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THE NEW INSCRIPTION FROM THE SUDBURG OF, BOGAZKOY-HATTUSA

P

by John David Hawkins

s —- DISCOVERY AND STATE OF THE INSCRIPTION

The circumstances of the discovery of Kammer 2 on the Siidburg have already been described
in detail by Peter Neve, as have also the condition of the monument and the clear evidence
for its reconstruction'. To this archacological report, Professor Heinrich Otten has added a
preliminary report on the inscription?, in which he makes a number of very pertinent points
on its epigraphic aspects and historical context. In the excavation season following the
discovery of the monument, Peter Neve devoted much effort to the investigation of the
archaeological context of the structure, but unfortunately discovered that most of the evidence
had been destroyed by the Phrygian building operations, so that the Hittite structure has been
left an architectural fragment largely without context?.

We should begin by recapitulating briefly the basic facts about the inscription as noted by
Neve and Otten. The restoration of the two blocks found reused in the Phrygian wall as
blocks I and II filling the gap at the upper right section of the inscription on the west wall
of Kammer 2 is established by the archaeological observation of their shape and dimensions:
these fit exactly into the space and into the marks of the beddings visible on the top of the
in situ blocks 1V, V and VI*. This restoration is confirmed by epigraphic observations from
the inscription itself:

1. the sequence of seven words straddling blocks I + II, line 1, is repeated in line 2, again
straddling the two blocks?;

2. the clear raised right edge of block I indicates that it belonged to the right edge of an
inscription®;

3. the sequence of two words straddling blocks II + III. line 3, is repeated shortly thereafter
on block IV, line 1 (i. e. the 4th. line of the restored inscription). For these repeating sequences
as noted, compare the sequence of four words straddling blocks V + VI, line 4, repeated
immediately below in line 5, again straddling the two blocks.

With blocks I and II certainly restoring the upper right quarter of the inscription and
joining the in situ blocks III — VI, we have the inscription covering the entire surface of the
first two courses of blocks of the west wall of Kammer 2. The inscription has to be complete,

since, besides the observation of the raised right edge of blocks 1 and VI, it is clear archae6=""

logically that no further blocks could have stood to the right of this wall, nor were the blocks

I would like to express my great gratitude to Dr. luwische Inschrift, in: AA 1989, 333 fT.; R
Peter Neve and to the German Archaeological In- Ozgii¢, inandiktepe = T. Ozgii¢, inandiktepe: An1 7
stitute for their invitation to me to visit Bogazkdy Important Cult Centre in the Old Hittite Period !

to work on the inscription. - . (1988) 4 .
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glyphes hittites 1 (1960) 3 Otten, Inschrift 333f.
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¢ third course above the inscription inscribed (they he ve been identified among the fallen
ss. and will be restorable to their original position) The inscription thus began al its
r right corner and ran sinistroverse along line | for the whole length of the wall, blocks
{1, returning boustrophedon along line 2, and so continuing until it terminated on block
alf-way along line 6, leaving the remainder of the line blank and less carefully dressed.
surface of the inscription is almost entirely preserved: some flakes from blocks I1I linc 1
V1 line 4 were recovered and can be restored. Altogether no single sign is completely lost,
igh a few are damaged. Such an excellent state of preservation is all too rarc.
he signs are executed in relief by the cutting away of the background, as is normal in the
‘oglyphic inscriptions of the Empire Period. In general they arc rather roughly and
marily rendered. and do not show as much surface marking and decoration as may be
elsewhere (note in particular the very indistinct form of the sign ni throughout). This
s is in marked contrast to the elegant rendering of sign forms on the inscriptions of
haliya 1V from vaLurt’ and EmirGazi. The line-dividers on the SUDBURG inscription
arc only partially shown by being left in relief.
he writing of the text is preponderantly logographic and shows comparatively few pho-
cally written words. Connective particles are not written at all. and noun and verb endings
s very sparsely. These featurcs contribute heavily to the difficulty and uncertainty of
rpreting the text. Many of the logograms are otherwise unattested and/or of unknown
ling. The lack of connective particles makes the clause division of the text very uncertain,
I that of the noun and verb endings obscures grammatical relationships. In particular it is
d to identify with certainty the subject(s) of the clauses throughout, and thus to understand

actions recorded.

tis remarkable that the discovery of the SUDBURG
ctly with the publication of the long YALBURT inscription®, which, though discovered in
0. had not hitherto been available to scholars. The publication of this important text at
: particular juncture was very fortunate, since the close connections between the two
sriptions YALBURT and the SULBURG were immediately apparent, and they will facilitate
clucidation of cach other. A further surprise to emerge from the simultancous appearance
these two inscriptions is that another, long-known group of inscriptions can also now be
1 to be closely connected, namely the inscriptions KIZILDAG-KARADAG (with the more
ently discovered BuruNKAYA). Thus in the interpretation of the SUDBURG inscription,
quent reference will be made to YALBURT and also to Kiz1LDAG-KARADAG.

JOHN DAVID HAWKINS

inscription should have coincided almost

i
PRINCIPAL PROBLEMS IN UNDERSTANDING TIHE INSCRIPTION
a summary of the inscriptions content

ucidation of all the problems (which
await final publication'®. But even

In the context of the present preliminary report, only
1 be offered. Detailed cxamination and attempted el
ach to almost every word of the inscription) will have to
1
presented to 1. G. Giiterbock (1974) 1727 pls.
1—10. See also P. Meriggi, Manuale di cteo gero-
glifico 1T 3 (1975) 266—271 nos. 12—18 pls. 1. 2.
10 Itis proposed to produce the definitive publication
XXV —XXVII in the introduction. of the SUPBURG inscription as quickly as possible
Note the important re-cxamination and re-edition in the serics Studien zu den Bogazkoy-Texten as
of all the material in the context of the new inscrip- Bcihcﬂ 2. .

Sce n. 8.
Published as photographs of the cightcen blocks in

Ozgiig. Inandiktepe 172—174 pls. 85—95; and note
the remarks of R, Temizer ibid. p. XV —XVII and

tion BURUNKAYA by S. Alp in: Anatolian Studics ¥
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PHE NEW INSCRIPTION FRONM 1HE SUDBURG OF BOGAZROY-HATTLSA

thc.prescntation 'of a summary of the contents nccessitates a consideration of some
main prol?l‘cms, since without this, a well-founded interpretation of the general sense is
possible. These main problems relate to the identification of the subject(s) of the ¢
throughout.

tTh‘? end‘ol' the inscription is fortunately comparatively clear, and it is herc that w
start’’. |

§17. ... *1?7(-)ha-sd DEUS-zi/a DARE-ha

§ 18. zifa+ad-ti DEUS.*202 pa-ti ANNUS i(a)-zi/a

§17. »... an offering to the gods 1 gave'?, s
§18. here‘l a divine *202 in that year (I) construct(ed)«. | Vi
v
Clearly § 18 provides the key both to the identification of the Siidburg monument :

the formuldtion of the entire text: it can be recognized as a regular type of building inscr
cbaragerizgd by the phrasc »in that year«, which is typically appended to a pass:
hlstoncul‘narrativc, as the body of the present text can be seen to be'‘. The object‘
coqslrucuqn, the DEUS.*202, can only refer to the Siidburg monument itself; what this
be is considered below, p. 314. ’

Though l_hc verb of § 18, izi-, »makex, is written without verbal ending, as typically :
other .Emplrc Period inscriptions'®, the clear writing in § 17 of the cnding. of st );i'
preterite permits us to understand the verb in § 18 as being in the samc perst;n P'U"xnb‘
tense, thus »(I) construct(ed)«. Indeed it is § 17 that, by its verb ending of 1.1 “ir‘léui;r r
(probab]y the sole verb cnding written in the entirc inscription), prov..cs ‘;i:e only 5\'
th‘at the inscription has a »speaker«, a 1st. person singular narrator. In spit;: of the a
of the usual introductory formula »1 (am) So-and-so«, followed by genealogy and titl
can lmrdly be doubted that this »speaker« is the Suppiluliuma, whose name occurs four
Twice he is entitled »Great King, Hero«'¢, and twice »Great King, Tawani«"’? whére the
word can be seen from its occurrences in the YALBURT inscription to be a ,royal title'

M0A

" ;:(;)r a photograph, sce P. Neve, AA 1989, 328 fig. (1949) pl. 49
. 882, 6: sc C
Tllc phrase *137(-)ha-sa DARL. »give an offeringe, v 229 14,Lcngfl(é¥:;rin);lfézl)‘irl detail in thi
is forlm?ullely found in a sufficiently clear context Tawani is written 1a" -wali-ni, in which‘sl
. En the EMirGAzZi altars inscription: see J. D. Haw- form read tay. appeari‘ng on Sl:JDDURG as ¢
. Tllns‘ Ap:.uSt 25. 1975, 130 'cn. 11'. YALBURT (following note) as  f . has bee
he _wnlmg of »here«, zati, as zifa+ a-1i provides elsewhere on scals: see Laroche, Hiérogl
a quite uqcxpecled but welcome example of the 416; H. G. Giiterl')ock JNES 52 19r73g yir )
hgalu're ;l/a+r't = za, i.e. the definition of the 141; id. in: Bogazkdy V (1975) 7q0-73,
voc%xhzzltmn. of the ambiguous zifa by the addition in:. R. M. Bochn'ler—ll G (Lﬁlc b l:w
of d grelphlczx]ly simplified in the Late Period in- aus dem Stadtgebiet vor; Bo"a;k~ ' (;;8’7
scriptions by the distinction of za from zi. We have* 194, all with discussions of rgca;iir?y (Th
¢ nolcd‘ the preservation of the writing zi/a+4 in for identifying it as the Empire Pcrgi;)d fe )
) :rc:a!c'texts of the Late Period and its revival in Late ta,( @ gﬁ )is providedpby the cxpcr(:‘:
rehaizing ones: sce A. Morpurgo Davies—J. D. of KARKAM ic g :
N Hflwkms, AnnPisa 8, 1978, 779f. It is very grati- for which séz .‘;\ Iz)lH\?:;}:nrsc'xl:r\lefgrsl‘
;);x:\ﬁilo ﬁnd a latc Empire Pcriod example of the cit. 7§7); i.e. th'e last sigr; fbr‘n' '—\rm,rid’
actice. | idenc : e ‘
N i evidence for what the skilfully a.chaizui,
. gcc further bduw., p. 3‘10.. . considered the Empire Pc ‘o' ry:rm_ z)f{:; |
ce . g. YALBURT block 9: Ozgiig, {nandiktepe pl. 18 Here it normally occurs wi~the n e
+ 88, 2; also the shortly post-Empire KARAHOYUK ending -s(a) (blocks 7 I‘Z‘;‘:f) "On}. ”
. (ELR.I:S’I'A.Y'Q), 11. 7, 9: sece H. G. Giiterbock in: T. and pls. 89, 1; 91, 2; 93 \2)Y i\,w/ice.ir;i%'uc. nalI
K N. Ozgilg, Ausgrabungen in Karahdyik 1947 verb is clcarl)’/ I,sl.As;ngjprct.,i e l;l::jb?;
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‘ *R.@-B caurse above the inscription inscribed (ll}gy hav.e bec.n idgnlilﬁcd um‘on% ,lhc I.illllti-
% ais will be restorable to their original position). The inscription thus began a ‘15‘
p aner and ran sinistroverse along line 1 for the whole length of F‘]C wall, blocks
4= -(‘_ : boustrophedon along line 2, and so continuing until it terminated on block
1.& "t' :f(ﬁu IiI{C 6, leaving the remainder of the line blank and less carclully dn:fiscd.
;V' @\»ﬂ v{ lhye inscription is almost entirely preserved: some Ijnkcs t“mn) blocks 11 Ime‘l
Tee o/ where recovered and can be restored. Altogether no single sign is completely lost,
e 1 e damaged. Such an excellent state of preservation is all too rare. ‘
K““J“‘ e executed in relief by the cutting away of the buckground, as is normal in the
'2‘::‘;'” - anscriptions of the Empire Period. In general they are rull\q roughly and
&h chm Jered, and do not show as much surface marking and decoration as nm’y‘ bc
W'Nzﬁmﬂ'n (note in particular the very indistinct form of the sign ni lhr(}ugllf)u{). This
feewe k arked contrast to the elegant rendering of sign forms on the mscr'lptm'ns. of
M{,lig:t% rom YaLsurt? and EmirGazi. The line-dividers on the SCDBURG inscription
; Lo p rtially shown by being left in relicf. o
*OTIC{: u;\t:kr t::lfhz text is pr)cpondgcrumly logographic and shows cunmzu'unvcly_lcw p_ho-.
yi.Ae 1 words. Connective particles are not written at all, Ll}ld noun and verb gndmg;
pogh ey spesely. These features contribute heavily to'lhc dilficulty and lfl!L\’?Ildlll(lly 0
.u.‘lupn vlo text. Many of the logograms are 0111crw15§ }J{lilllCSFCd and/or f)l unwlT(')\yn
ay Th" € ok of connective particles makes the cluuseldlvwmqnl lhg teat vclly 'uvn::ﬁl‘lfll“']‘-
e s ’./ He noun and verb endings obsctlfcs arammatical relationships. ln‘p.ll‘llklll ::l.lmls
a2t N Ji{f;» with certainty the subject(s) of the clauses throughout, and thus (o underste
H .;rtu::xizi:;;fiﬂat the discovery of the S('JDI:URQ insclriplio? Sll()}ll(] have ctl>inlgi.d.cd‘ ‘\ln(l‘o‘sr:
&(Qt‘fﬁf wadf e publication of the long YALBURT |1?scrxpll()}1 s yvi)chI: lh:n,gx d |54Ll)\:l."l "
({?‘0 [\J wof. hitherto been available to scholars. The publication olvllm nnpor,l:mlht:x a
K:.Q Muﬂjunclurc was very fortunate, since ll_\c close connections thqu..lll) l} Ll:wlz
Pdeiptray ALBUKRT and the SUDBURG were umncdlulcly‘uppurcm; am]l'lhchy w1 ;lvcllr'll:cc
o 2Lccato Fon of each other. A further surprisc to emerge from the simultancous appeard

* Huge PO ¢nscriptions is that another, long-known group of inscriptions can also now be

‘f—«‘m o b2 cl asely connected, namely the inscriptions KlZlLl)A(.;-KARAl).AC (wnl} lhc. more
re Viscovered BurUNKAYA)Y. Thus in the interpretation of the SUbBURG mscriplion,

i VL{;;ncc will be made to YALBURT and also 10 KiZILDAG-KARADAG.

PRINCIPAL PROBLEMS IN UNDERSTANDING THE INSCRIPHON

ji, 4. watext of the present preliminary report, only a summary of the inscriptions content

b e 4. Detailed examination and attempted clucidation of all lhg prghl::ﬂ.ﬂ {which
)Zi 4 ol ost every word of the inscription) will have to await final publication™. But even
P s

g d ¢ "‘g' presented to 11 G (';iilcx‘b«:;ik (l‘):4)dl7l 27 [:l:

! { ; [ the cightee ki 1 —10. Sce also 1% Meriggi, Manuale di cleo gero-

p\b biﬂ" ;‘S, PhUl“BN[”h-‘ 07'4”]]L L;?SIHL;I;' :lllzl;:nllt glifico 11 3 (1975) 266 —271 nos. 1218 pls. 1.2,

bi ‘w&, fn i tm‘\lCPC 17771‘ 'p X ! - Vil 11 s proposed to produce the definitive publication

He vowwisy of R Temizer ibid. p. XV - XVl and I|>1> p! SP prodt on s quickly s possible

~W" i > introduction. ol the SULBURG inscription as quickly as possible

XWH l(;/y 1lI)r|ll;l:?:‘:lne:;1ni;ul\inn and re-edition in the series Studien zu den Bogazkdy-Texten as

. ¢ - f .

¢ l:h R vw,q:\criul in the context uf the new inserip- Beiheft 2.
} vl [’\)Mh 2ava by S. Alp in: Anatolian Studies
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 tne presentation of a summary of the contents necessitates a consideration of some of the

1ain problems, since without this, a well-founded interpretation of the gencral sense is hardly
possible. These main problems relate to the identiflication of the subject(s) of the clauses

throughout. !

The end of the inscription is fortunately comparatively clear, and it is here that we must
start™, !

§17. . *137(-Yha-sa DEUS-zija DARE-ha i

§ 18, zija+a-ti DEUS.*202 pa-ti ANNUS i(a)-zila

§17. »... an offering to the gods 1 gave!”, {

§ 18, here' a divine *202 in that year (1) construct(ed)«.

Clearly § 18 provides.the key both to the idcnlilfcalion of the Stidburg monument and to
the formulation of the entire text: it can be recognized as a regular type of building inscription,
characterized by the phrase »in that year, which is typically appended to o passage of
historical narrative, as the body of the present text can be seen to be™. The object of the
construction, the DEUS.*202, can only refer to the Sidburg monument itself; what this might
be is considered below, p. 314.

Though the verb of § 18, izi-, »make, is written without verbal ending, as typically also in
other Empire Period inscriptions's, the clear writing in § 17 of the ending ol Ist. singular
preterite permits us to understand the verb in § 18 as being in the same person, number and
tense, thus »(1) construct(ed)«. Indeed it is § 17 that, by its verb ending of 1st. singular preterite
(probably the sole verb ending written in the entire inscription), provides the only evidence
that the inscription has a »speaker«, a Ist. person singular narrator. In spite of the absence
of the usual introductory formula »1 (am) So-and-so«, followed by genealogy and title(s), it
can hardly be doubted that this »speakerc is the Suppiluliuma, whose name oceurs four times.
Twice he is entitled »Great King, Hero«', and twice »Great King. Tawani«", where the latter
word cun be seen from its occurrences in the YAl BURT inscription to be a royal ttle™. It is

# For a photograph, sce P. Neve, AA 1989, 328 Tig. (1949 pl.
59. "8 2000 see below, p. 309,

! The phrase *137(-)ha-sa DARE, »give an offering«,
15 fortunately found in a sufficiently clear context

- on the EMiRGAZI altars inscription: see J. ). Haw-
kins, AnatSt 25, 1975, 130 cit. 11.

$9. 4 not examined in detail in this report,
Tawani is wnitten 1@’ y-wavi-ni. in which the sign
lorm read ta,, appearing on SCost kG as £y and
Yauuukr (following notey as £ . has been noted

" The writing of »here«, zati, as zija+ da-1i provides clsewhere on seals: see Laroche, Hicroglyphes no.
- a quite unexpected but welcome example of the d16: H. G Giterbock, INES 32, 1973, 138 n. 3
ligature zifa+d = za. i.e. the definition of the 14100d. e Bogaskoy V (1975), 70 =73 no. 37; id.
vocalization of the ambiguous zija by the addition in: R. AL Bochmer—H. G. Giiterboek. Glyptik
of 4, graphically simplified in the Late Period in- aus dem Stadtgebiet von Bogaskdy (1987) 67 no
scriptions by the distinction of za from zi. We have* 194, all with discussions of reading. The evidence
. noted the preservation of the writing Zifa+a in for identifyving it as the Empire Period form of the
“, archaic texts of the Late Period and its revival Late 1ay( @ ) i provided by the expert archaism
! archaizing ones: see A. Morpurgo Davies—1J. [). of Karkasus A 21, which renders ra, as @ (.o,
- Hawkins, AnnPisa 8, 1978, 7791, It is very grati- for which see J. D, Hawkins, AnatSt 31, 1981, 137
fying to find a late Empire Period example of the cit. 7§ 7 ice the fast sign form provides pood
practice. evidence for what the skilfully archaizing scribe
* See further below, p. 310. considered the Empire Period form of ra, to be.
* Sce e g YALBURT block 9: Ovgiig, fnandiktepe pl. " Here it normally oceurs with the nom. sing. MI°
- 88, 2 also the shortly post-Lmpire KARAHOYU K ending -sia) (blocks 7, z, 12: Ozgiiy. Inandikicpe

(ELBIsSTAN), 1. 7, 9: see H. G. Giiterboek in: T. and

N

pls. 89,191, 2093, 2), twice in clauses where the
. Ozglig, Ausgrabungen in Karahoyik 1947 verbis clearly Ist sing. pret., i, ¢. the subject is the

37
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wssumed that in at least three if not all four clanses where it occurs, the subject is Suppiluliuma.
Ti a further five clauses the title 7awani appears without the king's name!?, and it is probable,
bt not certain. that the title still denotes Suppiluliuni and is the subject of the verb. One of
this latter group of clauses begins with two signs CAPUT.VIR, which further initiates two
o ‘her clauses without Twwani®. This group CAPUTVIR could be a personal name? or a
+tle™. Since in fact in the contexts it would be very hard to understand the intrusion of a
second person designated either by personal name or title, it is likely that this is a title further
designating Suppiluliuma himself, perhaps to be rendered directly from the known usage of

Hie Togograms »Prince-Man«®,

This interpretation, while also uncertain, would satisfactorily

axplain the occurrence of CAPUTVIR in the same clause as Tawani.

INTERPRETATION AND CONTENT OF THE INSCRIPTION

If these interpretations are correct — and 1 consider them (o be the best. even the only

wty of understanding the inscription

- it would mean that the subject of most of the clauses

1$ expressed by some permutation of the following:
w1, Suppiluliuma, Great King. Hero. Tawani, "Prince-Man™ ...«

This will make the inscription very repetitive in a curiously patterned fashion, which suggests
{{at it might represent verse or a song. This can be exemplified by o translation of the part

of the text visible on blocks 1—-117%
$ 4a When™

wspeakere, Tudhaliva IV (blocks 13 and 11: Ozgiig.
Inandiktepe pls. 93, 1: 94, 1). The last two occur-
rences serve to identifyv it clearly as a title, and as
such. it will demand detailed further consideration,
17 & 1. 4. 5: sce this page and following: also § 8. 12,
not examined here in detail.
20 § 5 81115 not examined in detail here: ¢f. the
remarks on the signs by Otten. Inschrift 3351 fig.
66

4 For personal names ending -ziti- (i. ¢. ier. VIR),
see B Laroche, Les Noms des Hittites (1966) 2341
CAPUT does not obviously correspond to any of
the elements attested in compound with -ziri-.
Fhe Hier. combination CAPUT.VIR is not attested
on seals. where one might look for a title. An
cquivalence with Cun. LU.SAG, »eunuch(?)« or
simply »prince(?)« (see F. Pecchioli Daddi. StClOr
271977178 - 182: ead., Mestieri [1982] 513 —-515)
could be envisaged if cither sense could be shown
to be appropriate to the context. Cf. further fol-
lowing footnote.

23 Late Period CAPUT-zi-, »(person,) prince«, is bas-
y edon k\R\uvl § X, 335 /Phoen. rza (for which
sxw F."Bron. Recherches sur les inseriptions phé:
S niciennes de Karatepe {1979] 1121). 1t is attested

further on KARKAMIS A6 §1: BArvLON stele §1;
and qualified by tiwatimis{tiwarimis. »Sun- hlc<s-
ed(Me, KARATFPE § I: KULULU 2 § 11 KARKAMIS
Afa §1, ete., sce P, Moeriggi. Manuale di cteo
geroglifico 111 (1967) and 11 2 (1975). Hier, VIR

|
|
|

2

(to) Hatti™ the Tawani subject{ed)*™ all(?) the Land(s)™

is found in titles linked to other clements, signifying
»man (of) ...«

For photographs. sce P. Neve, AA 1989, 3171, fig.
“uf

REL +-ra‘i: see alrcady Otten, Inschrift 3331 and
n. 56. Since we would not expeet to find rhotacism
at this period, this should not be a phonetic devel-
opmeat from kwati, but should represent a genuine’
kwari, attested in Cun. Luw. but only in [ragmeny
tary contexts (see I'. Starke, Die keilschrift-luwi

schen Texte in Umschrifi, Studien zu den Bogaz-
kéy-Texten 30 (1985) 157 (1. 197 207). 170 (1. 5°).
226 (L 107). 227 (157, 228 (L 3 -5). 267 (.
4787, 282 (0. 21, 23 [+ ha): 1 13Y). In this inscrip-
tion, REL 4 rati. »whene, appears to fink the whole
historical section (§§ 1 - 17). to the »in that year«
of the building inscription (§ 18): ¢f. below, p. 310.

" The toponym »Hattic is written in this inscription,

and on Yarrurt (block 4: Ozgiig, Inandiktepe pl.
90. 2) simply with the sign Laroche, Hieroglyphes
no. 196, which in the Late Period inscriptions is
well established as having a phonctic value ha,
alternating freely with fa (Laroche, Hicroglyphes
no. 215). The writing of »Hatti« was first recog-
nized by E. Laroche on the NigaNTA§ inscription
(Anatolia 3, 1970, 94f.), though the actual forms
of the sign were not clear on that eroded inscrip-
tion. The SUDBURG and YALBURT inscriptions show
the sign Torm very clearly: a tall slender form of
three prongs splaying outward from a narrow base,

<4 a. the Tdwani subject(cd) them™ —

i

e

nc(")“ (he) took away™,

; buﬂd(ed) list of cities follows).

he ccntra[ prong regularly showing a pronounced
ink. The 'only evidence for the Empire usage of
his sign is 1o write »Hallti; evidence for a phonetic

i luc ha are all post-Empire. 1 thus regard the
anscription Ha (REGIO) as inappropriate, and

Jiill transcribe HHATTI, following the only cvidence

A7 at present available. I examine this question in

detail in: Festschrift van Loon (forthcoming).
Written INFRA d-ka: this appears to be a preverb
I verb, written phonetically but without tense-
onding, a typical Empire-Period habit. In the Yar-
vURT parallels to the present clause observed in the
following note, the verb is -mi (reflexive) ... muwa-,
which can be shown to correspond exactly to Hitt.
-za (reflexive) ... rarh-, »conquer«. The choice here
of the translation »subject« has been selected to
reflect the preverb INFRA (= kata, »down, or
anan, »under«).

s Written REGIO *430, this phrase recurs in closely

similar but clearer contexts on YALBURT (block 16:
Ozgiig, Inandiktepe pi. 95, 2). and KiziLDAG 4//
KARADAG 1 (S. Alp in: Anatolian Studies presented
to H. G. Giiterbock [1974] pls. 7. 9). The sign *430
oceurs further in the group DEUS*430 (SUDBURG
§ 3, at beginning of god-list; K1ZILDAG 4//KARADAG
1 — Alp ibid.). Otten, Inschrift 334 and n. 58 figs.
644a. 65a has alrecady hinted at *430 as a plural
marker: its interpretation as »ull« will be argued in
detail elsewhere.

* The large, almost grotesque sign twice visible on

block I (I 1 beginning, 1. 2 end). recurs on YaL-
BURT followed by the determinative REGIO,
swlande, asthere also in proximity to the »Luka-
< lands« (block 9: Ozgiig. inandiktepe pl. 88, 2). It
“thus represents a country associated with Lukka.
"As to identification of the sign. it may be observed
that the pendulous end exactly resembles the Late
Period sign VINUM (Laroche, tHiéroglyphes no.
160), which is used to determine words connected
with the vine. It scems likely that the enlarged
version of the sign here simply represents, however
oddly, a »vinestock«; and »vinestock(-country)«
could hardly represent any other toponym than
Wiyanawanda.

2 Written su-na-sa-1i CRUS, already discussed by

h. Wiyanawanda, Tamina, Masa, Luka, Ikuna,
. the »Prince-Man« (t0) Hatti all(?) the Jand(s) — (10) the frontiers (of) Hatti*® KL %

o

-
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h. Wiyanawanda?®, Tamina, Masa, Luka, Tkuna,
(> 2. block III: Suppiluliuma, Great King, Hero ...
& 2 (block III: list of gods) (they) stood with abundance®,

)

1. Suppiluliuma, Great King, Hero, (for) Hatti (in) all(?) the land(s) thercupon® (LL,W .

Otten. Inschrift 335 and nn. 64. 65, F w\u UL naw
further explores the association ol M(«swh witl
the stem swnna-, »fille (Stanimnig, .| w.J ng/lwn
schen Nomens [forthcoming] § 303).

Written q-t4: rather than take this a< vtrj)d QL kj
(CRUS-G-1d — so Otten loc. cit.). lrn(u ION

nize it as the enclitic pronoun, 3rd. m.j PL" /
acc. N. Since this inscription nowhgre Wkt con
nective particles. wa- ... elc.. the »encf 1M C)’,/upm
appears handing in mid-air.

Written FINES-zi‘a I{ATTI (final g¢ ok éltoul
1. 1. 3): the identification of the Empite lf«“n
of FINES (i. ¢. arhairha-) depends the ¥o Gadex-

tual recognition on YAausuri of th u‘..,m (.JLL"-
lala-, »take away«, and arha DELE bdvﬂuy
(hlock% 14 and 13: Ozgiig, inandlkk,u ris. 2.2,

. 1). This further permits the 1dCAJ1 (,jml.
several attestations of the sign on Exijreaz: otase
its unclear writings led me to read ag ,\Jud- #ro-
duced an awkward double negative: e #Hay (0n-
tify arha EXERCITUS(?). nattack( ?Y( see .0
Hawkins. AnatSt 25, 1975, 1281, . /ﬁ]) Md
tupi-, »smasha (ibid... cit. 9 [iii)): ardy 2 ELERE,
ndestroy« (ibid., cit. 10 [v]): also llri CAPERE,
mlake away« (altars A, 1. 5C 1. 3_”(.1) E. Aieg-
son. in her EmirGazi edition, correctiy fe, "u'el“‘f
reading ni, but did not positively idea sy e sy
(JSav 1979, 40(., and cf. 33 fig. 8 ne. 1).
Written simply zi/a: interpretation ur w{'&M [5 %5
the demonstrative pronoun za-, »HUse, 3
with omission of case ending? — Huj fm,w
standing for za( ya), »these«. the mwh.u dl#@:’
listed.

Writien FINES.CAPERE. a5 on Evaiy’c2/ (52.41-
32 above). YALBURT block 14 ()713!13, ;,\sz.k,w
pl. 92, 2 attests a phonctic Wiy r, e v b
FINES (= arha) la-la-ha. .
Written phonetically zi-la: prnsumb“" 3CL"'*J’“'Z
with Cun. Luw. zila. »désormaise / &Lxund,;
Dictionnaire de la langue louvite (1§85 sv.), 24
the Late Period inscriptions the »now pm,v« 2
produced further attestations: sce J. 3, Hasiu oy —
A. Morpurgo Davies—G. Neumiak f/u,,(;zﬁ
Giétt, Phil-hist. Klasse 6, 1973, 471, fm w TELL
AlMAR 1§13 (J. DD, Hawkins, Ane .};?30 ip,
141).

am
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h; walf be seen that if the clauses with Taswani and »Frince-Man« do not refer to Suppiluliuma
(&) wL}ecl), the sense would be very different, in Lict quite unclear. Two further passages
anpedanly relating conquest and annexation (sce below) are formulated very similarly, i. c.:
Ho T cwani subjected ... Suppiluliuma, Great King. Tawani subjected ..., the "Prince-Man’

i 4 9o mething .. )«
juterpretation of the text along the lines suggested above, though perhaps only one of

P $3- hilitics, would permit the analysis of the content into only a few topics, as follows:
Gorgucst of Wiyanawanda, Tamina, Masa, Luka, Tkuna (§§ 1. 4), with the help of the

15[)‘3). and their annexation (§ 5).

1. buwlding in the conquered territory of seven cities (their names written largely with unknown
L»a-,oy",'ns and thus unrcadable, §§ 6. 7). . .
3 Comquest and annexation of a mountain (name still of uncertain reading, §8—11).
lr. Conquest and annexation of the land of Tarhuntassa® (§§ 12—15).
S Muilding of further city: offerings to gods (of/in) the city Tarhuntassa™ and two other cities
(&[ £6-17).
6. Copstruction of the Stidburg monument »here, in that yeare (§ 18).
Tle historical scction. constituting almost the entire text, is introduced by »when«
( REL* ra/i). which is taken up. after a long, rambling narrative, by the »in that year« of the
»ugd.\usc. the building inscription, as identifiecd above™. Thus the text is formulated in a
i liag style evolved in Mesopotamia throughout the 3rd and 2nd millennia B. C., which in
Assphic. during the Middic Assyrian Period was moving towards the writing of full histnrigxl
Gows 83 Such a formulation has not been observed before in Hittite writing of the Empire
Piisd, where the building inscription is notably absent, but the Hieroglyphic Luwian inscrip-
$igsg o the 1st millennium B. C. can supply good p;n‘ullcl.s“'. Whether lhc chronographic
Ifor m ition »in that year« is to be taken literally is uncertain. Mesopotamian pural'lcls may
be eddiced. where »in ane year« is a figure of speech only, and covers events which took
. over a longer period: but here it is quite possible that the phrase is uscd exactly, so that
., cuents described all belong to a single campaign™.

n
(

DATE AND HISTORICAL CONTEXT OF THL INSCRIPTION

OH'en has already adduced strong grounds for attributing the inscription to Suppiluliuma II,

Hug o the end of the 13th. century B. C.*2. But for his obscrvations however, onc would have

u Wartien TONITRUS(URBS) REGIO: alrcady | 1. D. Hawkins in: Festschrift van Loon (forth-

12 ificd by Otten, Inschrift 3351 with fig. 66b i+ coming). ; ]
o {udicating Tarhuntassa. The stele CAGDIN has "’ Written simply TONITRUS(URBSY): scc preceding
#He ligure of a Storm-God holding his name ' note. :

(/:)E US)TONITRUS TONITRUS(URBS), to be b‘ See above, pp. 307, and 308 with n. 25.

¥ See A. K. Grayson, Oricntalia 49, 1980, 1401T.,
especially 150 152; for details of the development,
id., Assyrian Royal Inscriptions [ (1972) § 379.
388. 396. 524. 687, 11 §4.5. § = . =

® [ g Karkamis Allh, §7-15 REL-ati (AN-
NUS)usi ... pati (’ANNUS«usi-, ..., »in which

© year ..., in that year ..« i

For a non-literal usc in Mcsopotamian writing, cf.

the observations of H. Tadmor, Iraq 35, 1973, 143;

and for the likelihood of more precise Hittite usage,

Feed »Storm-God of Storm-God City« (H. G. Gi-
{erk ek, Halil Edhem Hatira Kitabi {1947]. 554.
5667, i. e. wTarhunta of Tarhuntassa« (1. T. Bos-
suf, JbKIF 2. 1951, 106f.). This is definitely not
e ~Storm-God of Hatti« (so Laroche, Hicrogly-
hes no. 199 Tc] 6). who appears in the SUDBURG
Hotription written DEUS.TONITRUS /1ATTL.
Fvir the now possible clear distinction between the
sighs HATTI (Laroche. Hi¢roglyphes no. 196) and
0 NITRUS (Laroche, Hid¢roglyphes no. 199), see

2
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been tempted at first sight to explain the inscription’s peculiarities of epigraphy zm:.{ ov -
raphy as archaic, thus demanding an early date, i.e. the reign of Suppiluliuma I. Thus e
clumsy and undeveloped rendering of the signs, which is in such marked contres¥ Yo fte
clegant forms found on the inscriptions of Tudhaliya 1V (EMiRGAZI and YALBURT), cwintd Lu/g
been considered carly; as could also the very pronounced failure to write the copyychvt
particles and the noun and verb endings, which again contrasts with the practice of E $4IRGAZH,
YALBURT and even what can be rcad of the NisANTAS inscription, attribidelie fo
Suppiluliuma JI himseif.

An even stronger argument for an attribution to Suppiluliuma I has been recently peojated
out to me by Professor Gurney. This is Otten's identification of the different forws of e
sign used to write Suppi-**; thus one form in Fig. 1 was used for Suppiluliuma I, H« ofter
(Fig. 2) for Suppiluliuma I1*. In addition there are the forms of mi, written diageg.a{iz dsr
Suppiluliuma I (Fig. 3) and vertically for Suppiluliuma I1 (Fig. 4). It is of course Ha fnt
form in each'case that we find in the SUDBURG inscription, thus it should be the wv#i ?
Suppilulinma I (But see now Addendum, p. 314 below).

i

[Ir =] 7 TR
Fig. 1 Fig. 2 Fig. 3 Fig. 4 .

This inference would however clash with Otten’s twd strong points in kfav_gtn:‘&{ '
Suppiluliuma I attribution. The first is the general point that substantial Hicroglyphc owh-
umental inscriptions are hardly known before the reign of Tudhaliya IV: the, carlinstbﬁ“«’
example is ALEPPO I, cxecuted by Talmi-Sarruma, King of Aleppo. grandson of Supp (G (iumal
(thus of the generation of Muwatalli and Hattusili), but even that is rather brie("". 06 €
specifically, Otten pointed out that a late date is demanded by the appearance of (4e lesd «I
Tarhuntassa. This is a very strong point: all that we know of Tarhuntassa suggests 4o if wi !
of no account, indeed may not even have existed, before Muwatalli built it as hiy ¢ p1 -
The actions against Tarhuntassa described in the later part of the inscription are Aqf iwwdf fo
attribute 1o Suppiluliuma I.

In this context, the figure of Suppiluliuma, Great King, from the cast wall of KeAmwey 2
should be considered. The king is represented dressed as a god with the horned hat wf 19e< 1.

Is he therefore deified. thus dead? While this status does not seem absolutely ccrlanki i

Ugaritica 1T (1956} 3. 98 1) the strokgb of fad (de
vertical not diagonal. But the fact remévg W jus
cases of mi with diagonal strokes cap Yey .;},M
tributed to Suppiluliuma 1l — unk.>8 fu ety
this distinction is no longer so clear cut as it was. Suppiluliuma bullac from Temple 2 (3¢, P7EC i
New bullac with impressions of Suppiluliuma seals footnote) can definitely be shown to bef ok Yo &rw)
were found in Temple 2 in 1987: sce P. Neve, AA 4 See E. Laroche. Syria 33, 1956, 131 {4 P ke
1988, 371. 374. 376 with fig. 23a—c. The forms of riggi. Manuale di eteo geroglifico 11 3 ( ,g’.;s) 330.{ .
Suppi do appear to have bars across them. Neve no. 306.

asserts that the impressions must befong to Sup- 4 Cf. H. Otten, Die Bronzetafel aus Bu‘“ﬂ m"y,“‘(-
piluliuma I1, but the matter requires detailed de- dien zu den Bogazkoy-Texten Beih. 1 (i¢ff) 2.
monstration. Note that the published photographs Hattusili II1, shown on the FRAKTIN rof; »o Jief}*}'
supgest that the LABARNA-sign was not present ed pouring a libation to the Storn-Ged, con ¢

on the scals. perhaps be considered as dead and Juu [ ,€v¥/
Otten ibid. The contrast is not quile so definite as Tudhaliya 1V, also shown, so dresscd 14 fhe #3-

in the case of the form of the suppi-, since on the brace of Sarruma on his scal fron Yuaiif{ (KS
scal of Suppiluliuma 1 from Ugarit (RS 17.227, see 17.159: Ugaritica 1T {1956} 14— 24 -3} s -

.
..

sce below, p. 312 and n. 54
2 Otten. Inschrift 336.
 PURUS, Laroche, Hiéroglyphes no. 322.
* See H. Otten, ZA 55, 1967, 227f. Unfortunately

&
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5 Yo be regarded as such. he presumably represents a deified guardian ancestor in the same
ki:ﬁ, et the figure of Tudhaliya, Great King, from the chapel in the precinet of Temple 5
foh been interpreted®. It would be hard to understand how a figure of Suppiluliuma (1) in
Has is¢ would be in place alongside an inscription siving a historical narrative with building
s eription of the same king. A
tt do:s not scem to me that the main argument on either side for a Suppituliuma I or 11
cottribvtion, namely the form of the sign Suppi- or the existence of Tarhuntassa, can be
v.LSozwfcly conclusive, since cither may be argued around. Peter Neve informs me that
e ¢ logical evidence will support the Suppiluliuma {1 attribution, but this is not yet
pub?i sked and available for evaluation™. ‘ . ‘ o
W saould at this point consider the historical information contained in the inscription,
(. & view to seeing whether it could be judged more appropriate to the reign of
, i¢wliuma I or I1. Thus the first topic appears to record the conquest of »all(?) the land(s)«,
5 q@cl as a group of five countries which should all perhaps be regarded as Lukk;\-lundtﬂ,
inditéng: Wiyanawanda®™ (= Ocnoanda. though there may be more than one place of this
Rawae, both Hittite and Classical versions), attested in Cun. Hitt. texts only as a city, but here
¢ wwobry: Tamina, not apparently otherwise attested™; Masa and Luka, clearly identifiable
Wil 511, Masa and Lukka: Tkuna, probably identical with Hitt, fkktvaniva, the identification
of wilich with Ikonion-Konya has become more likely with its appearance on the Bronze
Tablef **

Te sccond topic is the building of seven cities, among which only one name may be read
oS idientified. a possible reading Tarafina. The third and fourth topics are the conquest and
cahexesion of the mountain with the name of uncertain reading, then of Tarhuntassa. The

Lali€ood is that these events all belong to a single campaign, as is implicd by the final
dlawsers »in that yeare™.
lh g ecking to pliace such a campaign’s actions in the reign of cither Suppiluliuma, we
escowsder two different sorts of historical gap. For Suppiluliuma [ we have some information
o s pelations with the west™, but nonc of the surviving fragments of historical data relating
4 ese offer any links at all with the events described on the SUDBURG inscription. On the
cowdirary. as we have scen. the very mention of Tarhuntassa is a major obstacle to this

ouf}ounl_\’ not dead — the tablet RS 171589 bearing Pala, the second with [Suwa (Del Monte — Tischler

“fle o cal impression contains the record of a case
6@ <. 1 by him (see 1. Nougayrol, Le palais royal
e} («‘Jnm IV (1956] 126 ).
Y9 p N oe Anatolica 14, 1987, 64, 670 HL Gonnet,
id, o1
iS vidence, it scems, will consist of the identifi-
Lefon of late sherds in the fill surrounding the
S ddL urg monument. He is strongly of the opinion
faf the new Suppiluliuma bullae from Temple 2
Afovid be attributed to Suppiluliuma 11, but since
Hay appearance would normally lead to a Suppi-
Lufywma 1 attribution, this will require a forceful
jg‘u mstration (¢f. above n. 441).
St & p.Decl Monte—J. Tischler. Répertoire glogra-
g uc des textes cunéiformes VI (1978) s. v.
51 mf\x perhaps identifiable  with Tumana  or
T i@ (m)ana, the former apparently associated with

[ O,

op. ¢it. s v.).
51 Otten op. cit. (see above n. 47) 22 (11 48), and 52.
# See ubove, p. 310 and nn. 38 —41. That all the
cvents of the historical narrative did indeed all take
' place in the onc year, that of the building of the
Siidburg monument, may indeed be understood
from other examples of the rather precise Hittite
i employment of chronological formulae. Note the
' careful ki INA MU LKAM iyanun, »thesc things
i [ did in onc year«, which occurs regularly at the
¢ end of the account of every year in Mursili's Ten
l} « Year Annals. Cf. also the »in one year« describing
i First Syrian War of Suppiluliuma I (Suppiluliuma-
" " Sattiwaza treaty, Kcilschrifttexte aus Bogazkdy |
" [1916] 1 obv. 46). :
1% Sources collected by S. Heinhold-Krahmer, Ar-
! zawa, Texte der Hethiter 8 (1977) chap. IV.

i
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attribution. If these cvents did belong to his reign, they must be placed in a complete 4ap e
the documentation, which, given the state of preservation of his historical sources. {g 1'7 s
means impossible.

For Suppiluliuma II, there is a virtually virgin gap waiting to be filled. Little in thg wa
his military activities outside Halti is known, with the striking exception of his in bwzgicn 0.[
Cyprus (Alaiya)*. Singer has plausibly redated the text referring to the disa:'r~s bedtfe 4
Nihriya to the reign of Tudhaliya [V, and he emphasizes the lack of evidence for tuichtct
between Suppiluliuma Il and Assyria. He has also stated®®: »For the last kings ‘.‘[ Haoth,
Arnuwanda 11 and Suppiluliuma I1. we lack any evidence for western campaigns or for &
contacts at all.« The attribution of the SUDBURG inscription to Suppiluliuma Il W'<M(zf,vekj
unexpectedly, supply just such evidence.

A campaign against the Lukka-lands from lkuna (lkonion/Konya?) to Wiyam.AMQ
(Oenoanda?), though unattested in the scanty Cuneiform sources for his reign, secpe by jiwo
means impossible, especially when it is remembered that he was able to fight a navel beftfe
off Cyprus. Also these goals would compare well with those of his father Tudhalig v a5
recorded on his YALBURT inscription: there the Lukka-lands and Wiyanawanda are spu.f;uﬂif
mentioned®, and Awarna and Pina are also known to belong to the West®. The very exXiesz
of the Yalburt spring sanctuary attests Hittite control in this area at a latc date.

The appcarance of Tarhuntassa, while the strong argument for a Suppilutiuma I1 att;-,'[,‘;h'gn’
would, if the text has been correctly interpreted to narrate its conquest and annexation, y:(»,da,

a somewhat astonishing historical event to his rcign. Yet this could tie in well with the eyyeaa i
of recent discaveries at Bogazkdy, notably the Bronze Tablet and the impressions of . roy

seal of Kurunta®. These have already been taken to show a strained peace hefwida
Tudhaliya IV and his cousin Kurunta, who had a quite considerable claim to the Gvead
Kingship of Hattusa itsclf. The scal impressions, it has been thought. can only indicade ¢
short-lived seizure of the Hittite throne by Kurunta, which may be marked in the arch: ologic
record by a layer of burning and destruction followed by reconstruction®”. The STUgxRARL
inscription’s narrative of a conquest and annexation of Tarhuntassa may show ¥l ¢
tension between Hattusa and Tarhuntassa was extended into the next generation, and ,qo{u) =
at least temporarily, in favour of Hattusa by Suppiluliuma II. . o

On balance I think that one would say that the historical events of the SUDBURG iuscﬁﬂ\'%
do fit perfeetly plausibly into the reign of Suppiluliuma 11, but one certainly canld not” excfuide.
an attribution to Suppiluliuma I on the basis of any reference, other than the P"Cumd-i(,
one to Tarhuntassa.

;
{
i )
I |
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goals on YarLsurT, blocks 12 and 13[02M;
fnandiktepe pt. 93, 2 and 1). For the igl%{;uJ-Nk
of a paralle! narrative on the EMiRGAZ{ uq(u 4
alrcady E. Masson. JSav 1979, 141 ?6{. ‘fﬂ»\.‘yﬁ
of course the inference drawn there for ‘4,.0_2/-
¥ See above, p. 309 and n. 29. zation of Awarna and Pina (also Mil(c.M:.uiu’ LA
® These two places, attested in Cuneiform in the the neighbourhood of Emirgazi is sdéu{”y}(_“}l;(

Millawanda letter (Laroche op. cit. no. 182, for invalid.

which sce now H. A. Hoffner in: 28. Rencontre °t Sec H. Otten, Die Bronzetafel aus Bog tlkny,/“\h

Assyriologique Internationale Wicn 1981, AfO dien zu den Bogazkdy-Texten Beih. 1 (l?f?} 3-5.

Beih. 19 {1982] 130 —~137) are mentioned as military 2 See P. Neve, AA 1987, 400 —404.

% H. G. Giiterbock, INES 26, 1987, 73—81.

57 1. Singer, ZA 75, 1985. 100123 (text Keilschrift-
texte aus Bogazkdy 1V [1920] t4 = E. Laroche,
Catalogue des textes hittites {1971] no. 123).

* 1d., AnatSt 33, 1983, 217,

B
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CHARACTER OF THE SUDBURG MONUMENT

We have seen above that the building inscription appended to the historical narrative of
the SUDBURG inscription states (p. 307, § 18): »here a DEUS.*202 in that year (I) con-
struct(ed)«; and that this can hardly refer to anything other than the Siidburg monument
itself. What then is a DEUS.*202?

The second sign®® is attested elsewhere twice on the KArRAHOYUK (ELBISTAN) stele in not
particularly clear contexts. The sign form there is however clear: it consists of a ligature of
the signs VIA® with TERRA®, and the sign SCALPRUM® is written oncc on top, once
inside. The last sign SCALPRUM is recognized as determining objects made of stone, and
appears to be absent from the SUDBURG attestation, where *202 is preceded instead by DEUS.
If in pursuit of the mcaning of this word we transcribe DEUS. VIA + TERRA, we find an
exact, one-for-one Hieroglyphic equivalent for the Cunciform concept DINGIR.KASKAL.
KUR®. This has been convincingly clucidated as referring to a geographical feature, common
on the Anatolian Plateau, the point at which rivers disappear underground (Turkish diiden)®.
The DINGIR.KASKAL.KUR features in Cun. Hitt. texts principally: 1. in lists of divine
witnesses to treatics after the mountains, rivers and springs; 2. as fixed geographical points
in boundary descriptions. Can we plausibly identily the Siidburg monument as a DIN-
GIR.KASKAL.KUR, and if so, in what scnsc?

It would seem probable that the monument could be so designated because it was conceived
as an (artificial) entrance to the Underworld. For the DINGIR.KASKAL.KUR, there is no
specific textual evidence that this (divine) geographical feature was so regarded, but this is
implicit in its name®, and would be a readity intelligible idea. The DINGIR. KASKAL.KUR
in this sense would then correspond to the Hurr.-Hitt. Papi-, well attested as »pit to the
Underworld. hothros«™, and to the old Hitt. hatiessar, »hole, with the same connotations.
Both these latter terms occur in specilic references to contact with and offerings to the
Underworld.

The Siidburg monument was an open-ended vaulted chamber, apparently from such
archaeological indications as have been recovered built into the side of a tumulus. Besides its
inscription, the figures with which it is adorned must have significance: the figure of Great
King Suppiluliuma, dressed as a god with spear und bow, to be restored to the east wall of
Kammer 2 opposite the inscription. facing outwards; and the Sun-God (or King) on the end
wall holding the ankh. A detailed study of the iconography of these figures may well suggest
further interpretation of the character of the monument, though this lies beyond the scope of
the present report. » .
Addendum: Research in Turkey during the summer 1990 has established that the SUDBURG
writing of Suppi- is in fact consistent with an attribution to Suppiluliuma 1L

, X

Address: Prof. Dr. John David Heeking, University of London, School of Oriental and African Studies, Thornhaugh
Street, Russcll Square, GB-London WCIH OXG

“* Laroche, Hi¢roglyphes no. 202, den Bogazkdy-Texten Beih. 1 (1988) 33 f.

4 Ibid. no. 221. * E. Gordon, JCunSt 21, 1967, 70 —88.

“* Ibid. no. 201. P * Sce Gordon loc. cit. 76—78.

 Ibid. no. 268. . ™ See J. Puhvel, Hittite Etymological Dictionary 1
7 See 11. Otten, RLA V (1980) s. v. KASKAL.KUR;. (1984) s. v. api-, with earlier bibliography.

and id., Dic Bronzetafel aus Bogazkdy, Studien zu
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QTHE EVIDENCE FROM THE SYME SANCTUARY {CRE1
2 o v i

byﬂéngeliki Lebessi and Polymnia Muhl,

>y

INTRODUCTION

Tucked in a fold of the southern slopes of Mt. Dikte, on the easte
rete, the Syme sanctuary overlooks the southern coast of the isl. +
t‘rom a height of 1130 m (Fig. 2). The existence of an abundant sprin "~
decisively the choice of this remote location for the establishment of ™

place in the Minoan period. Other features of the locality might have
growth of the sanctuary: the ground on which the earliest structures
and unstable, while the erosion of the overhanging heights precipit:
Qeast on two occasions, caused widespread damage. Despite such s
continued to develop, surviving the transition to the Iron Age to rega

v

§

reek and Roman periods.

The investigation of the site, begun in 1972 under the auspices of th

ociety, is nearing completion after 12 short seasons of excavation (F

f‘emains to be done, the evidence accumulated from excavation and tl
is bringing us closer to an understanding of the factors that conditi:
the sanctuary’s development and long survival. It has become incr
Juxtaposition of arcas open to the sky and roofed buildings was cl
(hroughoul most of its existence. Despite some shifts of emphasis, ope
probably from the beginning, perhaps around 1700 B. C., to the f
period cult activity took place only in roofed shrines until the site was
fcentury A. D. Iconographic, epigraphic and literary evidence comb:
worship of Hermes had been established by the eighth century B. C., »

riphis. — Figs. 2. 4: Syme Archacological Project.
— Fig. 6: D. Smyth. — Figs. 7—14. 19. 20. 22. 24.
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may have been introduced even earlicr. The same sources also provide
activities carricd out in the open during the Geometric-Archaic peric
for post-pubertal males?.
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