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The King List

The King List is quite clear about the succession of kings in this period though, again, it will be seen to be a little inaccurate. The following summary will be useful. (The names in [] marks are from Jacobsen.
) 
	Dynasty 
	Ruler 
	reign (years) 

	Agade 
	Sargon 
	56 

	
	Rimuš 
	9 

	
	Maništusu 
	15 

	
	Naram-Sin 
	56 

	
	Šar-kali-šarri 
	25 

	
	Igigi
Nanaum
Imi
Elulu 
	3 

	
	Dudu 
	21 

	
	Šudurul 
	15 

	Uruk IV 
	Urnigin 
	7 

	
	Urgigir 
	6 

	
	Kudda 
	6 

	
	Puzur-ili 
	5 

	
	Ur-utu 
	6 

	Gutium 
	... 
	... 

	
	Imta’ 
	3 

	
	Inkišuš 
	6 

	
	Sarlagab 
	6 

	
	Šulme’ 
	6 

	
	Elulumeš 
	6 

	
	Inimabakeš 
	5 

	
	Igešauš 
	6 

	
	Iarlagab 
	15 

	
	Ibate 
	3 

	
	[Iarla(ngab)] 
	3 

	
	Kurum 
	1 

	
	[Habil-kin (?)] 
	3 

	
	[Laerabum (?)] 
	2 

	
	Irarum 
	2 

	
	Ibranum 
	1 

	
	Hablum 
	2 

	
	Puzur-Sin 
	7 

	
	Iarlaganda 
	7 

	
	[Si’u(m) (?)] 
	7 

	
	[Tiriga(n) (?)] 
	40 d 

	Uruk V 
	Utuhegal 
	7 y 6 m 15 d 


The synchronisms Sargon - Lugalzaggesi - Ur-Zababa and Rimuš - Ka-ku were noted when discussing the Later Early Dynastic period. There are, however, several other clues to the arrangement of the dynasties of this time.
 

Uruk IV / Uruk V - Gutium

The technique of the author of the King List was to use all the information available to him in his collection of date lists. This occasionally caused him interpolate dynasties into the middle of other dynasties on the basis of some known synchronism. It is likely that we see here another example of this practice. 

Sargon and his successors conquered all of Sumer and the date lists available for the years of the Akkadian Empire are just those of the dynasty of Agade. During the period of the Gutian domination some cities gained a little autonomy and used local date lists. We may assume that Uruk would have been such a city. Since the King List is in large part a production of the time of Utu-hegal the synchronism between that king and Tirigan would certainly have been known to the author. It is known from Utuhegal’s tablet as well as the King List that the two kings fought for Sumer. 

It seems reasonable to assume that the scribe had an Uruk datelist consisting of the kings of Agade (during the empire) and the purely local kings of Uruk who followed upon the decline of the empire, including Utuhegal. He also had a quite separate list of the Gutian rulers ending with Tirigan. He resolved this by inserting the Gutian list into the Uruk list. There is a problem here however, because it was ‘well known’ that the Gutians destroyed the Empire. Thus the King List contradicts the traditional story as it has come down to us. 

Agade - Gutium

The name Elulumeš of Gutium is just Elulu of Agade with the Gutian -eš suffixed. The sum of the years from Tirigan’s inauguration to Elulumeš’s is 71, and the sum of the years from Utuhegal’s accession to Ur-Nigin’s and from Šu-Durul’s death to Šar-kali-šarri’s is 69. This contemporaneity reinforces the case for their identity. 

Agade - Gutium

A date formula of Šar-kali-šarri makes him a contemporary of a Gutian king called Sarlag.
 This seems to be the same king as Sarlagab of the King List. He ruled from 83 to 77 years before Tirigan, which puts him clearly within Šar-kali-šarri’s reign. 


Sargon

The Early History of Sargon

Sargon’s own inscriptions tell us that he was of humble birth. There is also extant a text dated to the seventh century known as the ‘Legend of Sargon’ which transforms this tradition into myth. 

Despite this low origin we know that he became ‘cup-bearer’ to Ur-Zababa of Kiš. Though Ur-Zababa bore a Sumerian name, the population of Kiš is known to have included many Semites, perhaps as many as half of the citizenry. Sargon himself was a Semite whose rule confirmed the inevitability of the ascendancy of the peoples of Northern Sumer. Generally speaking, these people are distinguishable as Semites only linguistically; culturally they are Sumerians. From this period on they can be called Akkadians, taking their name from the city of Agade which Sargon built to be his capital. Sargon’s name was also new: Šarru-kin means ‘rightful king’ in Akkadian, so it is a fair bet that it is his regnal name. 

The Creation of the Empire

We have a number of descriptions of episodes in Sargon’s career, but the order in which they occurred is a matter of dispute. The episodes are as follows. 

Sumer


Sargon, the king of Akkad, the maškim of Inanna, the king of Kiš, the guda-priest of An, the king of the Land, the great ensi of Enlil, laid waste the city Erech, destroyed its wall; fought with the men of Erech, conquered them; fought with Lugalzaggesi, the king of Erech, took him prisoner (and) brought him in a neck-stock to the gate of Enlil. 

Thus was Sargon revenged for the destruction of Kiš by Lugalzaggesi many years ago, and the defeat of the lord Ur-Zababa whom he had served as cup-bearer. 

As well as defeating Lugalzaggesi at Uruk, Sargon 


fought with the men of Ur, conquered them, laid waste their city, (and) destroyed its walls; laid waste E-Ninmar, destroyed its walls, laid waste its territory from Lagaš to the sea, washed his weapons in the sea; fought with the men of Umma, conquered them, laid waste their city, (and) destroyed its walls. 

North-West

In this quarter he seems to have met with immediate success if his inscriptions are to be believed
: 
Sargon the king, in Tutuli unto Dagan offered worship, the upper country he gave (him) - Mari, Yarmuti and Ibla as far as the forest of cedar and the mountains of silver. 

(Dagan is the very important grain god of the region, the ‘forest of cedar’ stands for Lebanon or the Amanus, and the ‘mountains of silver’ are the Taurus. Tutuli is Hit.) 

North-East

Here there were stronger opponents to his ambitions. Four rulers, led by the king of Awan, fought against him. They were unsuccessful, and all the rulers of that area, including Elam and Barahše, became his vassals.
 
There were surely expeditions which have gone unrecorded. As far north as the Mosul area tablets in Akkadian now begin to be found. In Nineveh, a bronze head has been discovered which is thought to be a portrait of Sargon himself. Sargon’s own inscriptions claim that he crossed the sea in the east (the Persian Gulf), and later documents credit him with expeditions to Anatolia, Cyprus and Crete, though we should not place much faith in these. 

The order of conquest which is usually assumed begins with Sumer and expands outwards, but some consider
 that Sargon could have begun by taking Elam and the northern territories, thus encircling the Sumerian empire of Lugalzaggesi. Note that the predynastic empire of Kiš may also have been directed northwards so that a reconquest by this former native of Kiš would be in the nature of a reassertion of traditional hegemony. Such a situation would have been intolerable to Sumer so that a clash between North and South would be inevitable, but only after Sargon had established himself in a very strong strategic position. 

Agade

The note to Sargon’s entry in the King List states that Sargon himself built Agade. It became a great capital city. In his palace we are told
: 
5400 warriors ate bread daily before him. 
and 
He made the ships from Meluhha, the ships from Magan, (and) the ships from Dilmun tie up alongside the quay of Agade. 
It is a great mystery that the site of this city should have been so completely forgotten, and a great handicap to our knowledge of the period. 

Sargon must have established his city soon after he left Kiš, for nomadism was no part of Sumerian culture. This remains true whether he was expelled by Lugalzaggesi as I have assumed, or rebelled against Ur-Zababa and was exiled. The site may already have borne the name Agade which is non-‘Akkadian’, probably non-Sumerian, and is possibly seen in a pre-Sargonic year name.
 

To avoid clashes with the powers of Sumer Sargon would have built his town on the periphery of civilisation. Since Agade’s wealth was primarily commercial rather than agricultural it is also likely that it was sited astride important trade routes.
 The evidence suggests a city near the confluence of the Tigris and the Diyala. Tell Muhammad in south-eastern Baghdad is suggested.
 It may even be that Baghdad grew out of Agade and preserves its name. 
The First Rebellions


Afterwards in his old age all the lands revolted against him,
and they besieged him in Agade; and Sargon went forth to battle and defeated them;
...
But because of the evil which he had committed the great lord Marduk was angry,
and he destroyed his people by famine.
From the rising of the sun unto the setting of the sun
they opposed him and gave him no rest
Sargon ruled for 56 years according to the King List and won 34 campaigns during his reign.
 He was succeeded by his son Rimuš. 


Rimuš
Rebellions marked the beginning of Rimuš’s rule as they had marked the final years of Sargon. This became the pattern for the Akkadian succession; always the cities of Sumer would attempt to regain the autonomy which they had lost to Sargon. On this occasion
 Kaku, the last “King” of Ur II, led the cities in revolt. He was joined by Meskigala, ensi of Adab; Lugalušumgal. ensi of Zabalam; Ašarid, ensi of Kazallu; and also the cities of Der, Umma, and Lagaš. The cities were severely punished for their rebellion; all their defeats are said to result in multitudes of slain enemies; 5700 of their soldiers were “brought forth” and we must assume were killed. The walls of Ur were torn down. 

Further afield also there was trouble.
 Abalgamaš, king of Barahše, led the countries of Elam and Zakhara against Rimuš; and Sidgau, who had previously been defeated by Sargon, was again governor of Barahše. They too were utterly defeated with 17000 dead and 4000 taken prisoner after a disastrous battle somewhere between Awan and Susa. 

He ruled for 9 years says the King List and then, as we learn from a later Babylonian ‘omen’
; 

his servants killed him with their tablets 
whereupon his brother succeeded him on the throne. 


Maništusu

The name means “who is with him” suggesting that he was the twin brother of Rimuš. He continued the pattern of the previous reigns but his main claim to fame is an expedition across the lower sea. It is described in an inscription
: 
Maništusu, King of Kiš, when he had subjugated Anšan and Širikum, he crossed the lower sea in ships. The kings of the cities on the other side of the sea, 32 of them assembled for battle. He defeated them and subjugated their cities; he overthrew their lords and seized the whole country as far as the silver mines. The mountains beyond the lower sea - their stones he took away, and he made his statue, and he presented it to Enlil. 
After 15 years Maništusu was followed by his son. 


Naram-Sin

His name means “beloved of Sin”. He ruled for 56 years according to the King List (but this might be an error for 37 which would cause the sum at the end of the dynasty to be correct
), during which time he seems to have been regularly, and usually successfully, at war. He defeated, of course, a coalition of Sumerians and others, this time apparently lead by Kiš; but beside this he exercised his forces in all quarters of the world, claiming for himself the titles šar kibrat ‘arbaim (“King of the Four Quarters”) and šar kiššati (“King of the Universe”). 

In the North

He fought the Hurrian ruler Namar leaving the record of the encounter carved in the rock at Pir Hussain near Diarbakr.
 At Brak on the Khabur he built a fort which could control the northern trade routes. This exploit should be compared with the story told of Sargon in the epic “King of the Battle” that he went to Anatolia to support (Akkadian?) merchants against the local ruler, Burušanda.
 That story may be true or it may be inspired by Naram-Sin’s success. 

In the South

Magan, whom Sargon had made to bring ships to the quays of Agade, was defeated. Naram-Sin
 
marched against Magan and personally caught Mandannu, its king. 
This may have been a revolt by Magan or it may have been a new conquest by Naram-Sin, or a raid, or ... Kramer gives the king’s name as “Manium”. Some have identified him with the king Menes of Egypt
 but given the chronology and the usual identification of Magan with Oman this is quite unlikely. 

In the West

He went to war in Syria. Amongst the many other outlandish and unknown kings and lands here he fought Khuršamatki, lord of Aram and Am, in the Mount of Tibar
 and Riš-Adad of Apišal. He took prisoner Rid-Adad (sic), king of Arman, and
 
slew Arman and Ibla with the weapon of the god Dagan,
...
he overpowered the Amanus, the silver mountain.
In the East

The greatest of his campaigns he fought against the Lullubi of the northern Zagros ranges. It is commemorated in a rock sculpture at Darband-i-Gawr (near Sar-i Pol-i Zohab) and in a famous stele found at Susa. The latter shows Naram-Sin on the side of a mountain defeating Satuni, king of the Lullubi, and trampling the bodies of his enemies. 

Although Markhaši/B(W)arakhše and Mardaman required pacification again Elam was not hostile at this time. Naram-Sin signed a treaty with Khita which must have made Elam something of a vassal state. He took Susa as a dependency and appointed Epir-Muti as governor there. Eventually Epir-Muti became governor of all Elam. He was followed in this post by Puzur(Kutik)-Inšušinak who was also a good friend to Naram-Sin and kept the tribes of the southern Zagros in check for him.
 

Naram-Sin erected many buildings in Susa and seemed in the process of semitizing the country of Elam.
 The Akkadian language began to replace Elamite.
 This was probably a part of the process of the transfer of power from the mountains of Awan to the plain of Elam and its concentration particularly in Susa. Susa had only begun to become a capital city around the time of Sargon, before then it was no more than a market town. The culture of Elam could survive only by seeking refuge in the mountains. 

Naram-Sin was the last of the great kings of the dynasty of Agade. All the evidence points to a disastrous climax to his reign. In the ‘Cuthean Legend of Naram-Sin’ an invasion by the Lullubi has been fought off, but it is not certain that this is a different conflict from that noted above. There is also the witness of the document ‘The Curse of Agade,’ composed about 2000, which places the blame for the destruction of Agade squarely upon Naram-Sin. His fault was to desecrate the Ekur beloved of Enlil because the gods had abandoned his city of Agade. We are not told what his offence was to cause the gods to turn their backs upon him. Perhaps it is simply a case of the gods being on the side of the big battalions. It is certain however that the empire was in effect overthrown at about the time of the end of his reign. We possess a letter written just after his reign which makes it clear that the Gutian hordes were the masters of Sumer.
 



The Fall of Akkad

Šar-Kali-Šarri

Upon the death of Naram-Sin his son took the throne and was immediately faced with more than the usual rebellions and invasions. The first to go was Elam. Puzur-Inšušinak had been the trusted and apparently trustworthy vassal of Naram-Sin but immediately upon his lord’s death he led Elam and Zakhara in an assault on Akšak. He was defeated, but Elam was now quite independent and he halted the overt process of semitization, re-establishing the official use of the Elamite language.
 He took the title ‘King of the Universe’ in defiance of Šar-kali-šarri whose name means ‘King of kings’. 

To about this time we might date the bas-relief rock sculpture at the entrance to the village Sar-i-Pol, It carries an inscription (in Akkadian for its intended audience?) describing the conquests of Annubanini, King of the Lullubi.
 

Date formulae of the reign mention victories in battle against the Elamites, Amorites and Gutians.
 These are the first certain references to the Gutians and Amorites. The Amorites in particular would become the bane of Sumer. They were a Semitic people who now began to encroach upon the plain. Many of them already lived amongst the Sumerians and had adopted Sumerian names and also, in varying degrees, the customs of Sumer. They came from the west and lived especially in the area about Mount Basor (Jebel Bišri) which was thus known as the ‘Highland of the Amorites’.
 From this base, strategically placed on the Upper Euphrates, they could follow the river valley straight into Sumer, and only Mari stood in their way. Šar-kali-šarri fought the Amorites at Mount Basor. 

These battles must in large part have been defensive against an influx of barbarians from the mountains who could smell the weakness of Agade. The dynasty was never able to recover its strength. Although Šar-kali-šarri held on to power for 25 years he was eventually toppled in a palace revolution
 and a period of anarchy ensued. 

Anarchy

The King List reflects the disorders of the time when it says 
Who was king? Who was not king?
Was Igigi king?
Was Nanum king?
Was Imi king?
Was Elulu king?
Their tetrad was king
and reigned 3 years.
We noted when considering synchronisms that Elulu was probably a Gutian ruler. (It might be that the other names are also Gutian.) This possibly signifies that the Guti took brief possession of Agade. Following these names we are told of two further rulers of Agade, Dudu and Šu-Durul, who must represent something of a rallying of the people of Agade, for they are said to have ruled for respectable times. In the case of Šu-Durul we have the evidence of an inscription that he ruled in Ešnunna.
 Nevertheless, all the signs are that the Guti had established their ascendancy over Sumer, and that this happened in the time of Naram-Sin. 


The Gutian Interval

The name of the first king of the Guti has been lost from the texts of the King List and replaced with various formulae indicating that there once was a name there. This is confirmed by the summary of the dynasty stating that there were 21 kings. There is a possibility that we do in fact know the name of this king.
 Hilprecht found a long inscription of a ruler e-er-ri-du-pi-zi-ir (or en-ri-do-pi-zi-ir,) styling himself da-num šar gu-ti-im u ki-ib-ra-tim ar-ba-im, ‘the mighty one, king of Gutium and of the four quarters.’ This is just Naram-Sin’s title with the addition of the kingship of Gutium. From this reference we may guess that Erridupizir was the Gutian king who took the kingship from Naram-Sin. 

In Aššur in the north the level immediately above the Akkadian level shows mere hovels where once was a brilliant temple of Ištar. It is generally assumed that this is the work of the Guti. 

The sum of the reigns of the Gutian kings as given in the King List is 91 years (and 40 days). Most agree that the span of the Gutian interregnum was about a century but some are prepared to reduce this by about half. Moreover, it is certain that different parts of Sumer will have emerged from the wreckage into independence at different times. The Gutians seem not to have done more than terrorise the country. They occupied Nippur
 but they did not colonise and they did not establish a kingdom. There are only five extant inscriptions of Gutian kings.
 It is quite possible that the northern cities suffered under them for much longer than did the cities of the south. The evidence of the Uruk date list indicates that at least some Sumerian cities quickly regained and retained a measure of independence. Lagaš in particular was the first to emerge from the dark age which now follows the fall of Akkad. 



Genealogy of the Akkadian Royal House





Šar-Beli

Tutašar-Libbiš









(?) Dada







Šar-kali-šarri



Rimuš






Naram-Sin
Bin-kali-šarri



Maništusu


Sargon



Mešalim

Lipit-Ili







(Governor of 

Tašlultum
Ibarun

Ali-ahum
Marad)



Abaiš-takal


Nabih-Ulmaš

Lippuš-ja’um






(G. of Tutu)

(kalŭ of Sin)



Enheduanna



(Ur priestess)


Ukkin-Ulmaš






Enmenanna







(Ur Priestess)







Simat-Ulmaš






Sumšani







(Mari priestess)

Kings are in bold.

Females are in italics.

Double line indicates marriage.

Single line indicates descent.



Chronology

These absolute dates are still uncertain and vary given different assumptions.
Date

Agade

Kiš

Uruk

Ur

Lagaš






Ur-Zababa




Urukagina







3rd Dynasty




2400



Simudar

Lugalzaggesi 


Sargon



Umma


(2371-2316)



2350



Usi-watar
Mes’e




Ištar-muti 


Rimuš



Lu-damu
Ka-kug

Ki-KU-id


(2315-2307)
Išme-Šamaš


Maništusu


Ašarid



Engilsa
2300

(2306-2292)
Nannia



Naram-Sin


 Šuruškin


Ur-a


(2291-2255)
Gutium










Uruk






4th Dynasty
2250

Šar-kali-šarri
Erridupizir
Urnigin

Elili II

Lugalušumgal


(2254-2230)
Imta’

Urgigir



Puzur-mama


Igigi

Inkišuš





Ur-Utu


Nanum

Sarlagab




Imi

Šulme 

Lugalmelam(?)


Ur-Mama


Elulu

Elulumeš




Lu-Baba


Dudu

Inimabakeš




Lu-Gula
2200

(2226-2206)
Igišauš

Kudda



Kakug


Šu-Durul
Iarlagab








(2205-2191
Ibate

Puzur-ili










Iarlangab




Ur-Baba




Kurum




Habilkin

Ur-Utu



Gudea




Laerabum






2150



Irarum, Ibranum




Ur-Ningirsu




Hablum, Puzur-Sin










Iarlaganda




Ugme




Si’um

5th Dynasty




Tirigan

Utuhegal
3rd Dynasty
Urgar







(2120-2114)
Ur-Nammu
Namahani


2100







(2113-2096)


Map of the Akkadian Empire
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