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we must confront is whether separation of the sexes was
les just the wishful thinking of some unusually harsh w rit-
dogma or reality. Were L) social pmc\'\ccs? Of course the nmsk.crf(rcmc s\«‘mcs
ers,or did their penscfed g btless false. Tales of women who willingly suffered
aboutseparatin of i dloil' cﬁas\; ;ccltlsix)n within a burning building strain
a horible death ra\h.cr g l?a»\vev\:b‘“a far milder version of separation of the sexes was
credulity. However. it s;cm; h}:ﬁ that a 12
 quite common by the Han- _ry
a‘mleﬁzrg":::ocmc c\"\dcn)ce that early Chinese actually ‘pra-\?l\u;-d\ ‘:
ration. Most significant are the statements by carly \\'r'nm:\ .no \ll ?‘h'“ the opposite W
ples allowed the sexes to mix freely. These observations \;n[‘) ‘)hc_“_- s P i find his
case among Chinese. These authors seem to have thought thal I s discussion of
sort of behavior unusual, so it deserved comment. chovcr, Sh:\lng gh e (or Huaxid)
the gradual transformation of the Qin people from foreign nO-m:\d.\ into = i l © & originaly
suresses the customs keeping women and men apart. He claims }hal the le ';\‘s‘C c_u <om.
not separated the sexes, but by his time they had adopted this important C \l‘ 8 vsicaly
Then there is the visual evidence from Han tombs showing men and \vvumcn x )»[ mm:;l
separate on ceremonial occasions. This seems to imply that at least during certain
occasions, women were expected to remain apart from men. i ortant e
The time from Warring States through Western Han was probably the most 1mp Lidedls.
in Chinese gender history. At that time, we can see the beginnings of many C““‘":‘ ;’w e
such as the comparsite concept zhengie, that would be more fully reatized much luh.r.d e
of that early era set down basic definitions of Chinese womanhood that lu_(cr rea ‘L\;.‘ de-
vested with enormous authority. Although separation of the sexes became far more o

on : o separ
spread and stringent in later eras, subsequent customs elaborated on the mascent 3P
that had emerged in early China.

The most important question

degree of physical sepa-
that various foreign peo-
as the

On a Hittite Lexicographic Project

HARRY A. HOFFNER, JR,
UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO

ne must certainly admire the pace at which Ja X 5
ggical Dictionary, although in fact volume ﬁvia?zgg?;’ : ‘: Pmd_ucmg his Hittite Etymo-
ume four (1997). This is a much smaller volume than its prz?;;:_.‘ng four years after vol-
the aid of the CHD L volume, which Puhvel quotes at great length, ‘:\‘"S‘; even leugh with
work was done for him. As in previous volumes, one finds at lhe‘ cr:gc‘ of h‘ls interpretive
tions and additions to previous volumes. 1 will not attempt to e\'alu:(cscc}:mn 0? S
would mean reviewing more volumes in the set than this one. e e thar

the complaints raised by this an, iewer .
lay—(lJ:\L aC:d flclhodology hayvc bcen(lla:;:?; :eu:’\:r\;;rso?rmc ;“h.er V?lumcs. as to the general

L S . iy 5 east rejected in silence. One of

the most inconvenient features of this dictionary is the lack of dummy entries with
reference to the lemmas under which the words in question are discussed. \\’i\}; the a) <R
ance of volume five and its section entitled “Index to Volumes 1-5” a user might hal:}zear—
pected an index to Hittite words discussed, since many of them are to be found out of l:;—
alphabetical order. Alas, many other languages are indexed, but not Hittite itself! This is:r:
grievous mistake, which I sincerely hope can yet be remedied by a small supplement. An-
other scrious flaw is the lack of any attempt to date the forms according to the established
dating of the texts. The importance of this has been shown time and again. Later spellings
can only be understood in the light of carlier stages. Only rarely does the author write “Old
Hittite” by a reference. But even here one doesn’t know if he means “Old Hittite composi-
tion (in later copy)™ or “text written in the Old Hittite script.” I have complained in my ear-
lier review of volume four about the non-standard abbreviations used (Hoffner 2000). In
{he “List of abbreviations (addition to volumes 1-4)" a new one which will cause confu-
sion has been added. “KBoVM” is Puhvel's abbreviation for what most of us are now de-
noting as “VS NS 127 or “VS 28.” Since * Bo” is the standard abbreviation for the series
Keilschrifttexte aus Bogazkéy, “KBoVM” is going to strike many users as a typo for this
well-known series.

I realize that not all Hittitologists feel qualified to make independent judgments on the
dating of individual texts, but it does appear that enough of general consensus has emerged
to make it mandatory for lexicographers to distinguish spellings of words in Old Hittite
manuscripts (CHD siglum “0S”) from those in later texts. Here the various writings of the
“dat-loc.” of lahha- are given without any hint of which ones are diachronically anterior.

We all admire Puhvel for his considerable achievement, especially volumes three and
?dl:;-i \\)'hich covered terrain not yet treated by other projects su-cl.! as the CHD (:jr HW-':dI ;:‘512
i ;:;‘;C.g?od coverage he gives to SCC?I\dM)’ literature (edl\jons,lc\§»)~ Al:luhf:;‘sil\‘ :"0 b:
c““\mcn:i 1; Is lﬂklr‘\g the CHD and HW? to advance .loward .,(-)mpfﬁll‘?n- '(icisms}'olce 3
o allc]-[“o‘ Sl:lyl}lg ona goo.d schcdulg of producuon.l In s‘pneholhlv:l ;; e
i Pm;iucin lllllf)lo.gls}s should feel a genuine debt of gratitude to Puhv

g this dictionary.

: ices 10 v 1-5. By Jaax PurveL-
vical Dictionary, volume 5: L, Indices to voluries I
o 8 e e ix + 187. DM 256

S in Linenicr:
Linguistics, Documentation, vol. 18, Berlin: MoUTON D GRUYTER, 2001 PP
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ing are specific €O
Jowin;
The fol
s Engl
vel uses ERET
. Puh_‘ ding. The word )
misleadtDe: * o cefe .
3 : on w : |
ings who did not put inaccurate rendering of the same words in
ite kines onsistent and inaceurate o of A
s of inconst* “ ;o »: “.~\ ered, Fivey N
pprop! many €ases of “v‘ 18] (literally “my sun god™) is [LIN:I’L ollowing the
. o déamm\" s { “the king”" in KUB 14.1 rev. 13 (both on the same
Co“secuti\'t‘)’ C“::\ in ABO 1y 12 bglhm] noc;[" in one passage, but “you summon” iy
CHD, "his TS verb is rendered ! = I (Note that here, without expressed
oy ur master. :
he tense is pasts ¢

ally in his lemmas) in a playful manner which

e (especi SN 3
ish words (¢S to my knowledge is exclusively used in the

wwarpath " | 3 ite i
W fﬂ‘ o Amerindian braves. The word scems quite in-
rring ar paint or do dances prior to battle, One

hast been . .
wher “You, your majesty. our lord, are 3

S maiesty, O
2 “thy majesty-
another. Cf.p-2 ™ kely that ¢
<sa. it is unlikely
pret. ¢-6516,
campaigner- ) :
Puhvel is quite
paign and the secon
the CHD L words lod}l?-
o on-military
huwe\e[n o ::}:15 CHD correctly noted.
hhiyala-, as : esito :
Iﬂ'fﬁmdisapwimed e rCfUS?\ locative in -i. 1 have never seen the cogency of
CHD terms the “allative” from “.“' da_l-‘ ':m\\ on this matter. Fortunately, most Hittitologists
cither Kammenhuber's or Pubvel s positions Iy applies to Old and Middle Hittite, not to
ognize the distinction, which of course 01}_\ ‘l.l\ s By e ToEa e
dotceon hase of the language, when the allative uses were ass [ y
Jalest phase = N iffered from la
memh\'e‘i atempt {0 shov e (ERBIERS ([71‘“"_') dlld::tdrwlricu\'c for palsa-. Itis my
i ion for the latter, is unduly res Lans, 2R
3 ing the civilian connotation for N e i h is especially
‘iix‘xfc:e“:si:n that “trek” in standard English always refers to a Jnurn‘%,\ \\[h)l‘k bi]i“a[ual e
slopw and arduous. In my judgment palsa- simply means “journcy. trip. “%'lm )a;“,_ sl
sage from the Proclamation of Telepinu in no way cquates l‘[ll}llcl‘(/tilvl‘{llz\lé. L); is.l . ]coc-uinn
Sumerian KARAS “army camp.” Locomotion never inhercs ‘m 4 -[n
“encampment,” or a group of combatants, “expeditionary force, army.

osal of two types of journey. onc a military x::\.m»
rght that the C“HD‘["'O[? :nm withstood the testof time. Were I rewriting
&acommcmal ‘“P‘_h\b, st make this distinction. It is quite possible,
1 would .Cc]:lz:m.linllﬁc\ cral of the occurrences of the derived noun
sense inheres 10 S

ingui singular) case in -a which the
distinguish the (singular) case in -

1a-. while correct in

. . BT rce—""take on.

labhiyai-: Of the eight(!) translations proposed for this verb. the Tast }]-ﬂ:l\' notes, the
confront, brave™—can safely be ignored. Since, as the CHD (sub 1 b) Li“l{ll('/‘. mama la-
same text clearly distinguishes the acc. URUK, RA-zi from © KI-“””“mc alla-
Biyaizzi, the form YRV Kammama cannot be intended as an acc. ““stem form.” Sinc

iyai R sten i intended.
uve is non-productive in NH, one would think that a dat.-loc. of this toponym 18 Hulc bet-
Therefore, since “attack GN™ in English sounds like an acc., Puhvel would have dor

ter 1o stick with *

" “operate against GN. Since “leafy mountains™ hardly pose a danger ‘T(\‘I‘:
o md His armed troops, it would be better not 1o translate here “go brave 1'110 )Ll;ﬂl‘l
K(:z:gmh:i( l::‘“fa\zc‘ (s0 CHP) 10 take the acc. here as acc. of extent ("Cj’o\jz;\];lﬂ;\&n.
Hitit Syy Culﬁg;‘(‘ mountain areas™), The same s true of KBo 12.59 (Clr country”
Since s i the e, g1 e by Pubvel), where (D) has 1o be understood as i bt
also Siyaralliskiy; :'::u]' (0-( Sxentof territory) of not only lah izzi “campaighs neces”
sary, it is counter-ing; ot m_' A translation “braves” for lalhiskizzi is not only W ore for
00 uses the gbsolete transcriptional value fin any n“‘ fimp-

dt-tin), least of ) in rendering the ending of the pret

the DIN sign (cf,

Pl 2, which shou . Joted
=as VR HZL). Japhpiva(i)-. tn KUB 5.1 ii 17990
105 VR ol ())f :‘l:,:(b)l_\a(r) JIn at of an At

inCHDLNg,

. -ma is always th
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native question: “Or when . . . them in [ Puhvel’s “When | take on the;
pussih]U grammatically: -ma never joins two nouns within 4 phrase. o L5 i
labanni-: As far as I know, there is no reason on
1o the CHD's “boutle or pitcher:” Its primary use With the verb gipgyq.
for pouring libations. Puhvel has conflated this entry i
pi-it has nothing to do with the vessel named /aj
vBoT 4:6. which Puhvel reads as “URUDU G i
tent. As the CHD notes, this word is largely
may be derived ultimately from

¢ would prefer Puhvel’s “flask, flagon™

shows it was us
ey ed
Wwith extrancoug forms. Ingt, sg. la-ah-

(-IIHi(.I./l:‘ Nor has the Hurrian word(!!) in
! rl-(.\. The other forms are fairly consis-
confined 10 Hurrign festivals and rituals, and

a foreign source,
lah(h)anza(n)-: 1 have no quarrel with the summ

rences or the denotation “migratory waterfow] ™

so far as I can see, only the

mmary of evidence from the CHp oceur-
The more n

AITOW (rans H ) 3
etymological supposition to commerr:(;\i:'r‘]l:sllt‘}:(\),zi-:mn .has'
tion to my festschrift he questions whether the CHD's claim that the lahan=q b.clco?nt:tg)u-
the duck family could be sustained and note that the lahanzq might belong Io“[hc f;m:ﬁ:. 0‘,0
nus Gavia instead of Anatina. I find no problem with that per se. 1do \\'}sh. however. =
he would not translatc MUSEN HURR/ as “drake. duck.” as if this rather specific bir

(CHD “shelduck™) were a generic term for Anatina. To the admirable dise on in the
CHD 1 can only add that the white body coloration indicated by the silver overlay in the
models described in HTR is supported also by the Sumerian reading [za-la-ag = UD = Ha-
ha-an-za-na-as in KBo 1.34 obv. 8 assumed by MSL 3:61, namely ZALAG 'Tbrighl. white.”
as=sta kisaru . . G
- or let him become an intaluzzi

' " indicates that both lah
Bintaluzzi denote concrete objects. it is highly unlikely th

er, that
d name

labhi(t)-: Since the juxtaposition of lahhi

intaluzzi=ma=as
“Let him/it become a /. .

; at lahhi- means “relief ™ or that
itis a t-stem. The parallelism with SSintaluzzi=ma=as. as well as the established rule of
Hittite syntax that the clitic 3rd $g. subj. pron. is obligatory with the verb kis . demonstrate
that la-aly-hi-Sa-as-ta cannot be a neut. nom.

-acc. sg. lahbisa + -sta, but rather a common
sg.nom. lahhis + -as + -$ta.

A noun laflaba- n. com. h

as been overlooked. It occurs in [na-]as-
@ ki-Sa-ar KBo 42.74:8".

2a la-ah-la-al-ha-

lahlabhiya-: | would prefer to see the glos:
of synonyms, and I am not convinced by “scur y

}‘5011 for an army “milling™ around its leader. Ge
ntended, but 1o me “seurry™ conjures up images of squirrels, mice, and other timid ground
Creatures, which i noy intended by this verb. It definitely is applied to large animals like
Tlmcs- The derived noun lahlalhima- definitely conveys our idea of anxiety. Puhvel boldly
*‘3‘0_5 that the CHp i wrong about :\IUSEN.E{I.A miyanas, which he translates “birds of
f:‘r’l‘uf:f“l]llzl but he gi\'c:x no argument to refute the lengthy (;lmd to me con\'incinglext
MUS.EN H]HD L-N, 23}1‘ The gen. of mivatar ought to be I{Il'\'ullfld‘);: not 'lll?)'(lll-llﬂ.t (?.sl
allin lhe-;o,.,:\ IVII(:_\-fulII(l.\ 18 several times spelled), :lnfj ~~of. Prohfgauon ma}:ci no wmi;
P XL The sole putative ex. of meyannas for miyatar in the C/{D is 156/b right
and cannot therefore be verified as a form of mivarar.

“anxiety” somewhere in this protracted list
scamper,” although admittedly the verb is
neral disorganized movement is certainly

"% Which jg never cited
lahpa. | [
fulx,,,;p:r, lahma... The CHD cautiously stated that “It is possible that lahpa- 1\‘0r_\1 and
oy A - - o further and simply as-
SUmeq thy ngs of the same word.” Puhvel has taken a step rynh;r and \\.m:Pllwo_
are withouy any further argumentation. He has also mcludcq man,v " :":

Tences of KAxUD AM.SI. which we did not do in the CHD. since we

¢ lwo spell

N they
Haphic oo, Y
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fthe A
1 of the £
Journal ¢

he HW?2 or CHD. which specialize in se-
-, In the

g of lahpa-
60 0

s would have a purpose. I am not sure
- gpout the “‘_c‘:;:;!i:on of the l<>l.i:;:";":k‘;]°:\ this ./\nd.i‘l' l{l/{ptt- s!mulfl .u':m
still ancertal? ‘a jons, the "“Q,“m[ogicnl dlC‘\ arams here would be P“'\h,'dl(h‘“ﬁ'.clﬂ,"lr‘?l) \('»
wribute © fm;u“i"" of the lv‘p;l: (he Hittites did not know l‘]LNL ijdl;l‘l(’l;)pll;
what they €© wory. the ‘:CLFC and Pubvel Z(Iionv of the former word ,_\»‘u.m::llr :lL :;mn(‘ P
sdentificd refore cluded « ¢ the

ary paragrd - The identifical vith and therefore not inclu o

res is paired v but is not yet attested as a designation of
“ivory.” b

-/la K
o that the pe
g it is shown that nay mean
312, where! 1), and fabpa- M2

ke 4,‘nim;|> i

puitar”

My be .‘ppropriulc if onc thinks of 4 sturdy
% . o) 3
an animal: would only

e the English word conjures up images of o
pvise L1° = ‘()nc can now add another material
nee. = G

KBo 21.14 + KBo 41.32 obv. 6').

- spench”
. The Iral\slall?f‘ thnCh-“ Othe

jttite evide
flective of the Hittite eV
efle

© ~d o
made. namely cedar €

Jow seal, W : rmous. as shown already in the CHD
from which ms is Acnmﬁl T amalysis, which unfostunately is
for Iuswllt;‘ \ (;C;'clop into the later forms? |
“der a single stem lali(lu(wa)-. It

umber of attested for!
ng and be:

caie; The 1 .
lahorat L vilderi
‘cleb The variety 1S pt“; s are older. and ho.\\ nl(T
an: N‘Mded here. Which fo :{“ply Jump all the l()rms.u.n. el bl Syl o
:losopdo T C:n EEHD L (1980) that fangns ks lm[;'\»}f‘;n lahw-: la-a-hu-un. The

y ¢ sifhe ith that stem or a s a-a-hu-un. The
o Llemo} li:g plausibly elonggty llh'l-h l 1 after CHD L was in print, also shows
lah(h)-, and that ot ﬁ:-h) cast,” which was published ; mperfictive-aspect sem ki

g -us “he cast, A e ) i
figs la-a:;m mThc shiofersiem ls A U; is unconvincing. To that the fi-
a stem lahu-Alal-. (e these forms fit under one stem 13 iy ket =)
Puhvel's attempt to make \,D::'“dropped (p. 23) flics in the h.\u oly‘l ¢ },_k“ e gl
b g e 1. e-ku-un (like la-a-Du-un) ;md;mp. sg. 2
“drink.” which has pret. sg. 1 ¢~ » ) aal, o
.dnnt; \':Tf the stem lah*- would be *la-a-hu-. 110xrl[::in. o aps KBo 18,181 rev 3{
e sminal Ser lalwwas is uncertain: 5t where S
The existence of a nominal § S KUB 33.45++iii 23 26, where fah L
valid example, but Puhvel has mxsundcr.slmo:J e mbamrassing s his 111151'«.;\;1;11;””
§ aris a new clause. s g i s
finite verb form, and alpfls ard@is a new Cdli.l A AT TOGAL Wi parl IIV]”J.“ ca
bt e Shmﬂd’ i ch ' structed a nominal para lahhuesna- g
3-8U lahiwai. From this misreading he has constr
ing cup™!

ers are explained by Puhvel
lah(h)u(wajrnuz(z)i-: The various apparent stems and gcndL'Iri dl:b(;?)ll)h neut, and o
diﬁc;e(;\l)' than 1 would prefer. Instead of positing hclcmgcncm‘ll.)w e com. pl. forms
forms), 1 would prefer to see the apparently neuter forms as collectives, e on-collectives
in-e and -5 (both serving as nom. subjects of the transitive verb l’[’l"? - croative, 10L&
end the plural forms in -antes (which are g1l subjects of transitive \'crbs? _“? 2 “:, confined ©©
evidence for an independent stem labhurmuzziyant-, which would be artificia ) 26 must b
subjects of transitive verb. On p. 27 ad KUB 56.39 iv 26-27 the end of lln‘L]—lhc subject
ftad '\Nxm“Fst'“'"l'qﬂ"l'l-iﬂ-d:l. asIshow in Hofiner 1998a. This word whet
of a transitive verb has the ergative ending -anza/-az.
lai-: In Ky 311019419
between wa-qr.
unfortunately
also included

the
Piand la-g-e-er, it
ignored in HEp L
the possible transla

= word ;p:\{t‘
CHD (mng. 5) noted that, since there is .n:wcr\‘
is possible that this is a single word. I.‘?L\ ‘.3) the
Contrary 1o HED (“*CHD 5, wrongly, ‘fron

tion “ip »

ation 1*
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1

lak-: It is somewhat rash to assert solely on the basis of one B
fonds ardly unc ia

broken OH passage (KBo 21.22 rey, 46-49) thy in OHiy, Tdly uncontroversig) and
transitive meaning “lic, recline.” Oy
“train it (i.c., the grapevine) on you
fend. For one thing. there is no

Cr twenty yearg ago the CHp
: back.” which admiucdly I would now be hesitant (o de-
: i i prr .‘?cd s an object. Ope would have expected
na-pa instead of na-pa, with the -qn referring back vin

OH/OS. the active forms of lak- are 4] transitive, ag Puhvel's Z)wn'c?litcleclizwmlzm o
this were an exception, I would find 4 translation “fall op your back™ more ];2?;19 S'h()\f- .
of the massive documentation of the meaning “fall” wigy the middle of lhi?\:cr; Tch]“nl‘ o
fhar(k)- construction with Jar(k)- in the imperative jg always 1o be rcndc;cd kc L~ag{m
{llixlg/—onc) ...-ed aseven P iy

. : uh\‘ul's.cxump]cs usually show (“keep your car trained”). Fq
this reason it is impossible to accepthis translation of KUB 36.110 Tev. 9-10 as *may oy

land lie supine.” which he proposes against CHp mng. 2. Regarding the idiom parg
har(k)- “keep (cars) rned toward,” Puhvel's insistence thyy ‘R:;thcr than ‘ppcrk
éockl the metaphor resembles “keep your ear 1o the ground, the presence of /mrz;
rather that the position of the cocked cars of dog or equid. which incline forward (pe
what underlics the expression (see ulrcad)‘ CHD). Kucping the car to the
pard. 1 fail 10 see where a translation “they lay it a1 . S for anda lagy
30.19+ i 14 is superior to the CHD's “they bend (e train) it in and
deccased.” which Puhvel labels as “w rong.” The ilcr.’xli\'c~dllrali\'c for
lilakki was alrcady pointed out in Hoffner 1975. 139-40 with no
CHD). Puhvel’s surprise - in lilakki is strange in

kanzi, wekun, wekir

every
lagan
prick,
shows
ard), is
ground is hardly
owanzi in KUB
around the table of the
rce of the reduplicated
¢ 34 (as noted also in
1 view of weiwakk and
and participle wekant-,

-ant- posited for this word and followed by Puhvel is
abitrisky in view of the lack of oblique case forms. T wijl believe it when | see those
forms. I also doubt the viability of the translation “podded leguminous vegetable, legume,”
which corresponds to none of the ubiqu for vegetable products I(nov-'n

as Bog Y. One expects on the b dmore restricted meaning such as “pea(s),”

at the geminate -4¢
wewakkinun when compared with e,

lakkarwant-: Stefanini's stem in

itous Sumerograms
asis of them

“bean(s),” etc.

lakSai-, laksena-, lakSina-: The
pasklanza’) in KBo 17.65 rev. 56
in the preceding line. The
Semantic range

guess “pin. needle” depends on whether the
belongs to the same sentence (a predicate’) as the laksais
proximity 1o KSupngny-in “bridle. halter” indicates the likely
of lakSe/ina-. as noted already by Neu.
I'miss an entry for X8q00a35d(a)-. on which see CHD.

lala-; The app
{pace p), but
Tﬂngucs!“

arent distributive repetitious fa-a-ii
) collective, matching the

- I KUB 444 4 KBo 13.241 rev. 2
sreemeny of EME.HILA in KUB 12

a(kpuey ..
S(S)a-: The (r-
f_ur the gy o he tr

from Ialu(k)u('
mng Mclchcrl

la-a-Ii may not be dat.-loc. at all
vocative EME.HLA EME.HLA “Tongues!
2-24. This would explain the apparent neuter
34+ KUB 15.39 10, 12, etc.. cited in CHD L, 21
anslation “ant™ is sufficient. “Emmet” is simply an archaic word
aword of differing meaning. Puhvel's account of the origin of lala(kjuesa-
Sar on the basiy of a form without final r stretches credulity. Melchert 1988
1993) has shown that loss of final r in such nouns follows a regular phono-
oy rca‘fmd"“»\‘ hes plural (with loss) from singular (without I(‘.;ss‘). dTh;urt‘
K iy ison "M a collective noun like lala(k)uessar to l'_m\'c dlel{]Cl sxn.guhl{--m ’Z
for this feason we have (as yet) no example of loss of final 7 in this word.

tinguishes



e 123.3 (2003

. Oriental Society 123.3 (2003)

£ o American ‘

, yrmal of the Kizzuwatnean rituals. as this does, and ex.
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d‘)ﬂ,gmmmm - L F“n‘:;n;]::‘ of oo, l\U\ﬁ—\J‘l"ﬁ}I;g\\Rl»&L' und\u :i‘k.
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~one heats 2 &
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.- Pubvel rejects Calvert “zt:\z;ui?‘?\i :ta(i\'es.“ Both his ‘;gl;;“c“;:?:“: ;:1:1
.lf"'n.;qmime- called by him f this verb stem type seem (0 me wha ._\ ulh N Him;
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nom. sg. form ZALAG.GA-a KBo 1.34 i 1 and S
addthe many examples of the KIN token ZALAG.GA-an.

. 11. The clause in
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HRM 70 (cited as “Magat 75/51" 8-10) is mistranslated. The -za in the

ii33-341  translated “this”
the subject is “you;” not “{it)” The kas in KUB 13.4 ii 33-34 is not to be tra
but “such-and-such

lammar: | find the reading lammar TAR-
ot atiested elsewhere at Bogazkay,
a fully syllabic, even if we cannot ar-
3 ! e river [appa”
13p(p)-: In KUB 17583y 23 ID-ni pehuter cannot mean “they took to the \-‘“d Lo peda-)
enly .. the fever-hea, 18ppiyas).” The simple fact is that the pelute- (as OPPORE. o lead:
i i alking, and the correct translation “»r,m\-lulinn
kan Birth Rinals, 14), by puve] who has the wrong B iy
il ) L 14), as (he W0~ after

21: a;EB o o5, i reading is incorrect ag well, since the signs of the W Mdh‘c\:cd(‘-"
ﬁ}ex"‘zbg'fi‘g'f"“'?~ but *ha-an-t.zq_gng cannot be translated as “from & a ‘hc
LW Wisalg Wistranslated, since the -3i does not refer back 10“,“- tobe

ot mea Neither is lapp!"
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o5 suppe
os P

ine “cut” (kars-):
tan, where TAR has the me;mm‘.ll L\li;d :»c read
quite unconvincing. The word rar-ta-an sho
yetidentify the verb rari(a)- elsewhere.

rson

N “is recovering. >
TUsh.” Nothing in the word's occurfcf:L ash™
2 possibl © know whag “overflowing with underbrt®

© ranslation of lappinit arsantes.
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lappa-: The traditional translation “tongs™ followeq also in this cage
vastly.to be preferred to “sogop, h?\.cl‘ Only a Preconceived etymology leads Puhvel to
prefer his translation. The remains” (Puh transferred w;
ply bones (4astai). A scoop might be uge,

ith the lappa- are sim-
i but hasrai means “bones” while jag
means “ashes.

by the CHD i
vel) that are
d for ashes,

lapana-: Watkins sh.owcd in Fy P:fh\y»l that Luwian lapana- is baseq on the
“to lick™ and that it refers to a salt lick. This Obviously climinated the
“summer pasture™ used in the CHD and elsewhere. But jt takes time for
filter through all the literature. It is not Jjust “Hout, Ulmitesub™ who still b
lation. See Hawkins 2000: 515¢,

verb Jap-
older trs nslation
this discovery to
as the older trans-

laplappa-: The la-ap-la-pi KUB 24.12
neut. is probably a collect;
&USgpla- does not denote
KUS. With KUS as a determinative we are de
The only passage that would clearly point to
read (with the CHD) as la-ap-li<pi-
lash(es).” This eliminates the need for
alleged lapla- “eyelid™ and laplipa-
--]al:ial suffix having a ‘diminutival® function” in kalulupa-
pupi- “uncivilized person.” And | do not underst
fian™ (< Italian ruffiano “pimp” < Latin ritfus “red’
for connecting dampu- “blunt™ (Puhvel

il 21 that is booked here
since the other forms

a body part. For h

as nom,
of the word are

at the determinative v
aling with an object made
a body part is KBo 17.17
>1a-alt-kdln da-a-ii
all the speculation about the rel
“eyelash.™ 1 see no reason to

~acc. sg. or pl,
animate. The worg
ould be UZU, noy
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8. which must be
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ationship between an
assume that there was 3
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and how Puhvel connects
") to English “roug!
“rough™) to dampupsi-,

“let him take

s or dam-

English “ruf-

™ as a supposed basis
lapruwa-: The proposed meaning “soft parts, flank(?)" is a guess. but is supported by

no concrete textual evidence. It is a body part of a he-goat; that's all,

latti-: Most of the examples cited are of the log

dready in the CHD with th

lishing either the etymolog

lawatt-: The pro;
R0 support from the
there be contradicted
KBo 20,21 rev,
al-q-q§ me-x[
With 3 pe,

ogram SU-TUM/-T7 and are translated
€ same translations used here. They contribute nothing to estab-
¥ or the morphology of the word latri-.
Posed meaning “mire, slush, muddiness™
oceurrences. Nothing
a hundred other possib
Lin the CHD 1.
= With the trace
ading me-fifu-.
lazz(q).,
Seven f

is only a guess and can claim
in them might contradict it, but neither would
ilities. I can see no emendations of the passage
anscription. The hand copy clearly reads: -Jmes-hi la-a-wa-
after me- being the left side of a horizontal wedge, consonant
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plant names i, the list there are wrongly translated here. j s not “fig,” al-
bere: GUTUR ; " happurivas is not “greenery,” but some specific t‘ruilﬂor \'cgc('..xb!c
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was Specifically «

I 00d
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€ ' e . %
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3 enticy] 1.
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2“ o S"I;po hF Somewhqy inaccurately attributes to marsa- the meaning “twisted.” whic
i TN any know, i J
" Teadery will Y Known text. He m

is j ing all
ay realize that he is just extrapolating. but not &

aware of thy;, They should not be misled in this way.
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s. 1 i . R
Jevel that a person s[;}?ds Th ,a,: oeation does not favor ity function a5 5 “venthole” gy
Journal of the li-in-gla-i 1§-ma in KUB 29.7 + KBo smoke, which would rise straight up.
) ly read li-in-g st admit (p. 93) the ex- es
4 incorrectly 1 himself must a ! i-: Several new occurrences from the Maga letters. wh i
. is true that the CHD]e-nuL But a3 P‘.{hveh n lingai- is to be the subject of a luzzi-: Se\'fJ fore this volume went o presy . ™, Which were availabie Puhve]
Jenks: T is U cuter li-in-81a7)¢ o (Cergative”) W i ineai “oath” for Hittite. (All ex- several years befo loe ok f deen overlooked: HKM 52:13, 35,39
2141 rev: 50&?3:1‘ as "amm““(t) we posit a neuter [";g assage that contains linkiya mave lit; i 2 10m. -ace. KB‘;C(:, 7(8 :;‘Z";g_!;lound - HK.M 5236-37. And 3 plural loca.
istence of Il"k“;:cms to requir® ‘::sili\'c verbs.) In (‘l)‘e cino‘)i ic clause, which is the man tive seems to be found in -4 - -{a“’h'bﬂ"“[-la-ﬂ].&‘ l-uz-zi-ig-q5.
itive VEI0 20 have intran the subject i
w;:; of nom ""galfar whether 1t mflc‘r Shul)ue brings (-za anda peda-). REFERENCES
am| it is unc! % whicl .. i2a
anda (-9 :; lme solem testimeny  labeled li-im-ma-a§ in KUB 12.16 ;.2 "“ld vkins, J. D. 2000. Corpus of Hieroglyphic Liwian Inscry
earing: O D incorrectly labelec ative. This does prove that limma- Hawkins, Tovigitts B
2 i true that the CHI -+ seems to be nominative. is not (pace Puhvel) da- Hoffner, H. A., Jr. 1974. Alin
tim(m)a=: 1 jive, whereas it 562 But the form :li-im-ma is n
dupl. Bo 335188 gel\l(c (common gender). i
<ometimes animat
was sometime!

ree vith the animate
ith gul$an and not in agreement wi
ent Wi
n agreem

i cuter and common
5 euter 1 ¢ heterogeneric, having both neu
{ive-locative, but ¥  Fither limma- was

ect kas i ical to a neuter. Fur-
e s a collective, formally identic

ject ks me limma 18

bt £ or the form [

iptions. Berlin: de Gruyter,
thaeorum: Food Production i Hittite Asiq
Oriental Series, vol. 55. New Haven: American Oriental

Minor., American
| Society.
- 1975. Hittite Mythological Texts: A Su

. rvey. In Unity ang Diversity: Essays in the History,
Literature, and Religion of the Ancient Near East, cd, H. Goedicke andJ. J. M, Roberts, Ballimor&;
o &' Fala Johns Hopkins Univ. Press. Pp. 136-45,
gest that linuma- was specifically Mypkpﬂl‘vﬂ; . 1994. The Hittite Word for “Ojp"

gepdet agmcme_“l:‘o evidence whatever t0 Sligb;;olic but we have no idea \vh;l l) li°2 Py 10412,

ore, there 1S robably alcoholic, but we B KUB 33.62 i 12-13 (cf.
32‘;: Puhvel). It was avaegzge;‘fli,",,,a_' namely [/ Jimmuiwant

; vord derived 1ro)
has missed one W

and its Derivatives, Historische Spmchfor:dmng 107:
. 1998a. From the Disciplines of a Dj
Hoffner 1994 and CHD S/1 sub Saknwwant-.
o - “reed”). See Hotin
“having reeds” < nata- "1¢
naduwant- “having

of Cuneiform Studies 50: 35-44.
- 1998b. On the Denominative Verb ardwe-. In Mir Curad: Studies iy Honor of Calvert Wes.
kins, ed. J. Jasanoff, H. C. Melchert and L. Olivier, Innsbruck: Institut fiir Sprachwissenschafy der
Universitiit Innsbruck. Pp. 275-84.
- 2000. Thoughts on a New

. . 102)
t the same page (p
¥ ssage twice on ading is li-ip-
; has cited the same pa ) ¢ correct reading is Ii-

Tip(ai)-: Cunou.sl)" Puh\ﬁ]’lcamadi“gs; KUB 55.\35 oE)\. T"ﬂ:ha:‘caﬁny be read ANSE-
with different and mcor{\pﬂ : i1. The word read GIR-as can just as

li-ip-pla-an-21 }.

S{a-an- .. ], not

Volume of a Hittite Dictionary. JAOS 120: 68-75.
h SorE Melchert, H. C. 1988, Word-final r in Hittite. In A Linguistic Happening in Memory of Ben Schwarz:
del of either an animal W“h_ HOOYES : ‘;_ Studies in Anatolian, ltalic, and Other Indo-European Languages, ed. Y, 1., Arbeitman. Louvain-
i elEatits context denioles & 1 eh hoof ™ fails to communicate that ir la-Neuve: Peeters. Pp. 215-34,
e lfn a“efnimal foot. His “foot a bit abraded at the - 1993. A New Anatolian “Law of Finals.” Journal of Ancient Civilizations 8: 105-13.
mode] Of m‘x na are Pub- Puhvel, J. 2001, Ivory and Elephant in H; ittite. In Akren des 1v, Internationalen Kongresses fiir Hethi-
i d for this word and for lulu- in the next llcml“‘o posed as tologie, Wiirzburg, 4.—g, Oktober, 1999, ed. G. Wilhelm. Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, Pp. 561-62.
. ings propose 3 5 again he has p S
Tulim(m)i ‘b::‘:;:;:;reiﬂﬁ on no solid textual evidence. (})‘ncﬁ ‘iquld ot contradict the
vel's guesses, ; J? vrenderingS which wi - 3 i-is still
it were certain only one of quite a few . ing of lulimmi-is s
:\\:gf:cl; :\f\mw;ich cannnz’claim exclusive validity. The precise meaning

ike iness,” or “well-being.”
unclear to me. But [ulu- is something general like “happiness,” or

. ¢ precise idcqllﬁi

lulluri-: Aside from its being a mineral, the only evl(_lence for 'Zéro\i\/h[))' Ppuhvel thinks

cation comes from the glass-making texts published by Rlcmschneu_ \V i, which s Pm

thatit must be “hematite” (his rendering of NA, KA.GLNA, Akl}mdm}n( A GLNA nor Sadanu

translated by Assyriologists as “hematite”) is unclear to me. Neither ‘ncédes that Akku:

are used in glass-making texts from Mesopotamia. On p. 118 Puth'l Col L Akkadian Iulit

dian lulft might be the basis for the word lidluri-, but he fails to mention t \-al-umilnon)"“
is indeed used in glass-making texts. And the CAD translates this word as ol
er in the

The claim that this word is neuter in the sg. and common gC‘_“h'r I}‘rc‘g it to be

Nothing in the contex of the so-called neuter form S1Sutrai requi _L:ollcc(i\'c
&l probability fuy1q; is a collective plural, while [ufraus is the non

ural in the accusay

. nolog):
ive case If Pubvcl ke that “consonant wll!} ‘lcf:: itis in-
Was in the nature of a (shuttered) venthole of wood and (rarely) bronze, 41“) 2) win-
conceivable (hy OSAB MES...5 drantes in broken context should mean “raisedt-
», dows” Hittite Windows hag 1o sashes and .
i how the “repeated mentio; !

o 1 und
( were not raised or lowered. Nor do

n” (only two

yenthole for smoke.” Boy) 2

lutta(j).-:
is nonsense.
singular. Tn
(“count”) py
] lutiai wag i

erstan

ests &
sarazzi-) “SULESS
h of th mes!) of an upper window (Sarazzi )lh"( a pcrstl’“
2 R passages mentioning g cqrar ot dow say that 8175
ide if 7 e Onin Cr WIN
stands beside it, whic, means that it canngy by o uppe

of
< > wall, but
¢ in the roof or high up on the W&
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Rethinking the Hittite System of Subordinate Countries
from the Legal Point of View

AMNON ALTMAN
BAR-ILAN UNIVERSITY

The Hittite system of subordinate countries is better known to us than any other similar sys-
tem that existed in the ancient Near East. Thanks to the relatively rich corpus of Hittite sub-
ordination treaties and related documents, we have a fairly good general picture of the rights
and obligations of vassal kings toward their Hittite overlords and vice versa.! This picture
also discloses significant differences among these vassal kings? in terms of rights and obli-
gations, suggesting different levels of subordination. There are, however, still some serious
gaps in this picture, and the available data allow only a partial reconstruction of the Hittite
system of grading the subordinate countries. Many questions pertaining to the differences in
the legal status of these countries are still unanswered, either because of the lack of sufficient
relevant cases or because almost all the treaties available are copies made on clay tablets that
have reached us in various states of preservation. These lacunae in our knowledge can for
the time being only be filled to a certain extent by logical reasoning. The present paper pre-
sents a summary of what is known or may be assumed, and of what is still unknown, and
suggests some criteria for grading the Hittite subordinate countries, as well as definitions of
their legal status.?

A. SOME BASIC OBSERVATIONS
On the basis of the available Hittite vassal treaties and related documents,* as well as on
what is known about the circumstances of their subjugation, the Hittite vassal countries may
preliminarily be sorted into two basic categories:3 self-subjugated countries® and conquered

1. The basic work is V. Korolec, Hethitische Staatsvertriige: Ein Beitra; ihrer juristischen Wertung (Leip-
4 heodor Weicher, 1931). For an up-to-date list of the available treat e G. Beckman, Hitiite Diplomatic
Texts, 2nd ed. (Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1999), 6-8, and 197-211 (bibliography). For a previous treatment of the
Hittite dependencil el Goetze, Kleinasien, 2nd ed. (Munich: C. H. Beck, 1957), 96-103.
2. The terms used here interchangeably with the terms “subordinate™ and “overlord.”
ively, a e they are borrowed from a different cultural environment, and their legal
definition corresponds only partially to those of the subordinate kings and their overlords in the ancient Near East.
Nevertheless, I have employed them here, since they are commonly accepted in the literature, and avoiding them
entirely might have led to some misunderstanding.
0 Hittite documents will be followed by their catalogue number according to E. Laroche, Cara-
2 ter CTH. followed by the number of the entry). Abbrevia-
tions ref rring to Akkadian documents follow those of The Assyrian Dictionary of the Oriental Institute of the
of Chicago. d 3
ated documents™ I mean, in the first place, edicts issued by the suzerain to his subordinate ki
ond place I mean decrees, namely juridical dec

s and

(CTH 146 and 147, respectively). ;
will be made only to those subordinate countries for which treaties or edicts have survived to
allow us to define their : “treaties” with the Katka people (CTH 138-40) and the “treaty” with the men
of Bimerika (CTH 133 en into consideration, since 1 doubt that they may rightly be considered
A. Altman, The Historical Prologues of the Hittite Vassal Treaties (Ramat Gan: Bar-Ilan Uniy. Press,

; 4 2 Q 741
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? - with the o]
3 urru opens With! ;
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m.)gmdfamu] of the §Trcs[((r)‘;)tM£§) of the king of Hurri and to him (the Hurrian
il fhostile]. They [were] subordin

a3 i i following notes changed
f the countries mentioned in the : ;
2004), chapter XY, section A. mkﬂfﬂmﬂﬂs:’mw than one category. The dOCuI!\f:nlx given in paren-
overthe counse of ime and they Wy of the specific legal status of a land at a particular time. .
minmﬂbﬁumﬂm%%m:z 92), Mittani (CTH 51, 52), and very probably Mira-Kuwaliya
6. Ugarit (CTH 46), Amurruy 4 Ao 68
(circumstances related in CTH 68). o X
before the m"“mlmm (CTH 50), Barga (CTH 63a), Hapalla (CTH 67), Mira-Kuwaliya (CTH 68),
il e b ; should add in all proba-
the Sepa-River Land (CTH 69), Aleppo (CTH 75), Wilu3a (CTH 76). To this calcgorylwc. 0 G in ol proda:
ility Ugari ? [H 66), despite the fact that the was not actually Singe g
mk\y‘Ugml.mdeanqm_tpa(CT_ s duced to that of ambejllious country; see the discussion below. Nu-
D may s pechapsbe added 1 his s, if werly on CTHSLLA oby; 38-40. But see CTH 53.A i 3-1 &
9 (for which sec the restoration and rendering of Beckman, Hittite Diplomatic Texts, 56), whif:h sugge: h;‘c‘;;
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8. Such asthe “Upper Land” the “Lower Land.” or Hakpis.

' Appanage countrie; Carchemish (CTH 50), Aleppo (CTH 75), Tarbuntaa (CTH 106, StBoT Beihef 1), and
pmbub.ly Kizzuwatna (CTH 44). Granted countries: Hayata (CTH 42), Barga (CTH 63a), Hapalla (CTH 67). Mira-
Kuwaliya (L‘TH&X).' the Sebl-Rivefhnd (CTH 69), Wilusa (CTH 76). Both these types had in fact been gmmcdv
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i M::“KT‘?M 2 “granted countries” in order to distinguish them from appanages. \
‘Will-lhtbm;l z'n::atmﬁ:o‘; MaShuiluwa (CTH 68), Amurra under the reign of Sausgamuwa fol-

J1. Vinclude bere Mirtan; Rl
xumzmu;mt“s?um Stivazy (CTH S1-57) ana Ugarit under Nigmaddu IT (RS 17.340 + RS

12. Amurmi under Ay, 3

13. Recent edition: . x' . 9

tnslations: | Si'lsamm H[;""‘“- Der Sausgamunva-Vertrag (Wicsbaden: Oto Harassowitz, 197"’(;

l""‘“"“lmrs“mgq_ 1,,',&“":’, POStasy and the Historica Setting of the General's Letter.” in Sh"::k_
“‘::’W‘;;khumacnm. U< Srom Ugarit (T Aviv: Tef Auiy Univ. Press, 1990), 1521F.: Be

& and uy ; A C kL iOten.

B Singer s .yt 8O e et which e in certain points from those of Kilhne/Olt®

i ltman, b i . i jental-
ische Forschunger, 072 2003). 345-;1!,’:3::73“ Raid on Amurru (EA 85 5 1-55) Reconsidered.” Altorien®
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king) (also) Aziru in the same manner was subject.!S But he (Suppilu]iuma) did [not def]eat him
(Aziru) by arms. And Aziru, your (great-great-)grandfather, protected [Suppilluliuma as over-
lord, 'S (and) he protected [the land of Ha]tti (as well), (and) afterward he protected also Mursili

as overlord, and he protected the land of Hatti, and against the land of Hatti no offense did he
commit.

The prologue starts with the emphatic declaration that Amurru before the rebellion of
BenteSina, Sau§gamuwa‘s father, had never been conquered by force. This is immediately
followed by reference to the voluntary submission of Aziru, the great-great-grandfather of
Sauigamuwa, to Suppiluliuma I, the great-grandfather of Tudbaliya IV (“Aziru came to i
Suppiluliuma in Hatti”). These statements are reinforced by the assertion
nor Aziru had been forced into subordination (“But by arms he did not defeat him”). The text
then asserts that Amurru and Aziru had previously been subordinate to a Hurrian overlord,

Ignoring the question of the historical veracity of the last statement,!7 this means that
when Aziru submitted himself to §uppiluliuma, Amurru had already become a subordinate
country, and that Aziru was accordingly a “runaway slave” who defected from one over-
lord to another. The meaning of this assertion will be discussed below. But we must realize
that this assertion, much like the other claims made in the prologue, should have had alegal
bearing cither on the status of Amurru or on the terms that §au§gamuwa was entitled to ex-
pect in this treaty.

Finally, the text asserts that following his submission to Suppiluliuma, Aziru remained
loyal to him, to his son Mursili I1, and to Hatti. The object of this assertion is to clarify that

Aziru was for quite a long period content in his subordination to Hatti. This fact constituted
“a lack of protest,” which in turn deprived his descendants of the right to protest Hittite su-
zerainty and to repudiate their obligation to remain loyal to Hatti. 18 Having presented these

claims, the next paragraph jumps to Aziru’s great-grandson Bente3ina, Sauégamuwn's father
(Ai28-39):

But when (my uncle) Muwattalli, the brother of the father of the Sun, became king, the people
of Amurru sinned (waster) against him, communicating to him as follows: “Out of love
untarily) we became (Hatti’s) subordinates, but now we are no longer your subordinates.” And
they went over to (lit “after”) the king of Egypt. Then the brother of the father of the Sun,
Muwattalli, and the king of Egypt fought over the people of the land of Amurru, and Muwattalli
defeated him. He (Muwattalli) destroyed the land of Amurru with arms and subjugated it, and
in the land of Amurru he made Sapili king.

This is not the proper place to go into the details of this paragraph.!° For our purposes
it will be sufficient to note the very clear contrast presented here between the two phases in
Amurru’s relations with Hatti. Until the rebellion in the days of BenteSina, Amurru was re-
garded as a self-subjugated country; after it had been re-subjugated by force it was regarded

1. mu-uS-3i YA-)-zi-ra-a5 QA-TAM-MA ((pa-ab-ha-as-t)a-ar. The restoration of palihasta- is based on copy B
obv. 7 (Kishne/Otten, Sausgamuwa-Vertrag, 18). The basic meaning of palis- is “to protect,
baitat when combined with a dative means “to place oneself under the
Sausgamuwa-Verirag, 29 0. 313 CHD P, 71, sub paps-

16. ASSUM EN-UT-TA. 1 follow Beckma

17. Amurru and Aziru wi
above,

and the middle paj-
protection of someone” (cf. Kiihne/Otten,
0 seek protection with™).

rendering here.

ere at that time subjects of Egypt. See most recently the article mentioned in n. 14

18. For the meaning and importance of this argument as an essential component in the claim of the right of pas-
session in the Hittite v treaties see A. Altman, “Claim of Possession over Occupied or Conquered Teritory in
the Bible and in the Near East,” Zeitschrift fiir Altorientalische und Biblische Rechisgeschichte 7 (2001):
33

19. See Altman, Historical Prologues, chapter XIV.




123.4(2003)

cbellious king bY
f the 1¢ arly indi-
g e ePHEETETC gynasty) lear’y
cerning the ea! 5
nt CONY ember Of the conquest: aties was not to
sal treatics e
ASSa ments and facts in
argy 0 The reason

ety
iental SOCi€!
Americalt Qrientd
e

Journal of th

744

.. The statem® ;
as a conquered Cg"".‘;’(‘lﬂﬁs 10t neCess: following
“he unidentified Sapili (that is, i z

the unidentifi

n A »” the Hi“ile ¥e
eror had 1 ue” of 1l Jegal
cates the firee hand the :ﬁrctgu‘ jstorical proloZ marshal cg
: he 50-C:
The role of ¢

P 0 section.”
s, but rather ! ipulatory § same, and
historiographic WEAUS®: 0 e th in the Su“p pigoutliie
literary-his !
present a lite rms of sul
justify the tel
order to justil

o S n ave re-
bordination scl.SI ry of Amurm! wnb;uguion would ha\uxr.b
in the h of sul e presented in
o of the two phases i o was very likely prese The
for the presentation 0 o that these WO d pefore the rebellion. The
H D rSeNIine
we must therefore ass‘:':a(us for Amu! « Amurru had enjoye Jify an actual worsening
sulted in different 'cgzré favorable terms lh-‘diqc ssed cither m_luslic changes in the future,
order to explain lhco:;ue“ of Amurru “’"'(: pa.\'c the way for f‘;“s{ﬂ“i 22 The characteriza-
rebellion and the ¢  subordination, or t© late the treaty with B ssert that from the very
iginal terms of SUDO T again violate :ntended to assert (ha X

of the orig va or his OISPINg 285\ ikely intended d ruler was entitled o
should Sauigamuwa o naway slave” was very han a sclf-subjugated T
3 . “runawd vl s than a s
tion of Aziru as but zcnrixled to fewer privilege:

e o s
beginning Azi

2
expect from his overlord.

its Terms of
s Status and its
of Correlation Benween a Land’s St
2. Absence oj

Subjugation .
xpected thaf

We would have expec !
been expressed through the terms 0!

. . s would have
: tatus of a se]f—,mbjug"‘“fj Coumr'\‘ ssal Kiife
the higher Status larly in the promises to the v al king,
f the treaty, particu ir.) on his throne>* and to safeguard
vassal king S Jlusionsifrom
thich were to guard the " sive conclusions It
the mostimportant Ufzs“?:]:l:zeonlv ii it impossible to draw }3’1}:‘ Cicr’ﬁtipuhtorv section in-
i ing. > Ye ? erved their s ik .
rule for his offspring. 2 ically none have presc ieations of various
i ies, of which practically ifferences in the obligations of various
the available treaties, 2 terial that differences £ ! self-
itse ¢ available mal y reen the terms of se
fact but ][szifrr;l: :r’c imes greater than contrasts between
1f-subit King

cs.
subjugated countries and those of conquered one

§ an, Historical Prologues. .
st study se prologues in Altman, Historical 5 e i

20. This assertion is based on the study of mm.rnmfm of the self-sold fabiru-people as attested in the ‘u/)

21. This difference is analogous to the difference in s . iolates:the agreement, hens Tiable o

el ; e ind thatif such a person volates the agreement, b is s
documents. In some of the Nuzi sale-documents we fin ing him “for a price” (ana Sintt inaddiny: JEN V. 449,
a severe punishment, such as plucking out his eyes and §cl[|n]g: "1“1 o 'r:““u ity d aighior status thar
452,457, This indicates that s long s these persons remained loyal to i, L L MEsda ol S e
ordinary slaves and were not salable, but they were still bound to life-long servitude. Cf. 1.

ie New York: iv. Press, 1949), 18. ) )
the Ancient Near East (New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1949), ) o it the terms

22. The very damaged stipulatory section of the Sauigamuwa treaty docs not permit comparison .\\\(f‘“x" \:}|clllcf
of the treaties drawn up for Amurru in the previous generations. Further discussion of the que
Amurru's terms of subjugation were modified to its disadvantage will be given bclo}\'. A ——

23. 1 wonder if this is not aimed primarily at justifying the fact that no promise (o safeguard
Amu forfoture generations is found either n the Aziru treaty (sce n. 26 below) or in the $
0.29).

24. SunaSura (CTH 411A § 49-52), Huggana (CTH 42.4.1 33, 36 b (T
OOV 1S'-19'), Azina (CTH 491 ob. 27'1; CTH 40,1 iii I-3'[2)), Tette (CTH 53.A iii 1- ary i
LA 23-04' ii 2529, Abiradda (CTH O3a.A ii 10-18), Nigmepa (CTH 66, §5). Targasnalli (C i 2o
erey. 1), Tabmi-Sarumma (CTH 75,7 ey 5. 13-15), Alaklandu (CTH 76.A i 77-79". B 5-10). Be
(CTH 92 obv. 30, 32-33) In the cage of promise v only implici i

2% S“"“f“ﬂ (CTHJ!.IA i52-59), -34, 36-37), Nigmaddu (CTH 46: .-\]::1 o
']I; - B obv. 1519, Duppi-Tesub (cry O2ILA | 24-26'), Abiradda (CTH 630 A it 8.9), 'I‘.xllm—&:unlml e
D_»;’ 45,7, 15-16), Alakandu (CTH 76,4 § T1°-75'), BenteSina (CTH 92 obv. 30-33). k\\n:n}:\t o
ST B 94 Bokaha. Ein Sassertrgg Tudhalijas IV, (Weisbaden: Otto Harrassowitz. 1983 o
ol B.f’:“ 1+ H95-3520), Ui TeSsu (T 10 o =14’ rev. 21-27). Note that in some eases T the

: i it i da).

i S 5008 20d il ot incluge grandsons (SunaiSura, Hugqana, Duppi-Tessub, and Abirad
A 0bY. 63-67) the promise was only implicit.
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AZiry had %"I’Jugalcd himsejf on his‘own ini(l'q:?"i' “

in the treaties drawn Up for him and his sy 1§ ‘I\L\d.nd’
antee that the throne of Murry wnuld‘ ~a§ic::5;?T5—ln d
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whose throne was pre

-TesSub, kings of Amurru, and the
of Ugarit, We may note that while
this fact was repeatedly mentioned
1l probability he received no guar-
ng.% Later, in the treat

a promise for

mised 1o hie ot :;L:Z:d\c n(f"r qmaddu II, .'xlfo scrlf-subjugatcd,

19°). The case of Aziry also seemg contradic ol ,i.%‘A EC“ N -_“ iy

bellious cuunlr)ﬁ of Barga wyg (rc~)conqucrcd. For Abimdd/uilfnct (?fkf\h'm.(,!da' A fer

promised that his son woulq follow him on the thrope, 2+ - 1 new king, was nonetheless
Another sceming inCUnhi&Icncy ;

A s ! appears in (h
sons of rebellious Kings: Kupunla-Kurunm

. < lerms of two treaties concluded with the
al ause s V. ' i

vived intact, we are able 1o distinguish g lcar.:l or::fgl:::dn(\:hrllgtr r;clllkb;lual\ 23\ T
the treaty of Kupanta-Kurunty there appears 4 claim that the Hiun: }:i;a h::‘d“rr‘a‘mL‘rv.];.ll:Ij
country to the vassal king, whereas in the Saug caty there is no suchgclain: Th':
meaning of this difference, as will be immediately elaborated. s that 1>hc Ia}1d\ of \Iir;: an;
Kuwaliya were regarded as fully bclonging 1o Hatti and under the full conlro]‘of l}-xc Hittite
king. In contrast, Amurru, despite its rebellion and resubjugation, was not reduced to the
status of a conquered country. Yet in nejther case is a guarantee of the succession of the
vassal king found, and in al] probability in nejther Case was one given,2? Contrary 10 both
these cases is that of the Aleppo treaty (CTH 75). The prologue refers to repeated r;‘bcllions
on the part of Aleppo against Hauti, yet Talmi-Sarrumma js promised that his “son (and)
grandson . . . shall hold the Kingship of the land of Aleppo” (A rev. 14-16). The fact that
Talmi-Sarrumma belon +having been the grandson of Suppilu-

2amuwa {r

ged to the Hittite royal family.
liuma I, accounts for the difference.

These examples strongly suggest that no correlation n.
of the vassal country and the terms of subordinatio
solid grounds for assuming th
decisive effect on both the

ecessarily existed between the status
N granted to its king. Moreover, there are
at political considerations at any given time may have had a
legal staus of a rebellious country and the terms of subordination

26 This treaty has admittedly reach
With many aeung

hed us in both its Akkad
ac. Ye
trages zj

ian and Hittite versions in ve:
S far as the Hittite

damaged condition
version is concerned (H. Freydank. “Eine hethiti

he Fassung des Ver-

o dem Hethiterkisnig Suppilulivma und Azir son Amurru” MIO 7 [1959]: 356-81), these lacunae
Seniously affeet only the prologue, while almost all of the stipulatory section can be restored. Cf. Beckman, Hitrite
Divlomatic Teyss 370" 3 o ane promise regarding Azinu's offspring. we may have expected such a provision to
:g’ul::cn}fcr atthe end \?1 85 orin §6 (iii 4"-16") of the Hittite version, or in §3or§4, 'ul lh:: bcgmni’ng o( lfe s:i‘p~
o 1]\'0'"1 tion, aw.\‘ later in the Duppi-Tesiub and Bentesina treaties (CTH GZ;U,A 124°-27; CTH 92 0!])». .3;].7:].
W ‘XIH”’“H‘: andutreaty (CTH 76,4 279", B § 10) s well a the Kurunta resey drawn up by Tudjaliya
waion, MMV 67-78), in both of which thees promises are given close to the beginning of the stipulatory
.
3 AT 24 Actually, it promised only to “protect” that son.
1 8-9. For 4 recent discussion of this document, see A. Altman, “Some Remarks o the So-
2, Al SONEming Barga® (737 o8

Ugarit-Forschungen 32 (2000): 1-10.

though 1 ; $;
; igh the section of the Saus,

Mipulatory gamuwa treaty is very damaged with many lacunae, this assump-
e ODRIYAON that in hot he Duppi-TeiSub treaty and the Benteina treaty such promises are
Y 3 the beginning of the stipulatory section, as is also the case in the Alakiandu and Kurunta e
A o). Yet while the first paragraphs of the stipulatory section did survive in the Sm_:;gamu\fa treaty
e find here only Sausgamuwa's obligation to guard the Hittite king and his offspring.
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tatus of Am! E .
3 amuwa. The s “orant assertion” appears in
s mises to Sausg: fact that no “gra
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». An Indication of a Conquered Country .
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i ira- saliya (CTH 68 [Mashu
g 63.B i 18-19),°! Mira Kuw‘a v
il ;22 ACfn 2??9) 32 the Land of the Seha-River and Appa\vt):.\ (g‘]rz
e Cctl'z(.s';g(is‘B i l7—i8) ;Vilu§a (CTH 76.A iii 44),% and Tarbun;z;sa_r( ™
: R 2 > - Py .. . To
fgﬁAo;\?Sl-glﬁ’). and most probably Haya$a (CTH :Z.B ob\.ql uécr cdf.i :l:c I\Z’ake )0f ey
: .A, ii 2-5), which was conquere !

o Sce a 33{83<CTH633. 4 ld)h ¢ appeared in the first place in the pro-
Jion.>* Since such an important claim should have app ared in & od SRS,
logue and then have been repeated in the stipulatory section,® this reduces the cha
other treaties, now damaged, also contained it.?

3. The “Grant Argument
In a quite limited number of
the subordinate country (0 the va

. ¢ So-called
30. For this designation and a revaluation of this document, see A. Altman, “A Revaluation of the So-calle

Sattiwaza-Suppiluliuma Treaty’ (CTH 52)” Acta Sumerologica 21 (in press).

31, The circumstances that led (o the conclusion of this treaty are unknown to us. R

32. Note thatin CTH 68.B i 19-21 the “grant argument” is preceded in the prologue by the usccmm{l ha [»‘{'\'cr
i had conguered the entire land of Arzawa, that is, with allits subordinated territories, including the Seha-Ri
Land. Bapalia, Mira-Kuwaliya, and that he had “fixed their borders.” _

33. This claim apparently goes back to the conquest of this country by Labarna II; see the opening
logue and the discussion in Altman, “Did Wiluga Ever Defect from Hatti? Some Notes on the Prologuc 0
nduTreaty (CTH 76)? Altorientalische Forschungen 31 (2004): 57-65. < For

2% W do ot know the exac status of Barga before the rebellion, save that it was subordinated t0 B4t
'd"‘”m"“h‘mm refetences to further litrature see the article mentioned in n. 28. ) i
4 (;":““WM u: ﬂ ::“?' i 2-5, CTH 68B19-21, and C i 26-27". In stipulatory section: CTl

56e oy s..A ﬁﬁ and Bifi 1516, CTH 76.A iii 44, CTH 106 obv. 15'-16 3 Talmi-Sarrum®
(CTH75), posibly » SUgg the treaties of Sarri-Kuiuh (CTH 50), Tette (CTH 53), an

AT, A red by Hatti-
contained t. The country involved in each of these cases was a country conguered by L

of the pro-
f the Alak:

67 obv:
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It Wou]d seem, therefore, that we ma;
contain this claim ag Tepresenting all .
mon denominator here involved is that

y confidently take the available treatics and edicts that
a;es where such a claim was indeed made. The com-
inithis cuseoER these countries were conquered by Hatti or at least—
G Kin‘;gias (hf:hu\lll:ij;iincd by force. The legal. message of such a claim is that the
eSO R T i e sou.rlcc of whatcv.cr rights the beneficiary has on the land
wersichitibeas » as will be substantiated below, were conditional acts; they
Servance b){ the grantee of the terms specified in the treaty, which
orostalled any POty l:délll:; By ll'lS(:n‘l'ng these arguments in19 the prologue, the drafters
p i ¢ beneficiary could contest the rights of the Great King to
the of ice or land. Since the beneficiary’s rights were derived from the grant made by |
Grcql King, such 4 contestation would subvert the very right of the bcncgﬁcia ’:_e *ylf‘he
c?‘mmulc ]l‘c: h:'ldnl‘?ls ofll}cle 0; land. Being restricted to cases of conquered corjnl;;;lscsué:
a “‘grant a :':c A'°. may therefore serve us as an indica i i caty wi
prologue is missing or damaged and the circumsrllaxlxcc:so;:}fi;}rllsitss“:llru:f:ir:]; :;atl)n;::;\?n‘he

With these observations in mind Wi i
; 1 € may now try to define the S various Hi
tite subordinate countries. " st of the various Hit-

B. THE LEGAL STATUS OF SELF-SUBJUGATED COUNTRIES

1. Self-Subjugated Country

A self-subjugated country was a country w
a Great King to accept him into vassalage, usually in return for military assistance and pro-
tection.? The rights the suzerain acquired in this case should have been only rights in per-
sonam. That is, the suzerain’s legal relations with the self-subjugated king were contractual
relations, as between a creditor and debtor. The suzerain h i

1 A o . ad the right to impose certain obli-
gations on the subordinate, including the payment of an annual tribute,>® and to limit the

latter’s ability to act freely in foreign affairs.** But he had no claim on the territory of the

hose king, on his own initiative, appealed to

37. As a matter of fact, such a move might have been initiated by the Hitite king in some cases, such as those
of Sunasiura of Kizzuwatna and Nigmaddu II of Ugarit, as suggested by RS 17.132 (CTH 45), a letter of Suppilu-
liuma I to Nigmaddu. But in the prologues of the treaties drawn up for such kings, the Hittite drafters were careful
to present the move as initiated by the subordinate party.

38. Noteworthy among these are the obligation to send troops and chariotry on request of the Hittite king, the
:rolcclion of the Hittite king and his legitimate heir from any enemy, and a yearly visit to the Hittite king to pay

omage.

39. G. Beckman, nternational Law in the Second Millennium: Late Bronze Age.” in History of Ancient Near
Eastern Law, ed. R. Westbrook (Leiden: Brill, 2003), 762 with nn. 44-45, correctly notes that “{allthough men-
tioned explicitly in only a few treaties, there can be little doubt that yearly payments of silver, gold, and products of
local industry were required of most vassals. Sometimes the amounts due are set down in a separate document.” The
sredties or edicts that contain such an explicit requirement are: CTH 49 (Aziru), CTH 62 (Duppi-Teub), cri 65
(SRS 17382+ RS 17.350). In CTH 41.LA 1 47-48, Sunaiura of Kizzawatna is cxplictly relieved of this obligation.

0 Thatis, Hais vassal kings were forbidden to have contact cither with other Great Kings or with their vas-
:‘ﬂ;!.f these Great Kings were not regarded by the Hittites as their “frien ha al[ic.s by m:al,\': b’l::z)c(j\»c:
i ever, allowed to have contacts with Great Kings allied to Hatti by im‘iol:?(e.l ‘Thns-rule may be ¢ uc .

o th general obligation on the vassal king to “be at peace with my (= the Hittite king’s) friend and hostile to
60y e (52, 5. the Tete teaty, CTH 53.A i 6-7, and for further eferences Koro'ee, Hethitische Saatsvertrige,

-Noolx]? €annoL be “at peace™ or “a friend” with someone without having any contact »\_1(}3 him. o
- Muval.\n that the Hittite drafters of the Sausgamuwa treaty found it necessary ?xp citly to ponsv :“ S
Befor Ween f\nlllml and Assyria, which had re ntly become an enemy of Hatti; s CTH | ; ‘;B. b gt h“i

Aoyt became an enemy, Amurru had been allowed to trade with it, much the same as Babylonia ha
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¢ they entitled to enjoy lh.c
i s than ordinary subordi-
hulblhc suzerain had hardly
fﬂCldl' ate king passed away., the
Y ither ::pprm'ing or deny-

: r divi not only
ransaction UHdT 0 eq loyal. no Jegal staly
al and his heirs I joyed a higher 1¢2

itil eir,
rone passed 10 the legitimat¢ he

th Amurru in the days of Bente§i
Diplomatic Texts, 135-43J. .
na sever its connections Wil

commercal s with Amt : aty. CTH 41.1 §58) does not con-
§§10-11 (Bockman, Hitre h Mitani (unaSur ety ¢ eviously sworn to the
The demand that Kizzunes 0 rfers fothe oath of loyalty that SunasSura had proviously sworn to the
tradict the above conclusion. This proviso re c:i‘ Mittani was regarded as a country that had become an U"“"_‘_ |
Hurrian king as a subordinate, and ap:::;:::w;h‘ms rule that limited the foreign connections of the vassal kings
fact described ir:::ml in {ﬂ;:::i:f:;oﬁu of Hittite dependencies.
was apparently the same for all ¢2 Eoiwi king any disti .
41. Pace A. Goetae, Kleinasien, 10% “ho', ‘:'lTOLI:; mraecles'cd his country back as a feud (lchen). which upon

3 ceumerd ounuy mainted tal 0 e ’g indeed have explicit references to such grants (see n. 35).
the death of the vassal would return to the Great King. We indect TR losue to Nigmepa

i es (with the possible exception in the prologue to Nig
but these references are limited to conquered countrics (Wil

treaty, CTH 66, for which see below). - S iion 6597 4 st
4’1 For the obligations and rights of the vassal king, see Korosec, Hethitische Staatsvertriige, 65-92. and mos
recently G. Beckman, “International Law,” 761-63. il o 8 4
43. For the suzerain also taking such an oath, see D. J. McCarthy, Treaty and Cm'(.'lufnl.' A .\{ml,\ ”’gl;;mﬂ(’)’f
the Ancient Oriental Documents and in the Old Testament, 2nd ed. (Rome: Pontifical Biblical Institute, l» s ‘ “
A. Altman, “Who Took an Oath on a Vassal Treaty: Only the Vassal King or Also the Suzerain?—the H‘m‘uc Evi-
dence,” Zeitschrift fir Altorientalische und Biblische Rech schichte 9 (2003): 178-84. A different opinion was
expressed most recently by Beckman, Hirtite Diplomatic Texts, 2. o

4 Altbough veryrarely explicily proibited inthe Hitite vassal treaties, there can be no doubi that such an

F.subi i
between a self country

ould have constituted a grave “sin” (as explicitly designated in the Aleppo treaty, CTH 75.A obv. I‘)~-2(),‘ :'md fl\kz
g III:ID'.CTHIOS.A i30), dicting all the bligations the vassal und k in his treaty. l-hvcvr.m)
aplicit pobibitions (CTH 411 48-49; see algo iy 25-31 (Sunaural, and CTH 62.ILB ii 4’9" [Duppi-Tesiub]

can easily be e-xphined by the fact that Ki
respectively. Less explicit are the stipulation:

: iuani and
and Amurru had previously been subordinated to Mu}anx\.x‘lz'
s in CTH 49,11 iv 197-26" (Aziru), CTH 66 §15, 81-86 (N4

L CTH68.A | upant ] ji
: :::)mbem“(x Kurunta), CTH 92 obv. 41-47 (BenteSina). To these CTH 42.A i 31-33 (Hugqan®
45. P .

effect Ml‘mms point clear. The transaction was conclud, and the obligations of the inate (:::
Suzerain A & 3 ansactic

ngnnﬁnsmm“mm sccepted the submission of the inferior party and fulfilled his part in the ln:n:‘\‘m‘h

Lo &“W’tﬁmundudiﬁml: +The oath swom by the subordinate party, whenever it took placé: 011
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offspring. In case the line of the subor
would not have been annexed by Hauti
to some local person,

Whatever the reasons tha moved the would-b:
once subjugated he usually no long
subordination 1o his overlord, 47

dinate king was exhausted, the subordinate country
» but its throne would very likely have been granted

¢ subordinate king to subjugate himself,
er had the right 1o change overlords or to terminate his
! ) However, there were certain circumstances that may have
allowed him 1o ignore his promises, 1o claim the treaty as discharged, and to ‘crmin’:nc his
subordination. This might have occurred when the suzerain hndabccn removed from his
throne, his family line had run out, or he had been defeated in battle and his country con-
quered by another king.** For in such Situations the removed. defeated, or heirless dead su-
zerain could no longer fulfill his Promises to provide protection to his subordinate.* This »;‘as
particularly true in the case when the former suzerain and his dynasty had been supplanted
by a usurper, .I'Ur the Hittite treaties demand that the subordinate king sh
as an enemy. 0 .
Another situation which entitled the sube
his promissory oaths to his suz
X

ould treat a usurper

rdinate king to consider himself released from
Tain was when the suzerain had committed a sin against his
L. That is, when the suzerain had cither violated a particular treaty sxipulmi(;n or had
committed a transgression that cut to the core of the treaty relationship. An explicit state-
ment to this cffect is given in the prologue of the Sunaiiura treaty (CTH 41.11 32-33, 35-36).
We read that the “grave sin” committed by the Hurrian suzerain against the subordinate
land of Kizzuwatna had released the latter from oaths sworn to the former. 5!

2. Former Sovereign Countries versus Former Subordinates

No explicit reference can be found in Hittite texts indicating that the Hittites made any
further distinction among the self-subjugated countries. Nev ertheless. the available Hittite
vassal treaties and related documents suggest that the Hittites would also have distin-
guished between two kinds or levels of sel -subjugated countries ac

cording to their former

7. Contrary to what might be inferred from the prologue of
n.oddL

48. For the sake of clarity. let me add that as long as the subordinate &
the battlefield. he had no obligation 10 the one who defeated his form
means entitled the victor to claim suzerainty over the vassals of the def nor over his self-subjugated countries.
But it will be argued below that he might have had a claim over the conquered countries of the defeated.

49. Note that the promises made by the parties in the Hittite vassal treaties were primarily personal. However,
this did not preclude the new Hittite King from claiming suzerainty over Hatti's previous subor
ticularly when he undertook to honor the promises made by his predecessors. Hittite v
the subordinate king and his people not only to the Hittite royal house but also to “the fand of Hatti
Hethitische Staatsvermrige, 41 and 66f.

50. See Korosec, Hethitische Staatsvertrige, 66f. A clear statement supporting this conclusion is given in the
prologue to the § usgamuwa treaty, CTH 105 obv. 15-30. Here Tudhaliya IV refers to the behavior of MaSturi, the
King of the Seha-River Land, a5 an example of how a loyal subordinate should not behave. Muwattalli Il had in-
Salled Madturi ax 1g in the Seha-River Land and made him his brother-in-law. Yet when Urhi-TelSub, the son Jnd
'*‘:\'ii;nmc heir of Muwattalli 11, was removed from the throne by Hatwiili 1, Masturi did not support him, but in-
Stead acknow ledged the usurper as his overlord. “

31 Lundenstand the qn.n?n(.mon “grave” (ma-kal e-eh-fi-ma “he sinned greatly”) as having been added in order
L0 stress that Kizzuwatna 10 longer had any obligations towzrd the Hurrians. That it did not actually matter whether
o ot the may be inferred from the fact that in the same lines Hatti is also released from its
ouh o the n line 32). In all probability. the Hitites did not distinguish between
. that is. between the terms whose violation entite the

ulgamuwa treaty, CTH 105.A 1 31-32. See

2 had not been defeated personally on
o suzerain. Viclory over a suzerain by no

dinate countries, par-

ssal treaties usually bound

e Korosec,

what ; use of a mere *
4Uis today called in E

Wronge,
onged Pany to terminate

lish law “condition” and “warrant

the contract, and terms whose violation do not justify this.
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ey v
ties,*” such a pact might haye granted P f 7 :
aas S =
nary Hittite vassal toutie 5 Ome special privileges which do not appear in ordi

. THE LE
2 GAL STATUS OF conguEreD AND REBELLIOUS COUNTRIES
1. Conquered Country

A second major category is that of
the conqueror acquired rights i, rem
quered territory and a free hand in dealing with i, The con,
erty of the congucror‘s country under the fy]] authority o
Hittite practice is concerned, cities that rejected an offer of
ing and destruction, their populatio;
the conquered country, the conque
could remove the family from the
ruled by a Hittite official,®! or gra
or to any other person whom he

acountry conquered in the coy

urse of war. In this case
on that country, which means

full control of the con-
quered country became the prop-
f the conqueror King.% As far as
surrender were subjected to burn-
Sessions to confiscation. As for

nt it to a member of his own family as appanage land6?
might install as subordinate King 63 Alternatively, he could

57. My doubts arise because this judgment was bas
tainly belonged to the group of previously sovereign countries, its treaty in the form which reached us in CTH 41.1
may not represent a typical example of this group. I adhere in this point to the intes
rofec, who understood it as comprised of two | 1y

ed mainly on the Sunatura treaty. While Kizzuwatna cer-

Wien, 6-10. Juli 1981, ed. H. Hunger and H. Hirsch (Horn: F. Berger,
51 and 52), see my paper, “A Revaluation of the So-called *Sattiwaza.
terpret it as much less favorable than hitherto understood.

58. Thus there is good reason to assume that the treaty drawn up for N
the full version of which has not reached us, did not include a military obl

59. In the Hittite documents there are many statements to the effect that conquered territory has been annexed to
the conqueror's land (e.g.. CTH 51.1.A obv. 4, 47: ana misriya uttir/uttirsunuti *1 turned it/them into my territory”),
or that it belonged to the conqueror (e.g., CTH 51.1A rev. 21). Yet these statements do not enable us to decide
whether the conquered territory had become a part of the conqueror’s country or the private property of the con-
quering king. One may note in this regard that in sharp contrast to the free hand the conquering king had in dealing
Wwith conquered territories, he was quite restricted in handling his own country. Thus, for example, in order to im-
Pose new regulations on a local community he had to take into account its inherited rights, as the prologue of Hat-
tsili 11I's edict for the people of Tiliura indicates (CTH 89; translation von Schuler, Die Kaskaer, 145f.). This
suggests that conquered land did not become part of the conqueror’s country, enjoying the same privileges, but rather
Was given a lower status, equivalent to that of a captured slave in comparison to other members of the household.
The issue i, however, complicated and deserves further investigation.
60. V. Korogec, “Warfare of the Hittites—From the Legal Point of View,” Irag 25 (1963): 160-63; Philo H. J.

Houwink ton Cate, “The History of Warfare According to Hittite Sources: The Annals of Hattusilis I (Part )"
Anatolicq 1] (1984): 69-72.

61. Especially whe,

igmaddu I1 of Ugarit by Suppiluliuma I,
ligation. See n. §2.

n there was a geographical continuum between the core of the Hittite state and the conquered
county. This very likely happened to Kizzuwatna sometime before the reign of Suppiluliuma or in his first regnal

)‘an‘; as well as to iuwg immediately after he had conquered it. s
.6" See already for the Old Kingdom the “Telipinu Edict” (CTH 19, Inge Hoffmann, Der Erlaf Te»llplmu
delberg: Car) Winter, 1984)) i 8-12, 18-20. Famous cases in the New Kingdom are those of F‘a-rchemnsh and
63. Such v y “{’Piluﬁumu as appanage countries to his sons Sarri-KuSuh.(PiyaRiliz and}:l‘eh'puil‘l;mn .
Hitie : Was the fate of the Lands of Arzawa. See particularly CTH 68.B i 14-21. Note d ;?l fn g“ ¢ nc;
g placed the son of the defeated king on the throne of the conquered country. Such was the experiet

of Aj. N R C
gy ™3 OF Qades, who wag installed by § I sometime after the ¢ of his “one-year cam
city was taken,

[He;

" during which gpe
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un'jghc n a hostile city Of c?“:;ycema!ﬂh’ ’(?rd -pelf 1o the oc{i'l)l have been ex-
ight be allowed to remain case 100, HE 0 'biﬂd‘d!”mlso poss! d to verify this
b et inact il countsy MR e neede
his coun ’s countnys . re cases
property o m‘;ﬂ;ﬂ"‘;;m of te 00%CC ;
asagﬁ’_"'lhcch acter of the suzerdils. L
: o jons in which the
suggestion. tuation:

out in w0 Si

ion. We may
% me abou of arebellion
2. Rebellious CoM o & L i e o arorin the Wk legal status reduced
The status of w"q:;”d~ﬁn 0 o::h ¥ unished;r:ade ‘more harsh. If the
: ei - ble 10 :nation 2 3 ,
sy mb:;?:us country was 3Ble 0 £ “'wd'beg:’e its uprising, evidently no
e bog tenered country, an ered vidence for a status lower than
(o that of a cong! ly been WSN Least we have no ¢! & measures were probably
fatos-

[lious country 14c 2 . punitive St pe
r:::  could occur in its legal Sl in such a cas€ haﬁ:‘?!sl;op‘,]a(ion. If the rebellious king
i ‘gf a conguered countsy: B,"g,j,,s. js country 2nd 1 made to them.’
. ob the betrayed suzerail mise was likely (o be ty and quite vague. In most of
";k:; S""" retaned the mnc’{nosl:; ‘measures is very scan { drawn up for the new king
stk i SR e section has very
Yet the flion, we do not possess aty, its stipulatory :
the known cases o‘f‘rebevl,he’m we do have the new (realy, ived, we lack previous treaties
uleot met:s‘i intact.® Where this section ha's]:;rev zreaties and documents related
ope e pmrvforoompaﬂson.“ In the few: av_al to whether there had been a re-
i ms;m;?:fg:ywe also fnd no explii decIMt:ion aass to whether there had been any
i ; indication > had be
;Dug-f: in legal status, and there IS “lgg;::nzl infer the required information either from
Mﬁaﬁo"i"mwmnmﬁ::l:{ep; taken by the Hittite king against the rebellious
the terms of the new [reaty or

country.

Suppilaliuma detached the district ttani i ift to the king of Alse (CTH

ilali i KnmmxfmmMmamandgmmedn'tasagx e o

64 !h:ﬂ-,s tm:;duh}md transferred them to Ugarit (RS 17.237 = I"RU v, 63\—'6;&;

. ?ﬁ?ﬁmn ‘Hattusili I removed temritories from Aleppo and gave them to Astata and Nuha¥

RS = i .

e i ! iluli " 4: 47-51 (H. G. Giterbock,
65. Cf. the case of the Katkan city of Timubala in the “Deeds of Suppiluliuma” fr. 3d it M e

“The Deeds of Suppiluliuma 2 Told by his Son, Mursili I1,” JCS 10 [1956]): 110) and that of

T : i 5 iven ye land of the

.y 5 T e i i he MapaTututa sy (CTH 69.A§ 63-64: T have now givemyus ::c[ et e

iver and the £ iya). This shall be your land—protect [it).” B iii 15-16: “I, |hu_ ; }s- i

10304, [Manzpa-Tahunt,the Land of the Seha-River] and the land of Appawiya.” Cf. CTH 68.Bi 17-18:

o the SbaRivr ] gave to Manapa Turpunia™
67. Note the difie

ies drawn up in the wake of rebellion or treachery for KuP“"‘“'K"cr::;::
200 Manapa Tarunta (CTH 68 204 69), where only very limited promises or none at all are made by the ;“i"m\‘m_
o he ety of Targaeal, shose county is not known tg haye born rebellious, which does include quite
!ble;mixs (CTH 67 obv. 41'-rey, 1),
St ireaty (CTH 105).

@.Mmhmmxmnwy(més). . + had not

MWM«T’"” 9bY. 28-30)is an exception in asserting that the terms of this treaty
Botmte tha tis ety i ignoes BenteSina's rebellion.

RS 7 Py o .
T 2 i
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The Kupanta-Kuryng, treaty (Cy
which the Hittite kings {reated rebeyy;,
royal family might be Temoved ang
vate) land confiscated, anq the bor,

king from the throne may be
also faced a death sentence,72

68) provides us with the basic principle according to
Ous subordinate kings (§7 C i 13'-22"). The rebellious
replaced by a non-affiliated person, its house and (pri-

ed the throne, Ang Yet the very next paragraph (§8) of the
of Kl.lpama-Kuruma the Hittites deviated from standard
and kmgshi.p 1o the son of the rebellious king. We are not
‘:alslnder Which the Great King was free to install an out-
7 Ccompelled to replace the removed king only by another
Y-" The relevang sources™ are ot always informative about

stalled person tg e rebellious family,” i
i\ 5 amily.”> And in the few .
where we are informed that he did belong to the rebellious famil){ we do not know i?siis:

had been installed out of specia] consideration6 o because of previoys promises.””

The passages from the Kupama~Kuruma treaty cited above do not indicate the fate of the
local population, nor th_c legal consequences for the status of the country. As for the local
people, with the exception of such troublesome Communities as the Kaska in the north or

7 ;
peoples on xhg eastern border, 8 the Population of 3 rebellious country was probably not
affected and did not suffer any sev, 1, it constituted a source of rev-

enue and military manpower for the suzerai

prologue reveals that in the case
practice and returned the country
informed about the circumstance,
sider on the throne, and when he
member of the local royal famil
the precise relationship of the ip.

Nevertheless, destruction, even if not
some rebellious countries.?®

As for the legal status of the rebellious country, the Kupanta-Kurunta treaty provides no
explicit discussion of this question. Yet it does give an indication that henceforth, the legal
status of Mira and Kuwaliya was that of aconquered country, if it indeed had not previously

71. These were also the cases with EN-urta of Barga, whom Musili I re
Amurru, who was replaced by Sapili: and very likely also Arhalba of U
Nigmepa.

72. See following note.

placed with Abiradda; Bentelina of
‘garit, whom Mursili 11 replaced with

73. Cf. the Promises made to Kurunta (StBoT Beiheft I ii 95-iii 20) and Ulmi-Tessub (CTH 106 oby. 4-14).
Kingship of Tarhuntasia was pledged to the son and grandson of each, and it was foreseen that if either of them
committed an offense he would be subj sente:

4. Those concerning the cases of Nigmepa, Tette, Abiradda, Kupanta-Kurunta, Nigmaddu of Qadeg, Sapili,
and perhaps MaSturi (if indeed his father Manapa-Tarhunta was deposed).

75. Such is the case of Sapili who replaced Bentesina in Amurru.

76. According to CTH 63a.A,i26-32 and B, ii 1-3, it seems that Tette was replaced by his brother, but this was
due to an eqrljer Promise given by Mursili IT that any member of Tette's family who killed him would be installed
;’" the throne. This indicates that Murili had found it difficult to overcome Tette. From the same docu'mem we
€am that the Jang of Barga was given to Abiradda, a member of the local royal family, in gratitude for his loyalty
and help to Murgj;,
iS seems 1o have been (he situation of Nigmepa, whose appointment was apparently duc to a promise
* father Nigmadgy 1y by Suppiluliuma; see RS 17.340 rev. 8'fF. This might also apply to Kupanta-Kununts
for s, l:a‘ € Severe treatment of these communities by Suppiluliuma, see the “Deeds of %"ﬂ‘f"“’"ﬁ ?5;‘:_
rchs, 133, '"C'fl_h)' Mursili 11, see his Annats (CTH 61; A. Gotze, Die Annalen des Mursilis [Leipzig: J. C.

). passim,

79, See . :
i OS;'; ;hC_mc ©f Barga in the Abiradda cdict (CTH 63a.A, ii 1-2) and of Amurru in the Sausgamuwa treaty
V. 1 38),

given to b
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& Almost nothing is known about had gravely sinned against lussl;{u ite o

uahgvoe;)d reasons to belicve that Apalba :and replaced by Nigmepa,™! for w "10"; . vorse

::s consequently deposed from ﬂ!'; :‘n’:’: terms of subjugation were changcd l’or\ ; 1;"\ ; lq

11 drew up a new treaty (CTH 66). fw obligation of military service was un!.)( S~L[| P

in at least one important matter: a I thatin the duplicates and fragments of this treaty

mepa.* Even more significant is the fact ffspring, " whereas such a promise was given to

we find no promise regarding Niqmepa's oklfP d0;n of Siyannu was detached by Mursili Il
his father Niqmaddu I1.% Finally, the small king

example 5 obv. 19-32).

e ign i miﬂm%ﬁﬁﬁz’:ﬁfb&;zaymﬂ. PRU 1V, 58f.), reflecting the brev ui\

. @r@llb{'smssnmls il (l.:al his reign was cut sh;m by the Hittites, who replaced him \ufjf
O'{ i s see Mkl.:u;—i.jn.;wﬂa di Uga‘n’l nell'eta degli archivi politici (Rome: Ccnlr.ﬂ‘ d\l\l]h:“‘
m;)mwx Geschichte Syriens im 2. Jahrtausend v.uZ., vol. 2 (Berlin: Akademic Verlag.
lMLMI:’M»vb—mwMAc (Berlin: Akademie Verlag, 1992), 134f. L st

82 SeeRS 17.349B: 512, RS 17.353:13-24, RS 17.407: 12-20", RS 17.357: —l(? s RS. 17.351. it
(= PRUIV, $7.89, 91-92, 94). While we cannot definitely ascertain whether the treaty with Niqmaddu in¢

Mursili 1L The dwui
arly formulated as
15-19, on the other

enefits is
¢ the offer of the benefits

5 Mm'i‘.w‘b"“l punishing Nigmaddu if he rejects the proposal. R
M. Mhﬁﬂ'ﬂlﬁ“ Nigmepa's treaty have survived in a very fragmentary condition, it is 3 “.

Ppromise. - > . Jigmepa b
m‘:m‘ I WS mot given 10 him, W Would expect such a promise to appear in the Nq"f‘:g’t;ﬂ.
o m’?“‘"“"‘ {0 Protect Nigmepa himself (lines 35-38). but the following lines (3

4 RS 17340 (73 4g) . S

ALTMAN: inki i
Re"""""&' the Hittire System of Subordinate Countries 755

the realm of the ; 5
,fl:):;: ss] All u:c:; ,;2;:::% ::f)_ulg“m and placed under the authority of the king of Carche-
T ~ | Asures pojpy 10 a reduction ; i's status - y
Sili IT hereafter €njoyed in hig treatmeny of E’:;Q‘Ugam s, and o the free hand Mu.
garit.

3. Granted Country

If the conquered country wag giye
i - " Over as a grant, either (o amember of the Hitgie ro,
family or to any loca] person, the granted coun}n, SRt amember of the Hittjte royal

queror’s country. What the suzergj ontinued 16 bclong.lcgally to the con-
to enjoy, hold, occupy, ang Profit from (he fruit

for the latter. In dictating the terms of (he trea
erty than in the case of 3 self-subjugateq countrs
vices the grantee had to provi

de his suzerain, al.;o

country arbitrarily. Usually, and Particularly j
was accompanied by promises on the p, %
and to safeguard his throne for his oi’fxpringﬁ“ Cons;
the terms of the treaty and fulfiljeq his obligations, the suzerain had po right to remove hi
from the throne, to make any changes for the worse in the borders of (bha( country, Lorlz
tighten its terms of subordination, However, if no Promises were made by the <n\'cr;‘;\'|1 or
if those promi were very limited,s? the grantor Seems to have had -lhc ri."hl o Txxz;ke
changes. In such cases, the decision whe! 5
out seems to have been based on political conside

An idea of the legal nature of the political £rants we are dealing with here may be
obtained from the so-called “Indictment of Madduwara™ (CTH ]47).‘-‘*‘ In §5 oby. 2:;~23
we find the following argument:

the grantee in his office
cquently, as long g5 the grantee Kept to

~an me-mi-is-1a [2i-ik-wa-my EN?.
Pa-ir-ta [nu-wa-)zq [ki-e-e]l [$4 KUR KURZMLY,
S-gla-ral-la-as-sq ti-uk)

[And Madduwatta] said as follows to the father of the Sup: “You, my (lord], have given [me] the

]:n_xd of Mount Zipa§111 to settle. [so that I am in these lands) the border guard and the watchman
Haurivala-, YWuskiseatalla-).

Lv'ln rev. 12 Madduwatta is said to have been placed as “a border guard and a scout”
Fauriyalq., L0 Sapasalli-)® against the foreign lands.
In the light of these statements, we may understand the demand of Mursili IT on Kupanta-

Kurunta to Protect the lands of Mira and Kuwaliya: CTH 68.C 132233 (§9): nu-ut-ta

5. cr. the documents in PRU 1V, T1-78, 230-31, as well as RS 16.170, PRU 11, 91. Note also that the docu-
;‘mﬁ Pertaining ta thi justif - Muiili thus appears as the absolute owner of
it i

Ct offer no explay

(T.'\Imi»Sumxmm-L CTH 75.A rev. 4-5, 7, 13-16), Tarhunta&a (Kurunta, StBoT

Sub, CTH 106 oby. 714, re ). Other lands: Hayaza (Hugqana, CTH 42.A i

(Abiradda, cTH7 63a.A i 8-18), Hapalla (Targatnalli, CTH 67 oby. 41'-rev. 1), Wilula

7175 7779’ B ii 5-10),

s of Nigmepa of rit (CTH 66; see n. 83), Kupanta-Kurunta (CTH 68 §§23-24, where
0L to help any enemy of Kupanta- Kurunta), and Manapa-Tarhunta (CTH 69). S
<. Madduwartay (Leipzig: J. C. Hinrichs, 1927); recent translation: Beckman, Hittite Dip-

2). 264y, PSSIONS, see R H, Beal, 77 Organisation of the Hirite Military (Heidelberg: Carl Winter,
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by his own —or his prcdeccssors:-pron‘\lfi:\:;.
the local dynasty. When suzerain's dynasty
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Pound further on differences n the terms of subjugation.

Myth, Ritual, and Orger 3, “Enki and the World Order”

Richarp E, AVERBECK

TRrINg VAN
RINTTY EvanGELicaL Divinity Scuoor

> ition

n, ird-1

praises hims;lfl'llwicc in the first ﬁc::: Person p, e 0
&~ v Enlil cor s 3 S Sell-praise Enki re-
L'ou.nls h:l::[lll"ﬂ C;Z]“'::ﬂoncd him and gave him the gift of the me's :mdpnam~lar. the
various components that made up the core of Sumerian life and culture.

power to determine destinies, respoctively (ae 6185, and (b) in the sees - gand e
Enki pIopO= o take 2 Journey through Sumer on his ba;—ne in order [; fSLlcﬁolTh'&‘empm»S«e
sion to establish pmp;r_ordcr and Prosperity in Sumer mng g;(}_‘ 39 u 1S commis-
section of the composition recounts Enkj's Jjourney '-hmugh‘thc hx;d ;hcrccin the destiny
the Sumerian world (lines 140-386). In the first part of this sectionVEnki be“ig ‘L‘ i ;fgn) =
as a whole, and especially Ur, and moves from there to the surroundine m:‘:js\o‘; \(ulx}er
Meluhha, and Dilmun (lines 140-249). In the second part of the jOum:y hte hs ‘bai‘\;a?,
the Sumerian homeland itself, where in 3 twelve-cycle series he assigns specific :iei(ie\‘ 1(0)
take charge of the functions of various regions and elements of the Sumerian world order
(tines 250-386). Fourth, and finally, Inanna complains to Enki that he had not assigned her
any special functional powers in his decreeing of destinies, and Enkj responds to l:cr com-
plaint (lines 387-471).

In a previous article 1 treated in some d
Enki's journey (lines 250-386), in which En
and Euphrates rivers and the canals (cyel
farmer (cycles 5-6), the tools and practice
the plains and pastures with their herds an,
states and their industries (cycles 11-12).

Third, the long central

etail the twelvefold cycle of the second part of
Ki establishes the flow and fecundity of the Tigris
es 1-4), the tools, principles, and crops of the
s of brick making and construction (cycles 7-8),
d flocks (cycles 9-10), and finally the various city
21 proposed there that, although EWOQ is a complex

S.N. Kramer and J. Maier, Myths of Enki,

The Crafty God (Oxford: Oxford Univ. Press, 1989), 38-56, refers
1o the te:

studied here as “Enki and Inanna: The Organization of the Earth and Its Cultural Processes.” There is no
up-to-date critical edition av ailable, although C. A. Benito, * *Enki and Ninmah® and *Enki and the World Order' ~
(Ph.D. dj University of Pennsylvania, 1969), till useful. Jerrold Cooper of Johns Hopkins University informs
e that he is about to begin work on such an edition, For the jine being, there is the unpublished Pennsylvania Su-
merian Dictionary (PSD) manuscript of EWO prepared by M. W. Green, made available to me by Jerrold Cooper.
Tthank him for this kindness and for reading the manuscript of this essay carefully and making several helpful sug-
gestions for its improvement, Of course, I alone remain responsible for all the ideas and arguments presented here.
P There is also a good composite transliteration with translation available from Oxford through The Electronic
o (?mm‘r of Sumerian Literature (ETCSL: hitp://www-etesl.orient.ox.ac.uk), based on the work of Miguel Civil,
]mth“‘_‘ Krecher, H. Behrens, and Bram Jagersma. The following discussion utilizes these sources as u’el{:s the
::: hl]mn. 2nd notes by Kramer and Maier. {yihs of Enki, 38-36. Some of the places where readings require fur-
Collation wij be mentioned in the notes below.
of m'piﬂ:;m afew hnla}izing lacunae in the story, some of which will be discussed below, but the large number
2 Richmmgdi‘.m“m“o" of
C“’“N&ili we \.L‘rbcek, -
0B o in Life ang
B Weisherg (Bethe

most of the composition possible. o :
Daily Life and Culture in Enki and the World Order and Qha»S\fnséhnm Elurﬁ
Culture in the Ancient Near East, od. Richard E. Averbeck, Mark W. Chavalas,
sda, Md.: CDL Press. 2003), 23-61.

Vid By

Olll'n 1 %
9l of the American Oriental Society 123.4 (2003) &
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Late Hittite Emar: The Chronology, Synchronisms, and Socio-Political .A\.\.Iu « I:\ of t]l‘”m“ o, Lovain
Fortress Town. By MURRAY ADAMTHWAITE. Ancient Near Eastern Studics. Supple
PEETERS, 2001. Pp. xxiii + 293, illus. €70 (paper).

- tostudy oF
. 5 5 . 5 g ibutions 10 ST
In this well-illustrated volume, Murray Adamthwaite has made important contrt

¢ by Jean”
; > mid-1970s bY
the cuneiform tablets from Late Bronze Age Emar. Emar was excavated during the mid

Reviews of Books
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argue
87. Since the eron everal hundred tablets were
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toinclude large numbe, L various
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881

published capably by Daniel Arnaud in 1985
ablets acquired on the antiquitics m;
¢ of them were demonstrably t.

ablets. the building M. the home of an overseer of much
he title “diviner of the gods of Em,
) ghly contemporary with the heyday of exca:
1I|“|'::,\lii:i,;‘i’rrl:k:rx‘ Syria had been taken over by the Hiuit,
place under Hinite e T df:;t Lr:. many strands of the Em:
reading of Emar chrongogy, 1 ortihile but uneven. a

Both my own work o, Em,
Jjustas Uwe Finkbeiner
Bronze Age Em

Early Bronze. Adamthwaige Occasiony]
the current site was only created afy,
century Emar had ceased 1o functio
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Majority of cxc: sted
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locs

" The excavated tab-
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d was ruled
ar evidence that illuminate the town's

nd Nawed by what I believe is a mis-

ar and Adamthwai
nd his colleagues proy e
- which turns gy toh

1e's suffer from bad timing. insof:
i that Margue ¢
ave been located on 1
Iy draws larg

ar as both appeared
ated the last phases of
he same site hack through the Middle and
e conclusions from Margueron's hypothesis that
S .dc\\, For example, he wonders whether thirteenth-
4 ading centel en that the new city had been built
)-IUis now clear that th ation was not a factor,
1nto three main parts. on chronology, :
i : Internal history The opening section
lematic. arguing in detail that all of the Late Bronze texts (}l"l!\ Ema
strictly defined. Adamthwaite's particulur contribution l;v the bl

ron had only exca

er Hittite conqu

at a distance from the river (p. 79

Late Hitrite Emar is divided
imperial power. and on Emar'y + e etionship of local to
n chronology is the most prob-
1 date 10 the thirteenth century,

cal discussion is an extensive
nchored mainly to the reigns of

| ; hronol,
list of synchronisms that dn:‘rl\ ¢ from @ usefy] Prosopographical stud:
thirteenth-century Kings of Carchemish, Hig study of Emar names includes the local Emar k
eponyms in dated texts, the “mayors™ (hazannu). the family of Z3-Ba‘la the di\n;t: u‘lgdr- .|“1~'~‘-:\¢
tite officials. There is a concentration of direcy and indirect s hronisms \\;lh the kn:.iu:uf\ ;‘rr\‘lo;'h\s\::)
who ruled Carchemish through thirteenth century, : : '
n reed that Emar was destroyed in the 1180s, based on a
Babylonian business transaction found at Emar dated to the second year of Melilipak (ca. 1187). The
author doubts, however. that Emar survived beyond 1200, because of

CLsyncl
about four decades of the mid-
Before Adamthwaite. it had been widely ag

ck of secure synchronisms

with that latest period. In the end. he admits that the Meligipak text probably cannot be treated as a

later intrusion. so he raises the possibility that the whole Mesopotamian chronology might need to be
adjusted downward. In fact. Adamthwaite offers no fresh e idence for su
terms that would not equally lower the Carchemish d
Now that Gary Beckman has published a text with
1180s (RE 19. discussion pp.

Adamthwaite resists an .

ch a revision, especially in
tes and remove the necessity for the change.
an Assyrian eponym date that also falls in the
-34). the Assyrian chronology would also have to be realigned.!

arly twelfth-century destruction primarily because most of the direct Car-
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twelfth century. including the last E
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in the archives

ar King und the Tast of the town’s “diviners of the gods of Emar.”
ribution of documents with royal witness shows that Emar’s last king Elli is as prominent
s his father Pilsu-Dagan. the contemporary of Ini-Tes3ub. Perhaps we must regard Ini-
Tellub's reign as a high-point of Carchemish and Hittite activ ity in local Emar affairs. It is possible that
between the ine casing vigor of Emar’s kings and the eventual instability of the Hittite imperial center,
Emar's last years were marked by a decrease in outside interference.
Adamthwaite's E ,
of this volume,
dated 10 the fourteer

ar chronology is even less persuasive at its early end. Just before the publication
ron SKaist proposed that @ small number of legal documents from Emar must be
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sive sy S s rences el adian et RE 90
J finds no direct referen i Emar 1. In fact. R
Emar king (pp. §7-90). He s ssible reference to ilku in Emar. !
far- ::gln:;u obligations, and argues against 3 p"f\“m‘ “ the ilku. and the Hittite letter BLM 32
{from Munhaqu/Ekalte) and BLM 2 include nc\\"f;‘-;‘:’““‘;c; l‘:—-' Adm;\(h\\’uile nevertheles .
excases the amily of Z1-Bala the diviner from e spire. There is no sign of any extensive
be right that such obligations relate to Carchemish and the empire. | ) :
& Emar king and farmed for him under corv 2 < agilice
system of land held by the local s catry aweapon before the King (pp. 99-114). The aut o
A number of Emar texts refer to men who carry a weapon B ¢ of the king™ who are defined
ributes this (o military duty and proposes that the brolhctts of the king - pemish, not
i i Sarti p fiiliated with the ruler of Carcher ,
this way in reference to a revolt against Zi-Altarti may be affiliate ruler o,  obligations
2l ing status another indication of ¢
with Za-Altarti himself. This would maketheweapon-l?eann_s_. status ot thete is no sign of 1arze-
o fhc mpecial Hiite power, whethier oc not as part of the ilku. Given ‘:‘“ . ‘h t l‘hc l[kl; or Sahhar/
scale royal landholding by either the local or the Hittite rule s po_x\lb!x. tha! s or the ke
Iiezzi obligations were fulfilled either by military service or by work on building l’“;‘f I ionship ©©
rather than by agricultural responsibilities. Overall, I found these sections on Emar’s rela
the empire to be the most important contribution of the book. . i and
The rest of part B gathers various references to real estate transactions dun»n:l years “_‘:‘ while the
War. Adamthwaite concludes that the prices for slaves went down in these C\I‘.cul i“‘}\ilt& {hough
pace of real estate weat up. The actual evidence for a secure statistical comparison ‘ “mhbof“ prob-
both the data and the discussion are interesting. Along the way, the author takes up the e KI
Yem of the property called KI-IR-SI-TV. 10 be interpreted as either some kirsinu structure. o Beck
—13@_" He prefers the first alternative, dded amons
man’s solution the most convincing. “ .:pr‘““‘v
mm&&mmmss ) One of
idable lots” which would

based on full treatment of the cvidence. but | *“}
Beckman acknowledges that KI¢7+ property is embe e
tes are to be “built,” but he concludes that the category 18 6
otherwise not be represented in Emar real estate (RE. P-
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2:::“"::3"0'5 references to “building” a Kierets
<2l property (o be inherited by three s

fits the “lot” model particularly well. Emar 181 de-
econd receives “(n

ons. The oldest receives “the larger house™ (E-tuy
e smaller house” (E-t, TUR), while the third is stuck with a Klerem,
“built” (rasapu). Residential property is thus distributed iority i
o " (rag i perty is thus distributed by priority of birth,
108 only a potential house uarantee that it will actually be constructed.

o nd grants (pp. 128-31). Adamthwaite's conclu-
W : h purchases by the family of Z-Bafla the divi
that lh‘c) w ::‘CSI;CCIGH)I Prominent in such trade, but only reflect the fact that
came from the ol_ ices of this family in the building M, (pp 145-48)

The final section of the book, pa ¢ assembles various f
This includes a useful review of Kingship
sions of lhinccmh-ccnlury Hittite Emar, tow)
final years, the f:

iner do not prove
most of the Emar texts

various evidence for “Aspects of Emar's Internal
hip at Emar before the thirteenth century, and discus-
SCIRETR o 0s in the Emar neighborhood, hard times during Emar’s
: g ment from the aftermath of a coup attempt against Zu-A¥tarti, and the
demise of Efnur. Togcl?lcr. these reflect on the main scraps of evidence for specific hisloﬁt(‘ﬂ devel-
opments during the period documented by the archives, especially for events that affected the town as
a whole. Adumlh\\':fne suggests that the nearby town identified by the Hittites as AStata may have
been the local base for Hittite contro} (Pp. 222-23), If this had been the case, however, it is son:u:what
surprising never to hear mention of the town in local Emar texts that reflect dealings with the Hittite
manager:
In the of the attemp
and a well-known group of

ted coup, Zi-Adtanti refers to opposition from “the brothers of the king”
common soldiery called the hupsu. Adamthwaite interprets the first as a
“royal bodyguard composed of palace officials™ (P- 235) and the second as the peasants of rural vil-
lages who are subject to corvée and draft, so that this revolt would have combined the dispossessed
elder leadership of the town and the downtrodden Who hated the ruling elite. Emar 17 will not, how-
ever, carry the weight of such a reconstruction. First of all, when the term “brothers™ represents a local
body in legal documents, it is defined by neither the palace nor the King, and such “kinsmen™ have no
military role. This is no bodyguard, and the point is rather that these are royal “kinsmen,” trusted re-
tainers whose family ties, however conceived, should have guaranteed their loyalty. They are cast this
way not for social definition but to mark them as betrayers. When we consider their hupsu accom-
plices, we must remember that our source was drawn up under the auspices of the aggrieved Xing. His
antagonists can only be regarded as lupsu, alower-class rabble that deserved defeat. We cannot treat
this as a reliable description of these people’s social background.
Adamthwaite’s treatment of the palace coup shares the strengths and weaknesses of the whole vol-
ume. Itis thorough and well grounded in the concrete evidence, incorporating
and exploring important terrain with a keen eye for detail and a spirited original
ever, it attempts to argue too much from too little, magnifying the effect of s
tanglement in larger interpretive problems. :
With its historical focus, the book fills a real gap, and future historians of Late Bronze Age S;ma
should take full advantage of its gathered evidence and discussion. Unfortunately, its conclu_slons
should be approached with more than ordinary caution. Thirteenth-century Emar did indeed remain re-
markably free of Hittite cultural influence, but the archives cannot be forced into the narrow chronology
Propased by Adamthwaite. In fact, one of the most interesting features of the diviner’s archive from
il building M, isits chronological range of 150 years or more.

all of the relevant facts
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