45

“Judges of the King” in

Achacmcenid M csopotam 1a

1

Shalem E. Holte

In hes mamnuenal sty of the Porstan
Ewpue, Lierte Briant suulies the case of
BabMenis uncder the [t twe Arhacmenid
kings. Gyvus and Ganbses, and reaches the
lollewing cenc hsien abewn the cffccs of 1he
Achammaonid cantpriiest:

Lo is cem that ovithee Cavas ke Jus <ou
wished ... 10 bring abeut it el distuption
o cvizeing conditiens, Many instititiens
knewn trem eir time find thest antcced-
ents in the Mesopotamian imperial s
tuees of Uie prvvious caatamies. I athe
wontls, thie Liaoston cazitions did oo ueces-
sarily result 1em suppresvion or (lesunie
tien of th-: cxisiibg instiniens, Ll mers
olten aud deubdess mere eklicacioosly
cune athour by gradualh adapuing dwese
Lsttions Lo the oew sbcha'e outhioed
by tire conjaencoes . (Brinol 20024:70)

1 conservative trend io Achacmenid impe-
izl policy continued even chiring what Briant
calls 1he "1adical acccelCranon”™ wewaid cdnuin-
swative unificaiion ander Pacdiay L Briaot
Jumsull ootes that “the uniflication of adnuie-
ISLeLve practces o0 an ilopueud scale dees
not imply a less of vaclitiens” and tan “the

conquest e doninmt plaed out on two lev-
ek ... ueilicadun and maatenance ol dive
¥iy” (20424:5N07),

According wiriant thon, Mesopetnia’s
Oansiceon Ao ro ke by Neo-Ralndoni in Kingry
(o Achaemenidd enperors wavidtas chamntic
ay one niight expect. Even 1lwugh the n g
wits aon Ssubject e new poval aathomiues,
many institnions ceutloued w funciien s
ey Nack in earlier imes under native kings.
Even the goveenment of Dains [, wlide did
naiclt 10 noily adieinsnatve peactices, did
nat completely oblingate the native Lud -
tUens of Lthe pepuliiens it veveracd. Instead,
accosding @ Briang, the Achacmenid rvolers
maintained local diversiy within the brandor
contexcol the empin:

The popose of The presentstndy is Lo illas-
tute, ancd thas add support 10, Baants con-
clusicns by examiemg one parucular eftice:
the olfice ol dayvaan Sa Savr, Akkaclian Lor
"juclge ol the king®2 By collecting vefcrences
10 this office in cunciform searas, the picsen)
studvwill wace the biston of dhe bstitanio of
"Tdgesol the kiog™ o Mesopatamiaand dent-
onsunte that it sucvives the transition Gom
Nceo-Babylenian 1@ Arhacmenid kings, Lo de
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so. the presentstudy will hegin by considering
some ol the limitations of the available evi-
dence. [t will then briefly describe the office
of dayvanu sa savvi under the Neo-Bahvlonian
Kings just priotv to Cyrus’ conquest. Then, it
will document the survival of this office undes
the Achaemenid Empire by surveying the aviil-
able evidence from this period.

I. Nature of the evidence
considered

The evidence presented in the present study
comes from the abundant corpus of cuneiform
legal dacuments composed in Achacmenid
Mcesopotamia. These dacuments came [rom
archives once kept in Mesopotimian cities
including Babylon, Borsippa, Sippar, Uruk and
Nipput.* The cunciform documents themselves
attest the survival ol native Mesopotamian tra-
ditions under Acltiemenid rule. Even while the
empire wrote official documents in Ariumaic
on leather or papyrus, scribes in Mesopotamia
continued to write legal docauments in cunei-
lorm, as they had for almost 3,000 years.

Some reflections on the limitations of the
present studv are in order. There are two main
limitations, one resulting from the sources
themselves and the other impaosed by the pres-
ent study. The cuneilorm sources themselves
limit the present study of the administration
of justice, and ol any legal question, for that
matter, tlor a number of reasons. Foremast
among these is the fact that legal affairs in
Achacinenid Mesopotamia were not always
recorded in cuneiform on clay tablets. During
the period in question many. if not most, legal
documents were probahly written i Aramaic
on papyrus or leather. These latter maerials
deteriorate under normal archacological con-
ditions (apart from exceptional environients
in Egvpt, the Dead Sea and Afglanistan), so

that these Aramaic documents are now lost.
Although clay tablets survive, this does not
mean than all the cunciform legal tableis ever
writien are available to the scholarly commu-
nity. Some tablets have yet to be excavated
or rediscovered in muscums, while others
were probably destroved even in antiquity.’
Furthermore, the pictare is severely limited
by the fact that more than half of the nearly
13,000 1ablets estimated to exist come fram
only two temple archives: the Fanna at Urnk
or the Ebabbar ac Sippar (Jursa 2005: 2).
These temples were, ol course. not the only
places where justice was adminisiered, The
existence of private archives offers a glimpse
of other adjudicatory vennes and mitigates
this bias towards temples. but only to a certain
extent. In sum, one must always wonder il the
studv of cuneiform archives in Achaemenid
Mesopotamia provides a comprehensive pic-
tare of the legal sitnation at that time.

The second limitation 10 the present
study is. as noted above, self-imposed: by sin-
gling out one office, the dayyeun fa sani, the
sutvey will not consider other authaorities that
play a judicial role b do nou have the e
" jndge”. These include such anthorities as city
governors, temple othcials, assemblies and
even the King lumself. Althongh the study will
reach some conclusions about the legal sys-
tem in Acltacmenid Mesopotamia, a complete
description is beyond s purview,?

Il. The office of day)-ﬁn u Sa
garri in the Neo-Babvlonian
period

With these limitations in mind, the discussion
can trn 1o the office of the dayvawi sa sarr,
“the judges of the king”. Documenting the
sutvivil of the office of dayyenu Sa ot ino

the Achacmenid period must begin with



descriprion olthisolliceinthe Neo-Babvlonian
perind, just prior to Cyvrus’ conquest, Belore
wirning 0 the judges themselves, however, it
is uscful to consider the ideological connec-
tion between the King and the judges that is
expressed in the title.

This connection can be raced back to the
very beginnings of Mesopotanian roval ideal-
ogy. For the Neo-Babylonian perod, a prime
expression of this royal ideology is found in a
lerary text, which Willred G. Liunbert calls
"Nebuchaduezzar, King ol Justice™. The text
praises the King as lollows:

He was not negligent in the mater of true
and righteons jundgment, he did not rest
night or daw, but with council and delibera-
tion he persisted in writing down judgments
and decisions arvanged 100 be pleasing ©
the grean lord, Marduk, and for the hetier-
ment of all the peoples and the senling ol
the hand of Akkad. He drew up improved
regulations for the city, he built anew the

law cowrt. (Lambert 1965 8)

According 10 this text, the King is direcily
involved in sustaining the system of justice—he
promulgiues decistons and regulanons and
maintuins the courts. It seems that this asso-
ciation between the king and justice gave rise
to the Akkadian title dayyann $i sarri, literally
"judge of the king™, The tide alone expresses
an ideological associanon heween the king
and the courts. It also raises the possibil-
ity that there was some practical connection
between the rovalty and the judiciary, perhaps
through the appointment process. However,
the Akkadian aitle leaves the definition of this
practical connecuion open te speculation and,
unfartunaicely, the availahle evidence does not
shed much additional light on this questou.
Having briefly considered the ideologi-
cal underpinnings of the title denyanu sa sari,

“fudges of the King" m Achaemenid Mesopotamia 483

the discussion can now return to survey the
attestanions of the title in the Neo-Babvlonian
period. Numerous Neo-Babvlonian legal doc-
uments refer to groups of individuals desig-
nated dayyanx sa sami (7 judges of the king”).
uswally written with the Sumerograms "DI.
KU MES & LUGAL. More lrequently, how-
cver, instead of the genenc Sarrd ("king”), the
documenms name the king in the title, such
as dayyann s Neygul-iarva-uswr (Tjudges of
Nevighssar™) or dayyanu sa Nabi-na id (* judges
of Nabonidns”).
Thebest-anestedNee-Babyvlonian " judges
ol the King™ are the judges of Neriglissar and
Nabonidus who served in Babvlon. They are
the subjects of an extensive study by Cornelia
Wunsch in which she assembles all the avail-
able references o them (2000: 557-597).
Wunsch studies a group of "judicial docu-
ments”™ CRictierickunden”™) that describe
the paracipation of jndges ol Neriglissar or

Judges of Nabonidus in the adjudication of

disputes and in land sales. The names of the
particular judges appear i the end of these
documents, with the tille davyann (T judge”)
tollowing each name (2000: 558). Wunsch
compiles all these names o a directory of
all the judges of Nevighssar and Nabonidns
in Babvilon. including the judges’ seals, and
lists 1the daes of cach judge’s service. By
studving this informaton, Wunsch arvives
ar a detailed description ol the office of
“judge of the king™ in Babylon daring the
Neo-Babvlonian period.

Wunsch observes that individual judges
ol Neriglissar and Nabouidus in Babylon did
not hear cases alone, Inswead, cases were heard
by “judicial councils™ (*Richterkollegien™,
which consisted of several judges and some-
tumes mcluded other officials, as well (2000):
568 and the chart on pp. 570-571). Bused on
the judges” amily munes, she concludes that
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the membars of these councils came [rom
cconomically  influential Lamilies that are
well attested in husmess documents lrom the
period (2004: 568). Usnally, judicial councils
inclnded only one representative of any par-
ticular family. Wunsch also determines that
there was astrict hieriuchy within these coun-
cils based on senioriy; a judge could advance
onlvwith the departure of a more senior judge
(2000: 579).

I11. The office of
da{v_y&nu sa sarri under
Achaemenid kings

Wunsch'swork on the judges of Neriglissarand
Nubonidus is the starting poim for the pres-
ent discussion of the survival ol the deayyrinn
sa sarrt under the Achaemenid kings. The
discussion will begin with Wunsch's evidence
trom Babsvlon and will then marn to consider
other evidence from the same city, followed hy
evidence from other cities.,

Wunsch  herself documents the con-
tinuity of the office in Babylon by showing
that three men, named "Nabi-balassu-igbi,
“Rimiut-Bél  and  “Naba-ctel-ilani,  hegan
their carcers with the designation "judges of
Nabomidus”, and continued thewr careers as
“judges of Cyrus™ in Babylon (cf. 2000: 573).
Even though o new, foreign king had come
10 power, these three “judges of 1he King™
retained their position,

Waunsch drasws her evidence trom the pros-
opagraphvofthe so-called "Richterurkunden”,
documents that end with o record of the
naunces of the judges. Other legal documents
thin Wunsch does now considet, also attest to
the survival of the office of davsann Sa sare
in Babvlon, For example, a summons writ-
ten in Uruk and dated to 18 Sabitu, vear | of

Cyrus (30 January 538 BC) 1equires a certain

individual to come and "argue a case” before
the juidges of the king, The relevant seciion

reads as follows:

a-di U 1D-kam, sa, ITI BAR, "PN,
“PN, WSA TAM ELANNA v “PN SAG,
LUGAL "EN pr-qit-ti E_ANNA a-ua 'TIN,
UIR* il-la-kaw,-wie; di-t-ns . .. ina pa-ni'"*DL.
KU, MES ia_ LUGAL i-dab-bu-ub

"By 15 Nisanna, PN shall go with "PN_,
Seltsmem ol the Eaana and PN the sa rés
sarriadmmisirator of the Fanna 1o Bahyvlon
and argue i case before the judges of the
king."”

The summoned individual (*PN ) must come
o Babylon wgether with twao olficials of the
Eanna temple, the Satammu and $a réf Sari, 10
“argue a case” before the judges of the king.
Unlike the examples ciied by Wonsch, this
summons does not name the judges ol the
kKing belore whom the case is 1o be argued.
b does. however, provide addiional evidence
lor the survival of the ollice of dayyeron sa Sawrvi
in Babylon during the reign of Cyrus.

The evidence presented thus far has
been limited to wacing the hisiory of the
office of davvaru sa sarvi in Babylon lram the
Neo-Babylonian period into the Achaenenid
period. The evidence [rom owside Babylon
shows that the olfice survives the transition
10 Achacmenid rule there as well, In 1the Neo-
Babvlonian period, jndges of Nabonidus and
Neriglissar are known [vom several other cit-
ies (e.g. Wuansch 2000: 567, n. 32). Although
there is not ver sulliciem evidence 10 wrace
any ol these judges™ carcers through the van-
sition from Babvlonian 10 Achacmenid rle,
the available evidence shows that the instita-
tion of dayyanu sa saves itsell does survive this
transition. The evidence comes from the two
large 1emple archives of the Ebabbar at Sippa
and the Eannaa Urnk,



la Sippar, a ext dated 10 21 Avaru, vear
8 of Cyrus (23 Mav 531 ) records the activi-
ties of an adjudicating council thin met there.
The lines thar narrate the actual activities e
broken,® but the concluding lines that contain

the names of the council read as lollows:

i-na ES.BAR [di-i-ni] MULMES
[ ]"l-l.\'-TIN-;l"""]-'.,,..\-lx\S UDKIBNUNY
"EN-PAP ™DLKU, LUGAL A-5u, sa,
INASAMUA =130-DINGIR
MINA -PAP WDLKU, LUGAL A-su, S, "ha
w-| X |-DINGIR
“si-itot "TLIMBISAG A-$u, sa, ""EN-GI A
"“"IM-Scom-ne-¢
“At the decision of this [case]:
“Beél-uballit, the saagii of Sippar:
“Belndsin, the judge of the king, son of
"Nabt-apla-iddin descendant of Sin-ilt;
"Nubi- nasir, the judge of the king, son
of "Haza-[ X]-ili;
"Rimat, the “Bél-
usallim descendam of Adad-Samme. (Cyy
301:11=14)

scribe,  son of

Two members of the adjudicating councdil,
“Bél-uasir and “Nabu-nasir, have the tile
davvan sarvi,' Thev demonstrate that, as at
Babvlon. the tille continued to he used well
into the veign of Cyrus.

Thearchives ofthe Fannaattestto® judges
of the king™ ar Uruk as well. One summons
written at Uruk on 18 Sabitu, vear 5 ol Cyrus
(15 February 333 se) reads as follows:

U, Fokaw $a IT1 SE MU Jekan, "kur-as,
LUGAL TINTIRM LUGAL KUR.KUR™PN,
a-na UNUGH d-la-kam,-ma di-t-ni. . .ina pa-ni
"“*DLKU,_.MES ia, LUGAL -dab-bu-uts

"On 7 Addaru, vear b of Cyvrus, king of
Babvlon, king of the lands, “PN_ shall come
o Uruk and argue a case...before the
judges of the king.™"
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As in the summons cited earlier in the dis-
cussion, this summons alsa requires  the
summonced individual ("PN)) 10 “awrgue a
case” before the judges of the king. However.,
instead of requiring the individhal to appear
in Babylon, this summons requires him o
appear in Uruk to argue his case, The *judges
ol the king”, befere whom the case would be
argued. would be in Uruk, rather than in
Babylon.
Further cevidence for the office of
dayyanu Sa Sarrt at Uruk during the reign of
Cvrus comes lrom the recotd of a legal deci-
sion written at Uruk, recently published by
David B. Weisherg as OIP 122, 38." The text
dates to 16 [+] Du'dzu, vewr 9 of Cyrus (7 [+]
July, 330 sc). It begins with a record of the
plaintiff’s statement, which is introduced as

follnws:

“PN, "za-kw-u, Sa, "INNIN UNUGH a-na
“DLKU,.MES =ku-ra-as, LUGAL TIN.
TIR" LUGAL KUR.KUR g5 wwi-mee . ..

PN zaka of 1star of Uruk said thus to
the judges of Cyrus king of Rabylon, king
of the lands...”"

In addition to this notice, the seal of one of
these judges of Cyrus appears on the right
aud. according 10 Weisberg's restoration, the
left edge of the text. The legend. written in
cuneiferm, gives this judge’s name, “Bau-Cres,
followed by his title, deyvann, Thissime judge's
name, prohably lollowed by the same title,
dayyanu, also appears in the text iself, among
the names of the officials in whose prescuce
the tablet was written. After the narration of
the proceedings in court and the decision, the

text reads as follows:

t-nn wet-foes “"ha-u,-:\l’l N.ef rivz])],
KU,’ INXOXT"DASAMARUTU DURSAR
A "':m'x--pg-[rn NCIR] '“"b{;-u.,-.»\ PIN-gg Meg)-
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Pi-ve sa " greba-ri INAM TINTTIRY wy o-tban
(TD.] tupr-ju sa-tir

“(This) tablet was written in the pres-
enice ol ®Bau-@res, the judge [ ]%1le"i-
Marduk, 1he
I ppes-[ili), and "Ban-éres, the parchment-

saribe,  descendant  of

scribe of Gobryas. satrap of Bahvlon and
the Transenphratene diswict "™

In both the seal legend and the notice at
the end ol the text, the name of “Baua-éres is
followed by the title dayyann ("judge”). The
title does not mclnde the term sa sarm: (Cof
the king”) even though n is clear from the
document’s opening lines that the judges
are indeed " judges ol the king™. The use of
the abbreviated title dayyann conforms with
the usage Wansch observes in docaments
from the reigns of Nahontdusand Neriglissar:
the names of “judges of the King” are usually
followed by the ritle davyeom, rather than by
the longer ute dayyann sa swvi (cl. Wunsch
2000: 558).

I'he decision record only discussed daes
near the cud of the reign of Gyrus. The career
of the judge "Bau-eres as a davvanu $a S
apparently does nor end when Ciumnbyses
succeeds Cyrus w0 the Achacmenid throne.
Tracing his  career
Cambhyses must begin with ibe examination
ol excerpts from three legal records writien in
Urnk ar than time. These theee excerpis doc-
ument the caecr of iwo judges, one muned
“Bau-€Cres and the other named "Rimut. The
lirst comes hom the record ol a decision
reached on 12 Addara, vear 2 of Cambyses (22
March 326 nC):

ma ITI SE. MU 3-kam, ™ri-mut u, “ba-u,
APIN-5 "™DLKU_ME...i-va tup-pi is-fu-
re-na

“In Addaru, vear 3, “Rimiot and "Bau-
éres the judges wraote in a tahler., "

during the reign of

In this 1ex1, two men, one named "Ban-éres
and another named “Rimii, have the tile
dayyauu. \ judge named “Rimin also appeirs
in the following excerpt from a texi written in
Uruk carlier in the same vear, on 24 Du’0zu.
vear 3 of Cambyses (11 Julv 527 o).

“PN | Sa ina ma-hey "ri-mut " DLRU LUGAL
u "DACAMARUTU "UMBISAG w-tn-u
Wy-sir . . .

PN,. who said thus before "Rimot the

judge of the king and "lle”i-Marduk, the
"

2

scribe, .,

In 1his sccond example, the man named
“Rimie is specifically designated as a dayyar
sarr. This designation lends support to Hans
Mavtin Knmmel's restorations of the lollowing
excerpt from a third text written in Uruk on
30 Addara of the same year (4 April 526 ne):

"PN, 1, "PN, "PN, u,"PN, a-na PN, "*SA,,
TAM F ANNA PN, ["*SAG.LUGAL "“EN
pi-qill ELANNA o, "riomad u, "ba-u,KAM,
I"*DI.KU..ME| LUGAL iqlmw, - >

“PN and "PN_, "PN_an d"™PN, saidl thus
10 "PN, satavomd of the Eanna, “PN_ [ihe
$n v@s sarveadministrator] of the Eanna and
"Rimit and "Bau-&rci the [judges] of the
king.™"

In this third excerpt as it is restored by
Kammel, nvo men, one named "Rimiit and
the other named "Bau-éres, have the tile
dayyen sarvi. Since all three docnments come
from the same place and almost the siune
ume. it secms safe o conclude, as Kammel
has, that the proper names in all the docu-
ments refer 1o the same two judges—"Rimin
and "“Bau-reS—ceven  though the names
occur withont filition.

The three excerpts just examined have
shown that a man named "Bau-ere§ scrved
as a “judge al the king”™ during the reign of



Cambyses, Based on this, it secems reason-
able w suggest that the “judge of the king”
named "Bau-@res is the same Bau-&res as the
ndge of Cyvrus in OIP 122, 38, If this sugges-
tan is corrvect, then the cweer of "Ban-eres
provides another example of a "judge of the
king” surviving the change of monarchy, this
time lrom Cyvras to Cambyses. Ol cowrse, this
example is much less striking than Wuonsch's
examples ol * judges of the King™ surviving the
change from Babvlonian to Achacmenid rule.
Nevertheless, the career of *Ban-@res demon-
strates that even under Gyvras and Cambyses
the oflice of davyara sa Sarvi vemained as it
had been under the Neo-Babvlonian Kings:
despite the commection to the King implied
by the title, changes in the monarchy seem 10
have had litde eftect on the office.

T'he discussion until this point has con-
sidered some of the evidence lor the office ol
“judge of the king™ during the veigns of Cyrus

and Cambyses. It will now turn o some of

the available evidence trom he reign ol the
next Achaemenid king, Darins L In particu-
Far, it will examine two examples of legal texis
that are worded in a manner similar w thar ol
ather 1exis already examined. The first is the
ending of i debt note drinvn up in Babvlon on
18 Sabatu, year 6 of Darvius 1 (25 February 515
BC). The et stawes:

met  ma-har '""NA,-na-din-SES "EN-$u-nu
“ha-ga-‘i-in "na-din “*30-S1G . -ig "ap-la-a u
™NA_-ZI-tim-URL, ™ DLKU_.MES “MU-
NA, “Ese-piovi vl -t e-let

"The note was drawn up before ™Naba-
nddin-ahi, “Bélsunu, "Baga’in, “Nidin,
"Aplaya and "Nabu-
napistim-usur, the judges and "lddin-

"Sin-mudamni),

-

Nuha, the parchment scribe.""

This novice indicates that the note was drawn

up before seven men who all bear the title
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dayvanr, It may be compared with 1the con-
cluding lines of OIP 122, 38, which are cited
carlicr, in the discussion ol the ®judges of the
King”  Uruk. Both texts name the judges
among those “before (ne mahar) whom” the
tex L was written.

Thesecond text tromn the reign of Diarvius
I is an excerpt from the beginning of the rec-
ord of a decision peraining to a picee of prop-

env. This text states as follows:

PN, a-nat marhar "KI-NATIN u, “2ki-na-
at-te-iu "““DI.KU_MES a-na snui-lii E, Su-a-
b .. -nes ede-t-0d dn-te-tu-"-ma

"PN | came 10 conrt hetore "Itti-Nabu-
halatu and his colleagues. the judges,

"=

regarding thathonse. ..

Like the opening lines of OIP 122, 38,
quoted earlier, these lines introduce  the
complaint ol the plaintifl (PN)). To statwe
her case, she “comes to cowmt helore "lai-
Nabno-haliitu and his calleagues, the judges”,
Althongh only one judge, “hiti-Nabi-baldm,
is named, the tevm “his colleagues™ ("“*ki-na-
cel-fe-su,) indicates that he was not the only
Judge who heard this case, Rather, the term
apparently refers 10w judicial council, like
the ones that functioned during the reigns
of carlicr kings.

Both of the examples from the reign
of Darius atest only 10 the use of the e
davyarn, viaher than the term dawenmn sa
sarve. As of the present writing, [ am unaware
ol any relerences to the tide davwann Sa Savei
that may be dated to the reign of Darius. One
mav, therefore, question the continuation of
the olfice of dayvanu sa sarve during this time,
However, it has already been noted that under
carlicr Kings, the shorter vitle designates the
names of individuals who are actnally = judges
of the King”. Assuming that the title continues

to be used in the same way, one may argue
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that the olfice: ol daysanu Sa Sarri conminues
cven under Darvias [.

IV. Conclusions

The swivey ol the cuneiform evidence just

underiaken has wvaced the instituion of

davvanu S Sari from the Neo-Babylonian
period imo the Achacmenid period. It has
demonstated that in Mesopotamia, appar-
emly, the davvenn S st continued o hear

cases well imo the veign ol Darius [ The office

of duyyanw sa sarvi, then, is another example of

how the Achaemenid kings maintained local
institutions while building ther vast empire,

I'he office of davyanu sa sevetis significant

in its own right becanse it is an example of

the survival of a pre-Achacmenid institution
under Achaemenid rule. The signiticance
of 1this survival grews cven more when one
considers the role played by those who held
the office. As all the examples quated carlier
show, these individuals administer justice by
uving cases and rendering legal decisions.
To all appearances, the laws they follow e
the norms that had been in place for ceniu-
rics before the Achacmenid conguest. On
the local level, at least, these judges maintiain
the rule of law. To some degree, it seems tha
the Achaemenid emperors lelt this important
function in the hands of local Mesopotamian
anthorities rather than seeking 10 impose
new legal order, Of course, in the case of the
dayyann sa st this is not so surprising. No
doubt the existence of a local judicial system
associated with the King served 1he adminis-
trative needs of the emperars. They could eas-
ilv adoptivand incorporate ivinto their sysiem
of gavermmeni.

IBv wav ol conclusion, the case of the
dayyanu Sa serri in Mesopotamia should be

considered within the broader context of the

administratioun of justice in other parts ol the
Achaemenid Empire. The present discussion
has poined to the Mesopotamian “judges
of the king” as evidence for the Achacmenidl
Kings' maintenance ol a native judicial sys-
tem. and. more broadly. for the survival of
the Mesopotamian legal wadition. Evidence
from elsewhere in the Achaemenid Empire
shows a similar maintenance, and possihly an
active cuhivation, of local legal naditions. A
brict Dematic text from Egvpt describes how
Darius I convenes i commissiou o codily and
tanslate Egvptian laws. This example from
Egypt has long been assaciated with swhat
is perhaps the most Lunous example of the
Achacmenid preservation of native legal tradi-
tions: the Hebrew Bible's description of Exva's
mission 0 the provinee of Juden™ Artaxerxes
I orders Ezra w0 appoint “magistates and
indges”™ who are o judge 1he Judean populace
and inform them ol the laws ol their God. In
issuing this order and authorizing the punish-
ment of disobedient subjects, the king gives
royal backing o the faws of Judei. The judges
Ezva appoints ave, of course, from a later time
than any ol the Mesopotmmian dayyanu Sa $erm
discusscd in the present article. Nevertheless,
the Judean judges, like 1he dasyanu sa Sav:
in Mesopotamia, illustrate the generally tol-
crant Achacemenid policy tossud local legal
iustitutions.

The present study has demonsivaned that
the oftice of dayyein sa sarisurvives the tran-
sinon 1o Achacmenid rule in Mcesoporamia,
I alis provides additional specitic support
lor Briant's general conclusious about the
Achaemenids” maintenance of local diversity
within their empire. One may reasonably con-
clude, then, that when i came 10 the rule of
kaw, the Achacmenid ciperors saw no need
to “reinvent the wheels of justice” which had

been turning efliciently lor centurics.
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Notes

This paper was veadd at the canlerence "The Waodld
af Achacmenid Pervsia™ ar the British Muosenm on 29
September 2000 In prepaation loe the conlerence,
A preliminany version of this paper was prescnied
at the Judah Goldin Memorial Seminar in Hebrew
Bihle and Rebated Ficlits held ot the Umniveray ol
Pennsylvania on 20 Sepicnber 2005, The present
final verssan has henehited from the conmments
of the participants in the Coldin Seminar, Aaron
Koller read and commented on o witten deslt. |
thank them all and, of course. assume responsi-
bility for any shorwonings. Abbreviations in 1he
relerences 1o cunciform souwrces suid in the list ol
works cited follow Reiner & Roth 1M ix—xxvii
Dates lollaow Parker & Dubiberstein 1956,

The werm dayyani sa smm might also be transkued
“rovil judgies”. The present paper daes not use
this nsmskation 10 wvoid cantusion swith the ninive
Persuan foyal juckges, mentioned, for exanple,
in Herodotus 1135, See the discus<ion in Brzum
2002a: 120-150. 510.

Far & general discussion ol this material xee Jumnsa
2005,

For a disc ussion of whiat documents tn s cuncilosm
archive survive to the present day, sce Baker 2004:
5.

FFor a discussion of this subjeo see Oclsner, Wells &
Wanise b 20405 915020

For more an Mesapatamian yoval ideology, see
Seux 1980,/83, especially the discussion of dar midan
an pp. Ind=1n5,

AnOr &, 37 1-8. A similar summons (YOS 7, 3k
1=10) requices the sununoned indmdual o g0 o
Bahylon from Uruk and argue his case ina bit dini
Ser Sevn, “in the Kimg's court of k™,

“Judges of the Kang™ in Achaemenid Mesopotama

R.

10
1.

12

13.

14,

489

In terims of fann, the
Wunsch's “Iachierurkunden®. I is classified as a
“sworn depositiaon” in Bonge naar 1997: 18, n. 4o,
Note that the ttle here dandd o some of the other
eximnples below occnrs withant the putcle <.
The ahsence of this particle does not indicate a
chillerent ntle.

AnOr &, 50 15,

For cather cdnions and discussions ol s text,
see Weisherg's commenury in OIP 122,
OIP 122, 38: 1-3,

O1P 122, 38: 4i=50. Naote that ianoug all these offi
cials, anly one, "Bau-€ros. has the ttle dayyann,
even though the plural forms m the opening
lines of the document and the subsequent nn-
vative clearly indicite that more than one judge
was present. Based an this discrepancy, one may

lext closciy resesmbles

(RA S

sugeest that the wo soribes also served as “judiges
ol Cyrus”, ar that other, umumed judges partici
pated in the proceedings. Deciding between these
twr possibilities  requires additional  research
hevond the scope ol the present paper.

YOS 7. 161: 7-11. For more on this wext and the
deciston in i, see San-Nicoldy 1932 341-342,

4. YOS 7. 19%. For mote an tus text, sec von Bolla

1941: 11 3-10,

YOS 7. 187: 1=l Restonations tollow Komamel
LO79: 126 0. 19R.

BES/1,107: 19-21.

Do 4102 4-7. The present resuling follows the edi-
tion in Wunsch 1K 11, no. 855 (pp. 293-291).
For daiscnssion of the situatnion surraunding tas
Xt see 1943 11, 71

Frra 7:25-26. For a vecent disenssian ol this sub-

ject, inclnding references o earlier htciture, see

Stemner 2001, For a different undemstanding, see
Fred 2001,
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