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Abstract

The late 7th century BCE marked the beginning of a distinct era for the lands of
Mesopotamia. The Neo-Assyrian Empire, which had expanded its dominion
through transboundary campaigns triggered by imperialist policies and thus
reached the zenith of its power, began to decline due to internal and external
challenges. In this period of disintegration, Babylon emerged as the foremost
power to capitalize on Assyria’s vulnerability. The policies pursued by Nabopo-
lassar, who spearheaded the independence of Neo-Babylon, and later by his son
Nebuchadnezzar II, who transformed the state into an empire, would bring sig-
nificant developments in Mesopotamian history. Nebuchadnezzar II, the most
prominent king of the Neo-Babylonian period, implemented an entirely expan-
sionist agenda to expand his borders and consolidate his power, particularly in
the region's strategic locations. Egypt's encouragement of smaller kingdoms, es-
pecially the Kingdom of Judah, to rebel against Babylon often forced Nebuchad-
nezzar II to suppress these uprisings. Ultimately, Nebuchadnezzar II's wrath
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against Egypt-aligned Judah resulted in a particularly harsh action. The conquest
of Jerusalem and the subsequent deportation of large segments of the Judahite
population to Babylon left enduring scars on Judahite cultural memory. In his
polices, Nebuchadnezzar 1I consistently claimed the support of the god Marduk.
The Marduk-centric military power became the most legitimate instrument of
Nebuchadnezzar II's imperialist expansion. This article aims to reveal the effects
of Nebuchadnezzar II's understanding of faith on state administration and the re-
flections of this situation, especially on the people of Judah and the region.

Keywords: The god Marduk, Heavenly Religion, Babylon, Jerusalem.

Eski Mezopotamya’da Din-Siyaset Sarmalinda Son Emperyalist:
II. Nebukadnezar

Genis Ozet

MO VIL yiizyihn sonlari, Mezopotamya topraklari icin farkli bir siirecin
baslangiciydi. Emperyalist politikalarin tetikledigi, smirlar1 asan seferler
sayesinde hakimiyet alanini genisleten ve boylece giiclinii zirveye tasiyan Yeni
Asur Imparatorlugu, karsilastig1 ic ve dis sorunlarin etkisiyle giic kaybetmisti.
Taht kavgalar ve i¢ isyanlar, devlet otoritesi {izerinde tahribata yol acmisti. Bu
istikrarsizlik dogal olarak, yonetim mekanizmasini dis etkilere karsi savunmasiz
birakti. imparatorlugun, cagdaslarina sagladig: iistiinliik giinden giine erirken,
degisen siyasi kosullarda yeni rakipler ortaya ¢ikarmaktaydi. Asur'un parcalanma
siirecinde, bu zafiyetten yararlanmay:1 basaran ilk rakip, Babil oldu. Zira Babil,
Yeni Asur krallan tarafindan bolgede siyasi ve askeri politikalarin uzun yillar
hedefi olmustu.

Asur krali Asurbanipal ile en genis sinirlarina ulasan Yeni Asur imparatorlugu,
onun Olimiinden sonra zayiflamisti. Bu siirecte Nabopolassar'in, Medler ile kur-
dugu ittifak neticesinde Ninive'nin diismesine katkida bulundu. Asur’un bolgede-
ki giicli sona ererken Nabopolassar, Harran’a kacan ve Misir destegi ile diren-
meye caligan son Asur krali II. Assur-uballit'i ve ardindan Misir ordularm MO
605’'te maglup etmeyi basardi. Bu Nabopolassar'in ve Yeni Babil'in Mezopota-
mya’da hakimiyetini ilan etmesi anlamina geliyordu. Sik sik Asur baskinlariyla
karsilasan Babil, Nabopolassar'in dogru zamanda yaptig1 hamle ile bu baskiya bir
son verme sansini da yakalamis oldu. Artik Babil’i bekleyen yalnizca bagimsizlik
degil ayn1 zamanda bolgenin yeni siyasi giicii olma firsatiydi. Boylece, Mezo-
potamya’daki bu hegemonya miicadelesinde Asur imparatorlugu diiserken Babil
ylikselise gecti. Nabopolassarin Yeni Asur yonetimine karsi baslattigi isyanin
basariya ulasmasi yeni bir dénemin kapilarini agmistir. Nabopolassar’dan sonra
taht1 devralan oglu II. Nebukadnezar donemi ise devletin siyasi giiciiniin zirvesi
olarak tanimlanacakti.

Yeni Babil'in bagimsizligini baslatan Nabopolassar'in ve sonrasinda devleti im-
paratorluga doniistiiren oglu II. Nebukadnezar’'in izledigi politikalar, Mezopota-
mya tarihinde 6nemli gelismeler getirecekti. Yeni Babil doneminin 6ne ¢ikan
krali II. Nebukadnezar, sinirlarini genisletme ve bilhassa bolgenin stratejik ko-
numlarinda giiciinii percinlemek adina sémiiriiye dayali bir politika izledi. Yeni
Babil kralinin izledigi siyaset esasinda yiizlerce yil devam etmis olan Asur gele-
neginden farkl degildi. Amurrularin ve Babil sehrinin tanrisi olan ve Hammurabi
ile iin kazanan tanri Marduk, yeniden yildiz1 parlayan bir tanri olacak ve II.
Nebukadnezar’'in siyasi basarilarinda ve Babil emperyalizmin mesrulastirilmasin-
da temel rolii tistlenecekti. Bir baska ifadeyle yillarca devam eden ve Asur em-
peryalizminin mesru kilici olan tanr1 Asur'un yerinde artik Babil'in milli tanrisi
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Marduk oturacakti. Nebukadnezar ile Mezopotamya cografyasinda otorite
kurmay1 basaran Babil devleti din-siyaset sarmalinda adim adim yayilma sii-
recine girerken beraberinde de pek ¢ok riski goze aliyordu. Ciinkii, Misir tehlike-
si bir yana Babil'in egemenlik alaninda pek cok etnik kokeni barindiran genis bir
cografya bulunuyordu.

Mezopotamya’da bolgenin gii¢c dengelerini her an degistirebilecek olan hamleleri
yapmak iizere bekleyen rakipler hic eksik olmamaktaydi. Bunlarin basinda 6zel-
likle Yeni Asur donemi sona ererken firsat kollayan Misir, Asur’dan kalan alan-
larin Yeni Babil kontroliine gecmesiyle hedefine ulasamamisti. Ancak Misir'in
hedefinden vazge¢medigi kisa siirede anlasilmisti. Misir artik Yeni Babil'in Me-
zopotamya topraklarindaki en giiclii rakibi olarak her firsatta ataga geciyordu.
Boylece cagin iki biiyiikk devletinin karsi karsiya gelmesi kacinilmaz bir hal
almisti. Bu etmenler ile II. Nebukadnezar ilk yillarin1 bolgenin stratejik ko-
numlarinda yer alan ve olasi tehditleri barindiran Misir, Suriye ve Filistin hattini
kontrol etme cabasiyla gecirmistir. Zira bolgedeki otoriteyi saglamadan
hedefinde olan Anadolu seferlerine yonelmesi biiyiik bir risk barindirmaktaydi.
Bunun yani sira Misir'in basta Yahuda Krallig1 olmak iizere daha kiiciik kralliklari
Babil’e karsi isyana tesvik etmesi II. Nebukadnezar1 sik sik bu ayaklanmalari
bastirma cabasina itti. Nihayetinde II. Nebukadnezar'in Misir yanlis1 Yahuda’ya
kars1 bu 6fkesi oldukga sert bir eylem ile sonuglandi. Kudiis'iin fethinden Yahuda
halkinin Babil’e siirgiiniine dek uzanan bu siire¢, Yahuda halkinin zihninde
travmatik izler birakti. II. Nebukadnezar, Suriye-Filistin hattin1 kontrol etmek
adina Miusir ile karst karsiya gelmis ve MO 605 yilinda Karkamig'ta Misir
kuvvetlerini maglup etmistir. Askeri seferlerinde ulasti§1 basariyla giiciinii pe-
kistiren II. Nebukadnezar, siradaki hedefi olan Kudiis'e ilerlemistir. MO 592
yilinda kral ve soylular dahil olmak iizere esir ve ganimetlerle donmiistiir.
Boylece II. Nebukadnezar, devletinin hdkimiyet alanini Sumer ve Akad iilkesine
genigletmis; Kudiis'ten Asur topraklarina, Kilikya’'dan Basra Korfezi'ne dek
uzanan giiclii bir imparatorluga doniistiirmiistiir. Marduk merkezli askeri giic, II.
Nebukadnezar'in emperyalist yayllmasinin en mesru araci oldu. Ne var ki, Mar-
duk’un giicii de Babil devletinin siyasi ¢ikmazlari, i¢c ve dis tehditleri giderek ar-
tarken tanr1 Marduk’'un da giicii dogal olarak kirilmaya basladi. Yeni Babil
devletinin siyasal basarisinda din faktorii nasil bas roldeyse, c¢okiisiinde de ana
etken oldu. Zira Nebukadnezar'in siddetle takip ettigi Yahuda halkinin semavi
inanc anlayisi kuvvetle muhtemel Mezopotamya toplumlarinda kisa siirede taraf-
tar buldu ve koklii Mezopotamya devlet yonetim anlayisini temelden sarsmaya
basladi. Asirlardir devam eden goriinen tanri destekli somiiriiye dayanan bu
yonetim anlayisi, Nebukadnezar’dan sonra hizla ¢oziilmeye baglamisti. Belki de
Yeni Babil kralinin Yahuda halkina gosterdigi kin ve nefretin temelinde Misir
yanlis1 olmaktan ¢ok bu halkin sahip oldugu inanc anlayis1 yatmaktaydi.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Tanr1 Marduk, Semavi Din, Babil, Kudiis.

Introduction

Babylon experienced its first brilliant period in the XVIII centu-
ry BC when Hammurabi (1792-1750 BC) united the Sumerian and
Akkadian countries under his rule. This consolidation of power
peaked with the conquest of Mari, then the Assyrian State's with-
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drawal to vassal status and the expansion of its dominion to the
north of Iraq. However, this power of the Babylonian Empire, led
by Hammurabi, ended during the reign of his son Samsu-iluna, who
took the throne after his death, and the state could only maintain
its existence within the borders of Babylon.! The old Babylonian
state came under the rule of the Kassites after the capture of Baby-
lon by the Hittite king Murshili I in 1595 BC and experienced a
Middle Kingdom period in Mesopotamia until 1115 BC. Subse-
quently, Babylon came under the influence of the Assyrian kings as
the Central Assyrian state made itself felt in Asia Minor.>

Assyria and Babylon, two important civilizations in the history
of Mesopotamia, are well known for their prolonged conflicts that
had been going on for many years. In particular, the aggressive
policies of the kings who ruled during the Neo-Assyrian period led
to increased unrest in the region. Eventually, Babylon was over-
shadowed by Assyrian rule until the liberation movement of Nabo-
polassar (626-605 BCE). However, Assyria's dominance in the re-
gion ended with a rebellion, and the Babylonians emerged as a new
central power in Mesopotamia. The rule of Babylon continued until
the defeat of the last king, Nabonidus, by the Persian king Cyrus the
Great in 539 BC.?

The Babylonian Chronicles, which began in 744 BC, * shed
light on the political atmosphere in the region. Another important
source is the Old Testament, which provides information about the
looting of the Jerusalem temple and the period leading up to Nebu-
chadnezzar II's end of the Kingdom of Judah in 587 BCE. In addi-
tion to these state-centered narratives, the private archives of the
Egibis, one of the distinguished families of the period, also convey
remarkable information about this period of Babylon.> Further sig-
nificant evidence is found in the temple archives of two major cultic

1 Paul-Alain Beaulieu, "Nebuchadnezzar's Babylon as World Capital", Journal of the
Canadian Society for Mesopotamian Studies 3, (2008), 5-12.

2 Ekrem Memis, Eskicagda Mezopotamya (Bursa: Ekin Basim Yayin, 2012), 140.

3 Amelie Kuhrt, Eskicag’da Yakindogu Yaklasik MO. 3000-330, trans. Dilek Sendil
(istanbul: is Bankas Kiiltiir Yayinlari, 2017), II/ 257.

4 Babylonian Chronicles (ABC no.1)- The Chronicles are annals written in Akkadian
covering the years 744-668 BC. It is about the political events that affected the Baby-
lon region. There are three different copies of the tablets preserved to this day, the
best preserved of which dates back to 500-499 BC. For more information, see; Kuhrt,
Eskicag’da Yakindogu, 11/257.

5 Kuhrt, Eskicag’da Yakindogu, 11/258.
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centers: the Eanna temple complex dedicated to the goddess IStar
in Uruk, and the Ebabbar temple of the sun god Samas$ in Sippar,
northern Babylonia.® In line with the sources of the mentioned pe-
riod, we can evaluate the policies of Nebuchadnezzar II, the famous
king of Neo-Babylon, who marked the period.

The End of Assyrian Rule and the Establishment of the Neo-
Babylonian State

The Assyrian State, which had an important place in the politi-
cal history of Mesopotamia, ended after the brilliant period called
the Neo-Assyrian Period (911-612 BC). While the Assyrians ex-
panded the borders with the successful military campaigns of ambi-
tious kings during this period, their enemies naturally increased.
For the Assyrian kings, Babylon was an extension of their empire
rather than a provincial center. The kings of the Sargonid Period, in
particular, saw themselves as the legitimate kings of Babylon and
tried to make Babylon a royal capital.”

Following Nabopolassar's self-declaration as king, he began a
struggle against he started a battle against Sin-Sar-iSkun, who suc-
ceeded Ashurbanipal.® At the same time, the fact that the warrior
king Nabopolassar, who aspired to Babylonian rule, was a former
Assyrian governor triggered polarization in the Assyrian administra-
tion.” Ultimately, the collapse of Neo-Assyria, the mighty empire of
Mesopotamia, left lasting effects on the memories. The idea that
the punishment of the gods rewarded the personal ambition, arro-
gance, and crimes of the kings also draws attention in the texts of
Nabopolassar, who is considered the founder of Neo-Babylon, and
later Nebuchadnezzar II, who trusted the wisdom of the gods and
emphasized his piety. This was considered a powerful argument by
the subsequent kings, who used it to highlight the state's basic iden-
tity and establish the founding story.'® It is also important because

6 Paul-Alain Beaulieu, "The Neo-Babylonian (Chaldean) Empire", The Encyclopedia of
Empire, ed. John M. MacKenzie (New Jersey: John Wiley & Sons, 2016) 2.

7 Beaulieu, "Nebuchadnezzar's Babylon as World Capital", 9; Yasin Topaloglu — Serhat
Uslu, “Asur Devleti'nin Yikilisi ve Medler”, Eski Mezopotamya’nin Siyasi Tarihi, ed. L.
Giirkan Gokcek vd. (istanbul: Degisim Yayinlari, 2020), 292-302.

8  Beaulieu, "Nebuchadnezzar's Babylon as World Capital", 5.

9 L. Glirkan Gokeek, Asurlular (Ankara: Bilgin Kiiltiir Sanat Yayinlari, 2015), 222.

10 Eckart Frahm (ed.), A Companion to Assyria (Hoboken: John Wiley & Sons, 2017),
191.
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it demonstrates that elements of religion and belief manifest them-
selves in every period of history and every area of life.!!

Babylonia sought an alliance to end the already weakening As-
syrian domination permanently. Babylon found this quest in the
support of the Medes and Scythians, and the Assyrians, who were
forced to retreat to the north, could not avoid defeat with the fall of
the capital Nineveh in 612 BC after the attacks of the Babylonian-
Medde-Scythian alliance and a siege that lasted for three months."?

The Neo-Babylonian State and Nabopolassar

With the collapse of the Neo-Assyrian Empire and its with-
drawal from the political stage, the Neo-Babylonian Empire (626-
539 BC) rose in the region. With the accession of Nabopolassar to
the throne, Babylon continued the imperialist policies left over from
Assyria and started raids on Anatolian lands.'® Because the plans of
the kings who ruled in Mesopotamia on the Anatolian geography
were a policy that continued for ages. The main reasons for this
policy are that Anatolia has rich mines, timber, stone, and a work-
force. These relations came to the fore in the first millennium BC,
especially politically.

Nabopolassar, the owner of the new Babylonian throne, made
his first move on Assyria, which would make a name for himself on
the political stage. The Babylonian Chronicles record that these
military campaigns were carried out jointly by the Babylonian and
Median forces from 610 BC. A letter from Nebuchadnezzar II, son
and heir apparent of Nabopolassar, to the priests of Eanna of Uruk;
"The king (Nabopolassar) set out for Harran; a large Median army
is with him..." statements. This statement shows the alliance of
Babylon and Media.'

11 Abdurrahman Kiiciik vd., Dinler Tarihi (Ankara: Berikan Yayinevi, 2011), 43.

12 Joan Oates, Babil, cev. Fatma Cizmeli (Ankara: Arkadas Yayinlari, 2004), 135.

13 Mehmet Kurt, Yazili Kaynaklara Gére MO I. Binde Mezopotamya-Anadolu Iliskileri
(Ankara: Murat Kitabevi, 2007), 172; Seyma Ay Arcin, “Orta Babil Krallig1 (Kassitler)
ve Babil'de ikinci isin Hanedanligi-Yeni Babil Krallig1”, Eski Mezopotamya’nin Siyasi
Tarihi, ed. L. Giirkan Gokcek vd. (istanbul: Degisim Yayinlari, 2020), 280-284.

14 Francis Joannes, "L'Asie Mineure méridionale d'aprés la documentation cunéiforme
d'époque néo-babylonienne", Anatolia Antiqua 1 (1991), 261-266.
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The statements in the texts about the independence struggle of
the Neo-Babylonian State allow us to have an idea about the pro-
cess:

“..In the month of Iyyar, the Assyrian army landed in
Babylon. On the 12th of the month of Tisri, when the
Assyrian troops attacked Babylon, the Babylonians, who
came out of Babylon on the same day, fought against
the Assyrian army, heavily defeating the Assyrian army
and capturing its booty. For a year, there was no king in
the country. On the twenty-sixth day of Marcheswan,
Nabopolassar sat on the Babylonian throne. (This) It
was the beginning of Nabopolassar's reign. The gods of
the land of Susa, whom the Assyrians had taken and set-
tled in Uruk, allowed Nabopolassar to return to the city
of Susa in the month of Adar.”"

Nabopolassar asserted his dominance in Mesopotamia, defeat-
ing the last Assyrian king, Assur-uballit II, who fled to Harran and
tried to resist with Egyptian support, and then the Egyptian armies
in 605 BC.' It is known that Nebuchadnezzar II, as crown prince,
organized expeditions in different regions simultaneously with his
father, Nabopolassar. In 607 BC, Nebuchadnezzar II captured and
plundered mountain fortresses with his troops, returning to Baby-
lon with heavy booty. After this lucrative return, his father Nabopo-
lassar set out to eliminate the threat of the Egyptian armies on the
Euphrates valley. He marched to Kimuhu, west of the Fuphrates
River, a little south of Carchemish, and captured and plundered it
in 607 BC. The city of Kimuhu was strategically located for river
crossing, and its capture by the Babylonian king meant to hinder
Egypt's advance in the region. Nabopolassar then advanced to the
east bank of the Euphrates River and sent troops to the small towns
of Sunadiri, Elammu, and Dahammu, which guarded the river
gorge. These towns provided a connecting line to the Suhu and
Hindanu regions downriver.'”

The statements in the text from the period of Nabopolassar
emphasize the divine source of the power he had in his conquests:

15> Donald John Wiseman, Chronicles of Chaldean Kings (626-556 BC) in the British
Museum (London: The Trustees of the British Museum, 1961), 51.

16 Kemalettin Koroglu, Eski Mezopotamya Tarihi (Istanbul: Iletisim Yaymlari, 2016),
200.

17 Wiseman, Chronicles of Chaldean Kings, 21.
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“By the words of Nebo and Marduk, who supported my
sovereignty, and by the great furious weapons of the
terrible Girra, who dispersed my enemies, I conquered
Subari, and when I turned its land into a heap of ru-
ins...”'®

After the capture of Kimuhu in 606 BCE, progress continued for
the city of Carchemish. Neo-Babylon conquered most of the territo-
ry ruled by Assyria. Thus, after the fall of Assyria, it was inevitable
that Babylon and Egypt would face each other for control of the
region.'” Under the leadership of Nebuchadnezzar II, son of Nabo-
polassar, Babylon was the victor of the battle with the Egyptian
forces for Carchemish in 605 BC, and the Egyptian army was forced
to retreat to Hamat. Babylon, the new ruler of Mesopotamian poli-
tics, would be one of the most powerful states in the region until
the Persian invasion in 539 BC.?

The Neo-Babylonian State During the Reign of Nebuchad-
nezzar II

Nebuchadnezzar II ascended the throne of Babylon, and he ex-
panded his sphere of influence in the region and managed to make
a name for himself with his military campaigns. Egypt, which want-
ed to have a say in the politics of Asia Minor, encountered Babylon,
which settled in most of the Assyrian lands and was gradually ris-
ing. Psammethikos I, the first king of the so-called Late Period
(664-332 BC), in which political unity was restored in Egyptian
history, sought ways to protect his political future against the
changing balance of power. Meanwhile, on the death of Psamme-
thikos I, his son Nekho II ascended the throne of Egypt, preparing
to face his new rival, Nebuchadnezzar II.

Nekho II, king of Egypt, defeated the Kingdom of Judah in the
territory of Megiddo, seized part of the Syrian-Palestinian line, and
continued his advance westward, but was met with the intervention
of Nebuchadnezzar I1.2! In addition, excavations at Carchemish
show that this city was under strong Egyptian influence during the

18 Stephan Langdon, Building Inscriptions of the Neo-Babylonian Empire Part I Nabopo-
lassar and Nebuchadnezzar (Paris: Ernest Leroux, 1905), 49-54.

19 Marc Van de Mieroop, History of the Ancient Near East ca.3000-323 BC (USA:
Blackwell Publishing, 2007), 276.

20 Joannes, "L'Asie Mineure méridionale", 261.

21 Turgut Yigit, Eski Misur Tarihi (Ankara: Bilgin Kiiltiir Sanat Yayinlari, 2019), 156.
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reigns of Psamtik I and Nekho II before its destruction by Nebu-
chadnezzar II in 605 BC.** Nebuchadnezzar II, who defeated Egypt
at Carchemish on the banks of the Euphrates in 605 BC, continued
his westward advance by removing Egypt from Syria and Pales-
tine.?® This battle, considered the first and most important victory
of Nebuchadnezzar II, destroyed Egypt's power in Western Asia.

“Under his (Marduk's) supreme protection, I have cros-
sed distant countries, distant mountains from the Upper
Sea to the Lower Sea, steep roads, unpaved roads, roads
that are cut off and impossible to attain, impassable ro-
ads, without thirst (without water sources) and subdued
those who disobeyed, took my enemies captive, gave the
land a good government, and made the people pros-
per...”24

The victory of Carchemish gave Nebuchadnezzar II control of
the Syrian-Palestinian line. In this way, the process leading to the
conquest of Jerusalem, one of the region's most important centers,
began. It is known that Jehoiachin, a subject of the Egyptian king
Nekho, surrendered to the king of Babylon, and some Jews were
taken captive to Babylon.® Before embarking on the campaign,
Nebuchadnezzar II forced the small states of Syria and Palestine to
submit to Babylonian rule and send tribute. Thus, it is thought that
the cities of Damascus, Tyre, and Sidon recognized the Babylonian
rule. Jehoiachin's surrender to Nebuchadnezzar II in 605-604 B.C.E.
ended the direct control of Judah by King Nekho II of Egypt. How-
ever, loyalty to the king of Babylon would last only three years, and
revolts would begin again at the instigation of Egypt. Later, it is
known that Nebuchadnezzar II advanced to Ashkelon and plun-
dered the city. Nebuchadnezzar II, who strengthened his domi-
nance with successful military campaigns, advanced to Jerusalem,
his next target. He returned in 592 BC with captives and booty,
including the king and nobles.®® As a result, Nebuchadnezzar II
expanded the dominion of his state to Sumer and Akkadian. It cre-

22 Siegfried H. Horn, "The Babylonian Chronicle and the Ancient Calender of the King-
dom of Judah", Andrew University Seminary Sthudies (AUSS) 5/1 (1967), 19.

28 Wiseman, Chronicles of Chaldean Kings, 24.

24 Robert Francis Harper, "The Old and New Testament Student Nebuchadnezzar King
of Babylon (604-561 BC)", JSTOR XIV (July 1899), 4.

25 Wiseman, Chronicles of Chaldean Kings, 25-26.

26 Wiseman, Chronicles of Chaldean Kings, 28.
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ated a powerful empire that stretched from Jerusalem to Assyria,
from Cilicia to the Persian Gulf.*’

In the texts transcribed by Rawlinson®®, Nebuchadnezzar II de-
scribes himself;

“l am the first son of Nabfi-abla-usur (Nabopolassar),
king of Babylon, supreme prince, favorite of Marduk,
supreme pate, lover of Nabd, judge, possessor of wis-
dom, seeker of the path of his divinity, fearful of his
lordship, daily contemplating the decoration (restora-
tion) of Esagila and Ezida, and constantly taking care of
pious affairs for Babylon (Babylon) and Barzipa
(Borsippa), tireless attendant, wise, pious, restoring Es-
agila and Ezida." He introduced it with his state-
ments.”’

The expansion policies of the Mesopotamia-based Neo-
Babylonian Empire also meant an attempt to control the region's
strategic centers and international trade routes. In addition, the
presence of a person named Hanno of Phoenician origin, who had
the title of rab tamkari sa sarri (chief merchant of the king) in the
clay prism found in the northern palace of Babylon and dating back
to the reign of Nebuchadnezzar II, reveals the systematic structure
of the expanding trade networks and the employment of foreigners.
The Akkadian equivalent of Hanno, a Phoenician name, is Hantunu,
indicating that it was an important function of the Phoenician mer-
chants. Although it is known that Tyre was conquered by Nebu-
chadnezzar II in 574 BC, there is no clear information about the
disruption of these commercial activities. This shows that the Neo-
Babylonian Empire did not hinder its regional interests.*

The western expeditions, which had an important place among
the policies of Nebuchadnezzar II, were mainly made for the supply
of iron mines, which were an essential material in producing weap-

27 Beaulieu, "Nebuchadnezzar's Babylon, 6.

28 For more information, see. Henry Creswicke Rawlinson, The Cuneiform Inscriptions
of Western Asia I: A Selection from the Historical Inscriptions of Chaldea, Assyria
and Babylonia I/ (PDF: Internet Archives East India House Inscription (EIH), 1861),
53-64.

29 Harper, "The Old and New Testament Student", 3.

30 Adolf Leo Oppenheim, "Essay on Overland Trade in the First Millennium BC", Jour-
nal of Cuneiform Studies/21 (Special Volume Honoring Professor Albrecht Goetze,
1967), 253-254; Beaulieu, "Nebuchadnezzar's Babylon", 6-7.
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ons. In this direction, the target was the territory of Cilicia. In the
texts of Nebuchadnezzar II, it is recorded that the campaigns
against Hume and Pirindu (593-591 BCE) extended to the borders
of Lydia. Texts from the temple of the goddess IStar in southern
Babylon at Ebabbar in Sippar and Uruk indicate that control there
was over raw materials and workmanship in particular. In the 10th
year of Nabopolassar's reign, iron ore was brought from Hume to be
used to construct the Temple of Uruk. It should be noted that the
king's expeditions were not only for the supply of minerals or prod-
ucts, but also for the empire's labor force in construction, weaving,
and various crafts.*!

Nebuchadnezzar II, who ascended the new Babylonian throne,
spent the first decade of his reign centered around Egypt, Syria,
and Palestine, which were strategically located in the region and
included the most immediate possible threats. After the king estab-
lished political control in the area, he turned his attention to Anato-
lian expeditions. First, Nebuchadnezzar II's armies marched against
Hume and Pirindu. It can be thought that the purpose of the Cilici-
an campaign was to consolidate the western campaigns. However,
it is known that after the death of Nebuchadnezzar II, his succes-
sors again organized expeditions to the region.*? It is known that
during the reign of Nebuchadnezzar II, who conquered the lands of
Hume, which are associated with the iron mine in the texts, the
western border of the Neo-Babylonian Empire reached the territory
of Lydia.** Although most of the fragments of the tablet published
by the British Museum, which contain three columns of cuneiform
text on each side, are damaged, the statements in Column V con-
tain information about the reign of Nebuchadnezzar II. The text
mentions the name of Egypt in the first place when listing the king's
conquests, which points to Nebuchadnezzar II, the first king of
Babylon to rule Egypt. Egypt is given as the southwesternmost bor-
der of the empire, while Hume, Pirindu, and Lydia, which form the
northwestern borders, are also listed. The places mentioned in the
text are attributed to Nebuchadnezzar II because they are counted
not only as imperial borders but also as conquests.?*

31 Joannes, "L'Asie Mineure méridionale", 263-264.

32 Kurt, MO I. Binde Mezopotamya-Anadolu iliskileri, 173.

33 Joannes, "L'Asie Mineure méridionale", 266.

34 Wilfred George Lambert, "Nebuchadnezzar King of Justice", Iraq 27/1 (Spring 1965),
2.
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Nebuchadnezzar 11, who had the ideal of recreating Babylon,
benefited from the resources of the lands he dominated in his in-
tensive construction and restoration. So much so that in the docu-
ment, which refers to the restoration of the South Palace, the main
royal palace of Babylon®, it clearly expresses the tribute and labor
supply with the following statements;

“From the upper sea to the lower sea; All the lands, to
which my lord the god Marduk, by his supreme com-
mand, had given me, brought their heavy tribute in his
presence. I gave them hoes and imposed the curse of
drudgery on them to build the palace called the "Peo-
ple's House of Wonders," which is the residence of my
kingdom.”*

In the said restoration, courtiers, high-ranking officials, nota-
bles of the period, vassal kings from the Levant region, and the
kings of Tyre, Sidon, Gaza, and Ashdod.

The Source of Nebuchadnezzar II's Power: The God Marduk
and Imperialist Expansion

From the records of Nebuchadnezzar II's construction activities,
it is understood that the cities under his rule had responsibilities to
the king. Chief among the duties was to carry out obligations such
as transporting workers and building materials to Babylon and
bearing other costs. In other words, it is possible to say that in al-
most every city in the area of domination of the empire, there are
certain obligations at the point of supplying various resources ac-
cording to the conditions of the city. Earlier, it was seen that the
policies of the Assyrian kings, which were similar to the provincial
system, were also carried out by Nebuchadnezzar II. The wording
in the texts of Nebuchadnezzar II is not as harsh as the language
used by the Assyrian kings, but it is manifested in praise and com-
plete submission to the god Marduk.*” In other words, Nebuchad-
nezzar II preferred a more moderate style while taking his power
from Marduk in his policies.

35 The document in question is called "Nebuchadnezzar's Court Document or Court
Document". It was given this name because it included administrative officials and
courtiers of the period. For detailed information, see; Beaulieu, "Nebuchadnezzar's
Babylon", 8.

36 Beaulieu, "Nebuchadnezzar's Babylon", 8.

37 Beaulieu, "Nebuchadnezzar's Babylon", 8.
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The god Marduk played an essential role in the ancient Meso-
potamian belief system and was the patron god of the city of Baby-
lon from the beginning of the 2nd millennium BC. According to
cuneiform sources, over time, he assumed the powers of Asarluhhi,
the local god of the city of Eridu and the son of the god Enki. He
began to be referred to as the son of Enki/Ea by the society.*® Ac-
cording to the expressions used by Nebuchadnezzar II in a text of
the construction of the palace in Babylon called the "Palace of the
North", the devotion to Marduk, the national god of the Babyloni-
ans, is important in terms of showing that he was integrated with
the city of Babylon. However, it is stated that the god Marduk
guarded the main entrance to the town and that it was his fortified
city.

“My residence in Babylon had become unsuitable for my
royal status. Because the fear of my lord Marduk was in
my heart, I did not change his street, I did not change
the location of his temple, nor did I close the irrigation

canal to enlarge the center of my kingdom in Babylon,
his fortified city...”*

As can be understood, Nebuchadnezzar II did not put the god
Marduk at the forefront even in his restoration activities. Likewise,
the god Marduk was the vehicle that provided the impetus for his
military campaigns and legitimized them. Finally, King Nebuchad-
nezzar II, like the Assyrian emperors, turned west, where the fertile
land and caravan routes intersected. Between 605 and 604 BCE,
when Nebuchadnezzar II's army was advancing upstream of the
Euphrates River toward Carchemish, it is likely that the Egyptian
forces withdrew from Kimuhu and the city of Quramati to the south
of it.*® Egypt's quest to dominate the line of Palestine was a signifi-
cant threat to Nebuchadnezzar II. To cut this connection, he turned
his direction to Jerusalem and began the expeditions that would be
remembered as one of the most important periods in Jewish histo-
ry. Nebuchadnezzar II, who made the first expedition in 597 BC, set
out on his second campaign in 587 BC with the rebellion that broke
out shortly after.*! The revolt movements in Judah, with the sup-

38 Okay Peksen, “Inanc ve Tanrilar”, Eski Mezopotamya’nin Kiiltiir Tarihi, ed. L. Giirkan
Gokeek vd. (istanbul: Degigim Yayinlari, 2022), 264.

39 Beaulieu, "Nebuchadnezzar's Babylon", 9.

40 Wiseman, Chronicles of Chaldean Kings, 23.

41 Beaulieu, "Neo-Babylonian (Chaldean) Empire, 1.
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port of Egypt in the region, were damaging the authority of the
Neo-Babylonian Empire. In 597 BC, Nebuchadnezzar II deposed the
local king and replaced him with a king of his own choosing, exil-
ing part of the population to Babylon.*

The Neo-Babylonian kings, who began to regain their political
power in Mesopotamia, would not ignore the gains of commercial
activities. Cities such as Babylon, Sippar, and Borsippa underwent a
significant change along the Euphrates River. Of course, all this
work was quite costly. Therefore, to cover the costs of construction
and restoration, Nebuchadnezzar II continued the exploitative tra-
ditions of the Assyrian kings. As was customary, the king took ad-
vantage of groups of artisans and workers by resorting to extortion,
plunder, and exile methods.

The cities of Babylon became major commercial centers, espe-
cially during the Neo-Babylonian period. However, the fact that the
Neo-Babylonian kings left the temple administration in the cities to
the monopoly of the families from Babylon can be considered as a
strategy that increased loyalty to the center. In addition to the in-
digenous people of Babylon, the Aramaic and Chaldeans, semi-
nomadic groups of West Semitic origin, also began to gain strength
in the countryside through tribal organization. The fact that some
Babylonian kings in the VIII and VII centuries BC linked their ances-
try to the Chaldeans can be perceived as an indication of this
strengthening. Another example that proves this situation is that
the Chaldean Bit-Yakin tribe in the south supported the Babylonian
side in the struggle against Assyria. The Neo-Babylonian Empire is
also often referred to as Chaldean. At the same time, the Bible iden-
tifies Nebuchadnezzar II as king of Babylon and king of the Chalde-
ans, and claims to have invaded Judah with the armies of the Ara-
means and Chaldeans.®

In 604 BC, Nebuchadnezzar II turned his attention to the im-
portant coastal city of Ashkelon, which suffered the destruction of
Babylonian armies. Babylonian sources indicate that the western
military expeditions to Phoenicia and the roads connecting it with

42 Mieroop, History of the Ancient Near East, 276; Wiseman, Chronicles of Chaldean
Kings, 67-69.

4 Adolf Leo Oppenheim, Mesopotamia (USA: The University of Chicago Press, 1977),
60-73.
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Jordan and Northern Arabia proceeded according to the purpose of
domination. Of course, these roads were important as networks
connecting different geographies and where long-distance trade
activities took place.**

The Etemenanki Inscription, one of the construction inscrip-
tions from the reign of Nebuchadnezzar II, describes the renovation
of the ziggurat in Babylon and provides a list of the workers who
worked there. After the text mentions the soldiers or workers (abe)
of Sama$ and Marduk; It speaks of the participation of those from
the lands of your, Uruk, Larsa, Eridu, Kullab, Némed-Laguda, and
Ugar (considered Ugar-Sallu). Then the districts of Larak, Puqadu,
Bit-Dakkdri, Bit-Amukéani, and Biratu are listed, and finally Der,
Agade, Arrapha, and Lahiru. All of them are referred to as "the
whole country of Akkad and Assyria from the Upper Sea to the
Lower Sea, the governors of Hatti, the kings of Eber-Nari".* It is
seen that the people living in the territories ruled by Nebuchadnez-
zar II took part in the affairs of the empire, and the king once again
emphasized divine support.

“I have summoned to me the peoples who dwell far
away, to whom my lord Marduk has commissioned me,
and whom the hero Sama$ has given me; From all coun-
tries and inhabited from the upper sea to the lower seas,
from distant lands, from distant settlements, kings of
distant mountains and distant regions living in the up-
per and lower seas, with their power [sirtu] Lord Mar-
duk stuffed my hands to bear his yoke, and I also sum-
moned Sama$ and Marduk's subjects to build E-temin-
anki.

..... [I summoned] the [people] of the land of Suedin,
the kings of the distant region on the upper seashore,
and the kings of the distant region on the lower sea-
shore, and the princes of the Hittite country beyond the
Euphrates, and those in the west, over whom I ruled by
order of my lord Marduk, brought great cedar trees
from the mountain of Lebanon to my city Babylon. I
forced all the people of the scattered settlements that

44 Beaulieu, "Neo-Babylonian (Chaldean) Empire, 4-5.

45 John MacGinnis, "Mobilisation and Militarisation in the Neo-Babylonian Empire",
Studies on War in the Ancient Near East: Collected Essay on Military History - AOAT
372, ed. Jordi Vidal (Miinster: Ugarit-Verlag, 2010), 154.
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Marduk had bestowed on me to serve for the construc-
tion of E-temin-anki and placed the dupsikku on
them...”*

Vanderhooft, in his comment on the list Puqtidu stated that
Bit-Dakkdari, Bit-Amukani, and Biratu were cities or tribal areas in
central Babylon. At the same time, Dér, Arrapha, and Lahiru were
east of the Tigris and south of Lower Zab. He pointed out that the
kings of Eber-Nari explicitly referred to the kings of the Phoenician
coastal states. In contrast, the governors of Hatti referred to the
governors of the interior of Syria.

In the texts of the Nebuchadnezzar II period; There are the cit-
ies of Babylon, the tribal confederations in the west, the provinces
east of the Tigris such as Arrapha, Zamua, Lahiru, Dér, the gover-
nors of the Syrian provinces (mat Hatti), the kings of the coastal
cities of Phoenicia and Canaan, and the island kings who ruled in
the Mediterranean and the Persian Gulf.*” On the other hand, it is
understood that the aforementioned administrators and centers
fulfilled their obligation to participate in the actions of Nebuchad-
nezzar II, which was probably an obligation. This practice may have
been planned to maintain the flow of resources in the Neo-
Babylonian Empire's economy and keep every region within the
empire's borders under control. As a matter of fact, MacGinnis stat-
ed that the provincial system in the Neo-Babylonian Empire, unlike
the Assyrian Empire period, proceeded in the form of collecting
tribute in the sovereign regions of the kings in Babylon, which re-
veals the most prominent aspect of the foreign policy of the Baby-
lonian state.*

The sustainability of the expansionist policy pursued by Baby-
lon undoubtedly depended on military campaigns. But a strong
army was needed for this action. Temples played a leading role in
the military's supply of manpower. This practice, which we learn
mainly from construction texts, has undoubtedly evolved into trans-
ferring troops, weapons, and equipment in the case of military
campaigns. It is understood that most of the soldiers provided by
the temples consisted of archers; their equipment included quivers,
bows, arrows, and daggers, and artisans in the service of the temple

46 Langdon, Building Inscriptions of the Neo-Babylonian Empire, 149.
47 MacGinnis, "Mobilisation and Militarisation", 154-156.
48 MacGinnis, "Mobilisation and Militarisation", 156.
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manufactured these. Akkadian and Cimmerian bows, arrows,
spearheads, temple blacksmiths, and leather workers were manu-
factured and repaired here.* These practices ensure the continuity
of the production of equipment and weapons, while showing that
the Babylonian kings were prepared for their campaigns. It also
reveals how the workforce is systematically used after successful
expeditions. The records obtained at Sippar, an essential part of the
Babylonian domination area,* are primarily about agricultural pro-
duction and cost, and are insufficient for bow fiefs.

In Nebuchadnezzar II's military strategy, Syria and the Eastern
Mediterranean were the priority regions. In fact, this region has
never lost its importance in the historical process. The leading
states of the age, Egypt, Assyria, and the Hittites, fought relentlessly
for this geography that opened to the Eastern Mediterranean and
where caravan trade routes intersected. Likewise, in 599 BC, the
king marched with his army into Syria. He collected booty from the
cities under his rule, and extorted tribute from various Arab tribes
through desert raids, as the Assyrian kings had before.”® Thus, the
policies of the Neo-Babylonian period were shaped by defeating the
enemies and providing the resources needed by the state, rather
than covering long-term plans, especially in the newly conquered
lands, in a continuation of Assyrian imperialism.>?

With the capture of Jerusalem by Nebuchadnezzar II in 597
BC, the Egyptian king Nekho II's policy of halting the Babylonian
advance was jeopardized. After the death of the Egyptian king
Nekho II, his successors continued similar policies. Psammetikos II,
who ascended the throne in Egypt, attacked Phoenicia around 590

49 MacGinnis, "Mobilisation and Militarisation", 157-158.

50 g ohn MacGinnis, The Arrows of the Sun: Armed Forces in Sippar in the First
Millennium BC Babylonische Archive 4 (Glashiitte: Islet-Verlag, 2012), 23.

51 The Assyrian kings Sargon, Sennacherib and Asarhaddon chose to negotiate with the
Assyrian provinces in order to gain more effective control over the desert tribes that
constantly harassed the western Assyrian provinces. They did not neglect to take ad-
vantage of the power of the belief system by using the Arab gods to capture them.
Shortly after his accession to the throne, Ashurbanipal had established a firm grip on
the neighboring tribes. Three of these major tribes allied themselves with his rebelli-
ous brother Samag-$um-ukin. He lost control of the desert borders where the tribes
in question were. For more information see, Wiseman, Chronicles of Chaldean Kings
32.

52 Paul-Alain Beaulieu, A History of Babylon 2200 BC - AD 75 (New Jersey: Wiley-
Blackwell, 2018), 235.
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BC, while Apries (588-568 BC)>* attacked Sidon from the land and
the city of Tyre from the sea.> It is understood that Egypt is still on
the alert to dominate the Syrian lands, continuing to seize the
slightest opportunity against the Neo-Babylonian kings.

Some tribes in the eastern part of Syria and Judah gained in-
dependence and allied with the Egyptian king Nekho II. However,
Nebuchadnezzar II was determined to take control of the western
Syrian desert and maintain his dominance over the regions heading
south towards Egypt.

Nebuchadnezzar II besieged Jerusalem in 597 BC and succeed-
ed in capturing the city. Jehoiachin's uncle, named Mattaniah, offi-
cially known as Zedekiah, was chosen by Nebuchadnezzar to suc-
ceed King Jehoiachin of Jerusalem. This meant that he obeyed
Nebuchadnezzar IT with an oath of allegiance and loyalty. After the
city was captured, the Temple of Solomon and the royal treasures,
Jehoiachin's family, state and military officials, and nobles, were
taken to Babylon as hostages. Hebrew sources speak of probably
ten thousand hostages, including about a thousand artisans and
seven thousand trained soldiers.>® Of course, it is natural that the
more qualified of these people should be considered in the service
of the empire. The workers involved in the construction activities
were also used for agricultural production in peacetime. It is also
known that mercenaries of various origins were also included in the
Neo-Babylonian army.>

However, some time after the Jerusalem expedition of the king
of Babylon, rebellions arose in the lands of Elam. Zedekiah took
advantage of this opportunity to ally with the Egyptian king Apries
against Nebuchadnezzar II to gain independence. He also negotiat-
ed with the rulers of the cities of Edom, Moab, Tyre, and Sidon for
an alliance against Babylon, but he did not send the tribute he was
obliged to send to Babylon. Thereupon, Nebuchadnezzar II

53 For more information see, Yusuf Ziya Ozer, Misir Tarihi (Ankara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu
Basimevi, 1987), 311; Afet inan, Eski Misir Tarihi ve Medeniyeti (Ankara: Tiirk Tarih
Kurumu Basimevi, 1987), 160.

54 Wiseman, Chronicles of Chaldean Kings, 31-32.

55 Wiseman, Chronicles of Chaldean Kings, 32-33.

56 MacGinnis, "Mobilisation and Militarisation", 160; Okay Peksen, “Asur ve Babil
Krallar1 Tarafindan israil ve Yahuda Kralliklarinin Halklarina Uygulanan Siirgiinler”,
Tarihten Izler ilk¢aglardan Modern Doneme, ed. Osman Kése (Ankara: Berikan Yayin-
lari, 2018), 21-36.
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marched again on Jerusalem (587 BC). Although the Egyptian king
Apries came to the aid of besieged Jerusalem, the Babylonian army
managed to breach the walls of Jerusalem. Zedekiah, who escaped,
was captured, and his sons were killed in front of his eyes. He was
then gouged out, chained and taken to Babylon. The temples were
plundered, the city walls were destroyed, and thus the Kingdom of
Judah ceased to exist. In the following years, the governor of Baby-
lon was killed due to a revolt in the lands of Judah in 582 BC. Neb-
uchadnezzar II intervened, and more Judahs were expelled.”” How-
ever, unlike the Assyrian emperors, the king of Babylon boasted of
constructing and restoring temples by bringing artisans from the
countries he conquered, rather than exaggerating such military
achievements. Of course, any achievement was attributed to the
god Marduk:

The statements in one of the texts in which Nebuchadnezzar II
describes the temple building activities are quite remarkable;

“At that time, for the temple of Lugal-Marada, Sir, who
is at Marada, whose ancient foundation no king has
seen since the old days, I sought and saw its ancient
foundation, and fixed its foundation on the pedestal of
my ancient ancestor, king Naram-Sin. I made an inscrip-
tion with my name and put it in it.”*®

“I lifted my hand and prayed to the lord of lords, the
merciful Marduk, and my prayer arose: 'O lord of the
land, divine Marduk, hear my words; can I enjoy the
magnificence of the house I have built; Can I reach
white old age in Babylon, can I enjoy the generations to
come; In it I can receive the heavy tribute of the kings of
all regions and all peoples. In it, may my descendants
rule over the dark-headed peoples forever.”

Upon the death of Nebuchadnezzar II, who transformed Neo-
Babylon into an empire, in 562 BC, Amél-Marduk (562-560 BC),
Neriglissar (560-556 BC), and Labas-Marduk (556 BC) ascended
the throne of Babylon, respectively. However, we do not have

57 Mieroop, History of the Ancient Near East, 276; Seyma Ay Arcin, israil ve Yahuda
Kralliklar: Tarihi Atalar Devrinden Asur ve Babil Hakimiyetine Kadar (istanbul: Ayisig1
Yayinlari, 2016), 87; Harper, "The Old and New Testament", 6.

58 Langdon, Building Inscriptions of the Neo-Babylonian Empire, 69.

59 Langdon, Building Inscriptions of the Neo-Babylonian Empire, 89.
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enough information about the short-term reign of these kings. The
accession of Nabonidus (555-539 BC), who made important chang-
es after Nebuchadnezzar IT and was known to be of no royal origin,
as the last king of the Neo-Babylonian Period, was a turning point
in the history of Babylon. Unlike previous kings, Nabonidus was
loyal to the moon god Sin. This situation opened a different period
for the history of Neo-Babylon.®® An attempt to break Marduk's
power, which had been going on for thousands of years, would
undoubtedly have been highly contradictory in Babylonian society.

In the turbulent political history of Mesopotamia, the balance
of power has constantly changed, and the influence of belief sys-
tems has been undeniable in this process. It is seen that Nebuchad-
nezzar II, who transformed the Neo-Babylonian state into an em-
pire and left deep traces in history with his actions, followed similar
policies to the Assyrian kings. However, in the historical records of
the Neo-Babylonian kings and especially Nebuchadnezzar II, the
temple construction and restoration works were brought to the
fore. The Neo-Babylonian king Nebuchadnezzar II is in complete
submission to the god Marduk, keeping himself in the background
as king and emphasizing his piety. So much so that while the Bibles
describe in detail that the armies of Nebuchadnezzar II suppressed
the revolt of Judah, conquered Jerusalem and exiled the Judahs to
Babylon, the Babylonian archival texts confirm these events with
indirect records.®! The inscriptions of Nebuchadnezzar II do not
provide information about this event, which left deep traces on
Jewish history.

Of course, it was not surprising that Egypt, which threatened
Nebuchadnezzar II in the region and encouraged and supported
rebellions at every opportunity, repeated these actions through the
Kingdom of Judah. However, the steps taken to definitively elimi-
nate this conflict, which is generally considered a political-
economic conflict of interest, have been quite severe. One of the
reasons for Nebuchadnezzar II's harsh treatment of the people of
Judah may have stemmed from their understanding of the Abra-
hamic faith. It would have been inevitable that the political under-
standing based on exploitation and Marduk would be shaken to its

60 Mieroop, History of the Ancient Near East, 278.
61 Karen Radner, A Short History of Babylon (London: Bloomsbury Academic, 2020),
119.
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roots with this heavenly religion, because the strong influence of
belief systems on society was a fact known to the rulers for a long
time. An analogy of these ruthless reflexes of Nebuchadnezzar II
appears with Judeo-Greek religious tensions during the reign of the
Roman Emperor Nero (37-68 AD). With the outbreak of the Jewish
revolts in 66 AD, the process leading to the siege of Jerusalem by
the Romans began.®® Although written sources have prevailed in
different geographies, they show that in almost every period of
history, state policies have been supported and shaped by religious
belief elements that are the common denominator of societies.

Conclusion

In the history of Mesopotamia, the expansionist policies pur-
sued by the kings of the Neo-Assyrian Empire period in the first
millennium BC left deep traces on Babylon, one of their rivals in the
region. As a matter of fact, after the Neo-Assyrian period was over,
the Babylonian kings continued the Assyrian tradition and became
an important power of their age. The kings of the Neo-Babylonian
State essentially continued the religion-centered policies pursued
by the kings of the Neo-Assyrian State. The only thing that changed
was that Marduk replaced the god Assyria. Marduk, who had been
strengthened by the Old Babylonian king Hammurabi and made a
national god, reappeared with the Neo-Babylonian domination and
in a much stronger way.

The Neo-Babylonian State, which took shape under the leader-
ship of Nabopolassar, who initiated the independence movement
against Assyrian domination, turned into a great empire during the
reign of his successor and son, Nebuchadnezzar II. During this peri-
od, the state reached its widest borders. The king had taken control
of the entire region, which he called the “fertile crescent”. This also
meant that the state dominated the trade routes that reached the
Eastern Mediterranean. Behind the dominance and the fertile lands
was the god Marduk. The god Marduk played a leading role in al-
most all of the royal inscriptions.

62 Muammer Ulutiirk, “Kusatma Altindaki Kudiis: Yahudi Tarih¢i Josephusun
Goziinden Yahudi-Roma Savasi (MS 66-73)” Diyanet Ilmi Dergisi, 60/4 (Kudiis ve
Mescid-i Aksa 2024), 1383.
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Written sources representing the Neo-Babylonian period were
naturally mainly dealt with by Nebuchadnezzar II. However, the
documents he left show that he was more moderate than the Assyr-
ian kings. Rather than showing his military achievements and the
brutal aspects of the state, the king preferred to talk more about the
reconstruction and renovation works. However, this style was an
exception for the Kingdom of Judah. This harshness was probably
because the Kingdom of Judah was on the side of Egypt, the main
rival at the time. Because Egypt was the biggest competitor in the
Mediterranean and continental field, another reason for this op-
pression of the land of Judah must have been their Abrahamic faith.
The source of this reaction to the people of Judah was probably the
possibility of fundamentally undermining the legitimacy of Nebu-
chadnezzar II's imperialist policies and the prestige of the god Mar-
duk. Nebuchadnezzar II's exile of the elite of the people of Judah
and his brutal execution of the king remained a trauma in the
memory of the people of Judah.

The administrative strategy of the Neo-Babylonian Empire was
a policy based entirely on the exploitation of Marduk. Especially
during the reign of Nebuchadnezzar II, the expeditions to the west
expanded the borders of the state, and labor and raw materials
were obtained from the conquered places, which were used in the
construction of the city of Babylon. The king shaped all his policies
by attributing them to the god Marduk. The king's expansionist
actions and references to Marduk in the construction processes of
the state were constantly repeated. After all, the king used Marduk
as a means of legitimacy. The king of Babylon based his power on
ruling, reconstruction, and restoration activities on Marduk, and he
attributed the source of everything he owned to Marduk. Therefore,
the imperialist practices of the Babylonian kings, especially Nebu-
chadnezzar II, provide an important example of using religion as a
tool.

As a result, throughout history, civilizations have developed
some policies to have a say in the political life of the period, while
maintaining and reflecting the power they have gained have fol-
lowed similar ways. The elements of religious belief are used at the
point of continuity of the power in question, and the belief factor is
sometimes perceived as a threat to them. Although the rulers have
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changed in the political picture over time, their goals have led them
to follow similar policies in the religion-politics spiral.
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