of da]tes from the provision of the month Aiaru for

A

[the workmen of gi]pi (?) was given.




6 [x kur x x x x for] BEl-uballit, Sangii of Sippar' was given.

7. eeeennin. paplpasu, income of the baker’s office of the sanctuary of [...]
8 [ceriiinnn, ] for Ardiya son of MuSezib-x

9 [ceriiiinn, for Ni]dintu, the sepiru.

100 [eeeii was givlen(?)

The text concerns dates given as provisions to different people in the second month
of the first year of the reign of Nebuchadnezzar, king of Babylon. The question
is to which of the three Neo-Babylonian kings of this name the text should be
ascribed. The answer to this question is connected with the answer as to where
the tablet itself was written.

There are three different arguments in favor of taking Sippar to be the
place of issue of the tablet. Line 1 mentions [bit] makkur $d kisad (GU) nar
(ID) UD.[...], recalling the phrase bit makkur sa kisad nar Puratti known from
many texts from the Ebabbar archive. The idea that this text might belong to the
Ebabbar archive is strengthened by the name ["Ni]-din-it "ise-pi-r{u]* (1.9). The
latter’s activity is attested in Sippar in the 25-year period between Cam 6 and
Dar 224. The third, most important argument is deduced from line 6, where we
read : Bel-uballit "SANGA UD.ME¥ : « [x kur dates] was given to B&l-uballit
Sangi of UD.MEKi ». However, the place-name UD.MEXI is unidentified.
Theoretically we can try to read the name as Bar l—sipki, however such an unusual
reading is excluded because in Borsippa the title Sarammu was used instead of
Sangii. The two above-mentioned arguments suggest that the text was written in
Sippar where an individual named Bél-uballit was the Sangfi of Sippar in the time
after 3. X1I. Cyr 7 (when his predecessor Marduk-Sum-iddin is mentioned for the
last time) and before 21°.11 Cyr 8 (when B&l-uballit is mentioned for the first time
as a Sangii). The last mention of activity of Bel-uballit so far known has been
5.1.Cam 7°. His successor was Ina-Esagila-lilbur, known from texts dated between
18.11.Dar 1 and —.v1.Dar 12. This new text partly fills the gap between the term
of office of B&l-uballit and Ina-Esagila-lilbur. The former was active until the year
521, i.e. in the time of the reign of Nebuchadnezzar 1v. In the light of these
arguments we should accept the possibility that the scribe has written the sign
UD ME in a reverse order and read them as Sip-par.

In the light of our text BEl-uballit can be seen to have held the office of Sangii



of Sippar during the whole period of instability in Babylonia, i. e. through the
time of Bardiya, Nebuchadnezzar 111 and Iv. Earlier I suggested that Bel-uballit
was probably personally responsible for the acceptance of Nebuchadnezzar 1v
as king in Sippar, and lost his own office after his fall¢. The text BM 63282 sup-
ports that idea. He must have had good relations with all three usurpers and was
withdrawn from office by Darius I only after he had suppressed the revolt of
Nebuchadnezzar 1v. The fact that the activity of his family (Sangi Sippar) ceased
after his removal from office’ supports the idea that he was an active supporter
both of Nebuchadnezzar 11 and Nebuchadnezzar IV at least.

BM 63282 is the earliest text dated to the time of Nebuchadnezzar 1v.
‘We know now that the uprising of Nebuchadnezzar 1v started neither about Abu
16 (August 25) as suggested by Parker-Dubberstein ® nor about 27. 11 (June 8)°
but already at the beginning of the month of Aiaru, i. e. before May 17. It gives
a new argument for the idea that the uprising of Nebuchadnezzar 1V started in
Sippar or in its vicinity. The last text dated to the first year of Darius before the
outbreak of Nebuchadnezzar 1V’s uprising is dated only a day earlier (4.11. Dar
1). However, at least one document dated 7.11 ' (that is two days after the outbreak
of the uprising) as well as one dated in Simanu !, one in Du’uzu '? and one in Abu
13, written in Sippar '* give evidence that not all people were already prepared to
leave Darius I and recognize a new usurper, who was not strong enough to
control the situation. As the documents we know so far show, in the south of the
country Nebuchadnezzar IV was recognized only later, as late as in mid-Abu ;
however, since that moment till the defeat of Nebuchadnezzar Iv, no documents

dated to the reign of Darius I exist from this part of the country.
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