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Abstract: The reigns of Adad-narari IT (911-891) and his son Tukulti-Ninurta II
(890-884) are vital to understanding the rise of Neo-Assyria; yet, reconstruction of
these is hampered by the scarce and fragmentary sources available. This study
surveys the reigns of these two kings, and examines five fragmentary early Neo-
Assyrian royal inscriptions from the city of ASSur published in 2009 by Frahm within
Keilschrifttexte aus Assur literarischen Inhalts 3, providing solid ascriptions of three
of these to Adad-narari IT and two to Tukulti-Ninurta II on philological and historical
grounds. These findings are then integrated into present knowledge of this period in
order to present new portraits of these kings’ respective reigns. This results in a
clearer historical articulation of Adad-narari II’s remarkably successful incumbency,
particularly shedding light on his early victories. In turn, Tukulti-Ninurta I’s difficult
reign spent consolidating his father’s territorial gains can also be better understood.
Interestingly, various innovations can be ascribed to this latter king, not least the
‘calculated frightfulness’ for which his son would become so (in)famous within
Assyriology. Finally, some repercussions of these findings for the study of 10th and
9th century royal inscriptions are explored.

Keywords: Assyria; Adad-narari II; Tukulti-Ninurta II; Assyrian royal inscriptions;
historical lacunae

1 Introduction

Reconstructing the events of the early Neo-Assyrian period remains an exciting
but fraught challenge:" In the span of a few generations, a kingdom reeling from

1 The present study is an elaboration and refinement of arguments made in the third chapter
and appendix of the present author’s doctoral thesis written at the Eberhart-Karls Universitat
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the deprivations of the 11th and 10th centuries became a dominant state once more
within the ancient Near East,” before ultimately overcoming its own structural
constraints in the 8th century and attaining ‘true’ empire. The reigns of the early
Neo-Assyrian kings Adad-narari II (911-891) and Tukulti-Ninurta IT (890-884) are
crucial in understanding the beginnings of this process, but they continue to suffer
from a fragmentary state of documentation, and hence negligence on the part of
scholars.?

This contribution seeks to presents an historical analysis of five early Neo-
Assyrian royal inscriptions from A$$ur (Qal‘at Sirqat, Iraq) published by Frahm
(2009Db) within the third volume of the series Keilschrifttexte aus Assur literarischen
Inhalts, for which he only furnished tentative suggestions as to their precise
commissioner.* As will be demonstrated, close historical, historical-geographical,
and philological analysis can safely accord each text an Assyrian monarch. While
fragmentary, these texts are still rich in information with which to fill lacunae
remaining within these kings’ respective reigns (see the summary of findings in
Table 1).

Tubingen. The present author is very grateful to Andreas Fuchs, Stefan M. Maul and two
anonymous reviewers for their comments and assistance, and especially to John MacGinnis and
Daisuke Shibata for generously sharing their research with the author prior to publication. All
translations are the present author’s own, and all dates BC. Abbreviations follow the Reallex-
ikon der Assyriologie. Localisations of ancient toponyms are presented following their first
appearance in the main text and follow those of TAVO unless otherwise stated. Renderings of
modern and ancient toponyms generally follow the conventions of TAVO and ancient personal
names PNA, with Victorian anachronisms such as ‘Nineveh’ or ‘Asshurnasirpal’ avoided both
for the sake of consistency with the wider onomastic and toponymic corpus and Assyriology’s
burgeoning Eigenbegrifflichkeit. ‘Babylonia’ and ‘Kardunia$’ are used interchangeably for
variety.

2 The most recent and comprehensive overview of this period may be found in Shibata 2023.

3 This hasled to an oversimplified historical narrative in which the better attested reign of AsSur-
nasir-apli IT is taken as emblematic of the period (e.g. Grayson 1976; Liverani 2004) despite his own
reign’s large lacunae and idiosyncrasies (see below). Shibata’s recent study (2023) is more
balanced.

4 “Fortschritte diirften auch bei der genaueren Datierung der im vorliegenden Band verdffen-
tlichten Kénigsinschriften unsicherer Zuweisung moglich sein. ... Detaillierte Studien zu Inhalt und
Stil der Konigsinschriften dieser Zeit sollten auf mittlere Sicht eine prazisere chronologische
Einordnung der fraglichen Texte ermdglichen.” (Frahm 2009b: 9).
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Table 1: Texts discussed and a summary of this study’s new historical findings.

Text Reference in Main findings
Frahm 2009b

KAL 3: 45-46 (= 92-97; pls. pp.  Tukult-Ninurta II’s defeat of Nirdun & Na'iri, of Irbibu on

RIMA.0.101.21-22) 231-32; 233 the Upper Habar, discovery of a rock relief in the Tar
‘Abdin, and the quashing of a rebellion in Tillé and Kahat
(ca. 890-887).

KAL 3: 47 97-98; pl. p. 234  Adad-narari IT’s first and second Na’iri campaigns and his
defeat of Katmuhi (909-ca. 905).
KAL 3: 48 98-101; pls. pp.  Adad-narart II’s defeat of UShu and Atkun and Qumani
235-36 (911), and further very fragmentary campaigning

including a pre-901 campaign to the Middle Euphrates and
a hunting tally.

KAL 3: 53 104-05; pl. p. 239  Adad-narari II’s fourth Na’iri campaign, defeat of the
Ahlam@, and a campaign to the Middle Euphrates (ca.
905-901).
KAL 3: 56 108-111; pls. pp. Side a.: Various small early campaigns of Tukulti-Ninurta II
241-42; photo  (ca. 890-889). Side b.: Reports of his later defeat and
274 capture of Apa of Hubuskia and quelling of a revolt of

Nasibina and further march into the Tar ‘Abdin (887). Side
a. unusually displays the deliberate striking through of
many lines.

For the sake of brevity and considering their fine state of publication, text
editions are not presented, but rather their pertinent contents are summarised and
quoted where necessary; the five texts are here discussed sequentially in approxi-
mate chronological order (i.e. KAL 3: 48, 47, 53, 56, 45-46).5 These five textual-
historical analyses’ findings are then integrated into what is known of the reigns of
Adad-narari1 II and Tukulti-Ninurta II, and presented in two historical summaries.
Finally, new avenues of historiographical research yielded by this work are identi-
fied and considered. Prior to the discussion of the unattributed texts, however, it is
vital to outline the present state of knowledge on both reigns, and overviews of those
surrounding them, as a solid historical foundation for the ensuing analyses (see also
the map in Figure 1).

5 The present author recommends that the reader consult the relevant editions parallel to the five
sections on discrete texts. The entire volume is openly accessible under https://digi.hadw-bw.de/view/
kal3.
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Figure 1: Key toponyms mentioned in this paper. Map by Barttomiej Szyputa.

2 Adad-narari II’s Reign and its Remaining
Lacunae

The reign of Adad-narari II is generally characterised as a period of sweeping
reconquest of Assyria’s erstwhile territory (e.g Grayson 1982: 249-51; Shibata 2023:
201-09). The backbone to reconstructing his reign is an extended semi-annalistic text
from ASSur dubbed the ‘Gula Temple Inscription’ by Dewar (2019) after its appended
building report (RIMA.0.99.2). Its historical portion is divided into two parts: The first
is an unusual geographical summary (ll. 23-38) of the king’s achievements prior to
901 divided into multiple ruled sections culminating in the rebuilding of the city of
Apku (Aba Marya, Iraq); the second is an extended annalistic section (1. 39-119)
running from 901 to 894 and describing his seven campaigns to Hanigalbat (Upper
Habtr plain, Syria and Turkey), some additional campaigning in the Zagros moun-
tains including to Kumme (vicinity of Beytussebap, Turkey), and a march along the
Euphrates. While this provides detailed coverage of the second half of his reign, the
initial decade of his reign up to 901 (the ‘pre-Apkuw’ period) can only be understood
schematically.
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This situation is somewhat alleviated by another text, RIMA.0.99.1 (= KAL 3:
15), dated to 6th Kislimu (IX) 909 which, although fragmentary, does report on a
defeat of Qumani (vicinity of the Zahu plain, Iraq) in his accession year, then
(after a break) the conquest of Arrapha (Kirkuk, Iraq),® followed by yet another
lacuna, and then a conquest on the Tigris involving 40 cities and the deporta-
tion of three more,” and then a final campaign dated 4th Arahsamnu (VIID)® to
Habhu (3)° and Mehru (probably the Sirnak plain, Turkey), implying that the
final two episodes occurred just before the inscription’s commission, in late
909.

Mention of Arrapha raises a tantalising issue, that of his assault upon Kardu-
nia$ known to have occurred prior to 901 (Shibata 2023: 203-04). The Synchronistic
Chronicle mentions two (undated) wars between Assyria and Babylonia, the first
clearly corresponding to that sketched in the pre-Apku summary, and the second
evidently after the events of RIMA.0.99.2, at the close of the king’s reign (ABC 21 iii
1-21). The mention of Arrapha in RIMA.0.99.1 suggests that the first Assyro-
Babylonian war was prior to 909, but it could also have unfolded in stages (see
Fuchs 2011: 263 with ns.) The second, post-884 conflict seems to have been included
in KAL 3: 16-17 (= RIMA.0.99.4), which presents a very late geographical summary
(13-52’) based on that of RIMA.0.99.2 23-38, albeit with additional content, some
deletion or telescoping of earlier achievements, and a more logical geographical
organisation. Comparison of these ‘pre-’ and ‘post-Apku’ summaries is revealing
(Table 2):

6 The reading was secured by Frahm 2009h: 43. He estimates that the traces of Arrapha on the edge of
the tablet are at roughly 1. 30 of KAL 3: 15. Considering that this tablet is broader than RIMA.0.99.1ex. 1,
and thus that each line holds slightly more text (so that L. 15 in ex. 1 corresponds to KAL 3: 15 12), and
that probably an additional line or two were preserved below where ex. 1 (and RIMA.0.99.1 more
generally) breaks off, likely describing the imposition of vassalage and tribute upon Qumani (as can
be inferred from the parallel description in KAL 3: 48 obv. i 16’, see below), it can be roughly guessed
that some 15 or so lines precede the mention of Arrapha. This is enough for a few very minor
campaigns or two important ones. The rev. of KAL 3: 15 is far more relaxed in its vertical and
horizontal spacing and generous with its empty ruled spacings, implying that the larger part of the
text lay on the broken obv.

7 It is tempting to associate this episode with the mention of the reconquest of Arinu, Turhu, and
Zaduru mentioned in RIMA.0.99.2 35 considering the Tigridian context (the traces on rev. 2’ could also
support a reading [""Su-b]a-re-e) and that three cities are mentioned (the first and second toponyms
are also clearly Hurrian). Nonetheless, the sense of the passages is apparently contradictory (despite
the strange wording of RIMA.0.99.2 35).

8 RIMA.0.99.1 rev. 6" with collation by Frahm (2009b: 43).

9 The present author follows the system of numbering Habhu-regions outlined by Fuchs (2000)
wherever it is clear from a respective source which region is meant.
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Table 2: The contents of the ruled sections of the pre- and post-Apku summaries of Adad-narari IT with

known dates.

RIMA.0.99.2

KAL 3: 16-17 = RIMA.0.99.4

(23-25) marched from the other side of the Lower
Zab (the region Lullumé, Habhu (1) & Zamaa) to
passes of Namri; made Qumana submit (911) incl.
Mehru (909), Salua & Uratri

(26-29) takes control of & annexes all Katmubi;
victor over all Karduniag; defeated Samas-mu-
dammiq (King of Babylonia) from Yalman to Turan;
Lahtru (1) to Ugar-Sallum appended to border; Déru
captured; Arrapha and Lubdu (Babylonian for-
tresses) annexed

(30-33) marched 4th time to Na'iri, captured Inner
Habhu & cities Nahur (and) ASnaku; constantly
traversed great mountains; captured cities of the
land of Natbu; turned all Alzi to ruins, took hostages,
imposed tribute and tax; defeated Ahlam(-Ara-
means; received Sahu’s tribute

(34-35) Idu and Zaqqu (Assyrian fortresses)
annexed; (reclaimed) cities Arinu, Turbu, & Zaduru
from Subria

(36-38) Restoration of Apku (902)

(39-119) Conventional annalistic account of
Hanigalbat, Zagros and Kumme campaigns and
march to Middle Euphrates (901-894)

(13’-20’) marched from the other side of the Lower
Zab (the region Lullumé, Inner Habhu & Zamaa) to
passes of Namri; made Qumana submit (911) incl.
Mebru (909), Salua & Uratri; aided Kumme,
sacrificed there, defeated enemy Habhu (3)-lands
(896-895)

(21’-26’) takes control of & annexes all Katmubi;
marched 4™ time to Na’iri (4 additional broken lines
mentioning horses for chariots and tax)

(27°-34’) Defeated §ama§-mudammiq (King of
Babylonia) from Yalman to Turan; Lahiru (1) to
Ugar-Sallum appended to border; Déru captured;
Arrapha and Lubdu (Babylonian fortresses)
annexed (4 additional broken lines about Kardunias
[post-893])

(35’-38’ - broken)

(39-41°) Defeated & plundered Sthu up to [...]
(42’-51’) Marched 7th time to Hanigalbat, defeated
Ndr-Adad, imposed dominance over region

(52’onwards - broken)

In KAL 3:16-17, not only are Kumme and Hanigalbat now mentioned in summary

(thus postdating 894), but the otherwise identical Kardunia$ section is also supple-
mented with four additional (unfortunately broken) lines (31'-34’) describing the new
conflict, and the section on Suhu (‘Ana and Hadita Districts, Iraq) is extended from
mere mention of tribute to a brief (but broken) description of Sihu’s defeat, implying
further campaigning there. In turn, the Habhu (2) beyond the Lower Zab has now
become Inner Habhu (l. 14’), demonstrating deeper penetration of the Zagros, which
must correspond to the defeat of Sikkur and Sappanu in 896 (RIMA.0.99.2 80-90). It
remains unclear what must have filled the broken section of KAL 3: 16-17 35-38'.

A final, unusual source is Tukult-Ninurta II’s unique stele from Sirqu (Tall
‘Asara, Syria).'® This curious Medioeuphratine monument (perhaps a kudurru?)

10 RIMA.0.100.1004, see Gtiterbock 1957; Tournay 1998; Masetti-Rouault 2001: 104.
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seems to have been a pre-existing local sculpture of a mythological scene to which an
ad hoc inscription and an Aramaicising carving of a deity (or Assyrian king?) were
added." Quite uniquely, it does not directly commemorate Tukulti-Ninurta II’s own
deeds, but rather those of his father:

(. 1-2; 6-7) Adad-narart sar mat AsSur da’is Laqé ... Tukulti-Ninurta marsu Sarru e[rsu ...] Sa

abiisu fpusu $i ipus [...]

Adad-narari (II), king of Assyria, trampler of (the city of) Lagé ... Tukulti-Ninurta (II), his son, the
wise king [...], did that which his father had done

This inscription alludes to a campaign to the Middle Euphrates by Tukultl-Ninurta II
which would tally well with the mention of Laqé in his summary inscriptions (see
below); it also implies that Adad-narari II violently subdued this region (indeed,
U"La-qé-e would imply that Sirqu itself had been taken), although it is unclear as to
whether this would have been before or after the peaceful march of 894, in the course
of which this is unlikely to have occurred.” Moreover, it intimates that Adad-narari IT
himself did not create stelae outside of Assyria, and his son felt compelled to
improvise such a monument while in Sirqu. Certainly, no rock reliefs or stelae of
Adad-narari II have yet been found, nor do his inscriptions mention such activities.
In turn, ASSur-nasir-apli II mentions only stelae of Tukulti-apil-ESarra I and Tukul-
tI-Ninurta II at the Subnat source (Kebeli, Turkey). The hypothesis might hence be
posed that Tukulti-Ninurta I was the first Neo-Assyrian king to create such monu-
ments, as will be further explored. From all of this information, the following con-
servative reconstruction of Adad-narari II’s reign may be presented see (Table 3):

Table 3: A summary of the hitherto-known events of Adad-narart II’s reign and their sources.

911 AN IP’s accession and campaign to Quman( RIMA.0.99.1 obv. 10-19; cf. KAL 3: 16-17
15-16’
Mid-late (10-15 lines of campaign narrative, either RIMA.0.99.1 obv. 20-ca. 30

911toca. various smaller campaigns or 1-2 larger

mid 910 campaigns)

ca. mid 910 Campaign and annexation of Arrapha. War with  RIMA.0.99.1 obv. ca. 30
to mid-909  Babylonia probably initiated

Mid-late Campaign to the Tigris, defeat of 40 cities, RIMA.0.99.1 rev. -5
909 deportation of 3 others
Campaign against Habhu (3) & Mehru RIMA.0.99.1 rev. 6’-9’; cf. RIMA.0.99.2

24-25; KAL 3: 16-17 16’

11 See esp. Kiithne 2009: 50; Younger 2016: 282—-85.
12 On the one hand, Laqé is already peaceful come 894. On the other, Stihu was seemingly attacked
once more at the very end of his reign, and it is possible that Lagé was assaulted simultaneously.
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4th Ara-
hsamnu
(VIII) 909
6th Kislimu
(IX) 909
908-901

901 or
(immedi-
ately?) prior
901

900

899
898

897
896 Earlier

Later
15th
Simanu (III)
895
Nisannu (I)
894
Simanu (III)
894
17th Abu (V)
893
Late 893 to
891

891

Renovation of quay at ASSur completed

Campaign to Salua and Uratri. Defeat of Bab-
ylonia. Campaign to Lullumé, Zamaa, Habhu (2),
and Namri. 4 campaigns to Na’iri. Conquest of
Katmubi. Defeat and resettlement of the
Ablam@. Campaign to Middle Euphrates
including Sthu. Reconquest of Arinu, Turhu, &
Zaduru from Subria?

Renovation of Apku completed.

1st Hanigalbat campaign. Nar-Adad of Nasibina
defeated at Pa’uza

2nd Hanigalbat campaign. Battle at Nasibina.
Yaridu raided. Saraku occupied with the re-
gion’s crops

3rd Hanigalbat campaign. Huzirina taken.
Mamli defeated. Bit-Adini sends diplomatic gift
4th Hanigalbat campaign. Maquru of Raga-
matu/Gidara defeated

5th Hanigalbat campaign. Tribute received

6th Hanigalbat campaign. Nasibina defeated
after siege. Nar-Adad removed and new client
king installed

Campaign to Sikkur and Sappanu

st campaign to Kumme

2nd campaign to Kumme

7th Hanigalbat campaign. Tribute collected.
Campaign to the Middle Euphrates
Renovation of Gula Temple at AS3ur completed

2nd Babylonian war and subsequent peace
treaty

2nd campaign to Sahu (after Babylonian war)
(other campaigns?)

AN II dies

RIMA.0.99.1 rev. 10°-20°

RIMA.0.99.2 23-35; KAL 3: 16-17 13’-34’;
cf. ABC 21 iii 1-7; RIMA.0.100.1004?

RIMA.0.99.2 36-38

RIMA.0.99.2 39-41

RIMA.0.99.2 42-44

RIMA.0.99.2 45-48

RIMA.0.99.2 49-60

RIMA.0.99.2 61

RIMA.0.99.2 62-80; cf. KAL 3: 16-17 48’-
50°

RIMA.0.99.2 80-90

RIMA.0.99.2 91-93; KAL 3: 16-17 17-19
RIMA.0.99.2 94-96; KAL 3: 16-17 19’-20
RIMA.0.99.2 97-119; cf. KAL 3: 16-17 51’
RIMA.0.99.2 128-34

KAL 3: 16-17 30°-34’; cf. ABC 21 iii 8-21

KAL 3: 16-17 39’-471’
KAL 3: 16-17 35’-38’; 52’ onwards
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From this summary, it is evident that the historian’s most pressing task is to
establish an internal chronology of events between mid-late 911 to mid-909 and
between 908 and 901. As this contained extensive campaigning in every direction and
a momentous war with Babylonia, the order and tempo of these events would reveal
a great deal about Assyria’s strategic motivations at this time.

3 Reconstructing the Missing Half of
Tukulti-Ninurta II’s Reign

Studies of the reign of Tukulti-Ninurta II tend to emphasise its brevity and this ruler’s
continuation of his predecessor’s policies; while some authors have underlined the
restricted nature of Tukulti-Ninurta II’s campaigning (e.g. Grayson 1982: 251-53),
Shibata (2023: 209-13) has recently presented a more positive assessment of this king.
His reign’s state of preservation is much the same as for Adad-narari IL."* The only
extended annalistic text (RIMA.0.100.5 [+ KAL 3: 19-20]) is frustratingly broken,
providing a narrative only from late 887 to 885.* This can be summarised in the
following table (Table 4):

Table 4: Campaigns of Tukulti-Ninurta II recorded in RIMA.0.100.5.

Date Event and Line Number

Late 887 Conclusion of a campaign to Na’iri and Kasiaru, TN II returns to ASSur (1-3)

Late 887 or very early 886 Aftermath of the prior campaign, Bit-Zamani campaigns in Assyria’s name
and forward tribute and hostages to TN II in Ninda (4-8)

Early 886 Rebellion of a ‘principal he’? in a piedmont region. Insurrectionist pursued up
to difficult mountains.” TN II dispatches troops from Niniia. They return with
silver, gold and property (9-10)

1st Simanu (III) 886 TN II campaigns to Bit-Zamani (11-29)
17th Tasritu (VII) 886 Campaign beyond Habrari to Ladanu (western Zamuaa) (30-40)
26th Nisannu (I) 885 March to Babylonia, defeat of nomads in the Wadr at-Tartar, tribute of Sihu,

Laqgé and Lower Habar (41-127)
Prior to 9th Arahsamnu A single broken line refers to another (presumably unimportant) campaign
(VIIT) 885 (127)

The present author uses the terms ‘principal he’ and ‘barbarian they’ to denote the foes engaged by Assyrian kings
where their names are broken, and only suffixes (i.e. -Su and -Sunu) survive. In Assyrian inscriptions, the former generally
refers to individual leaders of ‘organised’ polities, while the latter is used to denote more ‘loosely’ structured groups such
as nomads or mountain groups. “The expression adi $adf eqli namrdsi (RIMA.0.100.5 10) is tantalising. The closest
parallels are in Tukulti-apil-ESarra I's description of his battles at Katmuhi and in the Zagros (RIMA.0.87.1i 73; ii 70; iii 42;
51;97; iv 14). The implication here seems to be that the engagement occurred on accessible piedmont before the forces
were chased into a rough mountain landscape.

13 Note that RIMA.0.100.7 is now to be assigned to A$Sur-résa-issi (MacGinnis 2022).
14 KAL 3: 21 nonetheless demonstrates that alternate recensions of his annals were commissioned,
and that this absence is merely an accident of survival.
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From this, it is evident that a campaign to Na’iri (eastern Taurus and
northern Zagros mountains) must have occurred late in 887, and that Bit-Zamani
(vicinity of Diyarbakir, Turkey) followed this up with a campaign of their own
which assisted Assyria. Tukulti-Ninurta II’'s march to Bit-Zamani from Ninaa
(Naynawad, Iraq) began on the 1st Simanu (III), a significant date also chosen by
other kings to begin their campaigns (Frahm 2009b: 54), implying that it was
carefully planned; that Tukulti-Ninurta II previously dispatched a force from
Ninta to quell a rebellion while remaining at Nintia also implies that he was still
in the process of massing his troops for the assault on the Upper Tigris, and thus
that this must have occurred shortly beforehand in the spring. Considering that
Bit-Zamani was still in Tukultl-Ninurta II’s graces following his campaign of 887,
and that the Upper Tigris campaign of 886 was planned, it is hence likely that Bit-
Zamani’s own campaigning must either have occurred very early in 886
(thus giving Tukulti-Ninurta II sufficient time to marshal his forces), or at the end
of 887.

The three-and-a-half years prior to these events (alongside perhaps his final
year) can only be reconstructed with the assistance of various near-identical
geographical summary inscriptions intended for his unfinished residence at Némed-
Tukulti-Ninurta (Qadiya, Iraq), here referred to as RIMA.0.100.6 (found at Nay-
nawa = Thompson and Hutchinson 1929: 117-18; pl. 41) and Qadiya 1-3 (= Ahmad
2000)."° The NinGia copy seems the most trustworthy, as the Qadiya exemplars
contain some howlers, such as one text repeating Sippar-Sa-Samas (Tall Ab Habba,
Iraq) twice, and the other repeating the doublet Dir-Kurigalzu (‘Aqar Quf, Iraq) and
Sippar-$a-Samas twice.’® A composite rendering of the geographical section of
RIMA.0.100.6 and Qadiya 1-3 is here provided:

kasid (matat) Na’iri ana pat gimrisa sarru sa istu ebertan Idiqlat adi (mat) Hatti (mat) Laqé ana
sthirtiSa Na’iri ana pat gimrisa (mat) Sithi adi (mat) Rapiqi istu nérebe Sa (mat) Habriri adi (mat)
Gilzani Apa sar {var. ebertan} (mat) Hubuskia qereb tamhari qassu isbatu istu nérebe sa Babite
adi (mat) Hasmar (mat) Zamiia ana sihirtisa istu Zaba eli adi Til-Bari sa ellan (mat) Zabban (mat)
Hirimmu (mat) Harutu birate Sa mat Kardunias iStu Susi Sa eli Idiqlat adi Dar-Kurigalzi iStu Dur-
Kurigalzi adi Sippar-sa-Samas Sippur-sa-Anunnitu (?) (mat) Aramu qassu ikSudu

15 AsRIMA.0.100.6 was found at Ninfia in a reused context, and hence had never been transported to
Neémed-Tukultl-Ninurta, it could be hypothesised that this was the latest edition of the summary
inscription before Tukulti-Ninurta II’s death and the halting of construction work, but this cannot be
proven. Its only deviation from the Qadiya inscriptions is the mention of one Apa of Hubuskia, should
the ebertan of Qadiya 2: 3. not be yet another mistake.

16 One solution would be that the civic doublet of Sippar-$a-Samas and Sippar-$a-Anunnitu (Tall ad-
Dér, Iraq) were meant (cf. Bagg 2020: 520).



DE GRUYTER Adad-narari II and Tukult-Ninurta II = 249

Conqueror of (the lands of) Na’iri to its farthest extent, the king who took in the midst of the fray
from the other side of the Tigris to (the land of) Hatti, (the land of) Lagé and its environs, (the
lands of) Na’iri to its furthest extent, (the land of) SGhu up to (the land of) Rapiqu (and) from the
passes of (the land of) Habrri to (the land of) Gilzanu (and as captive) Ap4, king of (the land of
{var. the city of}) Hubuskia {var. Gilzanu on the other side of Hubuskia}. He captured from the
passes of Babite to (the land of) HaSmar (the land of) Zamua and its environs, from the Lower
Zab to Til-Bari from upstream of (the land of) Zabban, (the land of) Hirimmu and (the land of,
var. the city of) Harutu, fortresses of Kardunia$ from the city of Susi on the Tigris to Dar-
Kurigalzu, from Dar-Kurigalzu to Sippar-$a-Samas and Sippar-$a-Anunnitu (?), (the land of) the
Arameans.

This geographical extent might be measured against the achievements of Adad-
narari II (see also Zadok 2008: 322-23): The Synchronistic Chronicle reports the
setting of the border at Til-Bari at the close of Adad-narari II’s reign, this
lasting until the time of Salmanu-aSaréd III’s intervention, and hence there is
no change.!” The mention of Hatti (northern Syria) does intimate Tukulti-Ni-
nurta II’s penetration farther westwards than his predecessor, and the inclu-
sion of the passes between Habrari (Herir plain, Iraq) and Gilzanu (Urtmiye
basin, Iran) and the taking of HubuSkia (vicinity of PiranSahr, Iran) and its
king (in the Ninta text) is novel. The mention in his geographical summary of
the pass of HaSmar (region of Darband-i Han, Iraq), in contrast to Adad-narari
II venturing to Namri (western Kermans$ah Province, Iran), is difficult to
qualify without more information.'® It does, nonetheless, intimate that
Tukulti-Ninurta II undertook at least one campaign across Zamua (Sahr-i Zar
plain, Iraq).

Moreover his ‘conquest’ extending to Dur-Kurigalzu and Sippar was merely
the defeat of the Aramean tribes of the Itw’u on the Wadi at-Tartar (see
RIMA.0.100.5 49-50) on the way to Sthu. The inscription does note campaigning
to Laqé (Dayr az-Zur District, Syria), Sihu, and Na’iri (all within the orbit of his
father’s achievements), and places the most emphasis upon the lattermost region,
as his summary is presaged with the epithet kasid (matat) Na’iri ‘victor over the
lands of Na’iri’, perhaps echoing Adad-narari II’s epithet as kasid (mat) Kardu-
nias. All of this presents a relatively scant list of accomplishments for the first
half of the Tukulti-Ninurta II’s reign, which can be contextualised as follows
(Table 5):

17 See the study by Fuchs (2011: 264—65).

18 Itis possible that Assyria had agreed to leave Namri to Kardunia$ as part of the peace treaty at the
end of Adad-narari II’s reign, considering its cultural ties to Babylonia and possible status as a
protectorate.
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Table 5: A summary of the hitherto-known events of Tukulti-Ninurta II's reign and their sources.

Date Event Source
890 Earlier Accession of TN II RIMA.0.100.1 28
Later Completion of wall at Baltil (ASSur) RIMA.0.100.2 rev. 1’-12’

890-887 Campaign to border of Hatti. Defeat and capture of ~ RIMA.0.100.6; Qadiya 1-3
Apa of Hubuskia

Late 887 Conclusion of a campaign to Na’iri and KaSiaru, TN II  RIMA.0.100.5 1-3
returns to ASSur

Late 887 or very Aftermath of the prior campaign, Bit-Zamani un- RIMA.0.100.5 4-8

early 886 dertakes campaign, forwards tribute and hostages

Early 886 Rebellion of a ‘principal he’ in piedmont and defeat ~ RIMA.0.100.5 9-10

1st Simanu (III) Campaign to Bit-Zamani. Imposition of horse-trading RIMA.0.100.5 11-29; KAL 3: 21

886 deal and supervision by Assyrian officials obv.? 2’-5’

17th Tasritu Campaign beyond Habr{ri to Ladanu (western Zamaa) RIMA.0.100.5 30-40
(VII) 886
26th Nisannu March to Babylonia, defeat of nomads in the Wadrt at- RIMA.0.100.5 41-126

(I) 885 Tartar, tribute of SGbu, Lagé, and Lower Habar

Prior to 9th A single broken line refers to another (presumably RIMA.0.100.5 127
Arahsamnu unimportant) campaign

(VIII) 885

9th Arahsamnu  Completion of renovation of palace terrace at ASSur ~ RIMA.0.100.5 136-46; cf
(VIII) 885° RIMA.0.100.3 rev. 7-17°
884 TN II dies, his new palace at Némed-Tukult-Ninurta ~ Cf. RIMA.0.100.6

remains unfinished

*Itis likely that RIMA.0.100.3 rev. 7°-17’ refers to precisely the same event; as the eponym date is Na’idi-ilu, governor of
Katmubhi, in RIMA.0.100.5 147, it is striking that an epigraph or colophon (?) on the edge of RIMA.0.100.3 reads J-ha-a-u.
Although the use of ¢ is peculiar, this could stand for Katmuhayu ‘the Katmubhian’. Alternatively, this could stand for an
Aramaic name such as Idri-aha’u (often written with a final -t) and conceivably be a byname for Na’idi-ilu or even the
following eponym, Iarf (whose obscure name is a hypochoristicon), although there would be no etymological link evident
between names in either case.

Here, the historian’s task is to establish the events and internal chronology
of Tukulti-Ninurta II’s regnal years prior to late 887. While the scarceness of
achievements by his reign’s close implies that they were consolidatory in na-
ture, this would provide vital information as to the state of Assyria’s much
expanded realm in the wake of Adad-narari II's conquests, and whether much
resistance to Assyrian rule existed prior to his successor’s reign. Before the five
unattributed texts might be considered, it is germane to consider the reigns
surrounding this period, namely those of ASSur-dan II (934-912) and ASSur-
nasir-apli IT (883-859).
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4 Framing the Era - The Reigns of ASSur-dan II and
AsSur-nasir-apli II

The reigns of ASSur-dan II and ASSur-nasir-apli II could not seem more different.
Where the first struggled to keep rampant nomads from As$Sur’s gates, the latter
could march to the Mediterranean, construct a new capital at Kalhu (Nimrad, Iraq)
and invite emissaries from the nations surrounding the Neo-Assyrian kingdom to a
giant spectacle at its inauguration. Despite this, the inscriptions to be discussed could
ostensibly belong to the reigns of either king upon initial inspection of their lan-
guage, script, or content.

ASSur-dan II’s reign lasted more than two decades, and yet only some seven
undated and geographically limited campaigns are recorded within his inscriptions.
The first three imply that Assyria was territorially reduced to its heartland
(RIMA.0.98.1 6-32), while the latter demonstrate minor chevauchées and the reim-
position of vassal arrangements on neighbours. While it could be argued that
RIMA.0.98.1 (ASSur-dan II’s only extended annalistic text) hails from early in his reign
as its eponym remains unattributed, this is contradicted by the large numbers of
animals mentioned within his hunting tally (see discussion of tallies below in respect
to KAL 3: 48), including some 120 lions, 1600 wild bulls, and 56 elephants (RIMA.0.98.1
68-72) which must have taken considerable time to accumulate, implying a date well
into his reign. Constrained by his own kingdom’s weakness, it may well be that ASSur-
dan II employed such hunting as a propagandistic pastime in lieu of campaigning.
Regardless, none of the unattributed texts discussed here are compatible with what
is known of his reign, and need not be further factored into the coming analysis."®

Akin to the end of Tukulti-Ninurta II’s reign, the opening of ASSur-nasir-apli II’s
reign is very well documented, providing consecutive annalistic accounts running to
roughly 877. While this leaves another 18 regnal years in which only ASSur-nasir-apli
II’s much-lauded ‘march to the sea’ and an abortive campaign to Amédu 866 are
annalistically extant, his various geographical summary inscriptions, the depictions
on his gates from Imgur-Enlil (Balawat, Iraq), the literary text LKA 64, and the events

19 These can be briefly summarised as follows: KAL 3: 48 describes the opening of a reign, contra-
dicting the details of ASSur-dan II's accession from his extant annals, thus precluding such an
ascription; KAL 3: 47 numbers campaigns whereas A$Sur-dan II’s annals do not, and the reference to a
king does not fit his reign as his march on Katmuhi was not presaged by campaigning into Na’iri; KAL
3:53’s events overwhelmingly tally with those of Adad-narariII’s reign, and it strongly resembles KAL
3:47in format and ductus; Adad-narari II's annals claimed to have invented KAL 3: 45-46’s stratagem
of surrounding Irbibu’s city with fortresses, excluding ASSur-dan II; finally, the references to NasI-
bina’s rebellion in KAL 3: 56 immediately disqualifies its ascription to A$Sur-dan II in favour of
Tukultl-Ninurta II.
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of his successor Salmanu-aSaréed III’s early reign are sufficient to infer an historical
framework.”® During this period, A$$ur-nasir-apli II would become embroiled in
wars with Bit-Adini (the plains between Sanliurfa, Turkey, and the Euphrates) and
later Urartu (northern Zagros), the exigencies of which would seemed to have well
surpassed anything presented in the five inscriptions examined here. Indeed, the
latter part of his reign seems to have been preoccupied with the shoring up of
Assyria’s defences by diplomatic means, with the polities of Bit-Zamani and Bit-
Bahiani (Balih basin, Turkey and Syria) being incorporated into the Assyrian realm
as ‘transitional cases’ with their local rulers as governors (Edmonds 2021). One might
further note the ‘international event’ that was his inauguration of his capital at Kalhu
(RIMA.0.101.30), the emphasis upon tribute in visual sources, or indeed reconciliatory
depictions on palatial reliefs (Portuese 2017). He may well have become a better
statesman than warrior by this period. Nonetheless, the window between 877 and
866 cannot be entirely discounted for the events of the texts herein studied, and will
be reckoned with in the analysis. In the present author’s own mind, the many obelisk
fragments found at Naynawa by Thompson and now spread between Birmingham,
London, and Bagdad depicting the tribute of various peoples (see Reade 2005: 374) are
probably to be attributed to this latter era of the reign of ASSur-nasir-apli I, not only
as what scant phraseology and names which might be securely read correspond to
events from his reign,? but also because comparable fragments of an obelisk of his
reign are now known from ASSur, and there is presently no evidence of any king
between Assur-nasir-apli I and himself having created such a monument: Indeed,

20 A detailed historical reconstruction of this period by Andreas Fuchs and the present author is
forthcoming.

21 For some fragments, see Thompson 1937: 43-46; George 1979: 139-40; Figure 7. Frame 1984: 19
concludes that the best preserved (‘A’) dates to ASSur-nasir-apli II. The theme of tribute-gathering is
largely absent from the inscriptions of Adad-narari II, only emerging come Tukult-Ninurta II's
march to the Middle Euphrates late in his reign, which would support an identification of these
fragments with ASSur-nasir-apli II.

22 The present author follows Frahm (2009b: 119-22) in ascribing the ‘White Obelisk’ to A$Sur-nasir-
apli I; this is based not only on Frahm’s identification of a new chronicle-like text from this king’s
reign (KAL 3: 61) presenting affinities with the White Obelisk and various art historical analyses
which have located its style within the Middle Assyrian period (e.g. Reade 1975; Pittman 1996), but also
the present author’s own epigraphical study of this obelisk, the full publication of which is forth-
coming. This demonstrates that the text of Sides A and D of the relief is not contiguous, but rather
comprises the respective passages from the beginning and end of a longer inscription, this markedly
undermining any congruencies with the reign of ASSur-nasir-apli II, and that the relief’s inscription
was very abruptly halted mid-sentence but that the relief must nonetheless have been displayed
outdoors at the temple of IStar of Ninta for centuries (due to its heavy weathering) before being
deposited intact in a pit. The only plausible conclusion is that its royal commissioner had abruptly
died during its creation, a fate less likely for ASSur-nasir-apli II than for ASSur-nasir-apli I who died in
his 19th regnal year, and whose suffering from a bitter disease was immortalised in a remarkable
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the pattern emerging rather places all dateable Assyrian obelisks and obelisk frag-
ments in the reigns of Tukulti-apil-ESarra I, ASSur-nasir-apli I, ASSur-nasir-apli II,
Salmanu-asaréd III, and Adad-narari III respectively.” Three of these four obelisk-
makers are known to have visited the shores of the Mediterranean and washed their
weapons there, which may well be meaningful; perhaps ASSur-nasir-apli I made it
further west than what little remains of his inscriptions intimates.?* With this, the
first unattributed inscription might be considered.

4.1 KAL 3:48. Adad-narariII’s Accession, Campaign to UShu and
Atkun, and Conquest of Qumani (911 BC) and an Early
March to the Euphrates

This fragment begins with a singular description of the intended audience of royal
inscriptions (obv. i 1-5’), then mentions the sovereign’s accession and early con-
quests. These are the northern Zagrine polities of UShu and Atkun (obv. i 6'-11’), and,
in the next section, Qumani including its capital KipStnu (obv. i 12’-13’). A further

confessional hymn to IStar (Soden 1974-77). In turn, at least one obelisk from AS$Sur-nasir-apli II
(Thompson A, see previous n.) survived in the same courtyard until the end of the Assyrian Empire,
when it was smashed by looters. It seems implausible that one obelisk from A$Sur-nasir-apli I would
have been left standing while another had been buried during remodelling of the courtyard (in the
same pit as the ‘Venus’ of ASSur-bél-kala, probably during the reign of Sin-ahhé-eriba), it being more
likely that the weathered state of this aged obelisk had made it an eyesore.

23 Tukulti-apil-ESarra L: the ‘Broken Obelisk’, ASSur Typ I (Frahm 2011: 59-62), and probably two
obelisk fragments from Nintia (Reade 2005: 373); ASSur-nasir-apli I: the ‘White Obelisk’ (see previous
n.); ASSur-nasir-apli II: ASSur Typ II (Frahm 2011: 62—67), probably all of the Thompson fragments,
certainly ‘A’; Salmanu-aSaréed I1I: A§Sur Typ III (ibid. 67-71), the ‘Black Obelisk’ (RIMA.0.102.14); Adad-
narari III: A small obelisk fragment (RIMA.0.103.1003).

24 Long suspected not to belong to ASSur-bél-kala’s reign (see analysis in Salvini 2014), an ascription
of the ‘Broken Obelisk’ to Tukulti-apil-ESarra I is now conclusive (Shibata 2022), and thus RIMA.0.89.8
and 9 are also to be ascribed to said king and not his son, as their only rationale for ascription to
ASSur-bél-kala was their affinity to the ‘Broken Obelisk’ (ibid: 121). Nonetheless, it remains unclear as
to whether ASSur-bél-kala should be excluded from this exclusive Mediterranean club for the time
being or not. Although no obelisk of his has been found, a sculpted appendage of a nahiru does bear
his name (RIMA.0.89.11; Lundstrém 2012: 333, fig. 48), which may imply him having visited the
Mediterranean like his father (or alternately having appropriated one of the sculptures). That A$Sur-
nasir-apli I made it as far as the Mediterranean is hardly impossible considering how much of his
19-year reign is presently lost, that he was considered successful enough to have a later namesake
(who celebratedly marched to the Mediterranean), and as the Euphratine forts of Pitru and Mutkinu
were only lost in the reign of his son, ASSur-rabi II (RIMA.0.102.2 ii 35-38). Samsi-Adad V did not
personally visit the Mediterranean, sending the chief eunuch Mutaqqin-ASSur instead, and hence he
was probably disqualified from the creation of an obelisk.
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broken column (obv ii.) provides little diagnostic beyond a mention of gold (3’) and an
i+na below a ruling which must point to the beginning of a dated campaign (6’). On
the other side ([rev.] iv 1’), a broken description of hunting ensues ([rev.] iv 1'-14").
Frahm (2009b: 100) tended towards Adad-narari II, but did not exclude any other
early Neo-Assyrian king, particularly AsSur-nasir-apli II.

The first point is that the events occurred in a king’s accession year. Here, it
should be noted that Adad-narari II campaigned to Qumani following his accession
according to RIMA.0.99.1 obv. 10-19, and that A$Sur-nasir-apli IT campaigned to UShu
and Atkun in his first regnal year (RIMA.0.101.1i 69-73; 171 90-93, albeit as his second
campaign), while the beginning of Tukulti-Ninurta II’s reign is not preserved. While
this mention of UShu and Atkun would favour A$Sur-nasir-apli II, it is clear from the
description of mustering in KAL 3: obv. i. 69’ that this was the king’s very first
campaign, rendering the omission of ASSur-nasir-apli II's 882 campaign to NiStun
(RIMA.0.101.1 i 45-69; 17 1 65-95) implausible.

The next factor to be considered is Qumand(; Adad-narari II’s inscriptions
explicitly commemorate its defeat early in his reign both in the geographical sum-
maries and in a damaged account from his 909-annals (RIMA.0.99.1 10-19). In turn,
Qumant is remarkably absent from the royal inscriptions of subsequent Assyrian
kings; it would be very strange that the defeat of a kingdom described as “expansive”
(RIMA.0.99.2 24; KAL 3:16-17 15°-16") would have escaped scribes’ notice or have been
redacted. Moreover, KAL 3: 48’s campaign initiates without casus belli; were this
event to have occurred in a subsequent reign, then mention of Qumand’s insubor-
dination would be expected to presage the narrative. Rather, this mirrors the
apparently unprovoked conquest of RIMA.0.99.1 and implies that this was the first
time that a Neo-Assyrian king had subdued this kingdom.?

All of these points, along with Frahm’s (2009b: 100-01) observation of the very
close phraseology between the hunting reports of KAL 3; 48 (rev.) iv 1’-14’ and
RIMA.0.99.2 122-26 (particularly the hunting of elephants with traps) render an
ascription to Adad-narari II certain.?® Nonetheless, a few issues require resolution.
The first of these is the differing information of the defeat of Quman presented in
these two accounts, summarised in the following table (Table 6):

25 ASSur-nasir-apli I’s defeat of UShu and Atkun is followed in the narrative by a march to Katmuhi
and then interrupted by rebellion on the Middle Euphrates (RIMA.0.101.1 i 69-99). A revolt by
Qumani would contradict the narrative and historical logic of this passage alike.

26 One might naturally play advocatus diaboli and suggest Tukulti-Ninurta II as the commissioner.
Discounting this is the scale of the victory (which one might expect to have graced his summary
inscription, especially as the analogous capture of Apa of Hubuskia is mentioned) and the exten-
siveness of the hunting account with its pursuit of elephants. While in the same region of the
Euphrates, Tukultl-Ninurta II managed only to kill wild bulls (RIMA.0.100.5 46), and the hunting tally
at the end of his 884 annals mentions only 60 lions (1l. 134-35).
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Table 6: Differing accounts of the defeat of Qumand.

KAL 3: 48 obv. i 12’-16’

RIMA.0.99.1 obv. 10-19

[ina It kiS]Satiya Saturte ana (mat) Qumeni'[(...) allik(?)
... Klipsana Saplis [... 1-na alani [... ilkSudu/a [...
biltu madattu(?) eliSunlu ukin [...]

In the power of my overwhelming authority, [... I
went (?)] to the land of Qumeéna [... K]ip3na below
[...]cities[... thley/he took[...]Timposed o[n them

ina qibit ASSur béli rabé béliya narkabati sabiya adki
ana (mat) Qumané 1a allik rapsati Qumané Ia akSud
Ilaya Sar (mat) Qumané ina qabal ekalliSu qati I
iksussu ahhésu ana gurunni I amhas diktSunu
ma’attu iddék Sallassunu basisunu makkariSunu
alpiSunu immer sénisunu ana aliya AsSur ubla ilani-
Sunu ki qisate ana Assur béliya iqis

sitat ummanisunu [Sa iStu] pan kakkiya ipparsiafani]
iturani

At the command of the great lord AS3ur, my lord, I
mustered my chariotry and troops. I went forth to
the land of Qumanda. I took expansive Qumana. I

tribute (?)... ] captured Ildya, king of Quman, in the midst of his
palace. Islew his brothers in heaps. I struck them a
great blow. I brought their spoils, possessions, and
property, their oxen, sheep, and livestock to my city
AS3ur. I bestowed them upon A$3ur, my lord, as

gifts. I settled in peaceful dwellings the remaining
troops who had fled before my weapons and had

since returned [...]

Although differences are apparent, both narratives are also incomplete: While
only the end of RIMA.0.99.1’s version is lost, the vast majority of KAL 3: 48’s account
has suffered this fate. What survives can, nonetheless, be reconciled. From the ‘die’ of
Aya-halu (formerly ‘Yahalu’), masennu rabii to Salmanu-asaréd I1I, it is apparent that
Kips$tnu was the capital of Qumani;*’ hence, the capture of Iliya “in his palace” in
RIMA.0.99.1 obv. 12-13 must have occurred there. In turn, RIMA.0.99.1 obv. 14-19
describes collection of spoils and of the resettlement of returning Qumand soldiers

27 ""kip-Su-ni k‘”’qu-me—ni Kime-eh-ra-ni k“rli-q[i] ko pi-niim] (RIMA.0.102.2003 = Stephens 1937: no.
73, ii 5-iii 3). Kip$unu’s status as Quman’s capital is evident from RIMA.0.87.1 vi 23. While evidently
within or adjacent to the Zaha Plain, Iraq, it remains presently unlocalised (Bagg 2017: 343-44).
Possible locations might include the mounds of Basorin or Takyan in Turkey, or, in Iraq, the pre-
cipitous heights of ‘Amadiya or Hawriz; a lowland site such Zaha or Dayrabin also cannot be fully
excluded. The much-cited site of ‘GefSe’ with which it has often been identified (e.g. Kessler 1980: 170)
seems unlocatable within the modern toponymy of the region, unless it is equated with (the unre-
markable) modern toponym of Haf$in, not far from Hawriz.
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before breaking off. It is logical that the next topic would have been the imposition of
tribute and vassalage, as probably preserved in KAL 3: 48, and that the intervening
portion was abridged in the latter account. Finally, KAL 3: 48 appears to be more
thematically focused on military expeditions, while RIMA.0.99.1 focuses more on
aftermaths. Here, the emphasis in RIMA.0.99.1 on the transporting of spoils to ASSur
and their dedication to the eponymous god (found after each campaign described)
are key, as this text was composed to commemorate the renovation of the quay at
AS3ur.”® KAL 3: 48 may well thus represent a more ‘military historical’ annalistic
account.”’

This leads to the next point, the omission of UShu and Atkun from RIMA.0.99.1.
One possibility is that the defeat of these hardy mountain communities did not yield
any spoils with which to return to AsSur (thus disqualifying it from mention in the
text). Another point is the apparent insignificance and banality of conquering these
settlements (KAL 3: 48 devotes only two lines to the conquest); the mountainous flank
of Nibur and Pasate in which they lay (Cudi Dag1, Turkey, and environs) has
remained ungovernable throughout history, providing an eternal casus expeditionis.
Both ASSur-nasir-apli II’s unhurried conquest of the area on the way to Katmuhi in
his first year and Sin-ahhé-eriba’s extensive hiking and creation of rock reliefs
following a perfunctory battle at Nibur (see Finkel 2014: 291-92) recall Fuchs’ sug-
gestion that new kings would often choose the foothills of the Zagros as ‘soft’ targets
with which to gain military experience (and an easy victory with which to return
home).*® Indeed, A$Sur-bél-kala had previously marched to exactly the same area
with similarly bland results near the beginning of his reign, and had it recorded in a
ruled section of two lines (RIMA.0.89.1 12°-13").3! While an exhaustive annalistic
account might list this conquest, this would be the first achievement to be edited out

28 Mention at the close of the governor of Libbi-ali and the mayor of ASSur imply that this may even
have entailed some manner of civic event.

29 It is worth noting that KAL 3: 48 uses the variant writing ‘Qumén®’ only otherwise known
from the die of Aya-halu. Considering the present scarcity of attestations for this toponym, this
cannot be considered diagnostic. During this period, variant renderings for toponyms are even
known adjacent to one another within the same narrative (e.g. Nasipanu and Nasibina for Adad-
narari II, or Talmi$ and Talbi$ for Tukulti-Ninurta II), which may hint at underlying redactional
decisions such as the stitching together of different accounts, rather than any chronological
factors.

30 “For many a young Assyrian king for the first time in sole command of his army, campaigning
against the tiresome but harmless nearby hillbillies was a welcome opportunity to gain military
experience without taking risk.” (Fuchs 2017a: 249).

31 ""As-ku-x could easily stand for later Atkun; as the Hurrianising personal name of the late Middle
Assyrian eponym Nathaya is written alternately as "Na-ds-ha-a-a and "Na-at-ha-a-a (Soden 1974: 190,
n. 4), implying some variation in the rendering of the underlying consonant in Hurrian.
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of aking’s res gestae, particularly as the subsequent defeat of the nearby kingdom of
Qumani dwarfed it in scope.*

Mention of elephants, ostriches, and perhaps bitumen in the hunting section
implies that this text must have been compiled following Adad-narari II’s earliest
campaign to Sihu and the Middle Euphrates. This text’s broken state is hence
particularly frustrating as it must have been an early recension of the king’s annals
(particularly considering its retention of the episode of UShu and Atkun); the text
mentions him only having caught a single elephant in a kippu-snare (KAL 3: 48 [rev.]
iv 3’), not the five which he would bag in such a manner by 893 (RIMA.0.99.2 125). This
comparison of hunting reports does, nonetheless, demonstrate an interesting point —
early Neo-Assyrian hunting reports were evidently running game tallies to which scribes
would add following each royal hunting excursion and immortalise as such in the next

royal inscription, perhaps as an encouragement for kings to reach ‘high scores’

4.2 KAL 3:47. Adad-narari II’s Early Na’iri Campaigning and the
Conquest of Katmuhi (ca. 909-902 BC)

This short and broken text begins with the fragmentary tail-end of a campaign (1. 1"-7’)
describing the plundering and harrowing of a region in either the Upper Tigris or Zagros
(on account of a ‘barbarian they’ and horses as spoils), following what would appear to
be a dawn attack in which a fragmentary KUR s[u-can be recognised (l. 3). Thereafter,
underneath a ruling, may be found two broken lines which appear to relate to a second
campaign on 28th Kislimu (IX) of an unknown eponymate (Il. 8'-9’). After these, un-
derneath yet another ruling, are the scarce fragments of another narrative (1. 10°-15),
within which an URU-sign (11’) and a LUGAL-sign (14’, see comm.) are recognisable. >
Beneath this lies what would seem to be yet another ruling, presumably signalling

32 Confirmation of this theory is present in the unusual ruling in RIMA.0.99.1 ex. 1 between mention
of Adad-narari II’s accession in 1l. 8-9 and the beginning of the campaign to Qumani itself in 1. 10
(noted by Grayson 1991: 143), which hints at a narrative ellipsis. In ex. 2 (= KAL 3: 15), this ruling is not
present (although the text and date is otherwise identical), which may imply that the decision had
been made to ‘sublimate’ this very minor campaign entirely into the ensuing Qumana campaign by
late 909, but that not all scribes had been informed of this redactional change.

33 This observation should also be employed methodologically in assigning future fragments of
royal inscriptions. Once a ‘hunting profile’ of each early Neo-Assyrian king might be effectively
identified, the numbers, species, manner of hunting, and internal organisation of these game tallies
could well enable the attribution of otherwise less than ascribable fragments to discrete rulers and
even time periods within their reigns.

34 While Frahm is cautious and reads LU, it is very unlikely from the traces and the distance to be
reconstructed from the left margin (compare 1. 8 & 15°) that this could be anything other than a
LUGAL, as he tentatively suggests in his commentary.
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another sequence (evident on the copy, albeit not in Frahm’s score), and likely the top of
an ITI-sign, and thus the date of another campaign.

On grounds of the format of the dates and some phraseology, Frahm (2009h: 98)
suspected that this text hailed from the reign of Adad-narari II. This is particularly
interesting considering the sign-forms and rulings found in KAL 3: 53 (see below)
are close enough to those here that they might hail from the same text. As he
further notes, the expression ana $aniitesu “for the second time” (1. 9°) is paralleled
in the passage of Adad-narari II’s second campaign to Kumme (RIMA.0.99.2 94).
Indeed, Adad-narar1 II’s inscriptions quite exceptionally rationalise campaigns
into numbered campaigns within discrete regions, i.e. seven campaigns to Hani-
galbat, two campaigns to Kumme, and four campaigns to Na’iri.*® Hence, Adad-
narari II’s Supertigridian expeditionary foursome is by far the most fitting his-
torical context for the KAL 3: 47’s first (Il. 1’-7’) and second (1l. 8-9’) sections.*” A
further point to be made is that the campaign “for a second time” is at the
remarkably late date of 28th Kislimu (IX); the only early Neo-Assyrian king to
campaign so far into a mountainous region in winter was Adad-narari II, who
marched to Habhu (3) and Mehru on 4th Arahsamnu (VIII) 909. This king’s
remarkable energy in his initial regnal years would support an ascription of this
campaign to his early reign.

Following from these conclusions, KUR s[u-probably refers to Suhme, a polity on
the Upper Tigris;*® while this land is not mentioned in the summary, the neigh-
bouring country of Alzi (Elazig Province, Turkey) is, rendering this plausible. It is
noteworthy that dawn attacks (ina/lam Samas napahi ‘at/before daybreak’) are only
attested four other times within the corpus of Assyrian royal inscriptions, once by
ASSur-nasir-apli I in the KaSiaru mountains’ (modern Tar ‘Abdin, Turkey) northern
fringe (RIMA.0.101.18 26’-27", see above, n. 24 for ascription), and thrice by ASSur-
nasir-apli II. The latter used this tactic once in the Upper Tigris against the Dirru-
people (RIMA.0.101.1ii 106; 17 iv 71; 19 73), and twice in Zama, once against Nar-Adad
of Dagara (RIMA.0.101.1 ii 48-49) and once when attacking the city of Ammali

35 Itisvertically aligned with that of1. 8, supporting such a notion. A single small horizontal wedge is
discernible next to this, although this is not enough to narrow down the month in question.

36 Noting a campaign to a region was “for a second time” is only otherwise evidenced for A3Sur-
nasir-apli II’s reign, in his extensive 879 campaign to the Upper Tigris (RIMA.0.101.1ii 97; 17 iv 39; 19
27); as this occurred on 1st Simanu, it cannot be reconciled with KAL 3: 47 8-9'.

37 While the two expeditions to Kumme also featuring equines might seem a tempting identification
for this fragment, the second Kumme campaign occurred during Nisannu (I) (RIMA.0.99.2 94), while
the present campaign began on 28th Kislimu (IX), excluding such an identification.

38 A less likely possibility is Subria, which could be written with a sin in literary or archaising texts
as late as the so-called Epic of Salmanu-aSaréd III (SAA 3: 17 rev. 4).
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(RIMA.0.101.11i 53-54). This seems to have been a common Assyrian tactic intended to
catch mountain-dwellers before they fled to inaccessible terrain.

The next and most striking point is the reference to a king. By the early Neo-
Assyrian period, it was unusual for royal inscriptions to refer to foreign rulers as
sarru, which permits inference of the land discussed; to the present author’s
knowledge, only the rulers of Kardunia$, Katmuhi, Gargamis (Garabulus, Syro-
Turkish border), Gilzanu, Dayaeni (mountains north of the Upper Tigris plain,
Turkey), Nasibina (Nusaybin, Turkey), and Hubuskia are accorded this title. With
the exception of Nasibina and possibly Hubuskia (of which nothing is attested
prior to the reign of Tukulti-Ninurta II) the roots of each of these kingships stretch
back into the second millennium. Considering the geographical remits of his ac-
tivities, only two king(dom)s are plausible for Adad-narari II to have defeated
prior to 901, namely Kardunia§ and Katmuhi. Considering the brevity of this
account, it is unlikely to reflect the former, which already receives considerable
shrift in the summary inscriptions and was obviously a signal achievement — by
means of contrast, the narrative here receives scarcely five lines despite con-
taining a king! Rather, the natural candidate is Katmuhi, which was unceremo-
niously annexed to Assyria early in his reign (RIMA.0.99.2 26), albeit remaining a
‘transitional case’ well into ASSur-nasir-apli IT’s days. ASSur-dan II had deposed its
previous king Kundibhalé, and its shaky vassalage may have proven an impedi-
ment to an Assyria bent on campaigning in the Upper Tigris. Hence, it might be
inferred that Adad-narari II’s conquest of Katmuhi followed his second Na’iri
campaign.

What is striking about this event, however, is that despite the ruling demon-
strating that this is a new narrative, no precise date is given; by means of comparison,
the sign ITI may be noted at the same position beneath a ruling on 11. 8 and 15’ above
and below this ruled section. Deviation from the usual dating formulae is known
from Adad-narariII’s inscriptions, and is used to announce a further campaign in the
same eponymate. As there does not seem to be enough space for a description of
mustering troops or of a march from Assyria before a city is mentioned, the
conclusion must be that this occurred immediately following the second Na’iri
campaign. Considering the stark brevity of the second campaign, it may well have
proven fruitless, and a defeat of Katmuhi was necessary to return with glory and
fulfil the Assyrian army’s rapine ambitions.*

39 Asimilar situation appears to have occurred following ASSur-nasir-apli II’s failed siege of Amédu,
after which the Assyrian king attacked the polity of Udu quite without provocation (RIMA.0.101.1 iii
104-13).
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4.3 KAL 3: 53. A Late Na’iri Campaign of Adad-narari II, his
Defeat of the Ahlam, and a Harrying of the Middle
Euphrates (ca. 909-902 BC)

Left unassigned by Frahm (2009b: 104-05), this text is noted by him to be of very
similar ductus to KAL 3: 47. He suggests that it may in fact be from the same text,
and, indeed the format, especially the rulings, supports this. If this is the case,
then it must evidently hail from elsewhere in this same text; neither overlap nor
direct join may be detected, and he notes, in turn, that the height of the lines in
KAL 3: 53 does not precisely correspond to that of KAL 3: 47. Regardless, should
the ductus be so arrestingly similar, then this text could well have been written
out by the same scribe, and have been commissioned contemporaneously with
KAL 3: 47.

The first preserved section is the fragmentary tail-end of a campaign to Na’iri
mentioning harvesting, troops, the crossing of mountains*’ and the plundering of
Usia, an otherwise unknown city likely in the Tar ‘Abdin.*! The second (and very
brief) ruled section (ll. 7-8’) retains only the second halves of two lines: [... dikti]
Sunu ma’attu adik [... Alrraphi uSas[bit?] “[...I mas]sacred them in droves [ ... ] I
settled them in Arrapha”; the use of the ‘barbarian they’ points to the Assyrian ruler’s
foe here being either a mountaineer or nomadic group. The third section (1. 9-13’)
evidences only a scarce few broken lines mentioning bronze and iron, perhaps the
Euphrates, and harvesting.

While this seems little to go on, there are some diagnostic points. Firstly, as noted
by Frahm, the verb esedu is a rarity and only attested for Adad-narari II and AsSur-
nasir-apliII, as is also the case for diktu ma’attu ddku. More vitally, Arrapha had been
conquered early in Adad-narari II’s reign, and is not mentioned in the annals of any
other king. Not only would the resettlement of a nomadic population there make
particularly good sense if this was a relatively fresh conquest and Arrapha was
undergoing restructuring,*? but also narratologically inasmuch as the precise des-
tinations of deportees are not generally provided in early Neo-Assyrian inscriptions:
the Arrapha reference would thus refer back to an earlier conquest within the same

40 The GAIR’-nu e-tiq of 1. 5° could neatly stand for hurslanu étiq ‘I crossed the mountain range’.
41 Note the similar endings of the settlements of (AD)lapsia and Irsia found in this range, perhaps
implying a shared linguistic heritage. Initial 1 or n sometimes disappears in piedmont Zagrine and
Taurine toponyms (e.g. Lillimer/Illimer, Nar-Zuhina/Arzuhina), meaning that Usia could well share a
common etymology with Lusia in the mat masenni (Bagg 2017: 377).

42 Zadok (1995: 27) has noted the remarkable decline in Hurrian personal names within Arrapha
between the second and first millennia BC, and the great deal of West Semitic and Akkadian-West
Semitic names. Might it be that the resettlement of these nomads was part of a demographic orga-
nisation? If so, then this would be an interesting early use of Assyria’s ‘imperial toolkit’.



DE GRUYTER Adad-narari II and Tukult-Ninurta II = 261

composition, and hence to Adad-nararl II’s reign. Perhaps the most suggestive
argument, however, is the orthographic similarity to KAL 3: 47, which seems very
likely to describe Adad-narari II’s deeds.

If such an ascription is pursued, then the events mentioned tally nicely with
the early events of this king’s reign. The terse defeat of a ‘barbarian they’ in the
second section and their subsequent settlement in Arrapha would accord
extremely well with a mention by Adad-narari II in his summary that he defeated
the Ahlami during the pre-Apku period.* In turn, the final section’s mention of
not only bronze, but also iron (indicative of the Upper Tigris, the Tar ‘Abdin, or the
Middle Euphrates) and probably of the Euphrates alongside esédu could point
very nicely to Adad-narari II’s early exploits in the latter region, as prior to 901 he
must have received Sthu’s tribute and have harried Lagé (thus justifying his
epithet of da’i§ Laqé on the Tall ‘ASara Stele), albeit not necessarily simulta-
neously; it might be imagined that he brought the crops to the neighbouring allied
Assyrian bulwark of Dur-Katlimmu (Tall Seh Hamad, Syria) which he would claim
outright as his own come 885 (RIMA.0.99.2 111-12). Finally, the first section’s
mention of the lands of Na’iri seemingly in their entirety,44 of harvesting, and of
plunder of a city in the Kasiaru on the return march all point to the successful
conclusion of a period of concerted campaigning in the Upper Tigris and the
establishment of supremacy there, perhaps with the bolstering of an outpost with
the harvested crops (the obvious candidate for this early period being Dam-
dammusa). It is hence reasonable to propose that this marked the last of his four
Na’iri Campaigns.

4.4 KAL 3: 45-46. Some campaigns of Tukulti-Ninurta II to
Nirdun and Na’iri Featuring a Rock Inscription, and his
Defeat of Irbibu and a Superchaburine Insurrection (ca.
890-887 BC)

Unlike the other texts presented here, KAL 3: 45-46 possesses a long history of
publication and interpretation. It consists of two exemplars, A (= VAT 9752) and B
(VAT 9782+10944). B was first published by Schroeder (1922) as KAH 87 and 88,
who suggested that it might date to the reign of Adad-narari II (108), a view

43 RIMA.0.99.2 33. Note the preceding footnote and the logic of deporting West Semitic-speaking
nomads to Arrapha’s Hurrian milieu as opposed to mountaineers who might share far more lin-
guistic and cultural affinities with this newly subjugated population.

44 ana seems to be preserved after (matat) Na’iri (1. 3), perhaps implying that a phrase such as ana
pat gimrisina is intended to follow.
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tentatively followed by Luckenbill (1926: 124-25). By means of contrast, Seid-
mann (1935: 7) and Grayson (1991: 265-67) tended towards A3Sur-nasir-apli II,
while Schramm (1973: 7-8) also did not exclude ASSur-dan II and Tukulti-Ninurta
II from consideration. In scholarly literature, A was known to duplicate VAT
9782, but was first published by Grayson (1991), who presented an edition of VAT
9752 and 9782 together as RIMA.0.101.21, but did not recognise that VAT 9782 joins
with 10944; he published the latter separately as RIMA.0.101.22. As a result, it is
only come Frahm’s edition that the text could be historically analysed in its fully
preserved extent.

In his edition, Frahm (2009b: 92-97) notes the similarities in phraseology
between this text and KAL 3: 56. This text is divided into a series of ruled pas-
sages. In the first section (ll. 1’-6’), the military of a ‘barbarian they’ is defeated
and brought down into the lowlands, their livestock plundered, and slain in
droves, including the amputation of hands and blinding. The land in which this
happens must be a pastoral highland polity, probably Nirdun (Savur Cayi basin,
Turkey).*

In the next and best-preserved section (1. 7-16), Irbibu, a lord on the Upper
Habur, refuses to pay tribute and has fortified his city with a moat. The Assyrian king
lays siege to him with a series of encircling forts and marches down the Harmi$ River
(Wadi al-Gaggag, Syria) plundering adjacent settlements, after which he takes the
nearby fortified city of Malhani.*® The king butchers 174 men, flays 12, blinds and
amputates the tongues of an unknown number, cuts the throats of 153, and impales 21
particular individuals associated with Irbibu.

In a briefer section (17-18’), Barzania and Dikun and their surrounding region
are attacked by the Assyrian king and plundered. Thereafter, in a new ruled section
(1. 19-25’) which is quite broken, a rock relief of Tukulti-apil-ESarra I is mentioned,
and a mountain range is crossed to reach Na’iri. There, Barzania is attacked once
more, its livestock plundered, and enemy soldiers beheaded and the area generally
ravaged.

Finally, in lines 26’-31’, the city of Tillé (likely Tall Rumaylan, Syria) rebels and
moves forces to Kahat (Tall Barri, Syria) and another city, the name of which is lost.
The Assyrian king marches forth and defeats the insurrectionists, looting their
livestock and bringing prisoners back to Assyria.

45 Frahm reads an only partially preserved as "a™du-ni (l. 2). Were a to be understood as the second
half of the sign nir, then one would have Nirduni for Nirdun, a plausible if hitherto unattested
spelling.

46 Reasonably equated by Frahm (2009b: 95-96) with the city of Malhina known from RIMA.0.101.19
33.
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Certainly, there is a wealth of information which excludes both A$Sur-nasir-apli
II and Adad-narari II from consideration. Tillé belonged to Katmuhi (idil plain,
Turkey), which was conquered and incorporated into Assyria’s pale early in Adad-
nararl II's reign (although it enjoyed something of a ‘transitional status’ well
into ASSur-nasir-apli II’s time), providing a terminus post quem. Nonetheless, a
reasonable, if not certain terminus ante quem is furnished by A$Sur-nasir-apli II’s
consecration of a palace there in 879 following some hunting about the region, which
bespeaks a solidified Assyrian presence (RIMA.0.101.19 32-35). While a subsequent
rebellion cannot be discounted (and Tillé would be the centre of such in the years
818-817), other historical indications support a window prior to ASSur-nasir-apli II's
reign.

Key here is Irbibu’s rebellion on the River Harmi$, which bespeaks a transitional
situation in the Upper Habur; that such a state of affairs would have persisted as late
as ASSur-nasir-apli IT’s reign is not impossible, but should the city of Malhani have
been involved in the Irbibu insurrection as the traces suggest, then ASSur-nasir-apli
II’s nonchalant jaunt past there in 879 would again place this text’s events earlier. As
noted, the siege technique of encirclement with towers mirrors that employed in KAL
3: 56.

In turn, as noted by Frahm, it is not insignificant that the only Neo-Assyrian royal
inscriptions presently recovered from Kahat were commissioned by Tukulti-Ninurta
IT for the construction of a palace there (RIMA.0.100.9). It could be imagined that this
occurred in response to the uprising mentioned here (26’-31’) as a means of rein-
forcing Assyria’s presence.

Although the polity of Nirdun is first explicitly attested in the reign of ASSur-
nagir-apli II, it is only depicted as rendering tribute; considering that it occupied the
region around the Savur Cayi, the chief entrance to the Tar ‘Abdin massif from the
north, Assyria must have clashed with it prior to his reign. Here, it should be noted
that its fortified settlement of Uda was already a target during the reign of Tukul-
tI-Ninurta II, with Bialasi of Bit-Zamani campaigning there on Assyria’s behalf in late
877 (RIMA.0.100.5 6). As this was a follow-up to a prior Assyrian campaign, Nirdun
must have endured the “wolf on the fold” prior to then, earlier in the same year at the
very latest.

Next, the impalement must be considered; the history and terminology of this
practice remains complicated, with Radner (2015) drawing a distinction between
impalement upon a stake (zaqipu) and the post-mortem hanging of a body from a
post (gasisu), the former during sieges and the latter in the aftermath. The scarcity of
attestations precludes the drawing of many more inferences, but it might be noted
that ASSur-bél-kala’s annals are the first to describe the displaying of a body from a
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post by an Assyrian (RIMA.0.89.2 iii 12’). In turn, the first attestation of impalement
proper (i.e. ana zaqipi zuqqupu) hails from ASSur-nasir-apli IT’s first regnal year (882)
following Ahi-yababa’s aforementioned usurpation at Stru of Bit-Halupé, with
further examples occurring at Pitura (879), and Amédu and Udu (866), these latter
three in the Upper Tigris.*’ In this initial impaling on the Euphrates, however, A$Sur-
nasir-apliII created an elaborate tower with impaled bodies both atop and around its
structure clad with flayed skins. Unless he was a punitive prodigy, the complicat-
edness of this cruel edifice implies that ASSur-nasir-apli II did not originate this
practice, but rather that it already belonged to the Assyrian ruler’s ‘frightfulness-
toolkit’ by his time, and that his tower of pain had simply elaborated on earlier
practices.*® In such a respect, it might be noted that his annals call his father
Tukulti-Ninurta II $a kullat za@’iriSu inerriima ina gasisi urettil pagri gerisu “he who
defeated all of his enemies and fixed his foes’ corpses to posts”. Combined with the
excruciating torture which will further be noted in KAL 3: 56 (see below), a somewhat
dark image of Tukulti-Ninurta II emerges: might he have been the innovator of this
brutality?

Turning to Barzania (which very likely corresponds to BarzaniStun [see Bagg
2017: 97-98)), this polity was reached via Mount Amadanu (either the Maden Daglar1
or the Karacadag, Turkey), as is evident from the itinerary of ASSur-nasir-apli II’s 866
campaign to Amédu (RIMA.0.101.1 iii 104). It is fascinating to note that the second
march there as described in the present text involves the visiting of a rock inscription
of Tukulti-apil-eSarra I. As previously discussed, Tukulti-Ninurta II seems to have
been the first Neo-Assyrian king to have left rock inscriptions, a pursuit eagerly
followed by his son and grandson. Indeed, a recently identified group of three
Assyrian rock inscriptions near the village of Yagmur in the western flank of the Tar
‘Abdin could correspond to the site mentioned in this text, with one of these (Panel 1)
clearly from the reign of Tukulti-apil-eSarra I, and two other fragmentary examples
(Panels 2 and 3) which must be early Neo-Assyrian in date (Gen¢ and MacGinnis
2023). It is the present author’s opinion that one of the unattributed examples must
be from Tukulti-Ninurta II, and that the king left an inscription here on the way to

47 See Radner’s (2015) overview. It is interesting, however, to note that ASSur-nasir-apli II's
forces ‘fight the good fight’ in his depictions on the Balawat Gates, with no atrocities depicted,
while Salmanu-aSaréd III's bronze bands from the same site display various examples of
impalement despite the lack of accompanying textual descriptions. It may well be that
impalement as a tactic had become banal by the latter’s reign and did not warrant annalistic
commemoration.

48 This same torture episode of 882 is also the first dated attestation of the flaying of underlings
within the Neo-Assyrian royal inscriptions, a practice which is also present in KAL 3: 56, Side b. 6’ (see
below).
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Barzania/Barzanitun, as the fragmentary passage here intimates.*® Indeed, it is
possible that he initially encountered the relief on his first campaign to Barzania and
returned to ‘discover’ the inscription and carve his own companion piece immedi-
ately afterwards. Certainly, it makes little sense for an Assyrian army to raid the
same distant, pastoral mountain polity twice in a row, and an ulterior motive might
be assumed.”

Hence, taken together, these references render an ascription of this text to
Tukultl-Ninurta II as certain, particularly in light of KAL 3: 56. This is further
epigraphically supported by Frahm’s note (2009: 95) that idiosyncratic writings
of the sign NA in this text only otherwise occur in inscriptions from Tukulti--
Ninurta II’s reign. Together with the activities of KAL 3: 56 (see below), it can be
presumed that much of the early years of his reign is now covered by these two
texts. The internal chronology of these events will be considered in the latter
section.

4.5 KAL 3: 56. Tukulti-Ninurta II’s Early Campaigns along with
his Later Flaying of Apa of HubuSkia and Punishment of
Nasibina (ca. 890-887 BC)

Frahm (2009h: 108-11) considered KAL 3: 56 to present very striking similarities
with KAL 3: 45-46 in phraseology, although (as he further notes) the most
remarkable congruence is their exceptionally elaborate and minute descriptions
of torture. He thus contended that both texts must hail from the same ruler’s reign.
Having noted historical incongruities with an attribution to Adad-narari II
and ASSur-nasir-apli II, he ultimately arrived at a very tentative ascription to
Tukulti-Ninurta II.

Side a. (probably obv.) is extremely fragmentary, with probably six different
ruled sections (Figure 2). What is so exceptional about this tablet is that while Side
b. is entirely intact (Figure 3), most of Side a. has been heavily damaged with long
linear scratches made after the tablet had been baked (Figure 2). While Frahm
notes these to be intentional, he does not comment on why they are only present
on one side of the tablet, or why they are so long, parallel, and painstaking in

49 Note that e-tig must refer to the crossing of a mountain chain.

50 It is worth noting that a march skirting the western edge of the Tar ‘Abdin by way of the
Karacadag could have been enough to justify Tukulti-Ninurta II’s claim to have campaigned from the
other side of the Tigris to “Hatti”.
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places.” Scrutiny of the photograph included in the volume demonstrates that
these are strikings-through of lines, as the lines run carefully through the middle
of signs, implying that whoever did this possessed literacy, or at least some fa-
miliarity with cuneiform writing. As Side b. is unscathed, the implication must be
that its text was needed for some purpose, perhaps for recopying, while that of
Side a. was of no further use. One good possibility is that this side, which contains
many brief episodes describing the reception of tributes, had been selected for
deletion from the historical record;>? if so, then this would be remarkable material
evidence of the redaction of annalistic texts, although this would require further
parallels to confirm.

The first of Side a.’s episodes (1. 1'-8’) fragmentarily describes a campaign to a
land possessing horses and a population referred to with the ‘barbarian they’ and
contains the name ‘Adad-narar? near its close. The following ruled section of two
lines (1l. 9-10") describes an imposition of tribute upon a ruler whose name is lost.
Yet another section of two lines (ll. 11’-12") follows describing the reception of
tribute from a ‘barbarian they’. The next possesses three unsalvageable lines
(1. 13-15). A single-line ruled section then refers to the reception of a livestock
tribute without a ‘barbarian they’ (l. 16). A final ruled section of five lines before the
tablet breaks is almost entirely gone (ll. 17’-21’); what little remains displays the
‘barbarian they’.

Side b. is far better preserved, presenting two longer narratives divided by
a ruled line. The first (Il. 1-10’) is somewhat fragmentary, but concerns the
flaying and execution of a leader at Ninaa, the mutilation of his men, and the
destruction of his city. The second narrative (1l. 11’-22’) describes an insurrection
at Nasibina, possibly inflamed by another group (l. 12’), the name of which is
not preserved. The Assyrian king defeats and horrifically tortures the in-
surrectionists, and then encircles another city, this one belonging to a ruler. This
is followed by a march into the habhu-lands of the KaSiaru (i.e. Habhu 4) before
the text breaks off.

51 “Diese Seite der Tafel ist sehr schwer zu lesen, weil sie von zahlreichen waagerecht verlaufenden,
offenbar vermittels eines Werkzeugs produzierten tiefen Kratzern durchzogen wird, die den Ein-
blick erwecken, als seien sie erst angebracht worden, als die Tafel bereits beschddigt war.” (Frahm
2009b). The final part of his analysis is less convincing, as such a scenario of careful scratching
through of individual lines following the damage of the tablet would make scarce sense. An already
damaged tablet could simply be discarded or copied out anew, or the entire side ‘crossed out’ as is
known from defunctlegal tablets — there must rather have been a clear intention in the creation long,
scratched lines.

52 Inan Assyrian context, the present author can only otherwise think of the excised passage of Palil-
ére§’ stele found at Tall ar-Rimah (RIMA.0.104.7 13-21), which remain largely legible despite being
struck-through.
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Figure 2: KAL 3: 56 Side a. (Photograph: Maul, Assur-Forschungsstelle Heidelberg).

VAT 14402

Figure 3: KAL 3: 56 Side b. (Photograph: Maul, Assur-Forschungsstelle Heidelberg).
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Perhaps the most obvious point of attack is the name Adad-narari (Side a., 1. 7)),
and yet this is unfortunately not all that diagnostic. The campaign in question must
have taken place in the Upper Tigris or Zagros due to the horses present as spoil, most
likely the former. As Adad-narari I campaigned as far afield as Elubat (RIMA.0.77.18;
2 38), he cannot be discounted as the referent here, although his later namesake was
much more active there and revered by his son, as discussed.

Rather, the most vital indicator is the appearance of Nasibina, which provides a
chronological framework. This polity was only defeated by Adad-narari II in 896, at
which point its ruler Nur-Adad was replaced with a docile new client king as
described in a colourful passage.” Despite Adad-narari I’s continued activities in the
Upper Habir, no mention is made of the city up to the end of annalistic documen-
tation in 893, presenting a reasonable terminus post quem for the revolt. In turn, a
good terminus ante quem is lent by the itinerary of Tukulti-Ninurta II’s journey up the
Greater Habir at the close of his largely peaceful Medioeuphratine campaign of 885;
the monarch ceased collecting tribute after Sadikanni (Tall ‘Agaga, Syria), implying
that the series of settlements (including Nasibina) through which he passed there-
after on the way to Huzirina (Sultantepe, Turkey) were not vassals, but rather pro-
vincial centres (RIMA.0.100.5 115-20). Were this to hold, then a brief window between
late 893 and mid-to late 887 would be available for this uprising, probably dis-
counting Adad-narari IT and ASSur-nasir-apli II. While such an insurrection could be
supposed subsequent to provincialisation, the multiple campaigns through the
Kasiaru mountains undertaken by ASSur-nasir-apli II early in his reign without
mention of incident at Nasibina would seem to imply that the southern approaches to
the Tar ‘Abdin were well secured, and that it was now the habhu-lands (4) nestled
within the range which posed an issue (see Radner 2006a).

Considering all of the minor (and apparently deleted) actions listed on Side a.
and the grander business of the capture and flaying of the ruler of a city prior to the
revolt at Nasibina and ensuing campaign on Side b. (of what is at all preserved of the
tablet), it seems very unlikely that Adad-narari II would have had time for these
many activities alongside a new war with Kardunia$ and an assault on Sthu in the
three years prior to his death.>*

In turn, and quite vitally, the gruesome and precisely documented torture
forming the text’s most distinctive hallmark (akin to KAL 3: 45-46, see above) is

53 Radner (2006b: 52) understands annexation as having occurred directly in 896, perhaps on ac-
count of curious wording of RIMA.0.99.2 79. Considering the enthronement of a new lord of Nasibina
in the previous lines, this seems unlikely; rather a closely supervised ‘transitional case’ situation is
plausible.

54 This would particularly be the case if KAL 3: 45-46 is understood as hailing from the same reign or
even composition. See below in the summary of Adad-narari II for discussion of the king’s possible
illness between late 884 and mid-883.
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entirely absent from Adad-narari II’s royal inscriptions, where enemies are simply
slain in heaps. Here, some 45 or more individuals receive amputations, blindings (in
one instance with apparently molten tin!), and mutilation of the ears. While ASSur-
nasir-apli II also amputated the arms of captured soldiers and unabashedly decap-
itated, flayed, impaled, and even immured (RIMA.0.101.1 72), the other brutalities
meted out here were not in his punitive inventory. Considering that KAL 3: 45-46 (see
above) fields yet more of the same grisly horrors and displays many other similar-
ities, it should be assumed that the same king commissioned both inscriptions.

Afurther pointis the siegecraft depicted. Adad-narariIl’s inscriptions laud him
as having invented the siege technique used here of encirclement with fortresses
during the siege of Ragamatu/Gidara in 898 (RIMA.0.99.2 54-55). That it appears
here (KAL 3: 56 Side b. 18'-19’) without further comment implies that this tactic was
no longer novel and must postdate that year (and, indeed, 893). The same stratagem
is employed in KAL 3: 45-46 10’11, further underlying these two texts’ chrono-
logical and stylistic propinquity. In turn, this technique excludes an ascription to
the reign of ASSur-nasir-apli II, as this king favoured entirely different and more
aggressive siege techniques such as storming, tunnelling, or using battering rams
and siege towers.”

Hence, all of these various factors indicate that the events of this text must have
occurred within the early years of the reign of Tukulti-Ninurta II (i.e. 890-887). From
these findings, the capture and flaying of an enemy leader at Nintia and the torture of
his men in Side b., 1l. ’-10’ might be examined. Flaying at Ninta or Arba’il (rather
than in the field) was reserved for enemies of importance, either kings or individuals
of particular royal loathing;*® furthermore, this individual nonetheless only
held sway over a single city, but possessed silver and gold. Finally, a broken ethnicon
]-a-ia survives (b. . 3). Considering the established timeframe, three plausible
candidates exist: Ap4, king of the city-state of HubuSkia, an unknown ruler of an
affluent city in Lageé, or the governor of Sthu as all possess appropriately written
gentilica® and rendered silver and gold as tribute.”® What would bespeak Lage is the

55 Examples of storming include Saru (RIMA.0.101.1 iii 18) or (unsuccessfully) Amédu (RIMA.0.101.1
iii 109). Tunnels, rams, and towers were used at the sieges of Kaprabu (RIMA.0.1011 iii 52) and Udu
(RIMA.0.1011 iii 111). Nowhere is the encirclement tactic described in A$Sur-nasir-apli II’s annals.
56 See Minen’s (2020) overview and discussion of flaying.

57 RIMA.0.101.17 i 80: KUR hub-us-ki-a-ia; RIMA.0.100.5 85: KUR la-qa-a-ia; RIMA.0.101.1 iii 34 KUR su-
ha-a-ia.

58 The present author is sceptical that a Temannu (see the writing KUR te-man-na-a-ia of RIMA.0.99.2
63 noted by Frahm [2009: 110]) could be the figure mentioned here, as the Temannu seem to have been
restricted to the southern fringes of the Kasiaru and their urban rulers would seem to have already
been deposed by this juncture. Indeed, the most prominent settlement ruled by a Temannu was
Nasibina which appears in the following settlement.
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very similar treatment of Ahi-yababa in 882 at Siiru of Bit-Halupé (probably Tall Fidén,
Syria), but what contradicts this is the lack of any disturbance of the lucrative region of
Laqé between Adad-narari II's march of 894 and Tukulti-Ninurta II’s visit of 885, during
which it was obviously in boom, and the very specific case of Ahi-yababa who had killed
ASSur-nagir-apli II's double brother-in-law by inherited marriage;59 in turn, none of
Laqé’s emporia were destroyed during this period.*° Sihu may be similarly discounted:
It was only defeated at the end of Adad-narari II’s reign, and Ilu-bani/ibni would seem to
have governed it from then on until his death early in the reign of A$$ur-nasir-apli I1."*
Hence, it seems most likely that it is the ill fate of Ap4, King of Hubuskia, to which the
reader is here party, which would make sense considering his appearance on the
summary inscription. As his successors are termed ‘King of Na’iri’ (perhaps a hereditary
or hegemonic title among the royalty of the Taurus and Zagros),*” the prominence of this
kingdom during this period is evident; in turn, Tukulti-Ninurta II would have truly
earned the title kasid (matat) Na’iri by authoring this sovereign’s doom. However, the
question remains as to what justified this punishment. It is worth comparing this episode
to that of Bubu, son of Babua the bél-ali of NiStun, who was flayed by ASSur-nasir-apli Il in
his first regnal year (RIMA.0.101 i 67-68) shortly after Gilzanu and HubuSkia presented
their tributes at Habrtri (i 56—57); no motivation for this act is presented by the annals,

59 The previous ruler Hamataya had given his two sisters as wives to Tukulti-Ninurta II only three
years before (RIMA.0.100.5 101-02) and A$Sur-nasir-apli Il would have inherited them, rendering the
usurpation an affront to the Assyrian royal house. It is unlikely that the small-fry Ahi-yababa “son of a
nobody” (RIMA.0.101.1i 76; 81) would otherwise have warranted so prominent death as far afield as
Ninda.

60 The strange absence of Stru of Bit-Halupé in 895 and disappearance of Zarih of Bit-Halupé in 885
can be explained: They were one and the same toponym, albeit the earlier writing Zarih preserved
the common Hurrian toponymic ending -he affixed to its otherwise Semitic name (for -he to -(vow-
el)+h, compare Kalhu/Kalah [Bagg 2017: 277-83]). The island of Talb/mi$ (also Talbani$) of Sthu
(T1lbis, Iraq) is another example of a Hurrian toponym on the Middle Euphrates (from Hurrian talv-
‘to be large, great’, thus talvi=i=$Se ‘the great place’ in analogy to Transtigridian Talmu$ [Gir-e Pan,
Iraq], i.e. talvi=o=Ze, following Wilhelm 1996: 175, n. 5]; note the m/b variance typical of Hurrian
toponymy, and that the infix -an of the by-form Talbani$ excludes a Semitic etymology but recalls
hybrid toponyms such as Mar(i)dab/man [Basitka, Iraq] or UhuSman [Upper Habur]) and Pongratz-
Leisten (2011) and Kiihne (2017) have recently pointed to interesting examples of Hurrian culture and
belief in the region, supporting the notion that some Hurrian influence may have been at work in the
area’s toponymy. The present author is preparing a more detailed study on this topic.

61 See Edmonds in press for a new reconstruction of Sahu’s Iron-age history, and Edmonds 2023 for a
detailed study of the career of Ilu-bani/ibni.

62 As is attested for Kakia (RIMA.0.102.2 i 20) and Yanz( (RINAP 2.1 104; 148; 2 99; 7 54; 65 307), the
latter of whom’s name simply means ‘king’ in Kassite, implying that this soubriquet was actually his
title (Fuchs 2017b: 128-130). This same title was also adopted by some early Urartian rulers, and is thus
deserving of further investigation.
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and it is possible that it was done simply “pour encourager les autres”,”® as the Assyrian
demand for horses had become a crucial issue.**

Considering the tight timeframe of three years at the beginning of Tukulti-
Ninurta II’s reign, the deletion of the events of Side a., and that KAL 3: 45-46 must also
date to this chronological span, the most logical constellation of events is to under-
stand the events of Side b. as the latest events. Placing Side a.’s events prior to this, it
seems most likely these six to seven campaigns occurred very early in Tukultl-Ni-
nurta II’s reign, and that they had thereafter been redacted on account of their
inconsequentiality once this king had achieved greater things (such as the defeat of
Apad), a situation akin to that of UShu and Atkun’s deletion from the annals as early as
909 (see above). In light of the tightness of the period, it would be most logical to infer
the Nasibina episode ending in a foray into the Upper Tigris region of Side b. 11’-22’ as
constituting the first half of the Na’iri campaign of 887, which begins in media res in
RIMA.0.100.5 1-3 with a return through the Tar ‘Abdin after campaigning in the
Upper Tigris, pillaging Ki[baki] (presumably Magara, Turkey) on the journey back.
This would place the other campaigns in the Upper Habur and Upper Tigris recorded
in KAL 3: 45-46 in the intervening period, perhaps between 889 and 888. With this
analysis of the five texts completed, new portraits may be now presented of these two
kings.

5 Adad-narari II - Warrior King

Adad-narari II’s reign is marked by sweeping conquests, the two main targets of
which were Kardunia$ and Hanigalbat. His throne name (which he himself
intriguingly calls an “important name” [§umu kabtu, RIMA.0.99.2 9-10]) was pro-
grammatic,® as his namesake not only conquered a large swathe of Hanigalbat, but
also celebratedly vanquished the Kassite king Nazi-Marutta$, a deed celebrated in
both an Assyrian epic composition and elsewhere in later literary tradition (Frazer
2013). The remarkable ambition implied by this decision is already demonstrated by

63 Note Adad-narari II’s flippant casus belli against Sikkur and Sappanu that they had failed to
deliver tribute since the reign of Tukultl-Ninurta I (RIMA.0.99.2 84-86) — some three centuries before!
64 Compare with the equine summary of RIMA.0.100.5 128-31 and the deal struck with Bit-Zamani in
the same text, L. 25.

65 Galter (2018) has already noted Adad-narari II's preoccupation with his own name and the
similarities between these two rulers in their campaigning targets. It seems very likely that kings of
this early period were bestowed their future throne names upon nomination to crown prince by their
father, see Radner 2005: 35; Frahm 2005: 47. It is no coincidence that his earliest completed public
work, the quay wall of ASSur in 909, is described as having been built by Adad-narar1 I (RIMA.0.99.1
rev. 10-16°).
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the activities of his year of accession (911); after a minor campaign to UShu and Atkun,
perhaps as a first test of his abilities, Adad-narari II launched what would seem to be
a surprise offensive on Quman, attacking its capital KipStina and capturing its king,
Ilaya, and enforcing vassalage upon the kingdom. This aggressive strategy from the
very outset could only have been enabled by a military and populace reinvigorated
after the deprivations of the previous decades, and it must be assumed that ASSur-
dan II's reign had been responsible for this reflorescence. The following recon-
struction of his reign can now be presented (Table 7):

Table 7: A new chronological summary of the events of Adad-narart II’s reign.

911 AN IP’s accession. Campaign to UsShu KAL 3: 48 6'-171’
and Atkun
Campaign to Quman( RIMA.0.99.1 obv. 10-19;
KAL 3: 48 12’-18; cf. KAL 3:
16-17 15-16
Mid-late 911 to ca. mid 910 (10-15 lines of campaign narrative, RIMA.0.99.1 obv. 20-ca. 30

either various smaller campaigns or
1-2 larger campaigns)

ca. mid 910 to mid-909 Campaign and annexation of Arra- ~ RIMA.0.99.1 obv. ca. 30
pha. War with Babylonia probably
initiated

Mid-late 909 Campaign to the Tigris, defeat of 40 RIMA.0.99.1 rev. 1’-5’
cities, deportation of 3 others

4th Arahsamnu (VIII) 909 Campaign against Habhu (3) and RIMA.0.99.1 rev. 6’-9’; cf.
land of Mebru RIMA.0.99.2 24-25; KAL 3:

16-17 16’

6th Kislimu (IX) 909 Renovation of quay at ASSur RIMA.0.99.1 rev. 10’-20
completed

Unknown year a. (909-901) Campaign deeper into Habhu (3) to  RIMA.0.99.2 24-25; KAL 3:
Salua and Uratri 16-17 16’-17

Unknown year b. Prior (same year) 1st Na’iri campaign KAL 3: 47 1’-7°

(first half of 28th Kislimu (IX)  2nd Na’iri campaign (very brief) KAL 3: 47 8’-9’

900’s) Directly Conquest of Katmubi KAL 3: 47 10*-14’; cf.

following previ- RIMA.0.99.2 26; KAL 3:
ous campaign 16-17 21

Unknown year ~ Date given but  Another campaign, of which nothing KAL 3: 47 15’

b.+1 (=year.c)  broken is preserved

Unknown year d. (=c.?) Defeat of Babylonia, conclusion of 1st  KAL 3: 16-17 27’-29’; cf.
Babylonian war ABC 21 iii 1-7

Unknown year(s) e. Campaign to Lullumé, Zamaa, Habhu RIMA.0.99.2 23-24; KAL 3:

(2), and Namri. (year d. likely terminus  16-17 13’-15’
post quem)
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Unknown year(s) 1st campaign
f.
2nd campaign

3rd campaign

901 or (immediately?) prior
901

900

899

898

897

896 Earlier
Later

15th Simanu (III) 895

Nisannu (I) 894

Simanu (III) 894

17th Abu (V) 893

Late 893 to 891

891

4th Na’iri campaign

Defeat and resettlement of the
Ahlam(
Campaign to Middle Euphrates

Renovation of Apku completed

1st Hanigalbat campaign. Nar-Adad
of Nasibina defeated at Pa’uza

2nd Hanigalbat campaign. Battle at
Nasibina. Yaridu raided. Saraku
occupied with the region’s crops
3rd Hanigalbat campaign. Huzirina
taken. MamiT defeated. Bit-Adini
sends diplomatic gift

4th Hanigalbat campaign. Maquru of
Ragamatu/Gidara defeated

5th Hanigalbat campaign. Tribute
received

6th Hanigalbat campaign. Nasibina
defeated after siege. Nur-Adad
removed and new client king
installed

Campaign to Sikkur and Sappanu
1st campaign to Kumme

2nd campaign to Kumme

7th Hanigalbat campaign. Tribute
collected. Campaign to the Middle
Euphrates

Renovation of Gula Temple at ASSur
completed

2nd Babylonian war and subsequent
peace treaty

2nd campaign to Sthu (after Baby-
lonian war)

(other campaign[s]?)

AN 1II dies

KAL 3: 53 1’-6’; cf.
RIMA.0.99.2 30
KAL 3: 53 7-8’; cf.
RIMA.0.99.2 33
KAL 3: 53 9’-13’; f.
RIMA.0.99.2 33
RIMA.0.99.2 36-38
RIMA.0.99.2 39-41

RIMA.0.99.2 42-44

RIMA.0.99.2 45-48

RIMA.0.99.2 49-60

RIMA.0.99.2 61

RIMA.0.99.2 62-80; cf. KAL
3:16-17 48'-50°

RIMA.0.99.2 80-90
RIMA.0.99.2 91-93; KAL 3:
16-17 17-19°
RIMA.0.99.2 94-96; KAL 3:
16-1719°-20°
RIMA.0.99.2 97-119; cf.
KAL 3: 16-17 51

RIMA.0.99.2 128-34
KAL 3: 16-17 30°-34’; cf.
ABC 21 iii 8-21

KAL 3: 16-17 39°-471

KAL 3: 16-17 35’-38"; 52’
onwards
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In the wake of this early victory, it seems that Adad-narari II already
assaulted and took the Babylonian protectorate of Arrapha between late 911 and
mid-909. As discussed, it is unclear whether his Kardunia$ campaign should be
linked with this activity or not. During this period, in the autumn of 909, he also
attacked forty settlements on the Tigris and deported the populations of three,
all seemingly belonging to a mountainous or pastoral polity, although it is un-
clear whether this occurred upstream or downstream of Assyria.®® On 4th
Arahsamnu (VIII) 909, he would march into Mehru, a vital source of timber
(RIMA.0.99.1 rev. 6’-9): That he ventured into the mountains so late in the year
bespeaks once more his remarkable energy as king, and, indeed, he would even
campaign into Na’iri as deep into winter as 28th Kislimu (IX) on another occasion
(KAL 3: 47 8-9, see above). At some point between early 908 and 901, he must
have surpassed this and marched on to the more distant regions of Salua and
Uratri (perhaps in the region of Catak, Turkey?) as summarised in RIMA.0.99.2
24-25.

Only the vaguest of chronologies can be established for the ensuing period up
to 901, and considering the remarkable number of actions already in his first
years, various minor campaigns might be assumed. Whether it occurred prior to
or after late 909, his successful war with Kardunia$ was the defining achievement
of this period, leading him to style himself kasid (mat) Kardunias. This need not
have been a single year’s campaigning, but the decisive moment was the
resounding defeat of his adversary Marduk-mudammiq, who is stated by the
Synchronistic Chronicle to have adopted a defensive position on Mount Yalman,
and his pursuit of the Babylonian to the River Turan (Diyala), where the latter
appears to have abandoned much of his equipment (ABC 21 iii 1-7). It may well be
in the aftermath of this event that Adad-nararl II undertook his dramatic foray
southwards to Déru (Tall al-‘Aqar, Iraq); in light of the religious significance of this
city (Frahm 2009a) and the impermanence implied by kasadu, this may well have
been a propagandistic pilgrimage (akin to Kumme) rather than a military opera-
tion. In the aftermath, Assyria had incorporated Lubdu (vicinity of the Gabal
Hamrin, Iraq) and controlled a swathe of territory stretching as far south as Lahiru
(1)‘67

The wake of this victory must have witnessed considerable ‘mopping up’, such as
the re-incorporation of Idu (Satt Qala, Iraq) and Zaqqu into Assyria. It would also
have been the precondition for campaigning in Lullumé which ensued, as Assyria’s

66 Note that the Ituw’u attacked by Tukulti-Ninurta II are also described simply as $a Sitkuni eli Idiglat
“who were settled on the Tigris” (RIMA.0.100.5 49-50).

67 Note that Sakanu is exceptionally used instead of turru which may indicate a less than firm
addition to Assyria’s pale.
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new north-eastern flank now lay open.®® His annals mention campaigning as far as
the passes of Namri, also a Babylonian holding during this period. It is in this context
that the rather forlornly named Assyrian garrison of Tukulti-ASSur-asbat at Arrakdi
(probably as-Sulaymaniya, Iraq, see Radner 2017) must have been established,
although it is unclear whether Adad-narari II or Tukulti-Ninurta II was responsible,
and it may well have been the latter.

It was likely in the wake of his Babylonian expansion that Adad-narari II turned
his attention to Na’iri. As KAL 3: 47 demonstrates, two campaigns to Na’iri certainly
preceded his assault on Katmuhi, which must have happened in the year following
the second campaign, as it is dated to 28th Kislimu (IX), at the very limits of the
campaigning season. Perhaps marching through or around this previously disloyal
vassal’s territory to the Upper Tigris presented a frustration, and so he determined to
annex the kingdom come spring. The terminus post quem for this action would have
been 907, thus with the second Na’iri campaign having unfolded late in 908, but these
campaigns could also have reasonably occurred within the mid-900’s. As the
remaining sources intimate, the chief priority here was the procuring of horses from
the thriving husbandry of the Upper Tigris basin. The presumed reconquest of the
cities of Arinu, Turhu, and Zaduru from Subria (RIMA.0.99.2 35 — the sentence is very
curiously formulated) must have occurred during this period, and demonstrates the
establishment of a ‘pre-provincial’ presence in the region, presumably in coopera-
tion with the relict Assyrian community there (see Edmonds 2021: 79-81). His
devastation of Alzi during the same period (RIMA.0.99.2 31-32) was likely a pro-
phylactic measure to secure these Assyrian possessions. Following the intimations in
KAL 3: 53, what was probably the last of the Na’iri campaigns saw the reinforcement
of an Assyrian outpost in the Upper Tigris, presumably at Damdammusa, as is
demonstrated by the harvesting of crops for the garrison there, and then his return
through the Kasiaru, his objectives apparently fulfilled. The conclusion of his Na’iri
campaigns may have been close to 901, as a general spirit of consolidation throughout
Assyria is evident during this later period.

This is attested by the subsequent defeat and deportation of the Ahlama
(perhaps menacing the Singar or Middle Euphrates at the time) to Arrapha
(RIMA.0.99.2 33; KAL 3: 53 7-8), the levying of tribute from Sthu and harrowing of
Laqé (its harvested crops perhaps being deposited at Dar-Katlimmu), and finally
Apku’s refurbishment; this activity may well have been selected to commemorate

68 Abroken Gottesbrieffrom an Adad-narari (KAL 3: 29) mentioning the king departing from Burali
(province of Arba’il) on 25th Arahsamnu (VIII) of an unknown year and attacking the otherwise
unknown settlements of Pandu(-x?) and HabateSu before the text breaks off displays textual affinities
with Adad-narari II’s inscriptions (not to mention his curious taste for campaigning late in the year!)
and likely corresponds to a campaign conducted in the Zagros or its foothills during this period.
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one era’s close, and the beginning of another, i.e. the Hanigalbat campaigns. Not only
was Tukulti-apil-ESarra I emulated and Assyria’s Tigridian rive droite safeguarded
from nomadic incursions (a problem well into the early 20th century AD),* but
also communication with the Singar and Habur strengthened for the coming
campaigns.”

901 brought the initiation of Adad-narari II's seven Hanigalbat campaigns.
Their concerted nature (including a superfluous final campaign, perhaps to reach
a ‘magic’ seven) implies that they had long been planned, and all external threats
to Assyria removed before their advent. Their central aim was the defeat of
Nasibina, which would win Assyria hegemony over the region. This began with a
pitched battle in the first year and the establishment of a forward stronghold at
Saraku in the second. By the sixth year (896), he had succeeded in blockading
Nasibina until it surrendered; he captured its king Nur-Adad, and placed a new
ruler on the throne whose only fragmentarily preserved name [DN-gi]millt hints at
a Mesopotamian cultural background.” In the intervening campaigns, he stormed
and presumably provincialized the former Assyrian holding of Ragamatu/Gidara,
received the allegiance of Guzana/Bit-Bahiani (Tall Halaf, Syria, ultimately
destined to become a ‘transitional case’), ‘tidied up’ along the western foothills of
the Kasiaru, re-established a presence at Huzirina, and engaged in early diplo-
macy with Bit-Adini.

With Nasibina humbled, Adad-narari II could devote himself to other pro-
jects, such as a march to Sikkur and Sappanu in the Zagros (RIMA.0.99.2 84-88, this
probably warranting the emendation to Habhu $a bétani in KAL 3: 16-17 14’) and
two expeditions in alleged defence of the shrine city of Kumme which were
probably as much about securing horses as divine favour (RIMA.0.99.2 91-96; KAL
16-17: 17-20’). He followed these activities with a tribute-gathering march to
Hanigalbat to announce his dominance and ‘incorporate’ it into Assyria’s borders,
and then a journey down the Middle Euphrates collecting further tithes.

69 Note once more the Broken Obelisk’s attribution to Tukulti-apil-ESarra I, meaning that Apku’s
refurbishment was undertaken by this king, completing his father’s work (RIMA.0.89.7 v 34-37).
Adad-narari II is somewhat coy, stating only that former kings had built there (RIMA.0.99.2 36-38).
70 There was likely also a deeper cultural element at work here: The ancient route from Nintia to the
Singar on which it lay passed through region called KadiSharu (RIMA.0.101.19 31), a portmanteau of
Semitic qd$ ‘holy’ and Hurrian hari ‘road’, and its final destination may well have been the still
unlocalised settlement of Némed-I$tar ‘IStar’s Resort’, a fitting destination for a journey by the ‘Lady
of Ninta’.

71 While Grayson’s edition is very cautious, RIMA.0.99.2 73 can be plausibly reconstructed from
Schroeder’s (1922: 54-55) copy as follows: [ asruk (?) “DN-gil-'mil'-li MAN TABI[.GU, ‘hi7a?jmes
TUDU™ -1 [x x x]-5ti ina #°GU.ZA EN-ti-$ii it-ta-$ab. Considering that the previous lines describe the
looting of Nur-Adad’s treasures, the logic would here be that the new ruler, one [DN-gi]milli, was
granted his predecessor’s herds by Adad-narari II when he assumed the throne.
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Curiously, he stopped before reaching Siuhu, previously his tributary, the south-
ernmost point rendering tribute being Hindanu (Abt Kamal, Syria, RIMA.0.99.2
119). Considering the ensuing war with Babylonia and the subsequent “defeat” of
Sahu in KAL 3: 16-17 39’47, it is likely that Sthu’s governor had accepted Kar-
dunia$’ offer of protection, and that a Babylonian military contingent large
enough to deter Adad-narari II had been stationed there, much as would be the
case in 878.

This may well have been casus belli for the conflict which ensued. It seems
unlikely that this had begun prior to mid-893, as Adad-narar1 II inaugurated a
temple of Gula at ASSur in the middle of the summer (17th Abu [V]), when he would
have been expected to have been busy prosecuting his war.”* Considering that his
last campaign had been more than a year prior’® and Gula’s role within the
Mesopotamian pantheon, he may well have suffered from poor health following
his Medioeuphratine campaign of 894 or his many years of relentless cam-
paigning had begun to take a toll upon him.”* This is particularly interesting
considering the wording of the Synchronistic Chronicle (ABC 21 iii 8-21).
Samas-mudammiq of Kardunia$ had died and Nabi-Suma-ukin had acceded to the
Babylonian throne. The chronicle is ambiguous as to the instigator of the conflict,
merely stating that Adad-narari II clashed with Nab{-Suma-ukin, and that the
former won, before mentioning that Adad-narariIl raided various towns, took the
booty back to Assyria, and strategically forced Nab@-Suma-ukin to the negotiating
table.

It may well be that it was Nab{i-Suma-ukin who had initiated renewed hostilities
between Assyria and Babylonia, banking on Adad-narari II’s infirmity. Very suspi-
cious in this regard is that the eponym named in RIMA.0.99.2 134 does not reflect that
named in the later eponym lists — could there have been an internal political intrigue
during this period? Certainly, Adad-narari I was unable for whatever reason to truly
press his advantage, as a peace accord was ultimately agreed upon, with the two men

72 Hadhe already ‘won’ then it also seems unlikely that this event would not escaped mention within
the inscription.

73 Compare this to RIMA.0.99.1 69’ which describes a campaign to Habhu (3) and Mehru completed
only a month before the inauguration of the quay at ASSur. In turn, KAL 16-17, evidently compiled
following the second Babylonian war, features an entirely reworked geographical summary where
RIMA.0.99.2 does not. It may well be that the conclusion of this second war and the subsequent assault
on Sthu had occasioned this redrafting.

74 Significantly, only four other Assyrian kings are known to have restored temples solely to Gula,
Tukulti-Ninurta I, ASSur-ahu-iddina, and A$$ur-bani-apli. While nothing is known to the present
author about the health of the first, the second’s bouts of poor health are well documented, and the
last famously eschewed campaigning for palatial and scholarly pursuits, perhaps indicating a sickly
constitution.
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marrying each other’s daughters and a border being set from Til-(Bit-)Bari to Til-Sa-
Abtani and Til-Sa-Zabdani. The political manoeuvring was probably more complex
than just this, with Lahiru (1) (likely *Aski Kifr1, Iraq) perhaps returned to Babylonia’s
orbit,” Lubdu permitted some autonomy,”® and Kardunia$’ protection of Sihu
revoked for the time being.77 In the wake of this accord, Adad-narar1 II would have
then have marched upon Sihu and dealt with it piecemeal. Not all that long after-
wards, in 891, he would pass away; it would be left to his son to complete the
renovation of the walls of ASSur with which he was still engaged at the time.

In sum, the reign of Adad-narari II represented a remarkable shift in Assyria’s
fortunes from scarce more than a recovering Transtigridian kingdom to a leading
state within the Near East. Although Salmanu-aSaréd III's reign would mark the
zenith of early Neo-Assyria’s career, the kingdom would not experience another
leader of such brilliance until Tukulti-apil-ESarra III. Like the latter, his sheer
competence renders his actual character somewhat obscure. An incredible dyna-
mism and thirst to emulate his predecessors can nonetheless be noted; particularly
telling is that he ventured into the mountains on campaign as late in the year as 28th
Kislimu (IX) and 4th Arahsamnu (VIII) respectively, something scarce other Assyrian
ruler durst.”® With this energy came also a touch of vainglory, whether in his long
marches to distant shrines, his inscriptions’ curious emphasis upon his own youth-
fulness, vigour, and appearance in what must have been middle age, or the unique
description of his defeat of Nasibina in which the newly installed client king praises
Adad-narar1 Il in direct speech (RIMA.0.99.2 77-78). Adad-narari II's strange eponym
stele remains an enigma; Andrae (1913: 14-18, no. 9) understands this as an
anthropomorphic statue some three metres in height (including the base) which had
been crudely reworked into a stele (Figure 4).”° Considering the figure wears

75 KAL 3:16-17 continues to mention Ugar-Sallum and Lahiru (1) (27-28’) despite the reorganisation
or deletion of other sections. Lahiru (1) is to be distinguished from a second Lahiru (i.e. 2) much
further south (Bagg 2020: 366—67).

76 Asis evident from the joint tribute rendered by the governors of Lubdu and Sihu to A3Sur-nasir-
apli IT (RIMA.0.101.30 95-96), this ‘province’ was actually a ‘transitional case’ (see Postgate 1992: 256—
57 for this concept) akin to Sthu, where the ‘governor’ was free with his allegiance.

77 Under its new local ruler Kudurru, Stihu had regained Babylonia’s protection by the events of 878
(RIMA.0.101.1 iii 16-24).

78 Quite famously, Sin-ahhé-eriba saw no shame in turning back from a campaign to the Zagros for
fear of the snowfall; on this and other examples of Assyrian trepidation at cold weather, see van
Buylaere 2009.

79 RIMA.0.99.1002; Andrae 1913: 14-18 (no. 9); Reade 2004: 462. The present author is currently
completing a detailed study of this overlooked artifact and its consequences for early Neo-Assyrian
history.
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Assyrian royal regalia, this could only be a previous king, but which could have earnt
such treatment, and why would Adad-narari II have chosen so curious a means of
legitimating himself?

Figure 4: The eponym stele of Adad-narari II (Andrae 1913: 16, fig. 18).

Nonetheless, this is little to go on in terms of his character: As always, the most
competent Assyrian kings present the least personal information. Certainly, Bab-
ylonia would not forget him: One exemplar of Adad-narari II’s Ninda Inscription was
discovered in Babilu (Babil, Iraq), a trophy from the capital’s fall some three hundred
years later.®°

80 The mutilation of certain eponym stelae of Assyrian kings and the preservation of others
is intriguing. The otherwise sheltered inscription within the niche of the stele of Tukultl-
Ninurta I, an Assyrian king most perfidious to the blue-blooded Babylonian, had been
completely destroyed (Andrae 1913: 37-38, no. 22). By this same token, the absence of Tukulti-
apil-ESarra I's stele (Reade 2004: 460) could well be explained as having been taken as
(admittedly very heavy) spoils as revenge for his own wars on Kardunia$, or disposed of in
some other manner.
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6 Tukulti-Ninurta II - Consolidator and Innovator

Considering that both his father and grandfather had enjoyed long reigns of some
two decades apiece and, in turn, his son and grandson would enjoy even longer
reigns, it is likely that Tukulti-Ninurta II’s eight-year incumbency began at
something of a mature age, rendering it a ‘sandwich reign’. This would be
aptly supported by his (unfinished) palace at Némed-Tukulti-Ninurta (‘Tukulti-
Ninurta’s Resort’) at modern Qadiya just outside of Nin@ia. His throne name is
particularly interesting; like his father, it suggests a preoccupation with Babylonia
(particularly interesting considering that Nabd-Suma-ukin was now his double
brother-in-law), and perhaps even scholarly pretentions, as will be explored.®
Despite his apparent age, his reign is patterned by an energetic consolidation of
Adad-narari II’s achievements and some further successes, albeit no direct ter-
ritorial expansion seems to have occurred.®” In contrast to his father’s unusual
monument, his own eponym stele seems to have been a traditional narii-shape,
albeit also quite sizeable (Figure 5).%

As reverent as he would seem to have been of his father, Adad-narari II had
left him with a large but disunified patchwork of provinces and dependencies on
the Upper Habr, and it hardly surprises that his early years required the brutal
suppression of rebellions by Irbibu on the River Harmi$, Tillé and Kahat, and
Nasibina. It may have been the frustrations of these constant uprisings which
prompted the brutal measures which Tukulti-Ninurta II would undertake, which
are curious in both their excess and minute documentation. Certainly, it is
striking that his own son dubbed him “he who ... fixed his foes’ corpses to posts”

81 As previously noted, Adad-narar1 II's annals mention that the very minor Zagrine polities of
Sikkur and Sappanu had failed to render tribute since Tukulti-Ninurta I (RIMA.0.99.2 84-86). In turn,
Adad-narari II restored the temple of Gula at ASSur which had (last) been built by Tukultl-Ninurta I
(RIMA.0.99.2 128). Moreover, KAL 3: 22 describes Tukultl-Ninurta II's restoration of a silver ritual
vessel for beer libation to A$Sur which had been created by his namesake. All of these points
demonstrate a keen historical awareness of Tukultl-Ninurta I’s reign, and suggest that Tukulti-Ni-
nurta II sought to live up to his homonymous forbear.

82 ASSur-nasir-apli Il would resort to precisely this in resolving the issue of the Upper Tigris which he
had inherited from his father, simultaneously rebuilding nearby Sinabu and TuShan to deprive the
now-untrustworthy Assyrian city Damdammusa of its power within the region (see Edmonds 2021:
80-81).

83 Andrae 1913: 13-14 (no. 8); Reade 2004: 462. The stele is heavily damaged and without inscription,
but its order would seem to fit Tukultl-Ninurta II.
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Figure 5: (What remains of) the eponym stele of Tukultl-Ninurta II (Andrae 1913: 18, fig. 20).

(Sa ... ina gasisi urettil pagrt gerisu RIMA.0.101.1 28-29; 17 28-29; 20 35-36; 40
17-18). While Olmstead (1918) famously scolded ASSur-nasir-apli II for his
“calculated frightfulness”, the innovator of this tactic seems to have been
Tukulti-Ninurta 113 a summary of whose broader achievements can now be
presented (Table 8):

84 For detailed studies of brutality in the Neo-Assyrian period, see recently esp. Fuchs 2009; Bagg
2016.
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Table 8: A new chronological summary of the events of Tukulti-Ninurta II's reign and their sources.

Date

Event

Source

890 Earlier
Later

Unknown year(s) a. (890-887)

Unknown year(s) b. b. 1.
(subdivisions sequen-  b. 2.

tial). (890-887) b. 3.
b. 4.
b. 5.
Unknown year(s) c. Earlier
(890-887)
Later (first half of
late 887
campaign?)
Late 887
Late 887 or very early 886
Early 886

1st Simanu (III) 886

17th Tasritu (VII) 886

26th Nisannu (I) 885

Prior to 9th Arabsamnu (VIII) 885

9th Arahsamnu (VIII) 885°

884

Accession of TN II
Completion of wall at Baltil (AS3ur)

6-7 campaigns/activities including
receptions of tribute (later deleted
from annals/abridged?)

Campaign to Nirdun

Suppression of rebellion of Irbibu
Campaign to Barzania and Dikun
Visit of rock relief of Tukulti-apil-
ESarra I, campaign to BarzaniStun/
Barzania

Suppression of rebellion at Tillé and
Kahat

Defeat and flaying of Apa of
Hubuskia

Suppression of rebellion at Nasl-
bina, march into Kasiaru

Conclusion of a campaign to Na’iri
and Kasiaru, TN II returns to ASSur
Aftermath of the prior campaign,
Bit-Zamani undertakes campaign,
forwards tribute and hostages
Rebellion of a ‘principal he’ in
piedmont and defeat

Campaign to Bit-Zamani. Imposi-
tion of horse-trading deal and
supervision

Campaign beyond Habrdri to
Ladanu (i.e. western Zamaa)
March to Babylonia, defeat of no-
mads in the Wadr at-Tartar, tribute
of Stbhu, Lagé, and Lower Habar
A single broken line refers to
another (presumably unimportant)
campaign

Completion of renovation of palace
terrace at ASSur

TN II dies, his new palace at Némed-
Tukulti-Ninurta remains unfinished

RIMA.0.100.1 28
RIMA.0.100.2 rev. 1’-
12’

KAL 3: 56 Side a.

KAL 3: 45-46 1’-6’
KAL 3: 45-46 7-16’
KAL 3: 45-46 17°-18’
KAL 3: 45-46 19°-25’
KAL 3: 45-46 26’-37
KAL 3: 56 Side b. 1’-
10’; cf. RIMA.0.100.6 4
KAL 3: 56 Side b. 11°-
22

RIMA.0.100.5 1-3

RIMA.0.100.5 4-8

RIMA.0.100.5 9-10

RIMA.0.100.5 11-29;
KAL 3: 21 obv.? 2-5’

RIMA.0.100.5 30-40

RIMA.0.100.5 41-126

RIMA.0.100.5 127

RIMA.0.100.5 136-46;
cf RIMA.0.100.3 rev.
7-17

Cf. RIMA.0.100.6

?See Table 5, n. a.
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Nonetheless, the challenges in consolidation may also have driven Tukultl-Ni-
nurta II’s exploration of new means of legitimation, such as leaving stele and in-
scriptions outside of Assyria proper (such as at Sirqu and the Subnat source) and
creating rock reliefs.®® In turn, as the example of Kahat demonstrates, Tukultl-
Ninurta II was also prepared to construct palaces within his new realm as provincial
control points,* a practice continued by his son on a wider scale (see e.g. Liverani
2012: 183). This is particularly interesting as there is little to no evidence of Adad-
narari II creating such provincial nodes;*” Adad-narari I’s curt use of esédu without
any mention of construction implies that he simply harvested the crops of the
defeated and brought them back to the nearest (allied) Assyrian stronghold (pre-
sumably Damdammusa for the Upper Tigris and Diir-Katlimmu for the Middle
Euphrates). It may well be on these grounds that the construction of Tukulti-A$Sur-
ashat in the as-Sulaymaniya plain should be assigned to Tukulti-Ninurta I’s reign.®®

From the epithet kasid (matat) Na’iri “victor over (the lands of) Na’iri” with
which his surviving summary inscriptions begin, it seems that Tukulti-Ninurta II
considered his efforts in this region his central achievement, comparable to his
father’s Babylonian doings. Adad-nararl II seems to have left him an Assyrian
garrison in the Upper Tigris (presumably Damdammusa)® and probably an uneasy
alliance with the local relict Assyrians of Halziluha. Tukulti-Ninurta II's response was
to improve communication between this region and the south by subjugating Nirdun
(dispelling its control of the northern entrance to the Tar ‘Abdin massif by the Savur
Cay1) and exploring new routes to the Upper Tigris basin, such as via the Karacadag.
In turn, he sought to harness Bit-Zamani’s rising power by entrusting the polity with
campaigning on Assyria’s behalf in 887. This tactic evidently backfired, as the Ara-
mean state became confident enough to consider unsanctioned campaigns into the
Upper Habir, and so Tukultl-Ninurta II was compelled to march once more to the

85 While the Assyrian rock reliefs of the Zagros and Taurus are usually quite inaccessible and
difficult to find without foreknowledge, the ceremony of their creation would have had been of
propaganda value among his army, particularly as he was following in the footsteps of Tukulti-apil-
ESarra I.

86 Although Kahat does not seem to have become a fully-fledged province, it may have served as a
‘pre-provincial’ Assyrian bastion on account of its traditional role as an Assyrian Jagdschloss (Salvini
2014).

87 It seems rather that he took over pre-existing cities and fortresses such as Raqamatu/Gidara, Idu
and Zaqqu, or assumed direct control of previously independent Assyrian holdings such as Dir-
Katlimmu and perhaps Damdammusa (described as an al Sarriitiya by ASSur-nasir-apli I come RIMA.
0.101.11 103).

88 Andreas Fuchs has also suggested to the present author the possibility that the Assyrian name of
this settlement is a play of sorts on the first part of Tukulti-Ninurta II’s name. Considering his later
construction of the eponymous Nemed-Tukulti-Ninurta, this is not unlikely.

89 This is attested by the harvesting activities of KAL 3: 53 4’.
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Upper Tigris in 886 in order to bring the wayward polity of Bit-Zamani to heel
(RIMA.0.100.5 11-29). Fascinatingly, this resulted in an agreement that Bit-Zamani
would sell horses solely to Assyria, and close supervision of the polity. With this, it
seems that the issue of the Upper Tigris was satisfactorily resolved, as his remaining
campaigns were devoted to other regions.

The other defining moment of Tukultl-Ninurta II’s reign was likely the defeat,
capture, and subsequent flaying of Ap4, King of HubusSkia. As suggested, this may
have been to intimidate the remaining horse breeding and dealing polities of the
northern Zagros to render tribute and do business on his own terms. Similarly
economic motives may have inspired his campaign to the land of Ladanu
(RIMA.0.100.5 30-40), which lay north of Habrfiri, a key conduit for equine tribute.
It is during this campaign that the first mention of dedicated Assyrian cavalry
might be found (RIMA.0.100.5 37), and Tukulti-Ninurta II’s annals emphasise his
accumulation of horses from the Upper Tigris and Zagros, providing a total figure of
2702 mounts (RIMA.0.100.5 128-131). It may well be the intense pressure laid upon
these horse trading groups by himself and his son which provoked Urartu’s ire in
the 860s.%°

In 885, Tukulti-Ninurta II toured the Middle Euphrates collecting massive tribute
from the flourishing trade emporia of the region (presumably stopping to inscribe
the curious Tall ‘ASara Stele), this also permitting him to attack the Itu’u, who would
come to be a considerable nuisance by the 8th century.”! The genius of his route was
that it took him through ‘allied’ Babylonian territory so as to approach Sihu from the
south, an act of calculated political brinksmanship. While not breaking the decade’s
truce between Babylonia and Assyria, it was a remarkable demonstration of
Assyrian might.”* The absence of Nab{i-Suma-ukin or any other Babylonian sover-
eign in this narrative is also telling; it may well be that the king of Kardunia$ had died
and his successor Nabt-apla-iddina had not yet been crowned, leaving a power
vacuum for Tukulti-Ninurta II to exploit.”®

Yet, his visit to Kardunia$ may also have provoked his employing of an ummanu,
apparently the first time that an Assyrian king had done so since Tukultl-Ninurta I;

90 It is interesting to note that parading chariots are the subject of two glazed bricks of Tukulti-
Ninurta II from ASSur (Andrae 1923: pl. 7-8); these must have been part of a larger composition, and
imply that this theme had further propagandistic visual corelates which are no longer extant.

91 Assyrian campaigns against the Itu’u are known from the eponym lists for 790, 783, 382, 777, and
769 (Millard 1994: 58).

92 Tukultl-Ninurta II’s inscriptions even take the liberty of claiming that he ‘seized’ (ana qataya
kasadu) these Babylonian cities, when this was clearly a mere visit. Salmanu-asaréd III would later
employ a similar tactic of aggressive holidaymaking, visiting various Babylonian shrines during his
campaigns against the Chaldeans (RIMA.0.102.5 v 3-vi 1).

93 The present author is grateful to Andreas Fuchs for this observation.
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the Synchronistic King List notes Tukulti-Ninurta II’s scholarly advisor as one Gabbu-
ilani-ére$,** who was retained by ASSur-nasir-apli II, and would be an ancestor of the
famous scribe Nabt-zuqup-kénu.”® In patronising an ummanu, it is possible that
Tukulti-Ninurta II was inspired by his namesake, and particularly his famous
plundering of Babylonian scholarly works as prominently commemorated in liter-
ature,”® or his familial ties with Babylonia may have encouraged this. Collecting a
fortune from the polities of the Middle Euphrates newly wealthy from caravan trade
as he marched upstream, he cannily married the sisters of Hamataya, ruler of the
boomtown of Siiru in Lagé (RIMA.0.100.5 101), ensuring that Assyrian interests would
be represented in the region, the allegiance of which would soon become a point of
contention between Assyria, Babylonia, and Bit-Adini.

No further campaigns can be confirmed for Tukulti-Ninurta II’s reign,”” and he
must have died while his Assyrian Sanssouci at Nemed-Tukulti-Ninurta was still
under construction, as ASSur-nasir-apli Il would reuse some of his father’s inscribed
slabs in Ninta. Certainly, his building project at Qadiya serves as an interesting
bridge between his father Adad-narari II’s building works at Ninda, and his son
ASSur-nasir-apli IT’s later creation of a new capital at Kalhu, and thoughts also turn to
the ill-fated construction of Kar-Tukultl-Ninurta; it is possible that he already strove
to concentrate power beyond the city of ASSur’s traditional confines by means of an
informal or secluded powerbase in the manner of a Capri or Mar-a-Lago.”® While
there is nothing to suggest any irregularity in ASSur-nasir-apli II’s succession, it is
striking that ‘Tukulti-Ninurta’ did not see use as a throne name thereafter, particu-
larly in light of the turgid successions of ASSur-narar?’s which the Assyrian entr’acte
brought.”® One might ask if there was something maudlin or Tiberian about this

94 Synchronistic King List, iii 1617 (= Chen 2020: 33; Grayson 1980-83: 119), and ibid. ii 32 for the
broken reference to Tukulti-Ninurta I's ummanu.

95 On this influential scribe and his family tree, see Frahm 1999, 2011: 265-67; Baker and Pearce 2001.
96 Tukulti-Ninurta Epic vi 1'-11’ (= Foster 2005: 609; Machinist 1978: 129).

97 Although this depends somewhat on which side of KAL 3: 21 is understood as the obv.: What
Frahm tentatively suggests to be the rev. contains a brief mention of the burning of settlements, a
ruled line, and then mention of someone son of someone else, who could conceivably be Ammi-ba’ali
of Bit-Zamani. This would probably best fit the events of late 887 depicted in RIMA.0.100.5 1-4, but it
would then have to be justified as to why such temporally close events were on opposing faces of a
tablet despite the more clipped description of the 866 campaign to Bit-Zamani on the obv. It could well
rather be that this fragmentary passage describes events at the end of his reign, although this must
presently remain undetermined.

98 Maul (2013: 301) has interestingly noted that royal meetings with committees of diviners could be
conducted in parkland to ensure their secrecy, a situation which might also have mirrored Néemed-
Tukulti-Ninurta’s function.

99 Two appearances of Tukultl-Ninurta II’s name with a divine determinative (Karlsson 2020) are
probably inconsequential.
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figure; his son’s throne name, ASSur-nasir-apli II, displays a tonal shift, his namesake
having been a successful king in an ill-fated epoch, more Arthur than Alfred.

7 New Outlooks on Early Neo-Assyrian
Historiography

Although only the discovery and publication of further texts will permit the better
articulation of this period, it is clear that even with the fragmentary sources available
much remains to be done. The next step must naturally be to recontextualise these
two reigns within broader early Neo-Assyrian history, which may well be to the
detriment of ASSur-nasir-apli II’s hold upon the Assyriological imagination. In turn,
as will have become clear from this study, the redactional history of these early Neo-
Assyrian kings’ royal inscriptions is far more complex than was previously evident. A
brief sketch can be outlined.

KAL 3: 48 presents a highly detailed description of the early conquests of Adad-
narari II with a clear focus upon his military and venatory exploits. The surviving
accounts have an almost military historical preoccupation: Ushu and Atkun lie in the
midst of a karru, a rather obscure geographical term (obv. 9°), while the account of
Qumani’s conquest mentions the name of the capital city, the terrain (Saplis, obv.
13’), and possibly even a counterattack (obv. 15’). It is possible that precise dates were
given for these campaigns and are lost in the broken portions (see ina, rev. 6’).

Written but three years later, RIMA.0.99.1 already omits Adad-narari II’s
somewhat minor first campaign to UShu and Atkun and rather begins with the far
more impressive defeat of Qumand. In one exemplar of this text, a ruling is retained
between the description of Adad-narari II's accession and the campaign to Qumang,
retaining a ‘modular’ model and permitting narrative ellipsis, while, in another, this
ruling is absent, implying contiguity in events. The focus in what survives of this text
is less upon warfare itself, and more upon the spoils of campaigning (including King
Ilaya), returning with them to ASSur, and bestowing them upon the eponymous god,
which is cogent considering that this text was compiled for the inauguration of a new
quay wall at ASSur.

KAL 3: 47 and 53 display some affinities with KAL 3: 48 such as the use of rulings
and mention of military historical details such as dawn attacks (47 2’-3’) and the
harvesting of grain for strategic purposes (53 4’ & 12°). 47 displays precise dates for
campaigns (53’s broken state precludes judgement), perhaps akin to 48: This use of
dates is of considerable historiographical interest. Otherwise in Adad-narari II’s
inscriptions, the precise dates for campaigns (or even simply the months) are only
given for the campaigns most recent to that inscription. In RIMA.0.99.1, this is for the
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campaign immediately prior to the inauguration, while the date or at least month is
given for the campaigns of the two years preceding the text’s creation in RIMA.0.99.2.
This intimates a redactional procedure in which more precise (and perhaps more
realistic) campaign accounts, perhaps based upon Gottesbriefe,'®® were gradually
reworked into more summary descriptions retaining only the information which
their editors considered most pertinent. It is possible that the more detailed ‘first
accounts’ contained within these ruled sections were retained for future reference,
perhaps compiled sequentially in the manner of KAL 3: 47 and 53, and excerpted for
new texts when appropriate. That such a practice of documentation was well
established would explain the penchant for early Neo-Assyrian kings to mention
very precise events in their predecessors’ reigns in respect to their own specific
targets when campaigning. However, features such as the running game tallies may
well point to other dynamic processes in the updating of these historical texts.

Hence, it is all the more striking that the long litany of apparently inconse-
quential early campaigns and tribute collections found on Side a. of KAL 3: 56 have
been systematically scratched through with long lines well after they had been
baked, while the more substantial, impressive, and recent achievements of the
capture of Apa of Hubuskia and quelling of an uprising at Nasibina on Side b. are
unscathed. A hypothesis for this presently unique phenomenon can be derived from
the historical circumstances of Tukultl-Ninurta II’s reign. Having finally stepped out
Adad-narari II's shadow after a long period of less than glamorous consolidation,
Tukulti-Ninurta II had achieved genuine success in his own right by capturing Apa
and extending Assyrian influence over Na’iri. It was time to rework his very early,
unglamorous campaigning into an entirely new narrative, or to delete it entirely as
Adad-narari I had for UShu and Atkun - quite literally Strich drunter!

In turn, the ghastly and astonishingly minute descriptions of torture found in the
two narratives from the reign of Tukulti-Ninurta I remind once more of the redactional
layers through which a campaign account might travel before its ‘annalistic’ endpoint,
and, indeed, of the first-hand documentary processes which must rather gallingly have
been undertaken by scribes themselves. Far from the jovial writer of palatial missives
one might imagine, here is a figure coldly tallying the flayed, perhaps while a colleague
sketched the scene for a later palace relief.!! Such information did not make the “final
cut’ of the annalistic accounts of RIMA.0.100.5, or indeed the even further abridged KAL
3: 21.1%% Yet, herein lies an emerging issue.

100 Such as the aforementioned Gottesbrief from an Adad-narari, perhaps the second (KAL 3: 29).
The variation between first- and third-persons in the Middle Euphrates campaign account RIMA.O0.
100.5 41-126 may well be indicative of a similar manner of Urtext.

101 See the discussion of depictions of scribes on campaign by Reade (2012), and consideration of the
mentalities of campaigning scribes by Bernbeck (2017).

102 As such, this recension could well date to even later, i.e. 884.
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The wide variety of narrative approaches, level of detail, and intended audiences
presented by the texts here raise the question as to what exactly the moniker
‘annalistic’ should actually pertain during this period. Structuralist methodologies
and inventories aimed at cracking an annalistic ‘code’ and, more recently, statistical
and narratological investigations all necessitate uniformities and homogeneities
which might come to be undermined as the true diversity of early Neo-Assyrian
inscriptions becomes apparent. Considering the recent (and forthcoming shifts) in
ascription of the Broken and White Obelisks and, in turn, of other late Middle
Assyrian inscriptions, a revised diachronic, genre-historical study of the composition
and redaction of Assyrian royal inscriptions prior to and including the early Neo-
Assyrian kings will certainly become a necessity in the coming years, should it be
sought to refine present methodological tools.

References

Ahmad, Ali Y. 2000. “Excavations at Qadhiah. The Texts of Tukulti-Ninurta II (890-884 B.C.)” Al-Rafidan 21:
51-9.

Andrae, Walter. 1913. Die Stelenreihen in Assur. WWDOG 24. Leipzig: J. C. Hinrichs‘sche Buchhandlung.

Andrae, Walter. 1923. Farbige Keramik aus Assur und ihre Vorstufen in altassyrischen Wandmalereien. Nach
Aquarellen von Mitgliedern der Assur-Expedition und nach photographischen Aufnahmen von Originalen
im Auftrage der Deutschen Orient-Gesellschaft. Berlin: Scarabaeus-Verlag.

Bagg, Ariel M. 2016. “Where is the Public? A New Look at the Brutality Scenes in Neo-Assyrian Royal
Inscriptions and Art.” In Making Pictures of War. Realia et Imaginaria in the Iconology of the Ancient Near
East, edited by Laura Battini, 57-82. Archaeopress Ancient near Eastern Archaeology 1. Oxford:
Archaeopress.

Bagg, Ariel M. 2017. Répertoire Géographique des Textes Cunéiformes 7/2. Die Orts- und Gewdssernamen der
neuassyrischen Zeit. Teil 2. Zentralassyrien und benachbarte Gebiete, Aqypten und die arabische Halbinsel.
2 vols. TAVO Beihefte, B 7. Wiesbaden: Dr. Ludwig Reichert Verlag.

Bagg, Ariel M. 2020. Répertoire Géographique des Textes Cunéiformes 7/3. Die Orts- und Gewdssernamen der
neuassyrischen Zeit. Teil 3. Babylonien, Urartu und die éstlichen Gebiete. 2 vols. TAVO Beihefte, B 7.
Wiesbaden: Dr. Ludwig Reichert Verlag.

Baker, Helen D., and Laurie Pearce. 2001. “Nab(-zuqup-kénu.” In The Prosopography of the Neo-Assyrian
Empire 2/11, edited by Helen D. Baker, 912-3. Helsinki: Neo-Assyrian Text Corpus.

Bernbeck, Reinhard. 2017. “The Documentary Gaze as a Mesopotamian Innovation.” In The Interplay of
People and Technologies. Archaeological case studies on innovations, edited by Stefan Burmeister, and
Reinhard Bernbeck, 251-76. Topoi, Berlin Studies of the Ancient World 43. Berlin: De Gruyter.

Chen, Fei. 2020. Study on the Synchronistic King List from Ashur. CM 51. Boston: Brill.

Dewar, Ben. 2019. “Time and Place. A Unique Approach to Chronological and Geographical Order in a
Royal Inscription of Adad-narart IL.” SAAB 25: 1-10.

Edmonds, Alexander J. 2021. “Just a Series of Misunderstandings? Assyria and Bit-Zamani, Hadi-/Ihtadi-
libbusu, and Aramaic in the Early Neo-Assyrian State.” AsiAnA 3: 73-91.



DE GRUYTER Adad-narari II and Tukulti-Ninurta II = 289

Edmonds, Alexander J. (2023). Transitional Cases”, Allonymy, and the Use of Aramaic in the Early Neo-
Assyrian Provincial Administration. The Example of Ilu-bani/-ibni of Sahu. Ash-Sharq 7(2): 151-168.

Edmonds, Alexander J. (in press). New Light on the Land of Sthu. A Review Article and New Political
History. ZA 114(1).

Finkel, Irving L. 2014. The Ark before Noah. Decoding the Story of the Flood. London: Hodder & Stoughton.

Foster, Benjamin R. 2005. Before the Muses. An Anthology of Akkadian Literature. 3rd ed. Bethesda: CDL
Press.

Frahm, Eckart. 1999. “Nab(-zuqup-kénu, das Gilgames-Epos und der Tod Sargons IL.” /CS 51: 79-90.

Frahm, Eckart. 2005. “Observations on the Name and Age of Sargon I and on Some Patterns of Assyrian
Royal Onomastics.” NABU 2005 (2): 46-50. Art. 44.

Frahm, Eckart. 2009a. “Assurbanipal at Der.” In Of God(s), Trees, Kings and Scholars. Neo-Assyrian and
Related Studies in Honour of Simo Parpola, edited by Mikko Luukko, Saana Svard, and Raija Mattila,
51-64. StOr 106. Helsinki: Finnish Oriental Society.

Frahm, Eckart. 2009b. Historische und Historisch-Literarische Texte. Ausgrabungen der Deutschen Orient-
Gesellschaft in Assur E, Inschriften IX, Keilschrifttexte aus Assur literarischen Inhalts 3. Wiesbaden:
Harrassowitz Verlag.

Frahm, Eckart. 2011. “Die Inschriftenreste auf den Obeliskenfragmenten aus Assur.” In Die
Obeliskenfragmente aus Assur, edited by Julia Orlamiinde, and Eckart Frahm, 59-75. WVDOG 135.
Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz Verlag.

Frame, Grant. 1984. “An Index of the Royal Inscriptions from Nineveh Copied by R. Campbell Thompson.”
ARRIM 2: 5-20.

Frazer, Mary. 2013. “Nazi-Marutta$ in Later Mesopotamian Tradition.” Kaskal 10: 187-220.

Fuchs, Andreas. 2000. “Mat Habhi.” In Assyriologica et semitica. Festschrift fiir Joachim Oelsner anldsslich
seines 65. Geburtstages am 18. Februar 1997, edited by Joachim Marzahn, and Hans Neumann, 73-94.
Miinster: Ugarit-Verlag. AOAT 252.

Fuchs, Andreas. 2009. “Waren die Assyrer Grausam?” In Extreme Formen von Gewalt in Bild und Text des
Altertums, edited by Martin Zimmermann, 65-119. Miinchner Studien zur Alten Welt 5. Munich:
Herbert Utz Verlag.

Fuchs, Andreas. 2011. “Das Osttigrisgebiet von Agum II bis Darius L. (ca. 1500 bis 500 v. Chr.)” In Between
the Cultures. The Central Tigris Region from the 3rd to 1st Millennium BC. Conference at Heidelberg
January 22nd - 24th, 2009 edited by Peter A. Miglus, and Simone Miihl, 229-320. Heidelberger
Studien zum alten Orient 14. Heidelberg: Heidelberger Orientverlag.

Fuchs, Andreas. 2017a. “Assyria and the North. Anatolia.” In A Companion to Assyria, edited by Eckart Frahm,
249-58. Blackwell Companions to the Ancient World. Hoboken: John Wiley & Sons.

Fuchs, Andreas. 2017b. “Die Kassiten, das mittelbabylonische Reich und der Zagros.” In Kardunias.
Babylonia under the Kassites 1. The Proceedings of the Symposium held in Munich, 30 June to 2 July 2011,
edited by Alexa Bartelmus, and Katja Sternitzke. UAVA 11/1. Boston: De Gruyter, 123-65.

Galter, Hannes D. 2018. “The “Heavy” Name Adadnarari. History and Politics in Assyria.” In Conceptualizing
Past, Present and Future. Proceedings of the Ninth Symposium of the Melammu Project in Helsinki/Tartu,
May 18-24 2015, edited by Sebastian Fink, and Robert Rollinger, 131-43. Minster: Ugarit-Verlag.

Geng, Bilent, and John MacGinnis. 2023. The Assyrian Rock Relief at Yagmur (Evrihan) in the Tur Abdin.
Oxford: Archaeopress.

George, Andrew R. 1979. “Cuneiform Texts in the Birmingham City Museum.” Iraq 41 (2): 121-40.

Grayson, Albert K. (1976). “Studies in Neo-Assyrian History.” The Ninth Century B.C. BiOr 33(3-4): 143-145.

Grayson, Albert K. 1980-83. “Kénigslisten und Chroniken.” RIA 6: 77-135.

Grayson, Albert K. 1982. “Assyria. Ashur-dan II to Ashur-nirari V (954-745 B.C.) ” In The Cambridge Ancient
History. Second Edition. Volume III, Part 1. The Prehistory of the Balkans; and the Middle East and the



290 —— A. ). Edmonds DE GRUYTER

Aegean World, Tenth to Fighth Centuries B.C., edited by John Boardman, Iorweth E. Edwards,
Nicholas G. Hammond, and Edmond Sollberger, 238-81. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Grayson, Albert K. 1991. Assyrian Rulers of the Early First Millennium BC. I (1114-859 BC). RIMA 2. London:
University of Toronto Press.

Guterbock, Hans G. 1957. “A Note on the Stela of Tukulti-Ninurta II Found near Tell Ashara.” JNES 16 (2): 123.

Karlsson, Mattias. 2020. “The Divine Determinative and the Names of Assyrian Rulers.” NABU 2020 (1):
33-4. Art. 16.

Kessler, Karlheinz. 1980. Untersuchungen zur historischen Topographie Nordmesopotamiens. Nach
keilschriftlichen Quellen des 1. Jahrtausends v. Chr. TAVO Beihefte, B 26. Wiesbaden: Dr. Ludwig
Reichert Verlag.

Kiihne, Hartmut. 2009. “Interaction of Arameans and Assyrians on the Lower Khabur.” Syria 86: 43-54.

Kihne, Hartmut. 2017. “The Temple of Salmanu at Dar-Katlimmu, Nergal of Hub3alum, and Nergal-eres.”
In At the Down of History. Ancient Near Eastern Studies in Honour of J.N. Postgate, Vol. 1, edited by
Yagmur Heffron, Adam Stone, and Martin Worthington, 271-88. Winona Lake: Eisenbrauns.

Liverani, Mario. 2004. “Assyria in the Ninth Century. Continuity or Change?” In From the Upper Sea to the
Lower Sea. Studies in the History of Assyria and Babylonia in Honour of A. K. Grayson, edited by
Grant Frame, 213-26. PIHANS 101. Leiden: Nederlands Instituut voor het Nabije Oosten te Leiden.

Liverani, Mario. 2012. ““I Constructed Palaces throughout My Country” Establishing the Assyrian
Provincial Order. The Motif and its Variants.” RA 106 (1): 181-91.

Luckenbill, Daniel D. 1926. Ancient Records of Assyria and Babylonia. Volume I. Historical Records of Assyria
from the Earliest Times to Sargon. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Lundstrém, Steven. 2012. “The Hunt is on Again! Tiglath-pileser I's and A33ur-bel-kala’s nahira-Sculptures
in Assur.” In Stories of Long Ago. Festschrift fiir Michael D. Roaf, edited by Heather D. Baker,

Kai Kaniuth, and Adelheid Otto, 323-38. AOAT 397. Munster: Ugarit-Verlag.

MacGinnis, John. 2022. “BM 99128 (A.0.100.7) - Tukulti-Ninurta II or A33ur-res-isi?” NABU 2022 (1): 46. Art.
20.

Machinist, Peter (1978). The Epic of Tukulti-Ninurta I. A Study in Middle Assyrian Literature. Yale University,
New Haven, CT.

Masetti-Rouault, Maria Grazia. 2001. Cultures locales du Moyen-Euphrate. Modéles et événements. Ile-Ier mill.
av. J.-C. Subartu 8. Turnhout: Brepols.

Maul, Stefan M. 2013. Die Wahrsagekunst im Alten Orient. Zeichen des Himmels und der Erde. Historische
Bibliothek der Gerda Henkel Stiftung. Munich: Beck.

Millard, Alan R. 1994. The Eponyms of the Assyrian Empire 910-612 BC. With the assistance of Robert M.
Whiting. SAAS 2. Helsinki: Neo-Assyrian Text Corpus Project.

Minen, Francesca. 2020. “Flaying the Enemy in Assyria. A Brief Study on Neo-Assyrian Archaeological and
Textual Evidence.” In Proceedings of the 11th International Congress on the Archaeology of the Ancient
Near East, vol. 1. Mobility in the Ancient Near East. Images in Context. Archaeology as Cultural
Heritage. Engendering Near Eastern Archaeology. Societal Contexts of Religion. Shaping the Living
Space, edited by Adelheid Otto, Michael Herles and Kai Kaniuth. Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz Verlag,
233-44.

Olmstead, Albert T. 1918. “The Calculated Frightfulness of Ashur Nasir Apal.” JAOS 38: 209-63.

Pittman, Holly. 1996. “The White Obelisk and the Problem of Historical Narrative in the Art of Assyria.” The
Art Bulletin 78 (2): 334-55.

Pongratz-Leisten, Beate. 2011. “Assyrian Royal Discourse between Local and Imperial Traditions at the
Habar.” RA 105 (1): 109-28.

Portuese, Ludovico. 2017. “Merciful’ Messages in the Reliefs of Ashurnasirpal II. The Land of Subu.” Egitto
e Vicino Oriente 39: 179-99.



DE GRUYTER Adad-narari II and Tukult-Ninurta II = 291

Postgate, J. Nicholas. 1992. “The Land of Assur and the Yoke of Assur.” World Archaeology 23 (3,
Archaeology of Empires): 247-63.

Radner, Karen. 2005. Die Macht des Namens. Altorientalische Strategien zur Selbsterhaltung. Santag 8.
Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz Verlag.

Radner, Karen. 2006a. “How to Reach the Upper Tigris. The Route through the Tar ‘Abdin.” SAAB 15:
273-305.

Radner, Karen. 2006b. “Provinz. C. Assyrien.” RIA 11 (1/2): 42-68.

Radner, Karen. 2015. “High Visibility Punishment and Deterrent. Impalement in Assyrian Warfare and
Legal Practice.” ZABR 21: 103-28.

Radner, Karen. 2017. “A Neo-Assyrian Legal Document from Tell Sitak.” In At the Dawn of History. Ancient
Near Eastern Studies in Honour of J.N. Postgate, Vol. 2, edited by Yagmur Heffron, Stone Adam, and
Martin Worthington, 423-30. Winona Lake: Eisenbrauns.

Reade, Julian E. 1975. “ASSurnasirpal I and the White Obelisk.” Iraq 37 (2): 129-50.

Reade, Julian E. 2004. “The Historical Status of the Assur Stelas.” In Assyria and Beyond. Studies presented to
Mogens Trolle Larsen, edited by Jan G. Dercksen, 455-73. PIHANS 100. Leiden: Nederlands Instituut
voor het Nabije Oosten te Leiden.

Reade, Julian E. 2005. “The Ishtar Temple at Nineveh.” Iraq 67 (1): 347-90.

Reade, Julian E. 2012. “Visual Evidence for the Status and Activities of Assyrian Scribes.” In Studies Presented
to Frederick Mario Fales on the Occasion of his 65th Birthday, edited by Giovanni B. Lanfranchi,
Daniele Morandi Bonacossi, Cinzia Pappi, and Simonetta Ponchia, 699-717. LAOS 2. Wiesbaden:
Harrassowitz Verlag.

Salvini, Mirjo. 2014. “Die Stadt Kahat. Vorposten der koniglichen Jagden in Mittelassyrischer Zeit.” In The
Archaeology of Political Spaces. The Upper Mesopotamian Piedmont in the second millennium BCE, edited
by Dominik Bonatz, 201-22. Topoi, Berlin Studies of the Ancient World 12. Berlin: De Gruyter.

Schramm, Wolfgang (1973). Einleitung in die assyrischen Kénigsinschriften. Brill, Leiden.

Schroeder, Otto. 1922. Keilschrifttexte aus Assur historischen Inhalts. Zweites Heft. Leipzig: ).C. Hinrichs’sche
Buchhandlung.

Seidmann, Jakob. 1935. Die Inschriften Adadnirdris II. MAOG 9/3. Leipzig: Harrassowitz Verlag.

Shibata, Daisuke. 2022. “The Assyrian King of the Broken Obelisk, the Date of the Archive from Giricano,
and the Timing of the Assyrian Calendar Reform.” JCS 74 (1): 109-29.

Shibata, Daisuke. 2023. “Assyria from Tiglath-Pileser I to Ashurnasirpal IL.” In The Oxford History of the
ancient Near East. Volume IV. The Age of Assyria, edited by Karen Radner, Nadine Moeller, and
D. T. Potts, 161-256. New York: Oxford University Press.

Soden, Wolfram von. 1974. “Zur Datierung des ,Weilen Obelisken“.” ZA 64 (2): 180-91.

Soden, Wolfram von. 1974-77. “Zwei Konigsgebete an IStar aus Assyrien.” AfO 25: 37-49.

Stephens, Ferris ). 1937. Votive and Historical Texts from Babylonia and Assyria. YOS 9. London: Yale
University Press; Oxford University Press.

Thompson, R. Campbell. 1937. “An Assyrian Parallel to an Incident in the Story of Semiramis. Fragments of
Stone Reliefs and Inscriptions Found at Nineveh.” Iraq 4 (1): 35-46.

Thompson, R. Campbell, and R. W. Hutchinson. 1929. “VIL.—The Excavations on the Temple of Nab{ at
Nineveh.” Archaeologia 79: 103-48.

Tournay, Raymond-Jacques. 1998. “Le stele du roi Tukulti-Ninurta II. Nouvelle Interprétation.” In About
Subartu/A propos de Subartu. Studies devoted to Upper Mesopotamia/Etudes consacrées d la Haute
Mesopotamie, vol. 2 Culture, Society, Image/Culture, Société, Image, edited by Marc Lebeau, 273-8.
Subartu, 4/2. Turnhout: Brepols.



292 — A.J. Edmonds DE GRUYTER

van Buylaere, Greta. 2009. “I Feared the Snow and Turned Back.” In Of God(s), Trees, Kings and Scholars.
Neo-Assyrian and Related Studlies in Honour of Simo Parpola, edited by Mikko Luukko, Saana Svard, and
Raija Mattila, 295-306. StOr 106. Helsinki: Finnish Oriental Society.

Wilhelm, Gernot. 1996. “L’état actuel et les perspectives des études hourrites.” In Mari, Ebla et les Hourrites.
Dix Ans De Travaux. Actes Du Colloque International (Paris, mai 1993), edited by Jean-Marie Durand,
175-87. Amurru 1. Paris: Editions Recherche sur les Civilisations.

Younger, K. Lawson Jr. 2016. A Political History of the Arameans. From their Origins to the End of their Polities.
Atlanta: SBL Press.

Zadok, Ran. 1995. “The Ethno-Linguistic Character of the Jezireh and Adjacent Regions in the 9 Centuries
(Assyria Proper vs. Periphery).” In Neo-Assyrian Geography, edited by Mario Liverani, 217-82.
Quaderni Di Geografia Storica, 5. Padua: Sargon srl.

Zadok, Ran. 2008. “Neo-Assyrian Notes.” In Treasures on Camels Humps. Historical and Literary Studies from
the Ancient Near East Presented to Israel Eph‘al, edited by Mordechai Cogan, and Dan’el Kahn, 312-30.
Quaderni Di Geografia Storica, 5. Jerusalem: Magnes Press.



	A New Reconstruction of the Reigns of Adad-nārārī II and Tukultī-Ninurta II in Light of Five Unattributed Royal Inscriptions
	1 Introduction
	2 Adad-nārārī II’s Reign and its Remaining Lacunae
	3 Reconstructing the Missing Half of Tukultī-Ninurta II’s Reign
	4 Framing the Era – The Reigns of Aššur-dān II and Aššur-nāṣir-apli II
	4.1 KAL 3: 48. Adad-nārārī II’s Accession, Campaign to Ušḫu and Atkun, and Conquest of Qumānû (911 BC) and an Early March t ...
	4.2 KAL 3: 47. Adad-nārārī II’s Early Na’iri Campaigning and the Conquest of Katmuḫi (ca. 909–902 BC)
	4.3 KAL 3: 53. A Late Na’iri Campaign of Adad-nārārī II, his Defeat of the Aḫlamû, and a Harrying of the Middle Euphrates ( ...
	4.4 KAL 3: 45–46. Some campaigns of Tukultī-Ninurta II to Nirdun and Na’iri Featuring a Rock Inscription, and his Defeat of ...
	4.5 KAL 3: 56. Tukultī-Ninurta II’s Early Campaigns along with his Later Flaying of Apâ of Ḫubuškia and Punishment of Naṣīb ...

	5 Adad-nārārī II – Warrior King
	6 Tukultī-Ninurta II – Consolidator and Innovator
	7 New Outlooks on Early Neo-Assyrian Historiography
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Euroscale Coated v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.7
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 35
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1000
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.10000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /ENU ()
    /ENN ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName (ISO Coated v2 \(ECI\))
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName <FEFF005B0048006F006800650020004100750066006C00F600730075006E0067005D>
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 8.503940
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


