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Volume 45 of Cuneiform Texts from Babylonian Tablets in the
British Museum (CT 45) includes a number of copies of dockets
concerning hired workers which add some new material to the
group of dockets published by liie present author in his book
“Some aspects of the hiring of workers in the Sippar region al
the time of Hammurabi” (Copenhagen, 1962). The following
numbers uvsed in the left column refer to the numbers in this
hook, and the added leilers arvange the dockets of G145 into
the array of the previous material. The inscription is placed on
three sides of the pyramidal clay Tnmp. The first side designates
the hired worker, the second a personal name, the third, menth
and day. Except for 60 a, they arc impressed with seal i (p. 19),
one of the two already known seal impressions on the dockels
hitherto published, whereas G0 a bears a new seal, not formerly
found in use on these doclets, To follow the numeration of the
dockels, the number of the seal of 60 a would be: ii a. The
dockets derive from the coiliection Bu. 88-5-12,

6a 1 1% hun-gd “"Nergall ([Ne]-iriy;-gal)-mu-$a-lim
Gl 45:73 Hilin Inanna u, 26-kam

B.M. 78235

23 a 1 14 hun-gi *Samad(dutv)-tap-pé-e

C1 45,67 Miugktu, 12-kam

B.M. 78229
2*




20 MOGENS WEITEMEYER

62 a 1 10 hun-ga "Nergal(Neé-iriyy-gal)-mu-Su-lim
CT 45:74 Mgan-gan-¢-a uy 1-kam
B.M. 78236

56 a 1 16 hun-gé& Ii-tap-pé-e

CT 45:70 Wigan(MN1-[gan() (D -a(?u,
B.M, 78232 4-kam

57 a { 1t hun-ga Ili-tap-pé-e

CT 45:068 Wgan-gan-&-a uy 6-kam
B.M. 78230

60 a I 10 houn-ga 9Samasd(bvrv)-we-dam-t-sur
CT 45:72 Mgan-gan-t-au, [6-kam

B.M. 78234
Seal ii a

60 b { 14 hun-gd Samai(‘vrv)-we-dam-ii-sur
CT 45:069 Mgan-gan-¢-a u; 28-kam

B.M. 78231

The lower line in the seal inseription on seal it a (60 a) reads as
follows: [eri] duln O Ya—a(M)]

The personal names of this group of dockets are names re-
presented on lists of hired workers from the 35th and 42nd years
of Hammurabi; Nergal-musallim and Samas-weédam-ugnr from the
42nd year only. All four names are known {rom other dockets!.
Nomne of the dockets coincides with the dale of any of the lists,
Four dales on these new dockets coincide with dates of the
previously published dockets, They are all sealed with seal i;
the date and the names of (he workers are;

12-VI1:  23: Nergal-mudallim 23 a: Samad-tappe

1-IX: 52 a: Nergal-mudallim 621 Sin-rémént

4-1X: 0D Adad-rim-ilt 56 A-li-ba-ni-$u* (only on
56 a: IHi-tappé dockels)

6-IX:  57: Nin-Subur-andulli 57 a: Hi-tappe

! Mogens Weitemeyer: Some aspecs of the hiving of workers in the Sippar region
al the time of Hanunurabi, 1962. (Abbreviated: MW:HW) p. 41 ¥,

2 For the correction of tlie reading of the name see: Wolfram von Soden, OLZ
59 (1964): 39,
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Except for docket 52 the designation of the worker is 1 hun -ga;
the lext of 52 is broken, but leaves the probability of recon-
strucling [hun-g4l.

The conclusion to which I came was that (he dockels may
derive from more than one year, e. g, bhoth seals were used on
dockeis inscribed with the same date. The group of personal
names from the lists of the 42nd year seems to have more features
in common with the names known from the dockets than do the
names from the lists of the 35th year (p. 42 £.). Even though no
correlation between dockets and lists had been proved, the
affinity may give us a hint with regard to the dating of the dockes.
None of the seal impressions i and ii has Hll now been found
on dated documents—so far as I know—bul the docket CT 45,
no. 71, B, M. 78233, which is dated from the second year of Sam-
suiluna, bears the seal impression i:

1 §itim I “Sitim”,

ug(?) §a al-1ar® On the day when work with the hoe
¢-ka-si-kag(?) (al) the house (or lemple?) . ..
i-pu-su(?) he did.

gir Ipig(SI1G)-4I§-ha-ra Overseer Ipig-I8hara,

Wu-numun-a uy I1-kam 4th month, 11th day.
mu ama-ar-gi(?)
ki-en-gi in-gar(?)

This docket seems to have some connection with dockels nos.
118 & 119 of the bhook quoted (p. 59), so far as the personal
name is concerned. Chronological sequence: CT 45:71: 1/v —
no. 119: 10/XII; both within the 2nd year of Samsuiluna. — no.
118: 16/VII of the 3rd year—or 4th year—of Samsuiluna,

The transcription of the first part of no. 118:

3 In $itim 3 “Eitim’”,

Ipig(S1G)-9%-ha-ra (under the supervision of) Ipiq-Ishara
fa dru(?) &(?)-gal made the foundation of the “‘palace”(?)*
i-pu-fu

* al-tar, rapdqu, to hack, MSL I, p. 186-187. — Cf. also A. L.eo Oppenheln:
Catalogue of the Cuneiform Tablets of the Wilberforce Eames Babylenian Col-
lection in The New York Public Library. Tablets of the time of the third
dynasty of Ur (1948), p. 114: N 14: “to dig”.

4 CI. lhe suggestion made by Dr, Rivkah Harrls, Journal of the Aimeriean
Oriental Sociely 83/2 (1963) p. 252: bad é-gal,
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These dockels conlribule to our knowledge of ihe work of
the $itim, which is normally translaled “brickiayer”, “Bau-
meister”’, as the equivalenl of Aceadian {tinnum.® From this it
may be deduced Llhat the 14 §itim, though the skilled crafls-
man, and the 14 hun-g4i, the unskilled worker, were both en-
gaged in aclivilies comprising digging as well as bricklaying,

The name of Ipiq-Ushara is also known from a list where he
is designated $itiny. The list contains the name of another person,
dumu $itim, and is dated 289/VI in the 35th year of Ham-
murabi.®

gir Ipig-Ushara: “under the supervision of Ipig-IShara”. The
name on the docket belongs io the man who was to receive the
docket, and where more than onc worker is menlioned, also the
wages on their behalf.?

The hypothesis that the work carried out by the hired workers
was some kind of building activity seems still valid. The date of
the dockets sealed wilh the seal impression i may be regarded
as dating from the period round the 2nd year ol Samsuiluna —
and consequently also from the last years of Hammurabi.

& E, g. A, Falkenstein: Die nensumerischen Gerichiswkunden, Bd. 3 (1957)
p. 162, (Bayerische Akademic der Wissenschaiien, Philosophisch-historisehe
Klasse, Abhandhmgen, Neue Folge. Heft 44).

$ Not “uy; 26" as given in the transcription MW :HW p. 50.

*Cf. MW:HW p. 621,



