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Introduction
Who  was  Nebuchadnezzar  V,  king  of

Babylon, who ruled in the 570s and 560s
BC?

This dissertation publishes this new king,
who  has  been  unknown  for  more  than
2,300 years.

The dissertation sets out the rationale for
the  time  he  ruled  and  what  evidence  is
there  that  he  used  the  name
Nebuchadnezzar.

Why is Nebuchadnezzar V missing 
from the list of kings?

Probably this be not an mishap. However,
Berossos,  whose list  is often quoted, was
apparently not the first to write the King's
List of Babylon from that time. Berossos
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had older clay paintings at his disposal.
Thanks  to  the  texts  of  these  old  clay

tablets,  the  Babylonians  were  already  in
complete obscurity at the time of Berossos
in  connection  unknow  for  the  reign  of
Nebuchadnezzar V.

The  Babylonians  were  accurate  about
their  religious  background.  Thus,  the
reason  for  Nebuchadnezzar  V’s  absence
from the royal list is that he was unpopular
during his lifetime because of his religious
diversity.
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1. From the 
researcher's desk
The  historical  years  in  this  dissertation

that  deviate  from  the  traditional
chronology  of  the  reigns  of  the  various
kings could surprise the reader. Therefore,
this  chapter  examines  the  background  to
how the decisions of this dissertation have
been reached over the years.

The author began researching the history
of  eclipses  recorded  in  history  and  their
timing in the course of history in the winter
of 2017.

Assyrian solar eclipse

Already at the beginning of this study, in
January 2017, it was clear that in June 763
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BC. the solar  eclipse  could not  reconcile
the history of Assyria with the 9th year of
Ashur-Dan III’s reign.

The  reason  for  this  was  its  blatant
contradiction  with  the  history  of  Israel.
Based on this, it was easy to start looking
for that eclipse at other times. 

Thus, it  could be stated at the outset of
the investigation that there were only two
other  options.  Of  these,  13th  June  809
BCE seemed more probable a solar eclipse
occurred,  because  it  was  not  inconsistent
with the history of Israel.1

Subsequent  findings  have  further
confirmed that this was precisely the case
in 809 BC. eclipse occurred.

The  timing  of  this  eclipse  opened  the
door  to  a  considerable  extension  of  the
chronology also on an archaeological basis
and  not  solely  on  the  basis  of  Israeli
history.
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Timing of Esarhaddon's reign

In early March 2017, more than a month
after the start of the study, a translation by
Professor  Smith  of  the  cuneiform of  the
Esarhaddon Chronicle was found.2

On this basis, already at that early stage,
was applied in 704 BC October eclipse to
the  1st  year  of  Esarhaddon.  The  new
chronology clearly began to take shape.

The date of Esarhaddon’s reign, already
outlined  at  the  beginning  of  that
dissertation,  also  showed  the  need  for  a
strong extension of the  chronology. In the
winter  of  2020,  it  was  seen necessary  to
postpone  Esarhaddon's  reign  for  another
year.3 Thereafter,  the  need  to  extend  the
chronology after Esarhaddon is 25 years.
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King Pul of Assyria

When  the  year  809  BC  was  applied
Ashur-Dan  III’s  reign,  it  also  paved  the
way for a new interpretation of the reigns
of  the  Assyrian  kings  in  the  7th  century
BC.

The history of Israel tells of this activity
of Pul, the king of Assyria in question:

“King Pul of Assyria came to the land, and
Menahem  gave  Pul  1000  talents  of
silver. . . . And Menahem gathered silver out
of  Israel.  .  .  and  gave  it  to  the  king  of
Assyria.”4

Assyriologists  have found confirmations
for this event. Tiglath-Pileser III boasts of
inheriting  taxes  from  King  Menahem  of
Israel.

However,  according  to  biblical
chronology,  Menaheim's  reign  ended  as
early as 780 BC. about. The 18-year reign
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of Tiglath-Pileser III did not go so far back
in time. Thus, this paved the  way - in the
early stages of the study in the winter of
2017 - for the reign of King Pul, or Pulu,
of  the  Assyrian,  which  lasted  about  18
years before the reign of Tiglat-Pileser III
began.

Finding the solar eclipse of Mursili II

In July 2018, the solar eclipse scheduled
for the 10th year of Mursili II's rule could
be attributed to July 1360 BC. This finding
was influenced by the information found in
the Amarna letters that Suppiluliium I, the
predecessor of Mursili II, died fairly soon
after the death of an unnamed pharaoh.5

The  relegation  of  Mursili  II's  reign  to
some extent  also directly affects how the
chronology of Babylonia and Assyria can
be dated to the 6th and 7th centuries BC.
This period of Mursili II's reign has also

– 13 –



been found to support the year 809 BC. In
the 9th year of the reign of Ashur-Dan III,
King of Assyria. On the other hand, it does
not support the assertion that the Assyrian
solar eclipse took place in 791 BC.5b

Date of Nebuchadnezzar II's reign

In  a  more  recent  phase  of  the  investi-
gation, in the winter of 2020, progress was
made  in  examining  Babylonia’s  business
documents.
The first of these was to identify overlaps

during  the  reigns  of  Nebuchadnezzar  II,
Amel-Marduk,  and  Neriglissar,  kings  of
Babylon.6

Since it is unlikely that they would have
ruled in part at the same time, it was also
simple  to  conclude  that  the  beginning of
the  reign  of  Nebuchadnezzar  II  must  be
postponed for at least two years.
With this correction, the chronology has
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been extended by 2 years, with a further 23
years remaining.

Length of Sin-sar-ishkun's reign

Examining  the  Babylonian  business
records in the winter of 2020, it was found
that they were for the eight different years
of  government  of  Sin-sar-ishkun.7

However, all this time does not fit into the
Babylonian  chronology  of  the  post-
Kandalanu  period.  However,  the
chronology could be extended by 5 years at
that point. After that, the chronology need
will be extended for another 18 years.

Clay tablet VAT 4956

In August  2020, the Stellarium program
provided more detailed information on this
clay  tablet.  Therefore,  it  could  be
concluded that the clay tablet in question is
a replica  in  568 BC.  from  written  clay
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tablet.8

This  conclusion  also  opens  up  new
perspectives for the progress of research.

Amel-Marduk and Nabonidus

The length of the reign of these kings has
given rise to some reflection.

The  positive  side  of  extending
Nabonidus's term seemed to be influenced
by the royal list made by his old mother,
Adad-Guppi.9 In  the  summer  of  2020,
however,  data  were  found  in  favor  of
extending Amel-Marduk's term.10

This dissertation presents a solution that
clarifies the reigns of these kings.

References:
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2. The solar eclipse of 
Cyrus
However, when Cyrus the Great became

king  of  Anshan,  he  was  not  yet  a  fully
independent  ruler.  Like  his  predecessors,
Cyrus had to acknowledge the supremacy
of  the  Media,  even  though  his  uncle
Astyages served as King of the Media.

However,  he rebelled and started a  war
against media domination.

The  Greek  historian  Xenophon  tells  of
the birth of the Media and Persian Empi-
res. He then writes the detail when Cyrus
the Great besieged the city of  Nimrud.

Cyrus  said  he  could  not  take  it  in  any
way.  During  that  battle,  however,
something surprising happened.
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The cloud covered the sun and caused it
to  disappear  completely,  and  the
inhabitants of the city feared, and thus the
city was brought under control.

George  Airy  was  the  first  to  think  that
this  report had  to  be  associated  with  a
complete  eclipse,11 which  spread  such
panic among the city's defenders.

Solar eclipse 19th May 557 BC. Place: Ancient 
Nimrud, Iraq
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He concluded that  this  eclipse  occurred
on  19  May  557  BC.  For  decades,  there
have been no other very opaque eclipses in
that area.

This  Cyrus  attack  on  Nimrud  probably
took  place  at  the  beginning  of  his  reign
before  he  had  fought  the  King  of  the
Media, Astyages. Cyrus waged this battle
with Astyages during the 6th year of  the
reign of Nabonidus, king of Babylon.

Thus, on this basis,  it can be concluded
that  probably  Nabonidus  was  not  a  king
who  changed  his  name  and  ruled  for
another “extra” 18 years. Instead, that king
was Amel-Marduk.

References:
11 Airy, George Biddell, “On the Eclipse of 
Agathocles, the Eclipse at Larissa, and the Eclipse
of Thales. With an Appendix on the Eclipse at 
Stiklastad”, MEMOIRS OF THE ROYAL 
ASTRONOMICAL SOCIETY, 26 (1858), s. 131-152
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3. Certificate issued by
the clay tablet VAT 
4956
In August 2020, revised information was

obtained from this clay tablet.
It  could be stated from the appendix in

the  related  dissertation  “Timing  of  the
Babylonian  Calendar  in  568  BCE.”  That
the  clay  tablet  in  question  is  probably  a
report  originally  written  by  eyewitnesses
for the Babylonian calendar year 568/567
BC events.

It  could  also  be  stated  that  the  error
assumed by the researchers in relation to
the 8th day of the nisannu month is a mere
assumption. The date 9 September of this
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clay tablet is true for the year 568 BC.12

Characteristics of the copy

There  is  more  to  this  copy  of  the  clay
tablet than its date.

It can be seen from the long-term, more
than half  of  the opening,  which does not
have any information. This shows that the
old  clay  tablets  probably  associated  with
that  time  were  so  badly  damaged  that
Babylonian  astrologers  could  not
reproduce the information in them.

In the 11th year of the reign of 
Nebuchadnezzar

When  Babylonian  astrologers  began  to
reproduce  the  old  clay  tablets  associated
with this,13 what could be read on its date?
Was  it  possible  to  read  the  text  above?
Perhaps.

In any case,  they used the astronomical
tool  of  the  time  and,  with  the  help  of
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lunar and planetary movements, timed that
clay tablet quite rightly to 568 BC.

If it read that date above, they must have
wondered greatly  about it.  After  all,  they
only  had  information  about  the  reign  of
Nebuchadnezzar II,  and that number ‘10’
didn’t seem to fit that at all.

According  to  the  royal  list  at  their
disposal, it corresponded to the 37th year
of  Nebuchadnezzar  II's  reign.  So  they
wrote that clay tablet on the copy. It is also
possible  that  the  original  text  was  so
damaged  that  it  was  not  clear  from  the
year,  but  the  king’s  name
‘Nebuchadnezzar’ somehow  happened  to
be perceived from it.

What if the king's name on the date was
completely  different?  Since  Babylonian
astrologers  had  already  dated  the  clay
tablet to date back to 568 BC, they might
not  wouldn’t  changed  the  date.  Why?
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They  would  have  interpreted  that  they
had  found  entirely  new  information  in
history  and  would  have  considered  it
probable that this “king of different name”
had  acted  as  king  together  with
Nebuchadnezzar  II,  his  co-ruler.  Perhaps
they  would  have  liked  to  pass  this
“information they found” to posterity.

Nebuchadnezzar V, despised king

Introduction has  already discussed what
could  be  the  reason  for  Nebuchadnezzar
V’s absence from the Babylonian king list.

It cannot be considered very consistent to
conclude that the Babylonian scribes made
a mistake in this matter and “forgot” one
king  who  had  acted  during  their  own
lifetime.

The religious  reason  would  seem to  be
the  most  probable,  which  is  why  a  king
wants  to  completely  forget  and  hide  the
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history of the nation.
Is there then evidence that Amel-Marduk

could  have  had  a  different  religious
background? Yes it is.

The  Bible  tells,  that  During  of  the
accession year of his  us that he released
King  Jehoiachin  of  Judah  immediately.
Compassion for the Jewish prisoners point
did not  end there.  He exalted Jehoiachin,
king of Judah, so that he might eat at the
king's palace at the same table as the king
for the rest of his life.14

Thus,  Nebuchadnezzar  V  may  have
shown  positive  attention  to  the  Jews  in
many  other  ways.  This  infuriated  the
“orthodox”  babylonians  and  thus
Nebuchadnezzar V was a despised king in
his lifetime. And possibly this trait of his
was one of the reasons the king's brother-
in-law, Neriglissar, murdered him.

The reign of Nebuchadnezzar V was thus 
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about 18 years and 4 month from 579 to
560 BC.

References

12 Pekka Mansikka: LAE, 2020, Appendix I
13 Since there was a great deal of text in the 
original arrowhead, over a year, it was likely that 
the text was divided into several clay tablets.
14 Bible, 2. Kings 25: 27-30
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4. Nebuchadnezzar V 
in the pages of the 
Bible

Somewhat  surprisingly,  the  scriptures
found in the Bible may also provide more
information  about  this  lost  king,
Nebuchadnezzar V.

In the 2nd year of the reign of 
Nebuchadnezzar

Chapters 2 and 3 of the book of Daniel
tell  of  Nebuchadnezzar,  whose  definition
of reign has aroused astonishment.

Chapter 2 of the book of Daniel begins:

In the second year of his kingship, Nebuchad-
nezzar had a number of dreams...
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This  verse  has  aroused  astonishment  in
many. Since the reign of Nebuchadnezzar
II  had  begun  long  before  the  events
described here,  it  has  aroused conflicting
interpretations.

Jewish scholars  have  held that  this  was
the 2nd year  of  Nebuchadnezzar II's  rule
since he had conquered Jerusalem.

But  can  these  figures  mention  the
Nebuchadnezzar  V?  The  book  of  Daniel
does  not  give  an  absolute  definition  of
which  Nebuchadnezzar  was  in  question.
However, that mention of the 2nd reign of
Nebuchadnezzar  would  seem  to  support
the fact that the king mentioned here was
Nebuchadnezzar V. It  would also remove
the contradictions associated with it.

Nebuchadnezzar, erratic king

The  personality  of  Nebuchadnezzar
described in Daniel chapters 2 and 3 seems
very volatile.

– 28 –



When the Babylonian sages could not tell
the king about his dream, the king reacted
very strongly to it. Daniel chapter 2 tell:

At this  the  king  flew  into  a  violent  rage and
gave the order to destroy all  the wise men of
Babylon.

Such a radical attitude towards the sages
of  the  Babylonian  religion  was  probably
not  very  common in  ancient  Babylon.  A
few hours later, after Daniel had explained
the  dream,  the  king  went  to  another
extreme:

Then King Nebuchadnezzar fell down with his
face  to  the  ground  before  Daniel  and  paid
homage to him. And he gave the order to offer a
present and incense to him.

The end of Daniel chapter 2 tells of the
exaltation  of  Daniel  and  his  three
companions,   Shadrach,   Meshach,   and
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Abednego,  to  high  positions  in  Babylon.
Such favoring of the Jews, at least, did not
increase  the  king's  popularity  among  the
Babylonians.

The  third,  very  fierce  command  of  the
king appears in Daniel 3. It first tells of the
salvation  of  Shadrach,  Meshach,  and
Abednego  from  the  fiery  furnace.  This
impresses  King  Nebuchadnezzar  and  he
declares:

I am therefore issuing an order that any people,
nation,  or  language  group  that  says  anything
against  the  God  of  Shaʹdrach,  Meʹshach,  and
Abednego  should  be  dismembered,  and  their
houses should be turned into public latrines

Such an order was very exceptional on
the  part  of  the  king  of  Babylon.  This,
too,  shows  the  very  nature  of  the  king
going  to  extremes,  swinging  from  side
to side.
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Because the Babylonian people strongly
supported  their  own  religion,  which  had
traditions for hundreds of years, they hated
the  fact  that  the  king  gave  such  a
commandment  that  forced them to honor
the God of the Jews.

Although  the  book  of  Daniel  does  not
directly state which Nebuchadnezzar is in
question  in  these  chapters,  the  things
mentioned  here  support  the  view that  he
was Nebuchadnezzar V.

Daniel and his three comrades, Shadrach,
Meshach, and Abednego, were in the 2nd
year of Nebuchadnezzar V, 577 BC, about
55 years old.

– 31 –



5. Clay tablets speak
With the help of archeology, Babylonian

business  records  have  been found for  all
the royal years mentioned in the Berossos
list.  Thus,  it  may  be  probable  that  these
business records have been preserved also
for  all  the  years  of  Nebuchadnezzar  V's
reign.

However, they have been “automatically”
considered  to  belong  to  the  reign  of
Nebuchadnezzar II. And yes, most of them
seem to  be  such  that  it  is  impossible  to
make  it  clear  to  them  which  reign  of
Nebuchadnezzar they belong to.

The  author  has  at  his  disposal  an
incomplete list of these business books, the
dissertation  ‘Cuneiform  Texts  in  The
Metropolitan  Museum  of  Art  III’  by Ira
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Spar and Eva von Dassow. One can look at
some of the characteristics of it.

Businessman Labashi

This businessman was the son of Balatu,
of the Esagilaya family.

Labash's  business  appears  to  have
covered approximately the period from the
year  of  Nabonidus's  rise  to  power  (556
BCE) to the first  year of Darius I's reign
(520 BCE).15

Balatu's small business

Labashi’s  father,  Balatu,  the son of  Ini-
teshi-etiri, was also involved in a few small
transactions.  His  father's  full  name  was
apparently Nergal-ini-teshi-etir.

The  first  clay  tablet  related  to  Balatu's
business, MMA 86.11.148, dates back to a
very  early  time,  the  4th  year  of
Nebuchadnezzar's  reign.16 In  the  case  of
Nebuchadnezzar II, this would date back a
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very long time, to 621 BC. This would also
mean that Balatu would have been born in
650 BC. about. Could that be likely?

The  application  of  Nebuchadnezzar  II
would  mean  that  when  his  son  Labashi
started the business, his father Balatu was
already over 90 years old and would have
been estimated to be 60 years old this at
the  time  of  his  birth.  This  might  seem
unlikely.

Admittedly,  one  of  Balatu’s  sons,
possibly a first-born whose name cannot be
identified,  participated  in  his  individual
business in the first year of Amel-Marduk’s
reign in 580 BC.17

There  is  also  another  event  in  Balatu's
business, the clay tablet MMA 86.11.154,
in the 14th year of Nebuchadnezzar, where
that  business  was  conducted  among  the
brethren.18

In  addition  to  this,  there  is one anony-
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mous business document, the clay tablet
MMA 86.11.398,  which  shows  only  the
first part of the king’s name ‘Nabu’ and the
12th  year  of  the  reign.  The  name  has  a
short  start 'Ea-'.  Perhaps  this  is  Balatu’s
brother,  as  it  contains  the  phrase  ‘son of
Ini-teshi-etiri’.19 In addition, a man named
Gimillu  is  mentioned  here  as  one  of  the
parties  to  the  business.  The  man  of  that
name also appears in the business books of
Nebuchadnezzar II's 40th and 43rd years of
government.20

Thus, it may be possible that all three of
these clay tablets,  Nebuchadnezzar 4, 12,
and  14.  year,  related  to  the  reign  of
Nebuchadnezzar V, 47 years later.

With this transfer, one could assume that
Balatu was born around 630 BC. and had
been a little over 70 when his son Labashi
started the business. Moreover, this would
allow us to estimate that he was about 40
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years old when his son Labash was born.

Businessman Nabû-apla-iddin

This businessman was probably Labash’s
1st  cousin,  the son of  Marduk-eriba.  The
earliest  clay  tablet  of  his  business  dates
back  to  the  36th  year  of  the  reign  of
Nebuchadnezzar II21 and the most recent to
the 6th year of King Nabonidus.22

However, during Nabonidus's reign, he is
often  mentioned  as  the  son  of  Balatu.23

Balatu was probably his uncle.
In the business of Nabû-apla-iddina, one

might be surprised at its brevity if one does
not  take  into  account  the  chronological
extension of the reign of Nebuchadnezzar
V. Without it, it would seem that he only
did  business  for  about  20  years.  Since  it
was  a  family  of  businessmen,  the  first
mention of which dates back to the early
years of King Napobolassar, that 20 years
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could seem short-lived. But when the term
of Nebuchadnezzar V, 18 years, is added,
the period of  his  business  is  extended to
about 38 years.

Nabû-apla-iddin also did business during
that “missed” reign of Nebuchadnezzar V.
Are there any notes on it? They would date
to the first  18 years of Nebuchadnezzar’s
reign. However, these are not mentioned in
the dissertation used by the author. If such
business  documents  have  survived,
especially  from  the  early  years  of
Nebuchadnezzar’s reign, they are likely to
have  been  interpreted  as  relating  to  a
different person.

References

15 CTMMA, Introd. to Archives A and B p. 25
16 CTMMA, Archive B, p 49
17 CTMMA, Archive B, pp. 54, 55
18 CTMMA, Archive B, pp. 50, 51

– 37 –



19 CTMMA, Miscellaneous texts, pp. 277, 278
20 CTMMA, Archive D, s. 147, Archive G, p. 
197
21 CTMMA, Archive A, pp.30, 31
22 CTMMA, Archive A, p. 41
23 CTMMA, Archive C, p. 97

– 38 –



Chronology of Neo-Babylonia
King Reign
Nabopolassar 646-625 BC.

Nebuchadnezzar II 625-581 BC.
Amel-Marduk 581-579 BC.

Nebuchadnezzar V 579-560 BC.
Neriglissar 560-556 BC.

Labashi-Marduk 556 BC.
Nabonidus 556-539 BC.

Cyrus 539-530 BC.
Cambyses II 530-522 BC.

Nebuchadnezzar III 522 BC.
Nebuchadnezzar IV 521 BC.
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