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THE KUSHITE ORIGINS OF SU~iER AND ELAM 

By 

Runoko Rashidi 

And Cush begat Nimrod: he began to be a 
mighty one in the earth. 

He was a mighty hunter before the Lord: 
wherefore it is said, even as Nimrod the 
mighty hunter before the Lord. 

And the beginning of his kingdom was Babel ••. 
in the land of Shinar. 1 

Ancient Sumer, the biblical land of Shinar, modern lower 
Mesopotamia, flourished in the third millenium B.C. covering 
the territorial expanse of the Tigris/Euphrates River Valley. 
Embracing the shores of the Persian Gulf, Sumer extended north 
to Akkad, a distance of about 320 miles, thus constituting 
Southern Babylonia. The appellation Chaldea, frequently applied 
to the region, appears to have been introduced by the Assyrians 
in the ninth century B.c.2 The designations Babylon, Babylonia 
and Chaldea have been used extensively, particularly by nine­
teenth century scholars, in reference to the area now almost 
exclusively known as Sumer. 

Sumer appears to be the first major high-culture of 
western Asia. She bequeathed to her successor states a tradi­
tion of great achievement. Her many contributions to civili­
zation are well known. Brilliant agriculturalists, the 
Sumerians built very sophisticated canals and reservoirs to 
irrigate their fields. They possessed both an advanced legal 
system and a well developed knowledge of medicine and were 
perhaps the ancient world's greatest astronomers.3 

While these salient facts regarding Sumer's obvious 
cultural genius are well known, the important question of the 
racial composition of its population is generally glossed over. 
This apparent cloud concerning race, however, is very thin and 
there is a substantial body of evidence in support of the 
position that the civilization of Sumer was the product of 
Black migrations from Africa's Nile Valley. This is not to 
argue that ancient Sumer was exclusively peopled by Blacks or 
that the Africans were the only early ethnic entity in the area. 
Sumer was at the crossroads of Asia, Africa, and Europe, and 
over the millenia there was a great deal of foreign intrusions 
and racial intermingling. In respect to Sumerian civilization, 
however, the Black contribution was decisive, and far overshadowed 
that of the 1 ater invaders. 
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The Sumerians called themselves the Black-headed people and 
they must have been only one of the many Nilotic Kushite colonies 
established in early Asia. In addition to the biblical reference 
to Nimrod as a son of Kush, the mighty hunter has been identified 
with Osiris of the Nile Valley.4 Diodorus Siculus of Sicily, 
in the section of his work devoted to Kush, reported that O~iris 
was the leader of the Kushite colony that settled in Egypt. 
The distinguished nineteenth century British antiquarian and 
Egyptologist, Gerald Massey, concurs with Diodorus adding that, 
"In Kam or Kush, the Black race of the Aethiopic centre, was the 
primeval parentage. The name was continued by Kam in Egypt, Kush, 
Mizraim, Phut and Kanaan represent the four branches in four 
different directions; and Nimrod is the typical leader into 
Sumeri -Nimrod the son of Kush, of the Black race. "6 

The Greeks and Romans called the Kushites "Ethiopians" and 
were at least somewhat cognizant of their vast domains. Early 
observers, such as Ephorus, expres~ly stated that, "The Ethiop'ians 
occupied all the southern coasts of both Asia and Africa ."7 Homer 
describes the Ethiopians as "divided," and dwell in~ at the ends 
of the earth, towards the setting and rising sun." Stabo adds 
that Greeks ... designated the whole southern countries towards 
the ocean ... on the coasts of both Asia and Africa, as Ethiopia ."9 

According to John D. Baldwin, author of Pre-Historic Nations, 
and one of the .leading exponents of an early diffusion of Ethio­
pians or Kushites: 

It is now admitted that a people of the Cushite or 
Ethiopian race, sometimes called Hamites, were the 
first civilizers and builders throughout Western Asia, 
and they are traced, by the remains of their language, 
their architecture, and the influence of their 
civilization, on both shores of the Mediterranean, 
in eastern Africa and the Nile valley, in Hindustan, 
and in the islands of the Indian Seas.lO 

In a direct reference to Lower Mesopotamia itself, pioneer 
African~American historian Drusilla Dunjee Houston quotes 
Diodorus as commenting that, "The Cushite Ethiopians were the 
absolute governing class in politics. They commanded the armies 
and held the offices of state. From them came the ruling families 
of Babylon."ll And most recently, noted Sierra Leone historian, 
George 0. Cox, mentions that, "Kush colonized ~esopotamia around 
2800 B.C ... . Kushite subjects now settled in Babylonia as over­
lords of Mesopotamia and introduced there what the world has 
since come to know as Babylonian Civilization."l2 It should be 
noted that the migration of which Cox writes, was simply a rein­
forcement by Kushites of earlier Blacks, i.e., Grimaldis and 
Austrics, who had entered the region in palaeolithic and neo­
lithic times.l3 It was perhaps these earlier migrations, coupled 
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with extensive intermingling with non-Black types, which gave 
rise to the Semites and other related groups.l4 A survey of the 
available Sumerian, and Elamitic, anthropological data seems 
strongly supportive of this. 

In 1926, and again in 1928, the Field Museum and Oxford 
University conducted joint .excavations in northern Sumer. At 
the conclusion of their work they pronounced: 

The earliest historical crania (bgpercolichocephalic) 
are from Jemdet Nasr, 18 miles. northeast of Kish and 
those from 'Y' trench at Kish •. • The forehead is re­
treating, the browridges ar~ always prominent, and the 
cheekbones rather wide. The nose is broad, in some 
cases inclining to extreme platyrrhine, although the 
face has seldom survived. This is the type described 
by Sergi, Giuffrida-Ruggeri and Fleure and named the 
"Eurafrican" type. • . 15 

In an additional publication on the excavations at Kish , 
T.K. Penniman, listed three distinct cranial groups: 

First, there is the Eurafrican. . • In ancient times, 
the type is found in Mesopotamia and Egypt, and mag 
be compared with the Combe Capelle skull.l6rt is 
possibly identi"cal with men who lived in the high 
desert west o£ the Nile in palaeolithic times, and 
is the type seen in the familiar portrait statues of 
Ramses II . .. 1 7 

secondly, there is the Mediterranean type, whose 
variants occur all the way from Java through India and 
Mesopotamia, and on both sides of the Mediterranean. 
These people are of medium stature, with complexion 
and hair like those of the Eurafrican, to which race 
they are allied, dark eyes, and oval faces. They have 
small ill-filled dolichocephalic skulls, with brow­
ridges poorly developed or absent, bulging occiputs, 
orbits usually horizontal ellipses, broad noses, r,ather 
feeble jaws, and slight sinewy bodies . In ancient times 
their distribution was much the same as today . 

Thirdly, there is the Armenoid type, whose relatives 
are found all over the Eurasiatic plateau and mountains 
from the Himalayas, through the Persian highland and 
Asia Minor.l8 

Although both reports, through their very terminology, 
reflect the narrow thinking of their day, and ours, the informa­
tion provided does allow us the opportunity to verify the his­
torical traditions and eye-witness accounts of the Black presence 
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in ancient Sumer. We can find no. physical difference between 
the crania of the "Eurafricans 11 and "Mediterraneans, 11 referred 
to in these statements and the crania of the African and Asiatic 
Blacks of today. This data, albeit limited, leaves no doubt 
as to the racial identity of the region 's early population. Of 
the fourteen crania from "Y" trench at Kish which Penniman 
examined he described two as brachycephalic, eight dolichocephalic 
{Eurafrican), two Armenoid and two mixed. Buxton and Rice 
studies 26 crania which, accordi ng to their report, consisted 
of 17 Eurafr icans , five Mediterraneans, who are clearly Austr ics , 
and four Armenoids.l9 Incredibly, they conclude, there were no 
traces of Negroid, i.e . , Africoid, blood. Fortunately, we are 
in a position to form our own conclusions and we can only con­
clude that we are simply dealing with ethnocentric euphemisms 
for Black people. 

The early predominance of the Lower Mesopotamian city the 
Sumerians called Kish, one of their most ancient, may be another 
bond between the Sumerians and the Nile Valley. The Sumerian 
Kush is apparently only a modification of the Nilotic Kush , 
and thus reflects an unsevered connection between the two 
territories . 

... A most valuable inscription discovered in Ethiopia 
in 1914 made it reasonably certain that the Ethiopians 
designated their country, or at least a goodly part of 
it, as tbe land of Qevs (Kesh) ... It was formerly 
thought that Kush or Cush and their derivations were 
of Egyptian or Hebrew origin, but the discovery of their 
counterparts in an Ethiopian record seem to indicate 
that the words were indigenous to the country and 
peoples to which they were generally applied.20 

The script and language of the ancient Black-heads have 
been carefully studied and only serve to strengthen our thesis. 

The system of writing which they brought with them 
has the closest affinity with that of Egypt- in many 
cases, indeed, there is absolute identity between the 
two alphabets. Thus the Egyptian formed a rude parallelo­
gram for the house-~, and called it I! while the 
Hamite Babylonian usea almost the same form c:=:l' and 
gave it the same phonetic power ... In regard to the 
language of the primitive Babylonians ... the vocabulary 
is undoubtedly Cushi te or Ethiopian . . . of which we have 
probably the purest modern specimens in the Mahra or 
Southern Arabia and the Galla of Abyssinia.21 

In an essay on the people and language of Africa, Richard 
Lepnias, concurs with Rawlinson on the origins of the Black­
heads: 
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In the oldest times with the memory of men we know 
of only one literary development, viz., that of 
Egypt; and we know of only one contemporary people 
which could have had knowledge of this culture, 
appropriated its results, and conveyed them to 
other nations, this was the Kushites, the masters 
of the Erythraean Sea to its furthest limits. It 
was by them that Babylonia was colonized and 
fertilized with Egyptian culture. And it is thus 
only that the thorough going correspondence between 
Babylonian knowledge and institutions and the Egyptian 
ones becomes intelligible . The pictorial writing 
forming the basis of the cuneiform characters is un­
mistakeably only a species of the hieroglyphics; the 
astronomy of Babylon is only a development of that of 
Egypt . .. its unit of measure, that is, the royal 
arcbi tectural ell of 0° 525m, is completely identical 
with that of Egypt .•. its architecture, that is to 
say, its temples as well as its pyramids and obelisks, 
is an imperfect imitation of Egyptian originals; 
and so with the other arts. At every step we meet 
in Babylonia with the traces of the Egyptian models .• . 22 

A brief glance at the Sumerian pantheon provides yet 
another tie in the Sumerian Nile Valley connection. In Sumer 
the king of the gods, the "god of heaven", was Anu.23 All of 
the Sumerian gods and goddesses were Anu's children.24 The 
Annunaki were the sons of Anu; the fifty great gods. Flinders 
Petrie applies the same term Anu, or as Diop goints out,25 to 
an aboriginal race of predynastic Egyptians.2 

THE THIRD DYNASTY OF UR 

For most of her history, Sumer consisted of a number of 
largely independent city-states . Each such entity contained a 
city with satellite towns and villages. Periodically, however, 
these city-states were united under powerful provincial governor/ 
priests, elevated to kings with divine status. Ur, which covered 
more than fou r square miles, was the nation's capital at the 
apogee of a united Sumer. The Black-heads had finally completed 
the expulsion of the Guti, a savage collection of hill tribes 
from the Zagros Mountains, who had ravaged Sumer for decades. 
Now began a Sumerian renaissance. Cites British archaeologist 
Leonard Wooley, "For nearly a century, 2112-2015 B.C. , under the 
five kings of the Third Dynasty, Ur was the capital of a great 
empire and its rulers strived to make it a center worthy of its 
political preeminence.27 The rulers of Ur assumed the titles 
"King of Sumer and Akkad." This was not the first.time a_Sumerian 
city-state had reached out to embrace the surround1ng reg1ons. 
During the reign of its powerful governor , Gudea, 21~2-2122_B.C. , 
Lagash subjugated Susa and much of Elam. From a senes of 1n-
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scriptions we learn of Gudea's conquests, his lack of acknowledge­
ment of a superior, and of the Susians and Elamites who came to 
Lagash, " ... To aid h~~ in reconstructing the temple of his god ."28 
Gudea's god was Anu. 

In this comparatively golden age, Sumer exercised dominion 
over Akkad, Elam, Dilmu (Bahrain), Oman, and the entire Persian 
Gulf. Indus Valley seals, vases, and ornaments attest to the 
commercial and diplomatic relations between these two eastern 
Kushite high-cultures.30 

In spite of the scarcity of stone, classical Sumer was an 
age of colossal construction projects, and each of the major 
urban centers erected tremendous multi-level brick structures 
called "ziggurats," which, in physical appearance, closely re­
sembled Zoser's third dynasty "Step Pyramid" at Sakkara, Egypt. 
The Great Ziggurat of Ur is representative of the finest aspects 
of Sumerian architecture. 

Ur's Third Dynasty empire, grown expansive and wealthy, un­
fortunately, was built on a very fragile base. First of all, 
the coalition of city-states that constituted the core of the 
Sumerian Empire was a loosely arranged affair, and there does 
not appear to have been any serious attempt towards long term 
concrete t·egiona 1 central i·zat ion. Secondly, through decades 
of soil abuse, the agricultural productivity of much of Sumer 
had become severely limited, and the Black-heads had become 
heavily dependent on foodstuffs grown in the northern provinces 
of Sumer and Akkad. Thirdly, the continuing spread of Indo­
European and Semitic peoples after the mid-third millenium B.C., 
had begun to isolate Sumer and seriously challenge, not only her 
dominance of Lower Mesopotamia, but her existence itself. The 
powerful rulers of the Third Dynasty were able to hold these 
nomadic tri~es at bay, but at the beginning of the second 
millenium B. C. the dam was ready to burst. The northern food 
producing region came under violent assault by the invaders; 
creating famine in the populous southern city-states. The Black­
heads called these tribes, "The MAR.TU who know no grain ... The 
MAR.TU who know no house or town, the boors of the mountains ... 
The MAR.TU who does not bend (to cultivate the land), who eats 
raw meat, who has n~ house during his lifetime, who is not buried 
after his death ... " 1 Is this how the now mighty Semites and Indo­
Europeans entered history? If so, as seems apparent, it is quite 
ironic. Any of these factors might have caused the decline of 
Sumer. Combined, they spelled her doom. The seemingly stable 
empire quickly broke apart, and Sumer's former vassals turned 
on her with a vengeance . 

In approximately 1990 B.C., the Elamites, of the Zagros 
Mountains, and the Sutians, of the desert region west of Mesopotamia, 
launched a devastating raid on Ur and ruthlessly massacred its 
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