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Irperial High, Pasadena Social Studies Department

Kev EVENTS and DATES in BABYLCNIAN HISTCRY

Fram 1938 to 539

This summary covers the history of Babylonia
from the death of Amraphel in 1938 tc the fall
of the Babylonian Empire at the hands of the
Persian and Median armies in the year 539,
Phis material is based on Volume I of Dr.
Hochts Compendium of World History and his
lectures on this pertion of ancient history
from the Ambassador College World Histery
classes in November, 1963.

It is not widely realized — but Abraham had a great impact on the history of
Mesopotamia in the year 1938 B.C. 1

Tn 1938 Shinar or Sumeria, in southern Mesopotamiy was dominated by the eity of
tyoch or Uruk —-— the famous First Dymasty of Erech, This dynasty had boasted such -
world=fanous rulers as Cush, Nimrod, and Horus! Following the death of Horus or Gil-
gamesa in 1968, his son Amraphel took over for 30 years. But Amrephel's reign was
cut short in 19381

Assicraw Emmpiat SmAswao v ¥I&

The story is in Genssis 14, The opening versc reveals a preat Assyrian Jmpire
in the deys of Abraham under four great rulers — Amraphel, Arioch, Chedorlacmer, and
Tidal, oac: of the four was in control of a certain segment of this great realm,

Amraphel, as already stated, was the successor of his father, Horus or Gilgamesh,
the son of Semiramis. He controlled southern Mesopotamia or Shinar from the
city of Eroch, The years of his reign are 1968-38, Shinar was his portion of the
Assyrian rcalm,

Aricch is mentioned next in Genesis 14:1. He miled from the city of Ellasar,
wllasar is the city of Asar or Asshurl So this king was in control of porthern MNeso-
potamia, His period of rule is also the 30 years from 1968-38,

Chedorlacmer is the third king listed, He was king of Elam in this period,
Ram was the area east of Shinar, The exact dates of his reign are not known,

Tidal is the last king mentioned, He ruled over the area now called Asia Minor
or Apatolial Notice in Genesis 14:1 that Tidal is called "king of naticns,” The He—
brew word for "naticns® is goiim, This is a rcfcrence to Asia Minor because this arca
of the lcar ‘ast, in that day, was composcd of a variety of peoples. The history of
ancient Asia linor is the story of continucus attenpts to unite tho werring nations of
the r gion into a loose confederacye In tho prriod up to 1938 Tidal was the ruler of
this confeicracy., He was an Assyrian king and gencral ruling over several diffcrent
nations and peoples.

Notice then! The Assirian realm in the time of Abraham stretched from Zlam and
S inar through northern Mesopotania and into Asia Minor! But cven beyond that, 1t ex=
t:nd2d into Burope becausc Assyrians had migrated thare as ecarly as 21421 How vast
the ancient Assyrian urpire actually was bas never been fully realized!

RUS I
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oy road the story in Genssis 14. Tho Assyrians nad neld the Canaanite

milers in subjoction for 12 years (verse 4) — the period 1952 %o 1940, But
in 1959 the @naanites robelled and in 1938 the four Assyrian leadcrs and their
rpics come into thoe region to put down this rebellion (verse 5), They were

succcosful in defeating the fizgygﬁpaanite kings — but they made the mistake
of ddnapping Lot, Abrahamts l

Actually God wanted this to happen because Abraham was to be His instrument
in halting the proud Assyrians! The story is told in verse 12 through 16, Abraham,
with 312 trained retainers, pursusd the Assyrians, caught up with them at Dan
and slew them in the region between Dan and Damascus! The four greatest Assyrian

s

rulers of Assyria in that day were all slaughtcred in cne nightl

Tho Assyrian army was, of course, much larger than Abrahamts group of 318!
Abrahnm could not nave accomolished this astounding success without the help of
Gods The wihcle picture of this time implies that the Assyrians were imnosing
cas government and on® religi-n vhich would hLave stamped out all lmowledge of
God in tie werldl And they would have —— but Ged, through the instumentality
of His servant, Abraham, put an end to it! The Assyrians of that day were gaining
too much power, God used Abraham to cut them down to sizel

)j

« A okl W, . "
hors ig a parallel in cur day: God hasaised Britain and Amcrica, in the
First and Second World Wars, to put a stop tc what otherwise would have resulted

in complete control of the world by Fascism, the Assyrian Zrpire in modern timesl

Assyria, then, met crushing disastor in 1938, It tcok over a century to
rochore the Assyrian realm to the status of a major power again, The story of
hoth ancient and modcrn Assyria is cne of crashing defcats and seemingly miracu-
lous returns to power — and its greatest triumph and final collapse lics just
a few years ahead!

Few FAcS Foe rve 2eics /f3p 7o /657

To rotirn to the story of Babylonia, After “he defeat of Assyria in 1938
the history of Babylonia or southern Mesopotamia is practically unknown till the
tine of Lugal=Zazgisi (1657-1632), Tora pericd of almost three centurieg no
important Listorical events have ceme to light for this part of the ancient warld,
™o anciont records have been loste If important svents had taken place which
hiad an impartﬁ%hose with whom Ged was working, mers would have been praserved, But
since this poriod has no actual relaticnship to a greater understanding of the
Bitle it is necessary to ™ the details. : -, In terms of

Pl

chronolegd 711 'the necessary facts zbout: the-stariing-andsending dates—of-dynesi-Seos™

et

ars available,

e dymasty of Hamazi is a typical example in this period, It began at a
very early time in the year 2137, This is the year that Scmiramis returned to
Ieypt 30 years after the death of liimrod, Though she returned to Zgypt her re=
anpearance there also had an influence in Mesopotamia and Shinar, Her fame
covered the ontire civilized world. The implication is that, in Egypt, there
was a cradual retura to power during the 30 years by those who supporte@% Then,
> 2137, she dceided that she would have sufficient support that sne could dare

to appear in public once more in gypt. Thus tho Dymasty of Hamazi had a con=
neciicn with the return to powsr of Somiramishi or Ishtar in Egypte This dynasty,

as 1ell as orech IT which followsd it, were dated according to "the fra of Ishtar ™
It was comncaplece to date ruigns in the "Era of Ishtar,™ (SQG pages 2556 of
Velume I of the Cormendium, )
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Hamazi ccntinued till 1777 — a total of 360 ycars, Chronclogically
the tobal duration of this lengthy dymasty is lnown. But intermally —— within
this dynasty = no lengths of reign arc imown. They have not been preserved.
The name of only one ldng is still extant — Hadanish — but the duration of
his reign is unlmown, What is more, the location of the city.of Haxfpi itself
has never been foundl

The point is thiss Here is an apparently great dynasty which lasts for
nearly four centuries — but practically nothing is known about it! This is
a prime illustration, then, of how meagcr records are for this time in Baby-
lonian history.

Archaeologically speaking, Bygpt presented far less difficulty than Meso-
potamia, The story of Teyptts past is not buried as it has been in Mesopctamia,
In Zgypt the tombs and pyramids of the pharaoch$§ have protected the relics of
the past and thesc artifacts are readily available to the archaeclogist, But
Mesopctania is different, In this region there are literally hundreds and
hmdreds of mounds (called tells) bencath which are to be found the remains
of towns md cities, In order to find what is under these mounds the archaecl—
ogist rmst excavate them. This excavotion is an extensive and expensive pro-
ject often entailing hundreds of workers, years of time, and thousands of dollers!
Thus nc individual person can afford to dig up the past in these areas, Archaeo~
legical excavatiogtg%gg;ros the financing of a largo university or similar insti-
tutiocn which can - % the nccessary funds. Comsequently, because of the ax—
pense involved, relatively little is ‘nown about Mesopotamia as a whole, For-
tunztely the work of such men as Layard £N%Qeveh), Wooley (Ur), and Langdaon
(Kish) has proved very profitable, But 77"Y secrots still lie below the soil
of the liear Bast.:. : } However, it should be emphasized that
enough facts have been preserved or wncoverod which make it possible to restore
tne chrenology of ancient times since the Flood, All nesicd Tacts are available,
But many nam-s, evonts, and other details are still unlnown,

Ta Yeae 182Y

To repeat: There are very few facts lmown in the history of Babylonia for
the period 1938 to 1657, However, a 1ittle is lnown about the year 1828, In
1828 "the Assyrian kings succeeded in the Babylonian impire, and thenceforth
Babylonia and Chaldca became a part of the Assyrian Empire" — page 237 of
Jacksonts Chronological Antiquities, From this it is scen hat the Assyrians
came to some prominence again 110 - years after their defcat in Palestine
at the hands of God and Abraham, But no further details arc lmown,

The yoar 1823 also witnessed the defcat of the city and Dynasty cf ‘rech
by the city of Ur, In other words, the First Dynasty of Trech was succcded by
Ur T in that year, The famcus First Dynasty of irsch was greatly weakencd by
tlie death of Amraphel in 1938, Mevortheless it conbtinud under six additicmal
relatively unimportant and 1ittle known kings till the ycar 1828, BPut at that
juncture the dynasty completely ceazed and was succeeded by the kingship of Ur.

Tue Eosr Dymsry o< Ur

The First Dynasty of Ur consistz=d of four kings and spanned the years from
1828 to 1657, (The year 1557 marks the rise of Lugal-Zaggisi), These rulers
were Mes-Awme-padda (1828-1748), Mes-kiag-Tuma (1748=1718), Elulu (1718=1693),
and Balulu (1693-1657), The last two names arc pronounced A-loo-loo and Bah-
loo-loo! All i ur A%&_ . . Sunmorian names but the last two strike cne as
heavily African!

/57
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This king list is illustrative of the fact that the carly Suncerians
were Hamitic and Cushite peoples Wi have since nigrated to Africal The
lansuage termed "Sumerian® by schiolars was acbually the language ol ihe
family of Ham living in this nart of the world at tiis time, A Gorman
Catholic scholar cid a study in the 1930's showing that Sumerian has a
direct relationshiip to the Rantu languepcs cf tie Cashites of agst Airical
This writer pointed out that fizny words in modern Bantu have plainly bzem
derived from the ancient Sunerimm.

An additional proof of this is that the Assyrians commenly spoke of
people who lived in Sumeris as "black heads," This expression was not oXe
clusively a description of their hair but it implied - black
meni

Though “rech's domination passed to Ur in a local gense in 1828 there
werc other kings on the scene in Shinar, Little is lnown about their ac-
tivities but their existcnce should be noted, There were ldngs from the
city of Kish — Dynasty II of ¥i sh — thrugh names of individual kings and
their reizns Lave nct been pressrved, There was also a line of Claldean
kKings, At this early time the Chaldeans were a tribal rather than a city
£olk and so arc not dodgnated as roigning from any particular eify, Finally
thcre was the Dynasty of Hamazi which has already been discussed,

Just exactly what peoples 1ived in Shiinar at this time is not ‘mowne
However it is possible to gain a partial picture at least, Obviocusly the
cities or larger touns must have bcen compoged of muany kinds of peoples
There were certainly Hamitic folk of more than one farily, there were
Tanites, Chaldeans, Assyrians, Armenian (Aramaic) busincssmen, and cthers,
In short, the cities were a mass of confused populaticn —— whick wonld be fitting
typical of Batylon, the criginating point of chaos!

The big citine in the United States today are a prinme axamrle of this,
Mew York is not a tynical Americen ciltyl If the Irisnh, th: Gornmans, the Jews,
the Peles, tha Greels, the Negroes, and the Pucrto Ricans were rengved, there
would be no Wew York! Cne—third of the pepulation of cur greatect city 1is
Jouwish — and the renaindst is meinly a varisty of (ontiles!l Washington D.GCo,
the nationts capitsl, has far morc Nogroes living within it pere ntogewlae
than in any other major Americen city, The case of Chicago is sinilar, The
forelen clement tends to gathor in the citiese Such is the case
was the surme in zacient Babylonia,

[ CHAPTER. 2
Mucen %i-=Baba and Family

In 17,8 an unusual ruler appeared on the scene in Babylonia, This ruler
was a woman — the fanmous Quecn Ju-Rabal She ruled for 100 years — 1748-1€48
— certainly a lengthy reim but not impossible for that day, Her century-long
reim comprises the entirety of the Third Dymesty of Kish, & year Lefore she
died, as we shall sce, the fammus Ingal-Zaggisi was te bring tragedy into her
life,

The family backiround of ucen Ku-Naba is unlnown, Ne docwient has baan
frmd to rovesl wio lor hushand or Tather was, It is lmcwn thab at one tine

s

she had beon a wine morchant, It has boen suzgested that hor title nmight bebe
ter have beon Mbor naid” then "queen" and thot she could properly bte charzo=
terized as "a Rahab of Shinar!” It is morc than likely thet sho did hor besv

/58,
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to ermlate the notoriocus Ishtar or Serdramis in gaining politcal praminence,
Wrutever the casa, Ku-Baba was a famous wonane

Little is known of her reign until the year 1680, Prior to this year
the aping Queen had gained unusual reputation for her "pious deeds™ during
the time of the reign of ldng Puzur-Sehan of Akshak, a dynasty which had
also begun in 1748, As a result of these deeds, when Pusur-Sahan died in
1680, the son of Mu~Baba came to royal estate, His name was Puzur-Sin, His
acquisiticn of a throne cormenced the Fourth Dynasty of Kish which paralled
thg last years of his motherts reigm, Puzur=Sin ruled for 25 years - 1680 -
~1655, '

The year 1657, two years bcfore the end of the reign of Puzur=Sin, two
impertant events tock place in Shinar, First, the Dynasty of Awan ccmmenced
in the regiom of ¥lam, Second -~ and of greater significance for the present
story == 1657 witnessed the beginning of the reign of Lugal=Zaggisi.in Erecchl

In 1655 the son of Puzur-Sin and the grandscn of Ku~Baba, Ur-~Zababa,
ascended the throne of Kish, His reign was to end in tragedy only six short
yee;'x;’s }at:r. However, during his brief reign he had, as his cupbearer, a young

v A% was destined to become werld-famous, His name was Sargon, He would
bocome Sargom tho Great of Akkadl

low here is something important to understend for the events about to be
discusscd: The present Dymasty of Kish, though not an Asgyrian dynasty proper,
did have a very definite relationship to Assyria, It owed its prominance to
the fact that it had Assyrian backing and su;gport. - Kish hadm aglliancs with
Assyria! Queen Ku-Babs probably had much toawith bringing this alliance inlo
existence, And she named her son Puzur-3in, "Puzur" is a comnmen Assyrian name,
An cxample is the later Assypian iing named Puzur-Assur, The name "Sargon" is
elsc an As%an name, -~ TX4EZ Baraon the Great, who is associated with
Akkad, all Tulers named Sargon ere from Assyria,

Lvkds- 20665/ sae roa Tito 16%7

And now for the fateful year of 16491 In the winter of 1658-1649 the armises
of the Assyrian ‘mmpire attacked India in an attempt to expand the Assyrian realn
toward the east, Dus tc an apperently miraculous intervention by Ged through
the use of weather they met a erushing dofeat! This had significant effects on
political conditions baci: in lesopotamia!l

Lugal~Zaggisi, remember, had ascended the thronc of Erech (Uruk) in 1657,
Now, in 1649, when word was received that Assyria's armies had been crushed in
India, he saw his opportunity, Assyria was seriously weakenod and could no
longsr suppert its confederate, the Fourth Dynasty of Kish and its king, Ur-
Zabsbe, grandscon of Queen Ka-baba, Lugal-Zaggisi attacled ¥ish, conquersd the
city, and Ur-Zababa was slainl The inhcbitants were sont into exilel iAnd, in
addition to all this, thore is archacclogical evidence of a flood layer at the
city of Fish which indicates that Lugal-Zaggisi and his forces actually opened
the Zuphratcs River and caused it to flov over the city so it would be flcoded
and rendercd uninhabitablel

The situgtion in Shinar: Assyria had met crushing defeat, Ur-Zababe of
Kish IV was desd, The inhabitants of Kish had become a band of "Displaced
Persona,” Kish had boen submerged by e man-made flood! Iugal-Zaggisi was in
practically uncontested control of the region, And, one year later, in 1648,
een Ku-Bababa died thus cading her reign of 100 long years! Such was the
saries of ovents in the action-packed yoar of 16491
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King Iugel=Zaggisi descrvss some clesze attention at thias crucial june~
ture, He reimsad for 25 voars — from 1657 to 1632, His reign ccmporises
the entire Third Dyaasty of Erech (as shown on the chart), In the standard

1

high school anciont u-story text Lugal-Zaggisi is always the first rulor mene
tioned as being impertant in the history of Babylonia, Cne junisr high text
of recent printing presents this discussion of hims

'

eeeThe first great military conqueror whose name
appears in the historical record as Lu”QL—uabQISl
eeswho conquered all bthe other cities in the lower
valley, His ccnquests were spsctaculer in his own
day, but seem rathar small to us now, At its
height, his great empire was only about the size
cf Now Hampshire, Later, Iural-Zaggisi was de
feated and captured b another ambiticus king,
Sargen cof Akkad, (See pages 40-41 of Long Ago

in the (1d Werld by Cassidy and Sﬂuthuorth, T
lumbus, C(hic, 1964,)

lugal-Zaggisi oscendsd the thronas in 1657, Hight years later he had
become the dominan®t riler of Sumcria or Shinar, But in 17 nmeorse ysars his
reign was tc end, FKow this cceurred is the next part of the account,

Sargen of Akkad

ors . ‘a Juung
Assyrian name aurgon. Su*'pon was d Su1ﬂ“d tc b*como enc of the no
rulers of his ora! I* gbcu“u be nO“nt sut that a "cupbearer® doe
scrve a king wine, wku,LuU“Da“cv cans directly 1rto thz king's praesence
often and thus mew m"st of the najor affairs and prcblems of the rcalm, Ac-
tually lie was a confilant mnd & "lsor of the ruler whor he servsd, In the Bille
it is recorded thet Mehemiah was She cupbearer of Ting Artarerwves (fTchemizh 1:11).
Thus the position of cupbsarcr was /me of significant iupertance and ~nly & wvory
able irndividual cculd be entrusted with it,

cnly heir, was slain in the attack urder Lugal-Zagiisi, Consemqus
outlived her grondscn and was vithout scmeons to succeed her, Snr
necessary to adopt scmeene in place of her heir now doad, Her choice wa
young, popular, and oble cuptearcr, Sargon! Thus vhen Sargon later decl
that he had a 1l3zal right to pclitical power due te this huontlon he was nob
just making a Lalse, trumped-up political claim, His clain was, in facu, a
real one, The chronolegical facts for this period, when properly r-stcred,
prove this, This is why the reccrds also state that Sargen was "King of Kish"
as well as Aikkad!

Rocall the cvents of 1649, Ur=Zabaha, grandson of Queen 3o bz and hs
"

Note this alsc: Ysars later, after gaining _power in 1632, it iz rocerd:d
that Sarzon restored th: displaced 1nhab1tants of Xish to fheir eztatess "Sargm,
king of Agadc,eee king of Kishesee reatored nlsh he orderad them to take again

5

possession of their city® (Pritchard®s Ancient Near Eastern Teocts, De 267)s Tois
informaticn fille in, then, the narly background of Ssrgon and explains -~y he
was on friendly terne with the pOOple of Iish, The royal famil;y o7 Kish, Queen
Fu-Baba mnd king Ur-Zobaba, had holped him lay the politecal feundaticns for

later greatnzss

“o
VALV
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During the pariod of 1648 (in which year Xu~Baba made him her adopted
heir) to 1632 — a space of 16 short years — Sargon was at work preparing
to establish himself as king and ruler, Then s 1633, he had marshalled enough

powsr to be able to cvethrow Erech and defeat Iugal=Zagzisi, the destroyer of
Kish! T v 2078 /{__fj IS TSE DCCLL ) RS oL Sej A

rie"r

Thus 1633”was a pivotal year in the history of Babylonia, It marked the
end of the reign of Iugal-Zaggisi and the commencement cf the 55-year reign of
Sargan, The rise of Sargon, who was an Assyrian, also actually signifies the
return of Assyrian domination in this area, The year 1649 had witnessed the
loas of domination by Assyria due to the defesat in India and the sudden assault
of Lugal~Zaggisi who temporarily dominated Shinar, But now the royal Assyrian
line of Sumer, represented by Sargon (an Assyrian name which never appears any-
where later axcept in Assyrian king lists), returns to power in Southern
Mesopotamia in 1632 after a 16=year interruption,

In 1632, then, the political power passed from Lugal-Zaggisi and the
city of Eroch to Aldkad and Sargaa. The greatest name in Babylonian history
in this period is unguestionably that of Sargon, He is usually spoken of
as Sargon "the Great," This was not an exaggeration, He reigned for 55
long and eventful years from 1632 tc 15774 (This correct dating proves Sar-
gon te be a contezmporary of Moses! father, Amram, See Ixodus 6:20, Noscs
was born in 1567.)

Quite a bit has been learned about Ssrgon and his conqucsts, After
defsating Lugal-Zaggisi he conquered all of Sumer to the Perszian gulf, in
which he mmshed his weapons,® He then cxtended his demain in all directioms,
subjugating Zlam to the east and conquering the western regions along the
upper suphrates to the lediterranean, Accerding to his own inscriptions
Sargon reached the Amanus and Tauwrus mountains and theie are indications
that his domain reached into Anatolia, As a2 result the new capital, Alkad,
became the canter of a vast cmpire, where ships brought riches from distent
countries across the Persian gulf and up the river,

But, in addition to this, there are definite indications that Sargon had
an sxtensive realm which extended to arcas far removed from the Middle East!
Two famous jouneys are reccrded for Saergon: At one itime he nade a trip west
to the "Wastern Sca™ and did not return from over the waters until three years
later, Another time he made a trip to the "Zastcrn Sea" and did nct rotum
until seven years had elapsed! Now if Sargon only went over the Mediterranzam
and the Porsian gulf hc certainly spent an unusual length of time on board
ship for such comparatively short voyages! What the evidence actually points
out is that Sargon sailed over the Atlantic and the Pacific Cceans to the
New Worldl

Here arc some interesting facters in relation to this: The Peruvian
Indians, as proved by Dr, Hoeh in Volume II of the Compendium, actually pre-
served their history back to the Tower of Babel! How, in the pericd shertly
after 1600, their ancient king 1list records the ccming to power of a new line
of kings with the title of ‘Aunauts,™ a word signifying a priest or Megian,

In cther worde this period, exactly in the time ¢f Sargoenm, witnessz2d the ori-
gin of what could be called the Merian religion —— or the religion of the
¥iddle .ast — in the New World among the Indians of Perul Right in the time
of the groatness of Sargon a definite impact from the Middle Eagt alters the

type or rulersiip anong the P ruvians! P74

X1
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The Tirst major blow tc the Akkadian domination of Mesopotamia and the
Near Zast tcok place in 1535, the twentieth year of the reign of Naramesin,
In that yesr a people fron the sast callsed the Guti, led by FErridupizir,
invaded the land of Shinar, They did not corpletely talke control of the
reglm of Naram—sin but néither could he drive them out of the country,
Thig is substantiatod by the fact that Brridupizir usurped the titles of
Namg-sin, He claimed to be as great a conquercr as Narme-sin wase The
Guti ar: never presented as ruling fron any particular city, Their ini-
tial atback, then, in 1535 was sucgessful and enabled them to make

" snroads inko losopotaria, Butea fou short docades their increased
efforts were to nest with even grsater successd

The ultinate disaster of Naram-Sin struck his kingdom in 1500 —
the second and most successful attzcl of the Guti hordes! Naram-Sin was
toppled frcm powere The Guti destoyed the erca of Akkad, A year later,
in 1499, Naram=Sin was dead, l'e had lived leng enough to see his empire
ccllapse. His successor, Sharkalisharri (1499=1475), came to 2 grestly
weakened thrane, The name Sharkalishorri ncans "king of all kings" but
this was an idle boastl The greatnoss of Aldrad had pacsed forever!

6 Guti Jymosty last=d £ill 1410, Apparently this dynasty was the
dominant one in Shinar during this period of almost a centuryts duration,
But it was by nc means the only ans, The successors of Neram=Sin in Akkad
had = limited rule in %the north, The Second Dymasty of Ur (1535=1427) was
also in existence, as well as the Dmasty of Awm in Ilam in the east,

Then alsc, in 1472 the Fourth Dymasty of Erech came into being, Here
is the background: Sharkalisharri ruled till 1475 in Akkad, But the three
years after 1475 are charactorized in a note in the Akkadian king list with
the phrzse "3 years of confusion," Three ldngs arc listed for the three yeoars
of 14751472 = Igigi, Wanum, and Imi — follcwed b 2 fourth, Dudu (1472-51)1
Clesrly there is a marked change in tne kind of rulers who came to leadership
in this once=great dymesty! During this period it became proverblal to asks
"Who was king? Whc was not?”

Durinz this period of wcalmess, uphcaval, and uncertainty a2 rival dynasty
arose at frech —- the Fourth Dymaety of “rcch, Ths initial year of this new
dynasty is 1472 — exzactly the same year as the last cf the three years oxd
confusion in the weakening Dynasty of Akkadl! The rise of rech IV, then, be=
gan in 1472, It reached its fullest pcwer in 1436 vhen the Dynasty of Alrzad
finally died ocut completely,

s o rvk Guri Ane Cevivae oF Asiven

Recall now, that since 1235 the Guti had been terrorizing and cppressing
mich of Shinar, But their day of political reckoning was finally to ccme! In
1410 a ruler named Utuhegal cams to power in Brech, His brief reign ci scven
vears — 1410-1403 ~— constitutes the entire brief Dynasty V of rech, Utuhegal
wes able tc muster enough power to achicve something that would assure nim
lasting fame, He was able to overthrow the Guti, these foreigners who had
dominatod the land for 125 years since 15351 The yoar 1410 marks the end of
the Gubi Dynasty —- thanks tc Utuhegall
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Babylonia from 1938 to 539 centinued Page 9

The first major blow tc the Akkadian domination of Mesopotamia and the
Near Sast took place in 1535, the twentieth year of the reign of Naram-sin,
In that yesr a people from the sast called the Guti, led by Erridupizir,
invaded the land of Shinar, They did not corpletely tale control of the
realm of Naram—sin but néither could he drive them out of the country,
This is substantiated by the fact that Zrridupizir usurped the titles of
Namig-sin, He claimed to be as great a conquercr os Marm~sin wasl The
Guti ar- never presented as ruling from any particular city, Their ini-
tial atack, then, in 1535 was sucgessful and enabled them to make

" inroads inko lesopotaria, Butgn fou short docades their increased
efforts werc to meet with even greater success]

The ultimate disaster of Naram-3in struck his kingdom in 1500 —
the second and most successful attack of the Guti hordes! Naram-Sin was
toppled {rcm power, The Guti destoyed the erca of Akked, A year later,
in 1499, Yaram=Sin was dead, lle had lived leng enough to sce his enmpire
ccllapse, His successor, Sharkalisharri (1499-1475), came to a grestly
woakened throne, The name Sharkalisharri ncans "king of all kings™ but
thisz was an idlc boast! The greatnaes of Allzad had pacsed forever!

The Guti Dymasty lasted ti11 1410, Apparently this dynasty was the
dominant one in Shinsr during this period of almest a centuryts duration,
But it was by no means the only ans, The successcors of Neram-Sin in Akkad
had = limited rule in the north, The Second Dymasty of Ur (1535-1427) was
also in existence, as well as the Dymasty of Awan in Zlam in the east,

Then alsc, in 1472 the Fourth Dynasty of Erasch came into being, Here
is the backgrcund: Sharkalisherri ruled till 1475 in Akkad, BPut the three
years after 1475 are charactcrized in 2 note in the Akkadian king list with
thc phrase "3 years of confusion," Three ldngs are listed for the three years
of 14751472 — Igizi, Nanum, and Imi — follcwed k- a fourth, Dudu (1472-51) )
Clearly there is a marked changec in tne kind of rulers who came %o leadership
in this once=great dymesty! During this period it became proverbial to aske
"Who was king? Whe was not??

Durins this period of wealmess, unhcaval, and uncertainty a rival dynasty
arose at frech —= the Fourth Dymasty of Zrcches Ths initial year of this new
dynasty is 1472 — exactly the same year as the last of the three vears of
confusion in the wealeniag Dynasty of Akkadl The rise of drech IV, ther, be=
gan in 1472, It reached its fullest power in 1436 vhen the Dynesty of Aldad
finally died out completely,

ok _ox rve Guri Awe Cevivae o< Assven

Recall, now, that since 1235 the Gubi had been torrorizing and cppressing
mich of Shinar, But their day of political reckoning was finally to ccme! In
1410 a2 ruler named Utuhegal came to power in Erech, His brief reign cf soven
years — 1410~1403 ~ constitutes the entire brief Dynasty V of Wrech, Utuhegal
wes able tc muster encugh pewer to achicve something that would ascure him
lasting fame, He was able to overthrow the Guti, thosc foreignors who had
dominated the land for 125 years since 15350 The ycar 1410 marks the end of
the Gubti Dymasty =~ thanks tc Utuhegall
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To roturn » e vy o0 Tep " onda, From this time forward, dow nﬂuhd
fall of Nineveh, Assyria was the dominant power in Mesopotamia excnpt for a
short time during the reign of Hammurabi, Babylonia was second-rate in  cone
trast to the predominance of Assyria,

In the yezar 1403 the prcdominant power in Shinar passed from Lrech o
the city of Ur, Here are the cvents: Utuhegal had appointed an official
(called an g¢nsi) to be director over the city of Ur, But this official, Ure
Nammi, was dislcyal, He revolted overthrew his overlord, Utuhegal, the con=
quercr of the Guti, and established his rule and dynasty at the city of Ur,
The year 1403, then, marked the beginning of the Third Dynasty of Ur, It
lasted for 117 years down to 1286,

During its period of over a century, the Third Dynasty of Ur was the
leading dynasty in the area of Shinar, But it was by no means the only cne,
There were contemporary dynastics at Awan in Tlam, Adab, and Nari,

After the reign of Ur~Nammu (1403-1385), the founder »f the dynasty, ther=
were four cthoer rulers, The last of these was Tbbi-Sin who reigned for 25
years, 1311-1286, During his reign the leadership of Ur crumbled! PRusinecss
documents rocovered by archaeclogy show that there was famine in Ur, prices
rose, and the governnent had to buy grain at high jrices from different roe
gions, To 3dd to the problems of Ibbi-Sin, two former city governors usurped
authority and made themselves independent kings, Naplanum (1336—1485) in lar-
A%éVsa and Ishbi-Irra (1301-1268)} in Isin,
X -\0O



Badylonia from 1938 to 539 continued Page 11

The final blow to Ibbi-Sin came in 1286, In that year there was an
attack from the east out of Elam, The Elamites conquered Ur, Ibbi-Sin
was carried captive to Elam -- the Thrd Dynasty of Ur had become history! .

A virac
- mite ‘chz_'t_:nological matter may sppropriately be discussed at this
point, It . Al . the fact that the Fourth Dynasty of Kish was
resurrected in 1291 during the reigns of Ishbi-Irra and Ibbi-Sin, Remember
that Ur-Zababa of Kish IV had been slain in the attack on Kish by Iugal-
Zaggisi in 1649, From that year onward, for over 3{ centuries, the Fourth
Dymasty of Kish lay dormant, The family lived on but did not enjoy royal status,
But in 1291 Usiwatar ascended the throne of Kish and reigned for seven years,
This was, in effect, the "resurrectiom" to royal authority of the family that
had begun centuries before with the famous Queen Ku-Baba! This second and
final phase of Kish IV lasted till 1255 when the dynasty ended completely,

The fact that one king list for Kish IV assigns 400 years to Ur-Zabeba
while another gives him a mere 6 (which is how long he reigned — 1655=~1649)
has caused no end of consternation to historians, They label the records
for Kish IV as "corrupt" end Worthless." But actually the answer to these
seemimgly irreconcilegble accounts is very simple,

The mysterious "400 years" actually covers the period fram 1655 to 1255
— that is, from the beginning of the rcign of Ur=Zababa to the end of the
dynasty as a whole, The actual break in the dynasty extends fram 1649 (the
doath of Ur-Zababa) to 1291 when Usiwatar came to power, a period of 358
years, Thercflore the"400 years" is actually an era which represents a gap
during which there were no kings in this dynasty., The family continued but
did not have Péwrese authority, Thus there is a 358 year break in the con=
tinuity of this dynasty which the scribes rounded off to a convenient figure
of 40O years, At the end of the 358 ycars the old royal family of Kish once
more was restored toc the throne,

The key to dating the last part of Kish IV is a ruler named Shu-ilishu,
In the Dynasty of Isin Ishbi-Irra (1301-1268), the first ruler of the dymasty,
wag followed by Sm-~ilishu for ten years (1268-1258), It is known, of course,
that Ishbi-Irra was contemporary with Ibbi=Sin, the last ruler of Ur III which
has already been discussed, This synchronism makes Isin I dateable, There-
fore it is known when Shueilushu ruled in Isin I, But here is the point:
Among the last several rulers of Kish IV is a king named Shu-ilushu, This
is the same individuall Shu~-ilishu ruled in both Kish IV and Isin I! This
major chronological "link" makes it possible to date the latter years of
the resurrected Kish IV, The fact that Shu-ilushu is listed in both dynasties
clears up the mystery of the 400 years, The 40O years begin in the days of
Qucen Ku-Baba and Ur-Zababa and end in the time of Shu-ilishul The reign of
Shu-ilishu is the clue which makes possible the proper placement of the
mystericus Fourth Dynasty of Kish in the history of Babylonia., The wnd of
Kish IV is contemporary with the beginning of Isin Il

Isin, Larsa, and Babylon

F
With the establishment;Naplanum in Larsa and Ishbi-Irra in Isin a new .
stage was reached in the confused history of Babylonia, From the time of the
captivity of Ibbi-Sin of Ur III in 1286 to the rise of Babylon to real power
in 1077 — a period of over two centuries — Shinar was split into a northemn
kingdom dominated by Isin and a scuthern kingdom ruled by Larsa. As far as//(
>
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other citics until the rise of Babylon in 1174, This periced, tien, has bezn
labeled the Isin=Larsa pericd,

How did these twe dynastics arise? The answer is the repetiticn of an
old story: They arose during a period of struagle, This struggle, es slreudy
sunmarized, was between Ur III's last ruler, Ibbi-Sin, and the Elamitesz who
attacked from the caste Ibbi-Sin was finally carried captive in 1226 wtidch
marked the end of Ur III, This left the two dynasties of Isin and lLarsa
which had begun in 1301 and 1306 respectively,
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in Shinar from which there were ruling dynasties, But, then, in the yeoar
1174, the First Dynasty of Babylon arosel

Babylon is universally considered to be one of the greatest of ancient
cities == and yet therc was no dynasty of kings ruling from it until as late
as 11741 The First Dynasty of Babylon -~ the dynasty which Hammurabi made
famous —- was the first actual line of kings to rule from this famous city,
In other words, from the time of Cush and Nimrod and the building of the city
and tower of Babel {which turmed out to be a failure!) till the reimn of
Sumu-abum (1174~1160), the first king of Babylon, there were no political
rulers exercising control from Babylon, For 1080 ycars — 2254 to 1174 w=
there were no kings in Babylon proper, It was not a city-state as other

Sumcrian cities were, Babylon had existed prior to this only as a raligioug center,

What made it possible for a new dynasty to arise in Babylon in 11742
The answer lics in Assyrian history. Assyria was the next-door nezighbor of
Sabylonia in the Fertils Cruscent, In 1174, at the city of Assur, king
Assur-dugal was ruling. But in this his sixth year — 1174-1173 — chaos
struck the city! This is clearly roflocted in the Assyrian king list for this
poriod: It is recorded that in this last year of Assur-dugal no less than six
kings occupied the thronel In the list, cach of thsm is described as "scn of
a hobody " — indicating they were non-royalty!

Clearly this was a time of strife and confusion — internal disruptionl!
A major revolubion expleded in Assyrial Only such a major upheaval as this
could make it possible for a rival power to rise in the city of Babylon, This
event allowsd Swm-abum to ascend the throne at Babylon and comrence 1ts first
dynasty of political overlords, In another century this line was to be the
dominant dynasty in Shinar!

From 1174 forward, then, there were throc powerful dyiastizss in existence
in Babylonia — Isin, larsa, and Babylon, As an advance summary of what bvook
place here is vhat happened between these political rivals: Rim-Sin, the last
ruler of Larsa, was able to defoat Isin and thus bring the greatcr part of
Shinar under his control, But he, in turn, was defeated by the well-known
Hammrabi of Babylon who was able to unite the whole arca under nis rule,

/et
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Babylonia from 1938 to 539 continued Page 13

~ Here, in more detail, is the story of this three-cornered struggle be=

" tween Isin, Larsa, and Babylon, Down to 1077nane of the three dynasties was
able to muster an attack against the others, But then the struggle began,
The stage became set through the rise of three rulers, Rim~sin of Larsa came
to the throne in 1103, Damigeilushu came to power in Isin five years later
in 1098, And, in 1092, Sin-muballit (father of Hammurabi) became king at
Babylan,

Tho key events from 1077 onward may be summarized in a series of four
major attacks: Babylan initially overcame Isin but, two short years later (1075),
Larsa canquered Isin and drove out the Babylonians, Eight years later, however,
Babylon had grown strong enough tc recapture Isin, Finally, 23 years after
that, Babylon, under Hammurabi, was able to conquer Larsa, Thus, in the long
struggle which covered some 35 years, Babylon came out the victor,

The first of the four major attacks of the 35-year struggle took place in
the year 1077-76, In that year Sin-muballit of Babylon attacked Isin and Damige
ilushu and made them submit to his overlerdship, Sin-muballit, however, allowed
Damig=-ilushu to remain in the city of Isin,

Sin-mballit!s dominion over Isin was shart-lived, In the calendar year
1075=7. the second major attack was perpetrated, Rim-sin, not to be outdone,
launched an attack from Larsa against Isin and the military occupation of Sine-
rmballit, The military blow was a complete success! The Babylonians wersé '
driven out, Damig-ilustu fled to the Sealand (where he ruled till 1050), and
Rim-sin incorparated the fallen city into his realm e84 the mid-point of his

r é1=year reim,
Hammurabi

Though the forces of Sin-fmuballit had been driven from Isin before the
armed might of Rim-sin, Babylon was only just beginning its rise to power!

In 1072 an important event took place, This was the year in which the famous
Hamrmurabi began a joint reign of ton years with his father, Sin-muballit, .
This also malg'ked tiie beginning o 1? Z’"’“ &" ~f 55 yaars,dom to 1017, (Note
that the famous rulers of the Madim“ggz{&w, Sargon and Naram-sin, also
reigned for 55 years each,) Hammlrabi:: #50 be the first ruler since the days
of Sargan and Naram-sin to build an empire which reached cutside of Lower Meso=-

potamial

By the year 1066 Babylon, under the joint leadership of Sin-muballit and
Hammmurabi, had grown in strength to the extent that it was ready to challenge
the power of Rim-sin, In this year Babylon attacked Isin, recaptured the city,
and drove out the forces of Rim-sin, Larsa, under Rim-sin, had passed its peak
and was now on the declinel

Finally, in 1043-42, the inevitable took place, In this, the 29th year of
the reign of Hammurabi, the forces of Babylon attacked end defeated the city
of Larsa and its aged king, Rimesin, The dynasty of Larsa passed oul of exis-
tence! Babylon, under the ambitious Hammrabi, had become the dominant power
in Shinar,

Put this was not the end of Hammurabi's triumphs, He was actually able tc

7 defeat Assyria and anmnex it into his expanding realm the very next year after
the fall of Larsa (1041)! The domination of Babylonia over Assyria continued
for 50 years down to 991, In addition, Hammurabi also subjugated Mari and the
well-imow Zimri-Lim (pp. 46=50 in Wermer Keller, The Bible as Histary). For_
the last two decades of his 55-year reign, thecn, Hammuirabi ruled over a kingdom
that extended from the Porsian gulf to Mari and Assur and eastward to the Zagros
Mountains — but he could not overcome the power of Israel in Palestine in the ,.»
reign of David %1052—1012)! ~r-\3
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Cne of the mosh amaninge fucts browghs torin by the true reconsbrusiicon
ancicnt history is shat Hammurabil was conterperary with Saul and Javid! Hie—
torians have invariably placed iim centuries earlier, Shortly after archasclc
gists uncoversd the history of this peried it was the comnon practice to concivae
that Hammurabi was the Amraphel of the Bible (Gomesis 14), Today it is no lenger
believed that he wes a contermorszry of Abraham, The old thecry has b2en rew=
placed by confusicn! [istorians now, depending cn which of thrzce or four
chronclogical schem s thoy pref Pr date Hammrabil anjw%e*e from the 17%h back
to the 19th century B,C, The =i Auagnlca states thabt his roign begun abent 1200,
In other words, Hamrmrabi is placod at least elght centuries toc early by all

Bible-rejecting historians!

4

Historians ccnclude that the confusien about the dating of Hammurazbi is not
important, But tho matter takcs on great sipnificance when it is rcalised that
historians like to believe Lhat Moses fashioned the Ten Commardments aftor the
famous law code of llammurabil This makes it vital te know if Hamrmrabi Lived
before or aft r Mosos! The true roestoration of history, bascd upen the chrono-
logical limits assizned by tho Bible, proves thal Hammurabi lived FOUR CTUIVELS
after Moses! If anyonc was iniluenced by a previcus law it was Hammurabi

not the othcr way aroundl

There is clear and positive proof that Hammurabi and his successors lived
during the time of the greavness of Israel. n the days of Varﬂurcbl ¥s gon
Sansu-iluna (1“29—991),,~qa his grandsen, Abi-cshuh (091-063) Babylon was Fa
nous for its g¢ovbrb137v71f?r turg — literature written in the Corm of 4he
Biblical Proverts, The reasom for this is obvicus: In the days of Solomon
(1012-972) th= culture of Israel dominated the world! This is clearly ompha=

ized in I Kings 10: 243 "And all the earth scught to Solemen, to hear his
wisdom, which God had put in his heart," The writing of wisden literature,
then, in Mescpctamia, was the rosult of the direct influence of Solomonts
Empire on surrounding culbures, mgpt reflects ™ samc literary features
during this idontical poricd! As we might expect, historians have assumed that

this kind of literaburc long antedatad Selomon who simply revived it vy

(&)

copying {rom his ancient predecnssors!

Mosus and Sclomen did =mot nood Lhe help of the Babylonians, Jusi the
opposite was lre!

The reign of Hammwrabl is regurded as the Melassical ago"
Babylonia, Hammurabils CCTTesp ondmance gives the impressicn of a2
tician and an able administrabor who took careful pains te main

.

govcrnment, Letters to his jovernors contained precvsc Instructic

Y R
enforcement of order and juctics, His famous law code was comllsd jn the looow
it £ tele

years of his reign, This long list of laws was inscribed on a dicrite st
discovercd at Susa (Smshan), where the Flamites had carried it at o lat
Cther cooiss of this law code have also been found on clay uabl ts, ILowever,
Famrmurabits law was nob thie {first codification lmown from ancient !
Frarments of a Sumerim code of Hing Ur~Uamm of Ur have been found as well
as a code of laws of ¥ing LiniteIshtar of Isin,

A large nurber of legal and ccononde Jdocuments {rorm ©
a rood picture of the way of 1ie, Trade flourished, The
on private property and entornrise, As for relipion: Ubo“ a“V’ﬂ“ rose to
the status of capital of a large realnm its city-rod, Mordul, also rose in
prominence! vardul becare the sunreme god who replaeced the old Sumerian cod
"nlil as head of the pantheom.

/&(T'T" "



Babylonia from 1938 to 539 continued Page 15

After Hammmurabi, the First Dynasty of Babylon continued in unbroken
father-sm sequence through five more rules down to 879, All five reigns
were at least 21 years in length, However, these ldngs were not able to

- maintain Hammrabits empire although the cultural and economic life of
Babylonia went on along the same lines he had developed, Then, in 879,

a foreignybrought this famous dynasty to its close,
Invasien

The Sealand Dynasty

The story of the year 1075 in Babylonia has already been told: This
is the year in which Rim-Sin of Larsa overthrew the city amnd First Dynasty
of Isin and drove out its last king, Damig-ilushu, But this was not the end of
the reign of Damig-ilushu! He fled to the Scaland where he was also recog-
nized as king and where he continmued to rule for 25 more years down to 1050!
They Dynasty of the Sealand continued through eight other rulers down to the
year 846, It was contemporary with Hammurabi and Babyla I,

Where was the ™Sealand?™ The Bible mentions this area of the Near East
in Isaiah 21:1 with the exurgssion "the desert of the sea,"™ It could also be
called 'the wilderness of the sea" or "the wilderness of the sealand,® This
extensive area was the desert region extending from southern Shinar dwon into
southeastern Arabia adjoinging the lower edge of the Persian gulf, It was an
extension of the region of Babylonia which bordered on the sea and thus derived
its name,

The fact that the Damig=ilushu of Isin is the same person as the first ruler
of the Sealmd Dynasty proves that Sealand I is cortemporary with Babylon I,
Historians recognize that this is true although farmerly they theorized that
Sealand I followed Babylon I,

The Sealand Dynasty had a royal house comprising two different branches,
The second branch included a king named Ilumeilum who ruled 60 years — 1016-
956, Notice the last part of the name — -ilum, This is just a Sumerien form
of Elohim! ZIlohim is the word translated "God" in Genesis 1: :1. In other words,
here was a Babylonian king who applied to himself one of the names or attributes
of God! Such is the vanity and arrogance of pagan rulers!

In the year 846 the Scaland Dynasty was overthrown by the Kassites (a warring
Cushite dymasty from the east which lasted 1022-66C) in a famous war which included
Assyria and other pooples of Mesopotamia,

Secand Dymasty of Isin

The end of Hammurabit's famous dynasty, Babylon I, in 879 brought to promi-
nence a new line of kings fram the city if Isin, This dynasty == alsc often re=
ferred tc as the Pashe Dynasty — exercised government both from Isin and frem
the famous city of Babylon, At this time in ancient history Babylon plgyed a rcle
in Mesopotamlia similar to that of Thebes in Egypt: Both cities were rogarded as
the political ad religous capitals of their respective regions,

Cf special note in Isin II is its fourth ruler, Nebuchadnezzer I (847-825).

He was a predeccssor of the Nebuchadnezzer of the Bible, The Nebuchadnezzer of
the Bool of Daniel, then, was actually Nebuchadneszer II,

V74



llisteriansg mistakenly assume that the Jecond Dymnast
Kassite rule in Mesopobamia, Actually ‘hﬂ ¢-two dynast
tenporary, This is provem by the fact that the kings
wars with the fnsoites,  d tl"(‘ Kassites anplicd the op
Vasasites" teo Hebuchadnozser T due Lo his wars with then,

Thra Spall Dynasties Boetween 747 and 700

The year 747 marks tho commencement of the famous Socond, i
the very last ﬂpas‘rv in the history of ancient Babylonia.- ‘z
of Nebuchadnezser II. But beforo telling the s‘ary of this L
threa other brief‘ dmastics must be accounted for -~ Sealand T

Sealand II lusted for a brief 21 years fram 747 tc 726 undar thice rings,
none of whom ar~ famous, Then, in 726, the Sealand Dymasty was displaced by iings
from the Hecuss of Bazmu, The Baz... Dynasty continuod for 20 vears dowm to 706, 7%
1so ircluded iust three ikings with long and unfamiliar names {Tor exanrle, B
ulmash=shakin-sturid !},

The year 706 was ¢ crucial cne in ths nistory of Mescpo.amia, I witnessed
an invasion of Slamites into the land of Akkad under the leadership of king Mar-
biti-apal-usur, !is reism of € years — 706 to 700 —= conpriss the cntirve dura-

tion of the Lricf but lempestuous [lamite Bynasty which, for st loach nari of
this period, exorciscd authority at Babylon, The Zlamites jeinod wdth the Cha

w

deans and Babkylornians in rovoliing agam.,t the dominaticn of As’*nla. Thage sis
years of Dlamite attack arc alsc the last six of the reien of Shalmanescr
Creat™) who rulad 735-700, In the ancient Assyrian record (‘.nr"u cunon)
those six years i5 maried by the word Mrevolt!™ The Assyrian 'I’p_].i. wae Lus:
a century away from its (inal collapse! This period of upnmval in Meazopet Jlld
is clearly rei_Le,cted in the days of lerodach-baladan and Sargon Ln»,s viic muia
up part of Babylon II, who will be discussed shortly,

This Elamite incursion made possible the final rebellion of the lModes wjalinst
their Assyrian overlords in 700! The Medes had been a subsorvicinb people since
1958 B,C,! In 216 they had revolted and zained ruch progress toward ultimate
triumph, But they had to walt till 700 t5 make their final md ecemplote trosk,
Then, in 612, thoy ass’sted the Chaldeans in the finel cvertirces of ia

finally, in );9 they 1-cached the pinnacl: of their power when they jodiu
the Persians to overthiow the great Dabylonian fmpire in the days of D:‘i‘lv"_,

<7 HAPTE ree ‘//

Babylon IT e~ Lhe Last D‘Y‘nauty of Ancient Rabylonia

In the year 747 the Second Dynasty of Babylon began, Tils year marits the
nning of what is called the "Era of Nabonassar® — named after the first of

w series of kings, native and forcign, who ruled at Babylem, [rom 747 orwasd
the nistory of ancient Babylonia is chronologically correct! Through all succesiing
conturies the reirms of Dabylonian rulers from 747 on down have dien mown and
available to the public, Dates before this year remain in cantrovaersy auong Bidloe
r 2jecting histeorians, Th2 classic acccunt of these later Kings of "aoylo ia is

the famous Canon of Ptolery, (Ccne PACES 25F-§P orF Vowwme L o= rve (e Ar’fmﬁ/uq}
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Babylenia from 1939 to 539 continued Page 17

First some general observations about this dynasty., Babylon II continued
! from over two centuries — 747 to 539 — from the reign of Nabonassar to the
Persian conquest, During the first 47 years of its duration there were other
dynasties, the three just discussed — Sealand II, Bazu, and Elamite, But from
700 on there were no other dynasties in Babylonial This line from the city of
Babylon was the only one in ed stence| The general concept to bear in mind is
that the nearer one comes to the end of ancient Babylonian history the %eg;"‘gz-
nasties there will be in existence, By way of contrast: In the year 1450 there
were some six w~corded dynasties in existence in this area of the ancient world,
To the year 699 (with the exception of the Kassites) there was only/onéli The
rulers of Babylon II succeeded in bringing all of the Babylonian cig-’:;fates
under their domination, No other dynasties were able to rise to power in the
region, In the over—all histary of Babylonia — the land of political and
racial confusion - this is the E@E@;\ not the rule!

And now for the /namesfand,

SVl £ MQ,BAH;O;L“ : abonass
(747-733), the first ruler in the 115, ' z%ﬁ'iaﬁ?%ﬁﬁ the ﬂprem?;c%‘_o_fgﬁﬂ““ g’rlaas

end the powerful Tiglath-pileser III, Nabonassar was able to keep matters under
NAgonwassAa control during his reign but, after his death in 733, revolts and dynastic strug-
Awo Svecess-gles broke forth, One ruler, Nabu-nadinzer, was able to hold the throne for two
oeS ghort years to 731 but his power was limited, The next ruler, Ukinzer, was able
to wrest the thrane in 731, but higberiod of royal power was also short-lived.—

due to the intervention of Tiglath-pileser,

aatd L T

Tiglath-pileser ITI, to say the least, viewed the chaotic events in Babylonia
with disfavor! In 729, during the third year of the réigm of Ukinzer, he attacked
4 Babylon! He seiz ch;%g‘ci and made himself king of Babylon under the name Pulu
(Pul in the Biblef. R this conquest the two kingdoms of Assyria and Babylania
TiciAT# -PHE4€ oz umited in a persanal union under Tiglath-pileser III, But this union was
(A.) not to exist very long in peace and harmony, The reign of Pul ended in 726,

The successor of Tiglath-pileser III was his son, Shalmaneser V, who reigned
for only five years, 726-21, Here, then, was another Assyrian ruler who also cccu-
pied the thrame of Babylenia, His Babylonian throne name was Ululai! It would be

SNALMANESER impossible to guess that Shalmaneser and Ululai were names for the same individual
~ — but this fact has been proven histarically! This shows to whaet extent nanzs in
ancient history vhich are very dissimilar can actually be names for the same perste

Historians hold the erroneous idea that this Shelmaneser V was the Assyrian
king who conducted the seigs of Samaria in 721-718 and carried Israel captive,(II K, 17
But this is impossible because Shalmaneser V was already dead when this e*:enfkt‘,TokU:‘;)
place! He died late in 722 in the last year of his brief reign. The Shalmaneser
Zwe CoaN= of the Bible who conducted the seige in Israel was Shalmaneser III ("the Great")
rEsPoLALY who Tuled out of Calsh, a suburb of Nineveh, Shalmaneser V is listed ameng the
Swiph MF - rulers from Nineveh itself, Historians think that Shalmaneser the Great lived in
HAL the time of Anab I of Isracl (915-893) — but actually he was the contemperary of
NESELS ¢ .1maneser V in the time of Israelts captivity! (See pages 297=301 of Volume I
of the Cogendi;_.ﬂ‘-,.) As in Egypt and Babylonia, there were parallel reirms in ancient
Assyria alsol

Now to return to the story of the Kings of Babylon: For seven years — 72G=22
— from the time Tiglath-pileser III captured Babylon till the death of Shalma-
neser V,the Assyrians kept Babylonia in subjection, But in 721 the Babylonians,
along with the Kassites and others, were able to revolt against the Assyrians.
Merodach-baladan, a Chaldcan, mede himself lking in defiance of Assyrial
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r of jprodachebalsdan was not te fo unchallenged, Ia fhe o
721, thce same _‘,'f?:«r he came te the throne in Fabylan, Sargen 11 ascended

of 4ssyria at Ninevch, While Shalmancscr the Great was carrying out God's 4
in ths punlSIIanu of sinful Israsl (721.718) Saz 1on W'}_, ‘L‘_:_(g*;‘% plans o triac
Babylon back into the Asg i 3 i .
sllies of Merodachwbaladan, delcalc b

The reign of rerodachwbaladan contir

Merodachebalndan 1s one of the fow baxwlo"lla{x Kines menhionsd in the Bible,
In the second last year of his reism (710)’ a visit to I :,:c,um , Kng
Tudah (724=€95), This fancus viclt is reco"'ded in Isaiah 39, This is
i which Hezelish naively showed Uhie Babylonians all the trcasures in
.rfny was Mcrodach-~baladan =o interosted in courting the favor of tho 2
Decause he had hosrd of tlw orcat things God had done for ’Ie:e.g.ar! it
miraculous events recorded in Is aiah 38! Merodach~baladan certainly uvanbsd the
assistance cf a ruler who onjoyed so :mch divine favor, He needed all inc ailise
he could get against the cver-prosanb threat of Assyrian favasicn and conguest!

—_—

e e N g W S e

The friendlinczs of Hezekiah did not help the cause of Verodach~balada! For
12 years he had bem “*'1@ to hold out against Assyria —- but in 709 unf: vacatim
endfxi! In this ycar Sargon II mustered his forces, in "ﬂr“'i V‘a%y'lon ngaiy, wmnd
verthrew ,nn Babylenian king, lierodach~baladan flcd anl  Sargen Losk over
uke throne of Babylon,

Sargon reirned over Babylonia fer five years, 709-704. He punished the Taals
dean sribes for rebelling but he did not destroy Babylon or cthsr citd 4

he took the role of r stornr. He called himself "king of Sumer and A ::r"” xt
only took the title of “governor" of : abylon. He celetrated the
in Babylon and did much in the rebuilding of that city and obacr flabylouun towns,

The reim of 3arpen was cub shorte [e lost hisg 110w en o campain in
in 704, His sm Sennachorib, who had reigned jointly with him prior oo U
began his scle rule at Nineveh,

At this point in the Babylonian ldng list the years 704=702 are listsd as
R

"tyo kinrless years.® With the desth of Sargom frouble was again boiling in
Rabylonial ilere arc the events: Ibrodach-baladan, who had [Ied o am in ™

seized power again in 703 with the aid of the Ulamites! ub nine snord montis
later the powerful Sennacherib defcated the combinned f‘cx. ceg of the Dabyloni
Chaldeans, and Zlamites -= and again Merodach-baladan was forceu to fle

) ¥

lifel Sennacherib put a man of his cholce on the throne of Dabylonis . Del-lini,

The reim of Bel-ibni, the Assyrian appointee, was destined to be suort =
just three years, 702-699! In &99 the hLabylonlans revolted, Sennaclicrib lnme
mut down the revolt and plaed his own son, Assur-nadin~ghum, on the throne o

Babylone The roism of Assur-nadineshum covored the six years from 65993,

During the raien of I son, Sennacherib deecided to punish the Dlmsites
for the help they had orov the Babylenian insuryenls, Tor this rirposs f“-.
had ships muilt in Assyria a“‘l Syria which be manned with Pheepdcian and Ien
sailors, These zcailed douwn the Pfuphrates and 'i; ig for an attach wu
the Persian ~ulf, 1In 793 Zennacherib and his forces landed in wlanm anc
several towms, Dut tho Jlamites wers oqusl to the occasion! They hurric
rear of the Assyrian attack, cceupicd Babylonia, captured Assurenadiz-shum, od
rut a man of their choice cn the throne, ilergal-ushezib!

/72
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Nergal-ushezib continued on the throne of Babylon for just ome year, 693-
¢92, He was succeeded by a Chaldean, Mushezib-Marduk, who endured for four
chaotic years till 688,

During these years the war with Assyria proceeded with varying success,
But then, in 688, Sennacherib conquered Babylon! This famous Assyrian rulez;':’w"gg‘ &
not content with conquest alone, He decided to punish the city severely: The
statue of the god Marduk was taken to Assur, Babylon was looted and completely
destroyed, and then floodsd by a diversian of the river Buphrates! Far the rest
of Sennacherib!s reign the city remained a wasteland! For eight years then ==
from 688 to 680 — the famous city of Babylon was kingless and uninhabited, For
all practical purposes it was nan-existent!

The "kidnepping" of the god Marduk and the destruction of Babylon was regarced
by many as a grave sin! When, in 681, Sennacherib was murdered by his own song
(TT Kings 19:37) it was concluded by pagan observers that the gods had taken ven-
geance upon him for his deeds!

The dead king was followed by his son, Essarhaddon, who ruled for 13 years
(680-667). He is listed in the Secand Dynasty of Babylon as Assur-akh-iddin, His
length of reign in both Nineveh and Babylon is the same period of 13 ycars. He
did not follow his father's policy in relation to Babylon, He immedjately began
to rebuild the city, He also did mich in the way of restoring temples in other
Babylonian cities, Like Sargan (709-704), he only used the title of "“governor
of Babylon" for himself, Essarhaddon died in 667 while on the way to Egypt to
put down a revolt there, (Egypt had been conquered by Assyria in 670.)

The next ruler on the throne of Babylon was the elder son of Essarhadden,
Shemash-shum-ukin., (A younger s, Assur-banipal, 668-£26, meanwhile, ascended
the throne at Nineveh.,) Shamash~shumeukin carried on a comparatively lonz reign
of twenty years, (67-647, In the year 651, however, he iook & drastic and dariag
step which was to prove fatall He attempted to challenge the supremacy of Asgyria
and his younger brother, Assur-benipal! He made this reyolt because he felt he
had the support to carry it off successfully -- the backing of the Egyptians, the
Rlamites, and Aramaesn and Aradb tribe But his calculations proved incorrect,
The fighting went on far four years,t in 647, Assur=banipal conquered Babylon,
hamash-shumikin died in the conflagratiom, and a man by the name of Kandalanu was
appointed king in his place!

Kandalanu, the Assyrian appointee, enjoyed a reign of 22 years down te 625,
He was the last Assyrien ruler — either conquering king or Assyrian appointee —
%o sit upon the thrane of Babrlon! Thirteen years after his death the Assyrian
Rmpire was no morel

Tt is time to review the king list for Babylon II down through Kemdalanu,
Of the Poarteen rulers who held the thrane between the years 747 and 625, eight
were Assyrian kings or rulers appointed by Assyrian kings, five were Babylonian,
end one was Elamite, This shows the close interwrelationship between Assyria and
Babylon during these 122 years, with Assyria enjoying the political supremscy for
at least 85.0of them, .

Note this major points: . Babylonia had in most of its previous history,
been composod of many warring city-states and.was not wnified, Bt mow, in its last
years, largely due to the influence of Assyria, the lend of. politigal copfusian had
become UNIFIZD under just one dymasty —— Babylon! T'Tﬁis Assyrian-inspired unity ac-
tually resulted in the down-fall of Assyrial It enabled the Babylonians to mar=
shall the strength necessary to gain the victory over the crumbling Assyrian Empirel

— . /7
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vious fcurtean nllers in Fhe king list designated Babylon II, These &7 ysunmy
mark the last period of fleourishing of Babylenia,
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After the dmun/oi Kan dalxmu, the ruler appcinted by Assur-banipal, _fgg_a*r‘ chy
oiisted in Babylenisl A syria tried to bring the Babylonlans undar cc':“,“‘f sk
hed only temporsry succegs, Cut of the struggle \‘-IabOpo_la sar en s %Al
ligh himeelf ass king in I’ agylon, The years felleowing 625 wure fil
batwsen Assyria and Nabopolassar, tluring which border regions wore
taken, The Asgyrians, however, wero anrraced in a losing strugpgie,
Modian army

T

A seccnd enory of Assyris wes E.}l'._—/? under tao leadersiip
I ”(,w.-, 4). The Assyrian ing, Uin-sarra-ish-iom \6)._—-u12), Y e t
Cyaxcres off for scvoral years bul could not drive his forcus away, The assyriap
m'litary no longor cnjoved the overvhelming  superiority it hiad in the pastl!

TwrERVENTION

s he year 616 marked the beginning of the end for Assyria, In that year loboe
o~ ¥

poiassar marched up the Zuphrates and Khabur valleys, defeated lho
Ly Horan, and exacted tribute from them Ih this civuation the Lss:
/’?&ﬂﬁs 2. @

an alliance witn Egypt but it ""nv—"-" seloss, Then, in 614, the ted
and conquered Assur which, along \J:Ltl Minsveh and Calah, was onc
. royal cities of Asgyria, Nabopo.i.assar came with his a:t‘my to he«“ip the ledes oui
arived only after the city had been taken, However, 2t this time Igborolasszar
_and Cyaxeres made a formal treaby of allimce, The doom of Assyria was g3814G:
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Babylania fram 1939 to 539 continued Page 21

The fighting continued for the next two years, Then, in 612, both the Medes
and the Chaldeans beseiged Nineveh! The city fell in the month of August, Calah
had collapsed in 621; Assur was taken in 614; and now Nineveh, the third and last
royal city of Assyria, had been conquered, It was looted and completely destroyed,
never again to be rebuilt! The prophecy of Nahum describes the crashing fall of
Nineveh! (Recall that the city of Nineveh was regarded as fictional until arch-
aeology uncovered it in 1845, providing a great proof of the historical accuaracy
of the Biblel)

The last vestiges of Assyrian power sputtered on for a few more years, Assur-
uballit II (612~608) set up a final Assyrian reign in Haran far to the west of
Nineveh, But in 609 Nabopolassar was able to take Haran, forcing Assur-uballit
to flee, In 608 Assur-uballit attempted to retake Haran with the aid of the Egyp-
tians but was unsuccessful, After this event he disappeared from history! Thus,
after the fall of Nineveh in 612, the fall of Haran in 609, and Assur-uballitts
failure at reconquest in 608, Assyria ceased to exist!

The Assyrian Empire was divided betwcen the Babylonians and the Medes: nor-
thern Assyria and Anatolia were taken by the Medes while the south became part of
Babylonia,

o NESVcHASIN EZ2ER .

Nabopolassar, by successful military conquest, was thus able to elevate Baby
lonia to the position of top power in the Near East, In the latter years of his
eventful reign he was ably assisted by his famous son, Nebuchadnezzer, During
the years 607 and 606 they continued fighting the Egyptian army that had aided o
Assur-uballit, the battles taking place in the region of Syria, In the year 605 ﬁ(,r';‘f ‘
Nebuchadnezarcontinued the campaigns againgst th ti afte bopolasssr L2 3
returned homc to Babylon, Yhe crown prince defeated the Egyptians in the b°/
famous battle of Carchemish, e remnants of the Egyptien army were pursued and
annihilated near Hamath o the Orontes and, after this event, Nebuchadnezzer was
eventually able to conquer all of Syria,

In August of 604 Nabopolassar died and Nebuchadnezzer returned to Babylem to
officially became ‘hi ccessor, Ihe rejey of Nebuchadnezzer spanned 43 years

Lrom 604 Lo 5614 peak of the Neo-Babylopnian Impire, The main events
during this time may be listed as follows:

1, The Babylonian captivity of the Jews,

2, The 13-year seige of Tyre,

3, The conquest of Egypte

Le The seven years of Nebuchadnezzer's insanity.,

The captivity of the Jews may be surmarized as follows: Between 604 and
585 Nebuchadnezzer made war with the Kingdom of Judah, The Jews were not suc-
cessful in any of their battles with the Babylonians, In the first years of
this war, Nebuchadnezzer carried away the majority of the Jews fram Judah to
Babylan, The group which included the orophet Daniel was taken in 604 (Daniel
1:1=2), Jehoiachin, his family, entire staff, and all the leaders of Judah
were taken in 596 (II Kings 24:10=16). At the end of the war, in 587-585,
Jerusalem was beseiged and taken, Zedsokiash was captured and his eyes put out,
and all the Jews, except those under Gedaliah, were finally carried to Babylonl
Read the story in II Kings 25, And ev:n those under Gedelish finally fled Pal-
estine, This was a completc captivity! e
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?ast! Babyleonia acd Assyria wera his, he had taken over Sywiz, Judah zud Pal:
tine had come under nis power - a great empire! But Sgyot st3ill remuined, This
famous ancient naticn was next on the conquest list! !

[ ; x of : ; o
By the year 572 MNelmchudnezzer was in contwolypractically fhe ontire Huar
5l )

Nabuchadnerzar s #gy; tiar compaign began in 570 wiih tho groat ki ;
sresent st the front, The first skirmishes met with such briliiant su
ever, that the klnﬁ left the canmpalgn in the hands of his able "ﬁnnxal

roturned home bto Dabylon, Ghe conquest of Zgypt took just three full y

570u587, In the calendar year of 567-566 the destruction of Zmymi A ;“""
Phorach imasis .as sent into exile to the Island of C Cypris, “he ot
wers deported Crom their howeland,

This was followed by the famous 40 yecars! desolaticn as propheosicd abou
the yaar 570 by the pro“h“t zekiel, chapters 29 and 30, Th: 40 years coverad
the pericd 567=527, Durvn~ this time God sent a terrible drought on Zast e
rica, Rainfall ceased, lo wator flowed in the ”1lel The land was so parciud
and dry that wild beasts coula nob survive > there! OLgypt was absolulely and cos
nlstely desolate - 2z non-sxistont nation, for all prabtlcal purpecses! Tn»
vrovheeies of the Blblo had again besn fulfilled! This svent merked th

0 * africa, From this time forward Africa has been a backward naticn on th

r=buchadnezzer had returned home before the Ryptian campaizn was over, And
s did not continue on the throne to see it completed, His reign was ini i ek o
Yanuchadnezzer became insane!

the story is told in Domiel 4, Prephscy wus again to be fulfiiied! ihe

svents in verses 4 through 27 upp“““ntl} took place in the year T 577 afis the
geize of Tyre :nd bofore the atbtack of Zpypt commenced., Daniel intsroprotard uhe
astonishing and horrible drenn Hebuchadnezzer had, telling him that he Jmulu e
insane for seven years i1l he learned ¥ihat the nnﬂt Higzh rules in

, and gives it to vhomscever He willl (vorse 25), Laniel comy
interprctation by telling the ldng to repmt of his ways! Hohice €

But. of course, taings were going too well for this world zul-r to chanse
J ¥ 3

nis ways, In 570, as already recounted, he began his militsary compaimn against
Toyot. It was so successful that by t?v and of the vear he had raurned homs:
M4t tha end of twelve months he walked in the palace of the lingtowm of Debylon
The xing,.e.said, 'Is not this great Babylon, that I Love builé._ P -ﬂfA o
. power, and for the honour of oy majesty?*'" (verses 25-30). i

chacmezzer was not miving God any credit for his successes at tbis
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Suddenly, at that very moment, the fulffllment of the prophecy came upen
Nebuchadnezzer (verses 31-33)! He lost his mind! For seven years the greatest
ruler in the world became like an untamed beast, He ate grass, his hair grew

long, his fingernails became like birds? clawsl

Actually Nebuchadnezzer was a fype of all Gentile rulers, His seven years
of insanity illustrated the seven times (2520 years) of Gentile rule fram his
day till the return of Christ, Jesus called this period the "times of the Gen-
tiles" (Luke 21:24), It includes the four great world ruling empires (Babyloniem,
Medo-Persian, Greek, and Roman) and the seven revivals of the Romsn Empire, The
Gentile rulers throughout history have bshaved like beasts because they have cone=
stantly made war! They have not repented or acknowledged the power and dominion
of God, But Christ will change this when He retums!

And Nebuchadnezazer did realize the power and greatness of God after he re-~
gained his senses, Notice verses 1-3 and 34~37 of Daniel 4, These sectioms show
that Nebuchadnezzer was reporting his experiences to all the world after his
period of insanity ended (562), He did come to recognize the rulership of God
and he rendered Him praise and honor! This pictures the ultimate surrender of
Gentile rulers to the rulership of the Almighty God at the end of the "times of
the Gentiles,"

The period of the reign of Nebuchadnezzer was 604-561, This span of time
includes the seven years'! insanity — 569-562, Thus for seven years someone had
to rule Babylonia in his place., Specifically who this was is not recorded, Notice
also that the Bible account of Nebuchadnezzer ends with the conclusion of Daniel
Lo Chapter five picks up twenty-two years later in the reign of Nabonidus and
Belshazzar, Notice also that his reign is recarded as ending in 561, the year
after he recovered his mind, Whether or not this is the year of his death is
not known, However, it does not seem likely that he should die so soon after
learning the great lesson he did, Nevertheless, at this point the story of ‘the
end of Nebuchadnezzert's life remains unknown,

To summarize: The reign of Nebuchadnezzer marked the pinnacle of the great-
ness of the Neo-Babylonian Empire, It was a period of prosperity, building, and
resotration, Almost all the palaces and temples excavated by archaeclogists in
Bebylon date from this time, In short, Nebuchadnezzer made Babylon the greatost
city of the ancient world! He built the famous Ishtar Gate, with high towers om
each side, decorated with figures of animals made from brightly colored, glazed
tiles, Within this gate were erceted tier after tier of roof-gardens filled with
exotic trees and plants, These were the famous "Hanging Gardens of Babylon" -
called by the Greeks ore of the "Seven Wonders" of the ancient world! Bear in mind
that this is the setting in which Daniel, the servant and prophet of God, lived
and worked and wrote, Just as Joseph in Egypt, Daniel was placed by God at the
focal point of world power in his day!

The Final Defeat of Babylonia

The reign of Nebuchadnezzer marked the peak of Babylonian power, But, with
the end of his rule in 561, the record of history shows that the fall of ancient
Babylonia was only 22years away! History amply illustrates the point that lsac-
ing nations are often at their greatest just before they collapse!
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TvileMerodsch was succeeded ty nis brother-in-.law, ancther Ilittle—mmown
camad Nergal-shar-usur, He reigned four ysars, 59—555, Archaeclogy has
things about ‘Iergal-shar-»usur including the fact that he cone
v campaign in Cilicia, He is not menticned in the Bible,

-+ the throne of the last Babylenian mmler illusirates Tthe s
thas existed in this declining pagan ve2lm, The lawtful heir to the
o Hercai=mchar=ugur wos Labohi~Marduk, a minor, But he never lived %o
mreme! He was assassipabed in 555 @nd a usurner, Habinidus, seized

aLmnicdas, the final ruler in Babylonian aistory, re
However, he wae nct the scle rulnr of $he
shird vear (552} he made his 637 dest son, De

o
c«plaing why 3elshazzar 1s presented as ths

Aftar inshalling his son as co-regent in Babylon, Nabonidus went io Arabla
ho gtaysd for soms 13 yearse {Thus e uas not prezent at the Fali of
when DBelzhazzar was killed, Daniel 4) I Aravla he captured Tema and
shed a lavish headguarters there which included a palace similar to the
Babylon, He used Temz as a base of oporations for further conquegts in

2 Arabisn peninsula,

U

U

Tabenidus occupied in Arabla and Belshazszar at home in Babylon spprwenitiy

smavare of the grave dangers that threatened the realm, the gbage was s:t for tic
£31 of Babylenial Cyrus the Great, king of Porsiz (558—‘%’39')‘ had been malking _,
great military conquests since the suart of the reign of Hlabonidus, By the tak
€ 33% he was rosdy to take Babylen!

the cronts felat:mg %0 the capture of Babylen are recovded in the Zible 1a
u j The time sebiing da Cctober gr‘ 539 13,3,, Delshazzar and his lords wwee

=

¥ thon ~= were celsbrating a sreat I "fﬂrsﬂ 1)e They blagphe-
Lo use the sscred vossels o Trod :,-f # had been faken from the
Ly Hebuehadnanzer Ln 555 8,0, iverses ,4.-,1;)1 The pagm meIYy-+L.o.
55 an ao“umu lalt \\mmv e Cod miraculousiy :nu"ed ga Jngoeris
Lo of Bahyionia to tha ledes and
s go borrifiod by this wmatural
5oLher me & Brof found manifastation
enll whic asmerience! The
ni3l weos N:ITGM in to interpret the
Lianiel told Eel 3mz:',ar i‘-e ahculd have
{ his
b "LC‘-d ;,nmr hczzrt,
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Balbylonia fram 1938 to 539 continued Page 25

Daniel 5:30 records the fate of Belshazzar in concise terms: "In that nisht
was Belshazzar . o o SLATN!"

Other historical sources reveal how the Medo-Persian army took Babylon on
that fatcful night in history in October of 539 B,C., ZXenophon, the Greek hise
tarian, recorded that when Cyrus the Great, king of Persla who was leading the
arrly, reached Babylon in 539 he dug channels to divert the water of the Buphra-
tés River which flowed under the gates of the city of Babylon! Then he and the
Medo-Persian army carefully slipped down into the waterless river bed, crept
quietly through the gates of the city, and rushed to the palace where the drunken
feast was taking place, Upon reaching the palace where Belshazzar had seen the
handuriting on the wall (apparcntly Belshazzar did not want to call off the feast
and thus disappoint the thousand lords despite this miracle), they "burst in,
and, pursuing those who fled, and dealing blows amongst them, came up to the
king, and found him in a standing posture with his sword drawneees " Xenephon
then wrote: "/Thg/ mastered him!™ Just as Daniel said, Belshazzar was slain!

One aspparent problem should be explained in this connectiom, History records
that Cyrus and his army took Babylan, Yet Daniel 5:31 states that Darius the Mede
took the kingdom at the age of 72, Zenephon supplies the answer, After Babylom
had succombed to the Medo-Persian forces Cyrus went to Media to visit his uncle,
Darius (also called Cyaxeres), While there he requested that Darius occupy Babylon
for a year while he (Cyrus) returned to Persia to sce his father, So it was that
during the year Cyrus was with his father in Persia, his uncle Darius was "made
[texpar ¥ing over the realm of the Chaldeans™ (Daniel 9:1), Then, g year after
the battle, Cyrus the Persian led a victory march into conquered Babylan, (Read
pages 307-311 of The Bible as History.)

The downfall of the Babyloniawlmpire in 539 marked the end of the seventy
years of captivity of the Jews who had been carried away under Nebuchadnezzer,
Cyrus, the king of Persia, as prophesied in Isaiah 45:1-4 same 200 years befare,
made it possible for the Jews to return to Palegtine, He issued an edict that
the captive Jews could return to Jerusalem and rebuild the Temple of God (II
Chrone 36:22=23; Ezra 1:1=2),

In October of 539, then, the last dynasty of encient Babylon camc to a halte
Nabonidus, the father of Belshazzar, had rushed to the scene fram Arabia with his
army after Cyrus had entered Babylan — but it was too latel He was easily de=
feated and his réign ended, The once-grcat Neo-Babylonian realm was absorbed into
the Persian Empire!

Final Comments

. . o CONIEEM A
Here are some vital points of information . ..’ : :
over-all higtory of Babylonia:

1) The kingly lines in Babylonia differed fram those in Egypt in that the
Babylonian rulers did not claim to be part of the same blood line, The Babylonian
rulers did not care whether they were officially related to one amother or nof.
Babylonian kings ‘90411‘.:41’ power . through conquest, Intermarriage was not
regarded as a necessary step in attaining royal status, In Egypt, the pharaohs
were very cancerned about the fact that they were the descendents of the “gods"
— that is, related by blood to the criginal rulers Isis,  Osiris (Semiramis and
Nimrod), and Horus, Thus they clung to the tradition of having to intermarry pe
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to acquire royal status, This procedure was not followed in Babylonia where
a congleomeration of peoples lived,

2) TIn ancient times there were cities other than those from which we find
dynasties recorded, Besides Kish, Zrech, Ur, Awan, Isin, Larsa, Babylon and
the others mentioned in these chapters, there were additional cities and towns
in the area which have long since been lost, Only lmowledge of those cities and
dynasties necessary for understanding the overall history of the area has been
presorved or uncovered,

3) Drawing an analogy with a medern situation will help us understand the
situation in ancient Shinarg The wars that went on between Kish and Grech and
Isin and Larsa may be compared to Menrovia warring with Arcadia or Pasadona
fighting with Long Beach in the Los Anglesd arcal These werc small city-states
vary closz to onc ancthor and their comparatively petty struggles really did
not have a world-wide impact,

4) A list of the key dynasties in Babyloniag from 2254 to 539 helps
clarify this portion of ancient history, The major dynasties were Lrech I
(2254-1828), Ur I (1828-1657), Erech II (1657-1632 — Lugal~-Zaggisi), the
groat Dynasty of Akkad (1632-1436), the Guti Dynasty (1535-1410), Erech V
(1410-1403 «— Utuhegal), Ur III (1403-1286), Isin I (1301=1075), Larsa (1306~
1042), Babylon I (1174~879), Isin II (879-747), and Babylon II (747-539).
These twelve dynasties were the dominant cnes in their particular eras in
Babyloniats history,

5) Italy of the 15th_century is readily comparable to ancient Babylanial
5 look at a map of Ttaly'’e 2. “2¢5 »shows that the area was divided into
many independent city-states just like Shinar was —— Savoy, Genoa, Milan, Venice,
Florence, and others! And, just as in ancient Slg}nar, these city-state arcas
warred with cach other, There was no unity — no",\city-state had the power to
dominate the whole arca, This was tho same situation that had existed in southemn
Mesopotamia as the previous pages have shown,

6) Ancient Babylonia, then, may be compared to Italy in more recent history
vhile Assyria may be cquated with Germany! This is a key concept to bear in mind,
Ancient Shinar, then, had the same impact on the world in its dey as Italy has
had in nodern times = comparatively little! As in modern times, Assyria has had
a mich greater world influence, Italy has always played a more miner role, Shinar
was a small arca of the world that, for most of its history, was weak, divided,
and confused, Oubtside of Sargm and the famous Akkadian Dynasty, none of the an=-
cient city-states had any power and control to speak of beyond the area of southern
Mescpotamia, Besoes rw Tme  oF NENCARONELLLS,

7) Compared to Isracl, Egypt, and Assyria, Babylonia is the least important
area in the histery of the ancient world, Yet historians apparently imow mcre about
and spond more time studying - - . Babylonia than its significance warrants, The
title of a recent book illustrates this: The Greatness that was Babylon, The point
is that Babylen (mcaning Babylonia) had very liltle greatness, In the Bible God
has very little to say about it excopt for the ruign of Hebuchadnezzer, Again the
gcholarly world illustrabes its Lalet for misplaced emphasis!

Uhy study Babylenia at all?  Sinply because historians do spend so much time
dealinpg with this area and becauss 1 is irmorbant to ot the story chronoclosrically
oriented in relution to the Bible, wub, whon considaing ancient hislory as a
whiole, the study of arccs such as Wt end Assyria is ormch morevreuardlnﬁl
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Restering the Chronology of Anciept Assyria ip Sevep Bapgic Stepg

In Chepters 13 and 14 of volume one of the Compendium Dr, Hoeh has ccrrectly restored
the chronclogy of Assyries in 7 logical steps. These steps revolve arcund certain ciw-
otal dates — 612 (608); 621; 692; 1058; 930; 1220; 2006; snd then the dates 1179 and
1174~73 in relation to 1181 which 1s the ending date of the First Trojan War,

step Qne: Page 296, This Llist of later Assyrian kings of Nineveb is correctly dsted in
all histcry books, It ends in 612 (cr 608) with the fall of Nineveh (Assur-uballit II).

Step Twc: ™ the section ™who was Shalmeneser?"——pp, 297-301-——Dr, Hoch establishes that
cnalmeneser ™"the Great? (III) and Shelmemeser V were parallel and that the farmer lived
(reigned) 735-700 B,C, From this point for the start of the list om pp, 301-302, Dr.
Hoeh restoros the dates of the Kings of Calah in the period 735-£21, A revolt ended
the Clah line in 621 (p. 302, bottam). This is only the last pswr¥ of the Calah line,

Step Three: Pp, 303-304. This 1list gives the predecessars of Shalmameser the Great all
the way back to 1058, campleting the entire 1ist for the Calah line,

Step Four: The list faor Calah a page 304 shows & shake-up in the yeer 330, This break"”
in the lang Assyrian king 1ist (which is thought by histcrians to be consecutive) pro-
vides the starting point for the dating of the latter half of the Assur list (ppe 310~
311). The line ended in €32 B,C, with & great war in Babylonia (page 311, bottam),

Step Miwe: This fifth step covers a great period cf time from 2006 doun tec 216 B,C, Tke
Tong 1ist for this area (pp. 318-320) is fram the classical writer, Ctesiss (read pp.
316B to 316 carefully!)., .ipparently these kings ruled in Assur first and later in Nine-
wok, The _ist bezins with Horus or Gilgamesh (Ninyas) ant Arioch (Arius) who was slain
ty Abraham (Gen. 14). The two basic dates of 200¢ and 1932 are alroady established
fraw cther scurces, as well as 1968, the yoar of HNorus' desath, (The period fram 2006
back to 2234 is cuvered in Chapter Two of vol, two of the Compendium--the rulers were
Zemiraris, Asshur, Shem, Nimrod end Cush going in reverse crder back to 2254,) The line
ends in 816 B,C, wvith the initial revolt of the Medes (p, 320, bottam)., See page 329

- {r the eplatiomship of the prophet Jongh to this period, All 4ssyria would have fallem

at this time had not Ninewsh repemnted! Be sure to note, on page 319, the date of 1448
for Semiramis II {Attosa), Balaam died in the year 1443-47 (Humbers 31:8) end she took
over his religloag office (he was the head of the Mystery Religion in that dey). In
1428 she also cams to a political ofiice (toward the bottam of p. 319).

Koigco now that Steps Six and Seven are based upon varimnt datings within this lang list
iz Ctesims, In other words, this list serves as a "spring-board" in restaring the re-
meinder of the Assyrian chronology.

Stem Six: The Lrief 1ist of "Contemporary Kings®™ on page 323 is established at its start
2 4220 as explained on page 323-—reed 1t carcfully, Thoen the ending date of 1058 1s
the stariing dete for the Calah line (back on page 303—Step Three above),

do

7t

3tep Sevens: Here we restore the last 1ist which 1s the first balf of the Assur line {Step
Tcur abovs)e Using the six missing years es a link (botton of p, 323) the reriod cf re-
voin of 1174~1173 is established, Read page 324 carefully! Wcte that 1174 also marks
the teylmning of the First Dynesty of Babylom (refer back to page 281)., Also notice—
this !s very important!—that 1174-1173 is right efter the First Trojen War which ended
in 1181, In this war the Greeks defeated the Trojans. The Assyrians, who were allies
of Ircy, wore thus also defeatedl This set-back caused a tremendous internal upheaval
back hame ‘n Aasyria resulting in this shake-up in the dynacties! The end of this por
tion of 1ist for Assur (p. 326) ties in with the dete 930 ind Mnlil-nasir II (look back
at page 310), Thus all tho rulers of ancient Assyria are loglcelly dated by these many
inter-locking and mutually supporting proofs!




The Decline and Fall of Assyria

The following chronolcgical outline summarizes the descending forfimes of the an-
cient Assyrians from the tine of the initial Medism revolt to the fall of Nineveh,

(1) 816 —~ This date marks the initigl revolt of the liedes against their
Assyrian overlords, ederus Siculus records in detail how the liedes successfully
cverthrew the Assyrians in 816—=the time of the prophet Jonah, Une of the royal
Agsyrian capitals at that time was at Rehoboth on the Buphrates. There the Medes
successfull,v a+t cked the person of the ling, Thoncs Concclerus (also lmown as
Sard aqapa”!lm;, slew bim and his armed guards, and razed the city. Unly the re-
pentance of the Hinevites saved them from the Median ravages--see the Book of Jonah!
(Noce: Toiav the ledes are the Slavic pecples of Easternm Europe and -ussia, Here in
ancient times ithe liedes atiaciked the Assyrians., In modern times—=1945—the itussians
ravaged Berlini! History does repeat!)

Comment: In regard to the story that follows, it is important to realize that

there were fowr roval cities in ancient Assyria. One of them, lehoboth, already

mentioned above, was on the M. The other three were on the Tigrig: (1)
i vras the itical center; (2) Calah, a suburb of Nineveh (also called Nimrud)

ras the gilitazy center; amd {3) Asshur, named after the great deified ancestor of
the Asu,n.ans, was the w center, DBach had a dynasty of kings ruling in it,
and each dymasty came to an end during the period of Assyria's decline,

~— 712 — In this vear the Assyrian captivity of the 10 tribes of Israel was
completed; it was a progressive conquast which had gone on over the course cf several
decades, licw Assyria had fuliilled Goils purpose, serm.ng‘ as Lis instrument to punish
sinning Israei, From her° cr the decline of the ancient German Empire would be more
rapid; upseils and reverses wruld occur more frensuently!

(27 710 — During the rcim of Hezeldlah the Assyrians wnder Semnacherib were a-
bout to capture Jerusalem —- but a fumny thing happened on the way to victo: ! OUne
fine spring norning Sennacherib woke up to find his 185,000 soldiers dead!! The
gatory is ir II Hings 19 an? Isaiah 37, (The Jewish tradition has it that this deed
of the deasth amngel took nmiace cn the Passover night paralleling events in anclent
Bgptl)  So here was anctler sevious blow to Assyrian fortunes,

3 700 — In this *jm“ the Medes, following the death of Shelmaneser III "the
Great," success™ily com ;,le- &7 a gacopd revelt against the Assyrians, Lot until this
year wers all tiie leles gaug “gt _l" freg from Assyrian domination. Here is a little
nore backrround on the hisbery of the ledes: The Greeck histerian Ctesias copied out
of the annale in the Persian :'ea.!.m the ancient histories of Assyria and ledis, He

began his consscutive Ligtory with the last 38 years (20061962} of the relgn of Gil~

gapesh or linyas, linyas was the Assp‘mn name of Gilramesh; Horus was his Egyptian
name, In his Listcry C heging noted thah the Assyrian power endured 1306 years before
the time of the le iian voveli, It wmo exactly 1306 years botwesn 2006 and 700, the
year the liedes obtained thoir froedom from the Assyriars--only to lese it agein to

their ownm rlersi out the iiverated Fodes now reusssented anothsr serious threat to
Assyrian vpcwer,

(4) 692 — Thig dube -ritnessed the ternminstion of the royal house of the city
of Asshu vhicn 1‘?..1 ar i.,eu in 1179 shortly after the First Trojan Har {1191- 51),
This dynactic 1ins ceassi in 692 when the last king, Enlil-ludur-usur, was ldlled
in a batile with the g in Batvloria, ""he vear 692 witnessad a great war in
Babylonia which also Scnnacherib, the “w" pora:y Asgyrien king of Nineveh,
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(5) 677 — In the Third Trojeam War, completed in this year, the Greeks de-
feated the Trojans. The Agsyrians traded in Asia Minor and held territory there,
Bocauss of their trading interests in the area, and due to the vital gateway lo-
cation of Troy on the Hellespont, the Assyrians had a vital interest in this ancient
fort—city. In fact, Asia Minor formed a key part of the greater Asgyrian Empire
west of lesopotamia, When the Greeks attacked into Asia Minor, it became a real
threat to Assyria, #nd when the Greeks won, Assyrian power was dealt a serious blow!

—— 667 = Under the famous king Assur-banipal (668-626) the Assyrians enjoyed
crne final major conquest, the destruction of Egypt! Memphis was taken in 667 and
Thebes fell in 663, Nevertheless, Assyria'ls decline continued,

(6) 660 — This date found the proud Assyrians attempting to conquer Indis.
In this year Semiramis III (699-657 ), the self-styled reincarmation of the original
Semiramis, led Assyrian troops to the Indian frontier, Viodorus of Sicily describes
the battle in detail in his history of India, A great catastrophe befell the Assyr-
jans! The troops of the Queen were annihilated! GShe fled almost alone from the bat
tle scene., Three years later, with power and influence gone, her 42-year reign emded,
This disaster in India was one from which Assyria never recovered!

(7) 621 — During the reigns of the last three kings in Calah (65%=621) the As=
syrien Bmpire gradually disintegrated. Plagues ravaged the homelend., fgygli flared
throughout the length and breadth of the Empire. Then a final revolt in Calah in
the last year of Assur-nirari V brought the uownfall of the dynasty in the year 621,
This is the very year that the Babylcnian Canon records a revolt and a great victory
over the Assyrian army, The end was nearl

(8) 612 = The year 612 was fatal for Assyria, Both the Medes amd the Chaldeans
begseiged Nineveh! The city fell in the month of August, It was looted and completely
destroyed, never to be rebuilt! The prophecy of Nahum describes the crashing fall of
Nineveh, The ancient Assyrian Empire was finished!
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