A lost tablet located and now accessible — Nearly forty years ago, René Labat
wrote a short note on a neo-Babylonian tablet'. It comprised a copy, with trans-
literation and translation, of a privately owned but otherwise unidentified tablet,
although Labat, in fact, worked from a cast and presumably never saw the actual
tablet?. It is now certain that the tablet in question has been located and identi-
fied. At present it is in the Hancock Museum, Newcastle upon Tyne (U.K.). It
was donated by L. Potts on 2nd September, 1952, possibly the same individual
who so kindly sent the cast to Labat. Unfortunately, no other information concer-
ning either the donor or the tablet is available®. Once the tablet had been « re-dis-
covered »* it was then photographed’. In the meantime, P. Beaulieu has written
an article which includes discussion of this tablet®.

The text itself details plots of land belonging to the IStar temple in Uruk,
and is of particular inportance in referring to « Kassa, the king’s daughter » as a
landowner. An interpretation of the significance of the tablet for our understan-
ding of the activities of this woman has recently been published by Beaulieu’.

An examination of the tablet itself has not led to any significant new rea-
dings, beyond the likely figure to restore at the end of line 9. However, it is pos-
sible to suggest restorations, by reference to other texts. Thus, in line 1, the fol-
lowing alternatives are proposed :

(a) [gag-gar 1000™]¢ 54 IINNIN UNUGKL

(b) [1000m] ¢ 9INNIN UNUGKL

(¢) [gag-qar™ 5d 9INNIN UNUGKI

There is room for restoration (a) and it is directly paralleled by gag-qar
10007 3 dbeltu $d urukKi (TCL 12 64 : 3). The use of qaqgar also gives a link
with AnOr 9 19, which details plots of agricultural land in the Uruk area, inclu-
ding plots in Sakillatu, the area specified in line 8 of the tablet :

Line 56 gag-qar $d ina $i-i-hu §d “ASABKU §G_kil-la-tuy

Although the use of 1000 in these texts appears to denote plots of land
with a linear measurement of 1000 ammatu, (1000 sarri, AnOr91:4 ;1000 ...
re-mut Sarri, BIN 1 159: 44 ; 1000 sa x x x, AnOr 9 19: 7; 1000 gaq-qar,
YOS 3 19: 3 and a list of ‘1000’ plots, at least 18 of them, TCL 13 230), when

used with ™ in TCL 12 64 it denotes a collection of such plots :



gag-gar 10007 $d beltu $a urukKi 1000 §d “AABKY sar_ilgn( AN), /
1000 sd “par-ri $d ™la-ba-a-$i u 1000 $d subat-"Su-la-a

These references raise the interesting question as to whether we can unders-
tand 1000 in this context as limu, « (plots with a measurement of) 1,000 (ammatu) »
rather than the interpretation « region, neighborhood », given in CAD L (198b,
sub limu D). Their only references are [...] u isten li-i-mu pani dmar biti,
VAS 4197 : 8, and AnOr 9 19 again, which commences

Li-i-mu $d “ACABKU har ra-ty, pa-na-at dir i-gu-um
and starts another section in line 47 with li-i-mu $d bab mapiri.

From the references given, it will be appreciated that restoration (b) above
is equally as likely as (a), and that (c) is paralleled by e-lat 100*™ u gaq-gar™.
Beaulieu’s restoration of [A.SA.ME]S cannot be disproved, but lacks the paral-
lels afforded by key Uruk texts.

A restoration can also be suggested for line 2, namely [13]00 SAG.KI., since
there is considerable evidence for the Uruk temple utilising a kurru of 50,000
ammatuy? rather than the kurru of 54,000 ammatu? in use for private transactions®.

Whilst the plot defined in lines 4-5 is not given a total area, preventing us
from restoring the piitu measurement, that in lines 6-8 clearly uses the ‘Uruk’ sys-
tem. Its total area of 840 kurru is far beyond any other single plot known from
published texts. This in itself might suggest that the figure at the end of line 9,
for the third plot, is unlikely to be the 2,000 kurru suggested by Beaulieu in his
transliteration® although the figure of 200 kurru in the translation'’ would seem
possible. However, collation suggests that in fact we should read 13 kurru,

giving a figure of 130 ammatu for the piitu measurement.
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