





Sommary
The historical geography of Anatolia in the period
sourced by the Bogazkdy texts (Middle-Late Bronze
Age) has proved an on-going problem since they first
hecame available, and nowhere was this more acutely
felt than in southern and western Anatolia, generaily
acknowledged as the site of the Arzawa lands, also
prohably the Lukka lands. A major advance has been
~registered since the mid-1980s, with the publication and
. interpretation of the Hieroglyphic iascription of
. Tudhaliva IV from Yalburt, and the Cuneiform treaty on
" the Fronze Tablet of the same king. These two
docurnents have established that the later territory of
Rough Cilicia constituted the Late Bronze Age kingdom
of Tarhuntassa with its westem border at Perge in
Pamphylia, and that the Lukka lands did indeed occupy
all of (dr more than} classical Lycia in the south-west,
These recognitions, by establishing the geography of the
south and south-west, correspondingly reduced the arsas
of ancertainty in the west.

in 1997 I was fortunately able to establish the reading
of the Hieroglyphic inscription attached to the long-
known Karabel relief, which lies inland from Izmir in a
pass across the Tmolos range between Ephesos and

" This article follows a lecture “The Hittites on the Aegean
Coast: new evidence’, given to the Mycenassn Seminar at a
Joint event with Dr Penelope Mountjoy on 14 Janmary 1998, A
version of her communication is also included in the present
volume. The article has benefited immensely from discussions
with many friends and colleagues, above all Professors H. G.
Gliterbock and G, R, Gurmey and Dr David French, to ail of
whom [ am most gratefnl. Amang the photographs Twould like
to single out that of KARABREL A, here fig 3 a-b, which was
taken by Dr Hatice Gonnetr and on which I first read
Tarkasnawa king of Mira'. 1 wowld also like to thank
Frofessors Gitterbock and Kohlmever for permission to
reproduce their photographs and drawings, and the Hirmer-
Archiv, Munich, for the photograph fig 3 c-d. The abbrevia-
toms used in this article follow as far as possible those of the
Chicago Hittite Dictionary {val.3/1 (1980, pp.xxi-zxxi; P23
{1997), pp.vii-xxix).

[

Tarkasnawa King of Mira

o T ee . 4 ,. ) Lk
“Tarkondemos’, Bogazkdy sealings and Karabel

1. D. Hawkins

School of Criental and African Studies, University of London

Sardis. This can be shown 1o give the name of
Tarkasnawa, King of Mira, and those of his father and
grandfather, also kings of Mira bui with names of
unceriain reading. This is the same king known from his
silver seal (referved to as "Tarkondemos’ from an early
and incortect identification), and impressions of other
seals of his have more recently been found at Bogazkéy.
Clearly he was an important historical figare.

Three generations of kings of Mira, spanning the
period from Mursili I to Tudhaliya 1V (late 14th to later
13th centuries B.C.), were already known from the
Bogazkéy wxts. It is likely that Tarkasnawa was the son
of the last of these, Alantalli, and a contemporary of the
later reign of Tudhaliya [V (ate 13th century). As such
he is likely 1o have been the recipient of the ‘Milawata
letter’, written by Tudhaliva to an important western ally
whose name is lost from the texi.

Mira has been recognized as fhe most prominent
Arzawa kingdom, probably mcorporating the rump of
Arzawa itself after Mursili's defeat and dissolution of
that kingdom. The reading of the Xavabel inscription
confimms at a stroke the location of Mira in its vicinity
and disproves all other proposed locations. Mira ifself is
known to have had a common inland frontier with Hatti
on the western edge of the Anatolian plateau in the
nzighbourhood of Afyon. Karabel, being placed on the
route northwards from the territory of Hphesos i the
Cayster valley to the Hermos valley, shows by its reading
that Mira extended this far west, in effect to the coast.
The probability is that this westermn extension of Mira
represents the rump of the Arzawan state with iis capital
at Apasa, which is thereby doubtless confirmed in its
identification with Ephesos. 1t is also likely that such a
large political entity could only be kept together by good
control of communications, so one might postulate that
the spine of this kingdom of Mira-Arzawa must have
been the Meander valley, the main highway from the
plateau to the west.

Thus the size and importance of BMira is clearly
revealed.
located by reference to its established location.

Its neighbowrs too may be more precisely

In
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particualar the Seha River land, known to have shared a
frontier with Mira, is confirmed in its identification with
the Hermos valley, entered from the south by the Karabel
pass.  The attested interest of the state in the land of
fazpa (=Lesbos) may be understood by the recognition
that its sway included the Caicos valley too, and its
connections with the Arzawa land Wilusa, which lay
beyond but was reached through its temitory, push the
lalter kingdom back into its home in the Troad, in the
past so hotly contested.

Mira controlling the Meander vailey would have had
[ate Bronze Age Miletos lying to its immediate south
across the Lammic gulf (now silied up), and the LBA
remains currently under investigation here, which show a
Mincan followed by two Mycenean levels, make its
identification with the city Millawanda / Milawata
virtually certain. The environs of Millawanda as known

from the “Tawagalawa letter’ include a cluster of .

toponyms, many with good classical correspondences,
which may be located on the great highway running
south-zast out of the Meander valley, up the pass of the
river Marsyas, through inland Caria to Lycia.

Thus it may be argued that the recognition of the
Karabel inscription-as the work of a king of Mira
provides the key to the historical geography of western
Anatolia in the Late Bronze Age. The web of inter-
locking locations arising from this cannot but bear on the
vexed question of the land of Abhivawa. Now ii may be
argued more strongly than ever both that there remains
no place for this couniry on the Anatolian mainiand, and
that Ahhivawa lying ‘across the sea’ impinges mainly on
the Anatolian west coast, above all at Millawanda-
Miletos, This therefore remiis the problem of the
character and extent of the land of Ahhivawa under its
sometime Great King to the field -of Aegean island or
perhaps mainland Greek archacology. See map, fig 11.

1. The Epigraphic Tvidence
(i) The Seals
Li. In an article in Stmudies Calverr Warking, Anna
Morpurge Davies and I took up again the reading of the
name of the King of Mira on the Tarkondemos seal.’ We
hased ourselves on the recent work of Giiterbock® and
Nowicki,” who read the name Tarkasna-tiwa and
Tarkasna-muwa respectively, emending the Cuneiform
legend to this effect. Following them we read the Hiero-
glyphs tarkasna- (HH no.101, with Gilterbock) and ~wé/i
(HH 1n0.320, Empire form of ne. 165, BONUS/wd/i, with
Nowicki), but we emerged simplyt with the name
Tarkasnawa.  We were satisfied that this was correct,
since it matched up exactly with the Cuneiform read
virtually without emendation” lrar-kaf-fa-ra-wa.” In so
readimg we accepted without further problem the identity
of the King of Mira on the Tarkondemos seal with the
King of Mira on the Bogazkdy sealings Bo.388/z, 185/7
ete..’ reading TARKASNA-wa/i REX mli+ra/il-a
[REGIO].  Naturally both Gitterbock and Nowicki had
seen the attraction of the identification, g Giiterbock
was hampered by his reading of the Tarkondemaos seal,
while MNowicki proposed a reading and interpretation
which would fit both but was not convincing,

1.2, Inn our article we gave further consideration to the
anaiysis of the resulting name Tarkasnawo and o the

'}, D. Hawkins and A. Morpurgo Davies, Of Donkeys, Mules
and Tarkondemos (Mir Curad. Studies Calverr Waskins
finnsbruck, 19981, pp.243-260.

* H. G. Giiterbock, The Hittite seals in the Walters Art Gallery,
nod, the “Tarkondemos' seal (Journal of the Walters Art
Gallery 36 [1977), pp.11-16).

> H. Nowicki, Zum Herrschernamen auf dem sogenannten
‘Tarkondemos’-Siegel (Serta Indogermanica, Fs Ginrer
Neumann [Tnnsbruck, 1982], pp.227-232).

* The necessity to emend the Cuneiform writing of Mira seems
0 have led o the assumption that the uncertainly read
Cuneiform of the name could also be emended at will. But in
fact our reading required virtually no emendation, fust a small
interpal vertical in -fa- (not strictly necessary), and a small
second diagonal for -ng-

* Proposed new readings in bold type. The clement tarkasna-
is altested in the PN Tarkasnalli (Laroche, Noms, no.1283), and
the same word is apparently a common noun in Cun. Luwian
exts (Starke, SiBoT 30, p.249 [ii 1], also KUB XXXI, 71 i
14). The noun is spelled -ga-ai-Sa-na- , while the PN is
normally -gg-as-na- |, once -ga-af-fa-na- |

® The bullac Bo.38%/z, 385/z, 386/z, 387/z, 1004/z were
excavated in 1967 (ie. /z) in a group with other bullae in the il
falien into Magazine 32 in the Great Temple precinct. They
were published by Giiterbock in Bittel et al, Bogazkey V
{Berlin, 1975}, pp.51-53; also Boehmer — Giiterbock, Bofg
KTV, nos. 263-4. Giiterbock al once saw their importance to the
Tarkondemos problem and also adduced his reading of
KARABEL CI published in 1967 (see below 1.3.2 and n.16}.
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etymology and usage of the clement farkasna’ and of
the suffix -wa.® We did not, within the limits of our
interest there, discuss the date or historical position of
this King of Mira, now known from impressions of two
different seals at Bogazkdy as well as from his own
original silver seal.” Nor did we consider Giiterbock’s
reading and remarks on the rock inscription KARAREL
C1," since the inscription is peculiar, the reading
uncertain, and we could not see how it could be brought
into harmony with the solution to Tarkondemes which
we offered.

(2} The inscription KARABEL A

1. After submission of our article [ was again
pondering the reading of KARABEL and examining
some good photographs alse of the main Karabel
inscription,” KARABEL A, which accompanies the
relief figure with bow and spear.’> With my mind very
much on our reading of Tarkasnawa, 1 suddenly saw that
this is exactly what is on KARABEL A, line 1:

REX TARKASNA-wa/i REX mi+ra/i-a
‘Tarkasnawa, King of <the land> Mira’.

I'was also able o see on the dexiroverse line 2 AVISx
REX mi+radi-a REGIO, and on line 3 a sinistroverse
‘hand’, which 1 took for INFANS, ‘son’. Thus [
supposed that 1.2+3 read ‘son of BIRD, king of the land
Mira’, giving Tarkasnawa’s paternity.

7 loc. cit,, pp.249-255. The problem is tied up with the Late
Hieroglyohic wiitings tarkasna- and rarkasni- |

¥ loc. cit., pp.248LT,

¥ Actual surviving royal seals of the Hittite kingdom are almost
non-existent, The Ugarit seal of Mursili IT is somewhat suspect
(Salvind, Syria 67 (1990), pp.423-426, defending the piece,
with bibHography of the doubts). The Louvre seal AQ 20722
is an obvicus forgery: published by Salvini, Syria 67 (1990),
pp.257-268; repudiated by Hawkins, Syria 67 (1990), pp.735-
T41; cf. Salvini, Syria 67 {1990), pp.743-747; Amiet, ibid.,
0.74G ff.; Salvini, SMEA 29 (1992), pp.149-134,

" KARABEL C1-2 inscriptions found by Giiterbock in 1940,
revisited in 1952, and again in 1966, when they were cleared
photographed and squeezed, for publication i 1967
Giterbock, Isz. Mir. 17 [1967], pp.68-71, with pls.1.2, 2. For
KARABHEL B and C in general see Kohlmever, op.cit. (n.12),
pp.19-25; he saw them in 1977 but reperts (p.19, 3.2) that by
1982 they had been destroyed by road-building,

! The best kindly supplied by Dr. Hatice Gonnet, taken in April
1994,

2 For previous attempts, bibliography, and a recent reconsider-
ation, see K. Kohlmeyer, Acia Prachistorica et Archaeclogica
15 [1983], pp.12-28, 113-117 Taf. 1-15. Cf. alsc F.P. Rossner,
Die hethitischen Felsreliefs in der Tiirkei [2nd ed,, TO8E],
pp.46-52.

2.2. With a view to confirming these readings, |
visited Karabel in September 1997 (see figs 1-2)." Close
examination of the rock suggests the following readings;

1. (sinistroverse) REX TAREASNA-wa/i REX mi+ra/i-o
2. [dextroverse) AVIS,-li' REX mi+rafi-a REGIO
[INFANS]

3. (sinistroverse) | ... Ix REX mi+ra/i-a REGIO NEPOS

(1) (King) Tarkasna}va, king of <the land> Mira, (2)
[son] of BIRD-H(?), king of the land Mira, (3) grandson
of [ ... 1, king of the land Mira.’

2.3. Thus the inscription gives not only the father’s
name as I first thought; but also that of the grandfather,
though I have not been able to identify any rmeanin gfuf
traces of the latter. It is indeed ironical that two of the
longest known Hieroglyphic monuments, KARABEL
and Tarkondemos," should both be the work of the same
ruler though this should only now be recognized. Before
the important historical and geographical implications of
these readings are considered, some detajled comment on
the readings themselves should be offered. In support of
my re'adings L offer prints of the two clearest photographs
of KARABEL A beside duplicates on which I have inked
what I could see (fig 3a-d). [ alse offer Kohlmeyer’s
recent sketch of what he saw alongside a duplicate on
which I have again inked in my readings (fig 4a, b): this
shows that Kollmeyer was able broadly speaking to see
the indeterminate shapes whick T have been able to
identify as Hieroglyphs, A drawing of what T could see
set beside a drawing reconstructing the inscription is
offered as fig 3a, b,

2.4, Comments on readings
Line 1. REX .. REX: shapes generally perceived by
most previous commentators, and recognized by some,
e.g. Bossert (with additional, incorrect volute, = ‘great’),
Meriggi; accepted by Kohlmeyer.

TARKASNA: general shape best perceived by Bittel
and especially Kohlmeyer, but never before coirectly
identified.

? Visits of twe successive days, 11 and 12 September 1597,
from 1-3pm. and 8-11.30am. respectively. The sun does not
reach the inscription until after 1la.m., being lept off latterly
by the tress, which cast a dappied shadow between 10 and
Ham. After that the light is fair but becomes flat in the early
afterncon. }

* KARABEL A was discovered in 1839 by Renouard and
published by Kiepert in 1843: ses Messerschmids, CIH (1900),
.37 (correct the date from 1859 to 1839 from Wright, £,
D.156). The Tarkondemos seal is said to have been bought in
Izmair by an Istanbul merchant. Tt was first published by
Mordtmann in 1863: see Messerschmidt, CTH, p.42,
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~wa/i
Kohimeyer.

mi+ra/i-a : general shape fairly perceived by Messer-
schmidt, Bittel and Kohlmeyer, but no correct identifica-

perceived and correctly identified by

tions.
<REGIO>: neither examination of the rock nor of
photographs suggests the presence of this expected sign.

Line 2. AVIS; : bird-like shape (clearest sign of
inscription)  generally apparent to commentators,
expressly sc identified by Bossert, Steinherr and
Kohlmeyer (?itt@i and Meriggi on the contrary identified
as a sinistroverse ‘gazelle head’, sé). Laroche HH
1n0s.128-135 lists various birds, mostly distinguished by
the presence of the wing at various angles or its absence.
The bird here does seem to represent a specific type of
bird, perhaps a partridge. In the context as now recog-
nized it can be seen to represeni the father’s name. The
poséibility of reading it is discussed further below (I11.2).

-li’: a further sign appears to exist below the bird’s
feet, a long, flattish shape with a small hole in the rock in
the middie of it. This was signalled most clearly by Bean

“and Steinherr. In my opinion it most resembles §i (HH

po.278) which could be phonetic complement to the
name written logographically BIRD. For the possible
reading of the father's name and his identification as
Alantalli, see below, II1.2.

REX: shape generally perceived by commentators
.g. Sayce, Messerschmidt, Garstang, Bitiel; identified as
‘king’ by Kohlmever. '

mi+ra/i-q; general shape quite well perceived by
Sayce, Messerschmidt and Kohlmeyer; no positive
identification before. )

REGIO: shape perceived by Kohlmeyer,

[INFANS]: the context of 11.2-3 as now recognizable
renders the presence of this sign (hand + ‘crampon’, HH
n0.45) practically certain, and indeed inspecting both the
rock and photographs I could see where it shouid be
without definitely being abie to see it. - Om the photo-
graphs (fig 3b, d) [ felt able to draw a line representing
the upper edge.

Line 3 {discussed from end back to beginning)

NEPOS: shape perceived most clearly by Steinherr,
also Kohlmeyer, identified as ¢ (hand + dagger, HH
20.29). My readings from photographs suggested
INFANS, ‘son’ (hand + ‘crampen’, HH 104353, but
cxamination of the rock immediately showed NEPOS,
‘grandsen’ (hand + HH no.300),

REX mi+ra/i-a REGIO: recogaition of ‘grandson’ on
the rock led me to look for the repetition of this group.
The five constitueni signs are all reasonable assured:
REX least clear, mi+ra/i-a most clear, REGIO present

but damaged by a small hole. Note that the shape '
recorded by Kohlmeyer here does in fact analyse readily
into the separate elements of this reading {fig 4a, b).
[grandfather’s name]: the reading of the signs and
context of line 3 led me to seek hard for the grandfather’s
name demanded in the angle between the figure's hand
and spear, Unfortunately | was not able to suggest any
positive recognitions, but the lower left part does show a
relatively clear oblique line, as it might be ra/i. Further
inspection of the rock might produce more, In the
meantime the possible identification of the grandfather is

- discussed below, [.3.4.2, and T1.25.

{3) Inscriptions on KARABREL B and C1-2

Something also needs to be said about these now
destroyed inscriptions, in order to assess their relevance
or otherwise to the reading of KARABEL A and its
implications.

3.1, KARABEL B. Kohimeyer in 1977 seems to have
been the last to see, photograph and draw™ this poorly
preserved monument before its destruction. His drawing
shows probably as much as can be said of the relief,
namely that it was a figure with spear and presumably
bow, similar to that on the main relief, with traces of a
Hieroglyphic inscription including a probable sign REX
‘king’ in the same position between spear and face of the
figure.

3.2. KARABFIL C1-2. In his publication of these
inscriptions in 1967, Gliterbock proposed with reserva-
tions to identify the author of C1 as Farkasnalli,'® the
king of Hapalla installed by Mursili, and of C2 as BIRD
{or animal head)!” which had been identified by Bossert
as the father’s name on KARABEL A" correctly as I
believe. For him then KARAREL A was the work of the
grandson of Tarkasnalli of Hapalla, and Karabe! was the
pass from Arzawa proper, with its capital at Apasa -
Ephesos in the valley of the Cayster, to Hapalla in the
Hermos valley. With this positioning Millawanda would
be at Miletos and the Seha River land the Meander
valley.

3.3. The very year of this publication, 1967, a group
of sealed bullae were excavated at Bogazkéy in the
debris from the northern magazines of the Great Temple,
among which were found 2 single impression of one seal
388/z and four impressions of a different but closety
similar seal 385-387/z and 1004/z. Giiterbocl,

" op.cit. (n,12), pp.19-21 with fig.5, 118f. Taf. 6, 7.3.
8 opcit, .10, p.67t,

7 ibid., p. 68T, _

*® Asia [Istanbul, 1946], p.72.
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publishing these in 1975, identified them from the
incomplete Hieroglyphic inscriptions as coming from
two different seals of a king of Mira, and noted the close
similarity with the Tarkondemos seal, which the first
element of the king's name was written with the same
distinctive donkey-head, which he had read rarkasnq.
The second element of the name on the new builae was
the sign wa/i {(HH no4d39), so Giiterbock retumed to
KARABEL Cl, which he re-read Tarkasna-wa-ii,
accepting him as a king of Mira, thus discarding the
Tarkasnalli-Hapatla hypothesis. The discrepancies
between the names on Tarkondemos, KARABEL C1,
and the new bullae he reserved for later consideration,
but though he returmed to Tarkondemos in 1977,% he did
not agai.n address in print the Bogazkéy hullae and
KARABEL CI1.

“Following Giiterbock, attempts on KARABEL C1-2
were made by Meriggi (1975)* and Kohlmeyer (1982).%
! can only offer the following remarks:

341 KARABEL C1: our surviving evidence for this
following 1ts destruction temains Giliterbock’s photo-
graph and drawing of 1967 {drawing revised 1975; see
fig 6a, b}, and Kohlmeyer’s drawing of 1977 based on
independent autopsy (published 1982; see fig 6¢).

Sign 1 (rectangular block, two incised diagonal lines,

two horizonial bisected by one vertical): uncertainly
identified.  Gilterbock suggested title ‘palace-scribe’
: {HH n0s.254 + 326); Meriggi ‘stone (of)’ { ‘Pietra [del]™);
© Kohlmeyer ‘Bauwerk/Ort’,
" Sign 2 (animal head): Gilterbock from the start
identified as the special donkey-head, HH no.101, as
seen on Tarkondemos and later the Bogazkdy bullae; this
gave him his reading torkasna. Meriggi with reason
questioned this and preferred the sheep-head ma, while
Kohlmeyer preferred a horse-head (HH no.99) with
hypothetical reading asiwa.

Signs 3-3: Giiterbock’s revised readings of these as
wa/i-if REX were followed by Meriggi and Kohimeyer,
agreeing that they represented phonetic complement and
- title to-a royal name.

It we line up Giterbock’s ‘King Tarkasnawali’,
Meriggi's ‘King Mu(Dwati’ and Kohlmeyer’'s ‘King
Asuwati” with the “Tarkasnawa king of Mira’ now estab-
lished for KARABEL A it is difficult to reconcile any of
them, even Giiterbock’s. To a large extent this is no

- longer relevant, since the important information about

. Karabel is row provided by the reading of KARABFEL

i: See above, 1n.6.

o See above, n.2.

;q Mannale 113, no.4-5, pp-261-263, Tav.L
T opeit. (n.12), pp.21-25-with figs. 6,7.

A. Nevertheless one must admit that it remains a vexing
if minor problem.

3.4,2, KARABFEL C2: again our surviving evidence
consists of Giiterbock’s and Kohlmeyer’s photographs
and drawings (see fig 7a-d, fig 8a, b).  Giiterbock,
Meriggi and Kohlmeyer ars agreed on the presence of the
king sign REX three times in the top line and also that the
second sign from the right is identical with the first sign
of KARABEL A 12, though for Giiterbock and
Kohlmeyer it is a sinistroverse bird, for Meriggi a dextro-
verse gazelle-head. Following the second REX sign
Giliterbock saw a dextroverse donkey-head ra, in which
he was followed by Meriggi, while Kohimeyer split this
up into the giving hand pi and the antler CERVUS;
(sinistroverse}.

Judging from the surviving evidence, I would agree
that we have a sinistroverse mseription beginning REX
AVISy REX, thus the work of the father of Tarkasnawa.
of KARABEL A. Proceeding from that I would propose
for the shape to the left of the second REX, ie.
Kohlmeyer’s pi, the reading mi+ra/i-a but with no sign
of REGIO, thus gaining ‘King BIRD, king of <the land>
Mira ... For the remaining signs before the third REX,
looking at the published phoiographs as well as the
drawings, I am strongly inclined to agree with
Kohlmeyer’s CERVS;. For my reconstruction of line 1
of this inscription, see fig 8¢, d. This possible reading,
made on purely epigraphic grounds, could be of consid-
erable significance in the coniext as it would seem to be
cmerging: the signs here followed by the third king sign
might wel be the name and title of Mr. BIRIY's father as
appeared also in KARABFEL A 1.3. Reasons will be
given below under the discussion of the histerical impli-

cations of the reading of KARABEL A (see IIL2b), for

the speculative suggestion that the father of Mr. BIRD
{and grandfather of Tarkasnawa) mighi possibly have
been Kupanta-PRATL, king of Mira, contemporary of
Mursili II, Muwatalli IT and Hatiusili I His ‘name has
not been found written in Hicroglyphic, but we would
expect a writing *ku-pa-1a/id/a-CERVUS,(-17), as for
c.g. the now well known Sauska-PKAL™  Such a

= Laroche, Nowms, 10,1144, equating the Cun. PN LDLIS.DRAL
with Hier. sa+US-ka-CERVUS,-#f attested on KOYLUTOLU
YAYLA 13 and SBo [, nos. 8, 30, 67. Many new attestations
of the name have appeared among the 1990/91 bullae from the
Bogazkdy Nisantepe archive (sec e.g. Neve, Antike Welr 23,
Sondernumner 1952, p.60 Abb.162, upper right). Notc how
the first element of the name s wranged in the angle formed by
CERVUS; and -f. Other such writings with the second
element CERVUS,-#i placed with CERVUS, standing in front
of the first element include the names Sarpa-CERVUS,, Huwa-
CERVUS, and Halpa-CERVUS-.
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reading would require the recognition or restoration here
of [ku»pwIa/fci/té}~CERVUSg(—Ii} REX [mi+ra/i-a
(REGIO) INFANS], ‘{son of Kupanta]-KAL king of
[{the land) Mira]." Professor Kay Kohlmeyer has kindly
sent me prints of his photographs of KARABEL C2, and
while restoration of [Kupantal-CERVUS;[-#i] looks
possible, I can see no traces which -might suppori
“ {mi+rafi-a (REGIO) INFANS]. Thus eviderce for the

presence of Kuopanta-"KAL in the genealogy is frail but

not entirely absent. All the more reason to regret that the
destruction of this inscription has placed it beyond
further examination. '

L. Hatti and Arzawa: the background

1. The land of Mira is attested in the historical inscrip-
Gons of Hittite kings from Suppiluliuma [ to Tudhaliya
IV, thus over four generations.”™ It is most fully
documented in the reign of Mursili IT in the context of his
defeat of Arzawa and the establishment of the three
vassal states in its place, Mira with Kuwaliya, the Seha
River land with Appawiya, and Hapalla, the sources
being his own Annals”™ and his three Arzawa weaties.”
The three states reappear with the addition of a fourth,
Wilusa, in Muwatalli's treaty with Alaksandu.”” The
apparent disappearance of a separate and independent
Arzawa has been plausibly explained by the supposition
that the rump of the Arzawan state, its core territory, was
included in the state of Mira-Kuwaliya®™ The links
between Mira and Arzawa were clearly close.

5 1. Relations between Hatti and Arzawa can be
followed from the time of Tudhaliya UII onwards, The
names of a number of rulers of Arzawa are preserved
though not necessarily all of them, nor are their relation-
ships to each other known. “the Arzawan opponent of
Tudhaliya 11 and Arnuwanda I was Kupallta—'DKAL,
entitied simply the ‘man of Arzawa’, who was involved

* guurces and bibliography recently summarized by 5.
Heinhold-Krahmer, RIA VIII/3-4 {1984, s.v. Mira; attestations
listed in del Monte and Tischler, RGI'C VI (1978), and VI/2
{Supplement, 1992), s.v; fullest discussion in S. Heinhold-
Krahmer, Arzawa (THeth 8; Hetdelberg, 1977y, pp.179-219.

25 A Goetze, Die Annalen des Mursilis {Leipzig, 1933), years 3-
4 and 12. Ten-Year Annals, years 3-41 see now Grélois,
Hethitico IX (Louvain-la-Neuve, 1988), pp.58-60, 677-83;
Fxtended Annals, year 12, Houwink ten Cate, Fs Meriggi 2
(Pavia, 1979), pp.267-292.

2% 7 Friedrich, Staatsvertrige des Hatti-Reiches L1 (Leipzig,
1926, 1930}, nos. 2, 3, 4 (Turg., Kup., Mon.); recent (ransiations
with updated items of bibliography, G. Beckman, Hirtite Diplo-
matic Texts (Georgia, 1996), nos. 10-12.

77 priedrich, SV I, no.5 (Alaki), Beckman, HDT, no.13.

2 Iteinhold-Krahmer, Arzawa, pp.136-147, 211-218.
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in the tortuous affairs of Madduwatte,” first as his
enemy, later as prospective son-in-law. Madduwatta and
Kupanta DKAL appear to be competing Arzawan princes
acting out patterns of behaviour which recur m later’
periods.  The activities of Madduwatia m western
Anatolia seem to-have been very wide-ranging.”

2.2, The reign of Amuwanda’s son and successor,
Tudhaliya III, the father of Suppiiuliuma 1, was notable
for its disasters, as remenibered by his great-grandson
Hattusiti [1l: among other invasions, the Arzawan enemy
overran the Lower Land as far as Tuwanuwa and Uda™
Although precise chronology is not available, it is likely
that these events approximately coincided with the
exchange of the Arzawa letiers between Nimuwariya king
of Egypt (Amenophis I} and Tarhundarada, king of
Arzawa, on the subject of a marriage alliance between an
Arzawan princess and the Pharaoh.”™ ‘There has been
much discussion of the implications of the line now trans-
iated ‘the land of Hattusa was frozen’,” but it still seems
likely to refer to the weakened condition of Hatti during
this reign, which would account for the prominence of
Arzawa and its king, addressed in terms of greefing
normally reserved for acknowledged “Great Kings'.™

2 Sources: A. Goetze, Moddwwatiad (MVAeG 32/1; Leipzig,
1928);, H. Otten, StBoT 11 (Wiesbaden, 1969); recent trans-
lation, Beckman, HDT, nc.27. Kopanta-PKAL is mentioned
obv. 30, 45, 49, 55-57, 75-83, rev. 2, 43 His participation In
the same events is reported in the annals of Armuwanda 1, where
he is entitled LG URUgr-zaewa (KUB XK, 21 il F6——1ii 1),
See alse below, nn. 149, 151,

% For the gengraphical range, see below, V.5.2 and nn. 153-156.
31 g di-iz-ma I5-TU KUR URU SAP-LI-TI LU KUR URVar-za-
wewa-ad d-it nu a-pa-a-af-Sa KURKURMES hg-ar-ti har-ga-
-t pa-zlo VRUTu--wa-me-an VRUn-da-an-na 2AG-un i-ia-
s, ‘But from this side, from the Lower Land the Arzawan
enemy came, and he too ravaged the Hatti lands and made
Tuwanuwa and Uda his frontier” (Decree for the helur of
Pirwa, KBo VI, 28 cbv. 8-9).

R VEeT nos.)-2. See recently W, Movan, The Amarng Letiers
{Johns Hopkins U.P, 1992}, n0s.31, 32 (mansiations and notes
by V. Haas),

3w haead-di-do-a¥-fa KUR-e i-go-ir {(VBoT 1, abv, 27); for
egai-figai-, ‘freeze, become paralysed’, see Puhvel, HED 2
(1984), s.v. eka- ; Friedrich—Kaimeﬂhuber, HWhH? (11/9-10)
(198R), s.v. egai- , igai- , rejecting the interpretation of Starke,
ZA 71 €1981), pp.221-231, esp. p.225, igaie<taz, ‘Is at peace’;
also Haas (loc.cit., preceding n.) poinis out, this is likely to be
quite inappropriate o the contemporary political situation,

¥ The full grestings formula in 1.3-10 s normally found only
in letters between Creat Kings who are acknowledged eguals:
Hagenbuchner (THerh 15, pp.49-553, who terms it the
toxtended Amarna-formula’, states that Hittdte scribes
empioyed it exclusively in correspondence between equals, yet
the only examples which she lists {p.51f) in letters other than
those writien by Ramesses I are the present letter, one from
Hattusili T to Kada¥man-Eniil, and one from a Hittite king to
Mashuitta, for which see below, IV.4.1 and nn.100, 101.
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2.3, The position of Tuwanuwa in Arzawan hands
connects with the Deeds of Suppilulivima, where that
prince, still fighting on behalf’ of his father, was sent
against the Arzawans in thai area and presumably
recovered the city.”® Later fragmenis of the Deeds give 2
very broken account of his own campaign into Arzawa
after his assumption of the kingship.™® As far as can be
determined, initial hostlities involved the cities of
Pedassa and Mahuirassa, and as opponents Auzapal-
haddu, Alantalli (Alaltalll) and Zapalli are named
without being further identified. Mira and Hapaila are
also mentioped (the earliesi attestation of the former).
Fither during this war or later, Suppiluliuma received the
fugitive prince of Mira, Masbhuiluwa, and gave him his
daughter in marriage but was unable fo reinstate him
because of other more pressing commitments.”’  Also
now or later Suppiluliuma seems to have handed over the
city Purande to Ulhaziti, king of Arzawa, who here
appears for the first time.”™® The land of Hapalla was
conquered by the general Hannutd at this time.™

3.1. The sources for the reign of Mursili* present the
most detatled evidence for Arzawa, especially as regards
its geography. The account opens yesar 3 with an unfor-
tunately fragmé‘ntaw passage concerning the king of
the city of Millawanda, and the king of
Ahhiyawa, and what was apparently a raid on the city
conducted by Hittite generals."! The war proper began
later in the season after a campaign conducted by Mursili
against the Gasga. The actual casus belli appears to have
been the refusal of Uhhaziti king of Arzawa to surrender
Hittite subjects whe had fled to him from the cities of

Arzawa,

* DS frag.15. The fragments of the Deeds relating to Arzawa
are thoroughly reviewed by Heinhold-Krahmer, Arzawa,
Kap.IV; see there, pp.62-64.

% DS frags. 18-20, reviewed with additional material by
Heinhold-Krahuer, op.cit., pp.&4-72.

7 ibid., pp.79-81.

*F ibid., pp.72-74, with citcumstantial references implying the
existence of a treaty between Suppiluliuma and Uhhazitl.

¥ Bvidenced by two fragments brought together by Houwink
ten Cate as discussed by Heinhold-Krahmer, ibid,, pp.76-79.
That Hapalla was attacked from the Lower Land is important
for its localization, for which inner Pisidia is mdicated. A
position south of the angle formed by the Karakus and Sultan
Daglar1 would explain Hapalla's proximity to but separation
from Kuwaliva and Pedassa: see below, ¥V.5.2 and nn.153, 155.
' Pasically still Goetze, AM (1933), comprehensively
reviewed by Heinhold-Krabmer, Arzawa, Kap VA, The present
summary is based on Heinhold-Krahmer’s presentation of the
evidence. '

M KUB XIV, 13 1 23-26 = AM, pp.36-39; for the various inter-
pretations of these fragmentary lines see Heinhold-Krahmer,
Arzowa, pp.97-100, prodently preferring that of Goetze.

- refugees recurs:
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Attarimma, Hu(wa)rsanassa and Suruta®  Mursilpg - |
route of approach to Arzawa is important: the stages
according to the Extended Annals® were the river
Sehiriva, where he witnessed the Storm-God's
unleashing of a celestial missile against Apasa the capita)
of Arzawa; the city Sallapa where he was joined by hig
brother, the king of Karkami§ with reinforcements; and
Aura, where he was met by his protégé from Mira,
Mashuiluwa, with news of developments i Arzawa,
After defeating the Arzawan king's son, Piyama-DKAL,
at Walma on the river Astarpa, Mursili advanced into
Arzawa and amived at Apasa"“ whence Uhhaziti fled
across the sea to the islands.® The popalation of Arzawa
alse fled, some up Mount Arinnanda, some mto'the city
Puranda, and some across the sea with their king,
Mursili starved cut the fugitives from Mount Arinnanda,
vividly described,” before being forced by the onset of
winter into quarters on the river Astarpa.

3.2. The following spring (year 4), after the death of
Uhhaziti ‘in the sea’, Mursili retuined and mopped up the
fugitives in Puranda.*® He then turned against the Seha
River land, whose ruler Manapatarhunda, though owing
his position to Hittite support, had sided with Uhhazid,
Manapatarhunda prudently sent an embassy consisting of
his mother and the old men and women who met the
Hirite king at the frontier and begged for mercy, which

was granted.” Mursili returned to Mira which he

2 Iatroducing year 3 in the Ten-Year Ansals, preserved only in
exemplar B, KBo XVI, 1 i3 29-40 = AM, pp.38-41 (old line
mambering). The passage is fragmentary but reference to these
Ten-Year Annals, KBo 111, 4 i 10-12 = AM,
p.464; Extended Annals, KUB XIV, 15 i 27-33 = AM, p.52L
The group of refugee Hittite subjects Atlarimma,
Hu(wa)rsanassa and Suruta is of geographical significance: see
further below, V.5.3.

¥ RUB XIV, 15 i 1-14 = AM, pp.44-49. The Ten-Year Annals
which do not detail the itinerary replace the river Sehiriya with
Mount Lawasa. For the significance of the itinerary, see below,
V.1

¥ Tap-Year Annals only: KBo 1T, 4 i1 22-32 = AM, p.50f. The
historically very impostant recognition of gursauwananza as
“islands’ {dat.plur.) is relatively recent: Starke, K7 95 (1981},
pp. 142-152,

< KBo HI, 4 it 33-40 = AM, p.57f ;, Extended Annals, KUB
XTIV, 15 #i 34-30 = AM, pp.54-57 {description of Mount
Aginmanda, 1.39-45 — for the s1gmf1cqnce for idenuification,
see below, V2.4 and 1.130).

% Principally Ten-Year Annals, KBo I, 45 47-82 = AM,
pp-60-65.

¥ Ten-Year Amnals, KBo 111, 4 i1 10-21, parallel to more
detailed Extended Annals, KUB XIV, 15 iv 14-33 = AM, pp.06-
73. A paraflel but damaged account in the Manapatarhunda
treaty is restored from the Annals account. For the location of
this event at the north end of the Karabel pass, see below, V.4.3.




. foriifying three cities and gamisoning them
ther®  Ar this conclusicn of his Arzawa
»he made his final dispensation, glving Mira
',aliy_a to Mashuiluwa, the Seha River land with
-1 -to Manapatarhunda, and Hapalla to Targas-
wo of the three treaties which he drew up then,

fursili’s political settiement of the West proved
aratﬁely durable, lasting down into the reign of his
dson-Tudhaliyva IV as far as can be judged. One
however was the rebellion of Mashuiluwa of Mira
s wnscquem removal in year 127 Being childiess

12-DKAL®?  Later, in spite of his obligations, he
d anti-Hittite intrigues in the land of Pedassa, as
'aédﬂwatta before him.> Summoned to Sallapa by
ii, he fled to the land of Masa, where Mursili

nded Annals, KUB XTIV, 15 iv 34-40 = AM, pp.72-73.
marized in Ten-Year Aunals, KBo I1L, 4 iii 23-26, more
il but broken in Extended Annals, KIVB XTV, 15 iv 50-54 =
pp.72-75; latier passage supplemented by join of KBo
04, Heinhold-Krahmer, Arzawa, p. 1231
£e. abovc 1.26, nos.2 (Turg.), 4 (Man.); no.3 (Kup.} dates to
'qtali(mon of Kupanta-PKAL i Mira in year 12 and
accounts for the absence of a Mashuiluwa treaty {annulled).
vithese teaties see Heinhold-Krahmer Arzawa pp.R8-91,
1302135, The treaties also have useful reference to Mursili's
settlement:'e.g, Targ, §9 (Beckman, HDT— §8), Inam-ma-zla-
in ka-a-af-ma SA-BI KUR-TIIA 3 LUMES EY LU TIM zi-ik
_ dr—gtva_ﬂna—ablinﬁ Imgd-hu-i-lu-wlg-a¥ ...}, ‘[Now] behold in
my “land there are three ‘free men’, you Targasnalli,
M‘\Shuiiuw[ a and Manapatarhundal’; Kup. §3, exactly parallel
© the Ten-Year Annals statement except for Mashuiluwa, KUR
VRV, rg-g-ma KUR URUjgmwa-li-ia A-NA Imad-hu-u-i-lu-wa
EGHR-pa] AD-DIN nu-us-5i B A-BI-S§U CBGU.ZA A-BLSU-ia
- [EGIR-pa] AD-DIN, ‘and the lands of Mira and Kuwaliya I
- gave {back ] to Mashuiluwa, and his father’s house and his
father’s throne I gave [back} to him’ (Starke emphasizes the
evidence of this passage that Mashuiluwa’s claim was to the
" throne of Arzawa itself and that Uhhaziti was one of the
usurping brothers — see below, 1.37). Cf also Man. $10
{Beckman, HDT — §75.
" Account in Kup. §§4-6, more detailed but broken in Extended
Annals: see the reconstruction and comparison of texts by
Huuwmk ten Cate, Fs Meriggi 2 (1979), pp.267-292.

Y Kup. §4. Alaks, §17 (Beckman, HDT ~— §14) explicitly states
that Kupanta-DK AL, thus also his father and-usncle who adopted
bim. was of the Arzawan royal line: nu Yu-pa-an-1a-DKAL-af
MAS LU $4 LUGAL KUR URVgi-za-u-wa STy MAS
MUNUS-TT-ma-a§ A LUGAL KUR URUhg.gr.ri, ‘Kupanta-
LAY, (is) (from) the male line of the King of Arzawa, and he
(13) from the female line of the King of Hatti’.

" Ses below, V.2.2. and n.124, on the proximity of Mira and
Pedassa.

narriage to Suppilulitma’s daughter, T\/fashmiuwa‘
dopted with Mursili’s approval his nephew

Hawking

followed him and ravaged the land uniil the men of Masa
surrendered him.* Mursili removed him 0 -Hattasa and

~installed Kupanta-PKAL in his place, granting to him

Mira-Kuwaliya within undimimished frontiers® The
extant treaty with Kupanta-DKAL must date from this
period %

34. S, Heinhold-Krahmer has argued that in this
political seftlernent, the rump of the Arzawan state,
‘Arzawa in engeren Sinn’, was incorporated into the state
of Mira-Kuwaliya.”’ She bases her arguments on the
complete disappearance from the records of Arzawa as
an independent political unit after Mursili’s settlement,”
and also on the close links between Arzawa and Mira
observable or deducible from the sources.” Convincing
in itself, this argument is effectively confirmed by the
new evidence from Karabel, as will be shown below.®
She further emphasizes that Mursili established
Mashuiluwa and Kupanta-DKAL in Mira, as well as
Manapatarthonda in the Seha River land and Targasnalli
in Hapalla, as lords not kings: the phrase always used is

* For the bearing on the location of Masa, se¢ below, V.8.6-7.
P Kup. §8, esp. 0L.027-28, ZAGHLA-ui-ma A-NA PA-NT
PES TUR-wa ma-ah-ha-an e-gir ki-nu-ne-ia-at fu-wk QA-TAM-
MA a-fa-an-du, ‘as the fromtiers were in the time of
Mashuiluwa, 50 now let them be for you’. '

* See ahove, .50,

* See above, n.28. Starke now puis a somewhat different slant
on the same evidence, arguing that Mira itsell was really the
core of the state; Studia Troica 7 (1997, p-432 with rn.44-46.
*¥ To establish this she has to discard some restorations, which
have been taken to show that Mursili established rump Arzawa
as another ‘Arzawa land’ under Piyama-PKAL, son of
Unhaziti. In Alakf, §4, Friedrich, SV IT, p-52 £. 1LA30, folfowed
Forrer's restoration KUR URUgrgg-u-wie A-NA ISUM-ma-
DKAL ID-BIN.], ‘the land Arzawa [to Piyama-PKAL he
gave..]’, followed by ‘[Mira]-Kawaliya [to Mashuiluwa, the
Seha River land and] Abbawiva [to Manap_atarhunda} and
Hapalia [tc Tergasnalli}’ But Heinhold-Krahmer convincingly
restored the alternative [nu-za ma-ah-ha-an] KUR YRUarza-u-
wla hu-u-ma-an lar-ah-ta..], ‘{When he had conquered the
entire] land Arzawe’, Similarly another passage of Alakd. (317
Beckman, HDT — §14) was also restored with the name of
[Piyamal-PX AL, but this too is now to be rejected: see below,
1.4.2 and n.68.

» Principally the relationship of Kupanta-PKAL and
Mashuiluwa to the royal line of Arzawa (above. n.52); the way
in which Mira aiready seems to he part of Arzawa af the
beginning of Mursili’s campaign; and the greater importance
accorded in the Arzawa treaties to the king of Mira over the
other rulers. Mashuiluwa is actually described as “man of
Arzawa’ (AM, p.140 1.56),

% By establishing that Mira, known to adjoin Hatti in the neigh-
bourhood of Pedassa, Aura and the Astarpa river, extended
under Tarkasnawa as far as the Cayster valley and Ephesos,
which may be recognized as the core of Arzawa and its capital
Apasa: see below, V.4.1-2.
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‘install in lordship’, and their status in relation to the
Hittite king was one of ‘servants’.®" Similarly there is no
indication that before Mursili either Mira, the Scha River
1and or Hapalla were kingdoms, the seats of kings. They
" seem rather to have been ‘dukedoms’ controlled by
families torn between the competing pulls of Hatti and
Arzawa, Thus both Mashuiluwa of Mira and Manapa-
tarhunda of the Seha River land kad been driven out by
their brothers, the former having sought refuge with
Suppilulivma,™ the latter with the men of Karkisa.®
Mursili ciaimed that both owed their restoration to Hittite
patronage especially his own, vet the loyalty of neither
was dependable.

4.5, Mussili’s Arzawan settlement left his son
Musvatalli in a position fo establish control over an
apparently more remote and inaccessible western
COGNITY, Wilusa, His treaty with its king Alaksandu is an
important further source for Hittite relations with the
West.™ Its historical preamble emphasizes the good
relations between Hatti and Wilusa in the reigns of those

western campaigners Tudhaliya UTT and Suppiluliuma 1,% .

though unfortunately the passage covering Mursili’s
reign is almost entirely lost.®® Since Mursili’s own
sources preserve no mention of Wilusa, his contacts are
vnlikely to have been close. An mportant letter from
Manapatarhunda to a Hittite king® mentions a campaign
against Wilusa, so should be connected with the treaty
and be addressed to Muwatalli. It too is informative on
western affairs, mentioning the writer’s bad relations
with Piyamaradu and Atpa, and also the involvement of
Kupanta-PKAL.

5t See Heinhold-Krahmer, Arzowa, pp.127-129.
62 Kup.§2; Extended Annals, beginning of year 12, KBo IV, 4 iv
56-60 = AM, p.140f.

8 Man. §§1-2; Extended Annals, year 4, KUB X3V, 15 iv 14-18 |

= AM, pp.66-69,

% Alaks., see above, 1.27; mnote the additional readings
provided by Otten, MIO 5 (1957}, pp.26-30, based on a copy
made by Winckler at the time of the tablet’s discovery.

6 Alaki. §82-3 cover the Arzawa cempaigns of ‘Labarna’,
Tuodhaliya and Suppiluliuma. The discrepancy between this
report of peaceful relations with Tudhaliva and the inclusion of
the land Wilusiya in the list of hostile countiies of Assuwa
(KUB XXI, 11 1 19) has been noted: Gurney, CAH (3zd ed.,
1973), p.676 {; of. Heiphold-Krahmer, Arzawa, p.2731

% Alaki. §84-5, badly damaged, unnumbered in Beckman
HDT, who does however include 1LA30-33, but unfortunately
adheres to the old Forrer-Friedrich restoration of 1.30, for
which, as Heinhold-Krahmer has demonstrated, there is uno
supporting evidence (Arzawa, p.1371.}. See above, n.58.

5 KUB XIX, 5 with joined frag. KBo XIX, 79; recently edited
and elucidated by Hoowink ten Cate, JEOL 28 (1983-84),
pp.38-64, '
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4.2. A notable feature of the Alaksandu treaty ig (hy
it now addresses the western ‘lords’ as ‘kings’, specif;.
cally “four kings in the Arzawa lands’, Alaksandy,
Manapatarhunda(?), Kupanta-DKAEL and Urzhatigss 8
Later, Muwatalli made Mastard his brother-in-law apg
king of the Scha River land,” presumably in direct
succession to Manapatarhunda whose son he may have
been.”® In the disturhance occasioned by Hatinsili’g .
usurpation of the kingship frem Urhi-TeSub, this Mastur
supported the usurper, and his breach of loyaity caths to
Muwatalli’s succession was held up as a warning, quite
inappropriately, by Tudhaliya IV."  Kupanta-DKAL,
howewver, still king in Mira, showed loyalty to Urhi-Tesub
by a letter on his behalf to Rameses 1L The effect this
may have had on his relations with Hattusili is unknown,

& Alaks. §17 (Beckman, HDT - §14), KUB XX, 14 31-33,
1.32 is supplemenied from Winckler’s copy to give the name
[ima-an-pa)]-DEAL (Otten, loc. cit. n.64, p.29 with n.9). This
eliminales the Forrer-Friedrich restoration of [Piyamal-PKAL
{son of Uhhaziti), but leaves the problem of the identty of
Manpa-PKAL, Heinhold-Krahmer has argoed convincingly
that this is simply an error for Manpa-DUMM, i.e. Manapa-
tarhunda (Arzawe, pp.152-157), and most scholars follow her:
e.g. Houwink ten Cate, loc.cit. (preceding n.), p.62 and 1.79.
Beckman however stll prefers Piyama-PKAL (FDT, pp.85.
118 with n.20}. Urahatmsa is generally accepted to have been
the contemporary king of Hapalla.

% Sauskamuwa treaty: KUB XX, 1 (+ XXT 43) i 15-30
Kuhne and Otten, StBoT 16, p.104. Muwatalli gave him his
sister DINGIRMES.TR (Matanazi}, in marriage. The statement
that Mussili gave her to Manapatarhunda as B.GELA (see
foltowing n.} is problematic.

™ There is no direct evidence for these two assumptions, except
the statement, difficult to interpret because fragmentary, of
KUB XXI, 33 11.12-13, relating to the giving of DINGIRMES[R
by Mursili to Manapatarhunda as bride/daughter-in-law
(E.GF4.A), for this passage see Frou, Hittites ot Achgens
(LAMA. XT; Nice, 19¢0), p.22 n.23 with bibliograghy.

" Houwink ten Cate considers this use of lim as a waming may-
point to an altimate disgrace of Masturi {loc. cit., (0.67), p.67).
If so, the disgrace would have occurred in Tndhaliya's own
reign since Masturi still king of the Scha River land appears as
a witness on the Bronze Tablet (below, n.80). But this would
not fit well with the recent interpretation of the *sins of the Seha
River land’, dated to Tudhaliya’s reign: see [V.2.2, 3 and nn.94-
98,

™ See now E. Edel, Die dg.-heth. Korrespondenz aus Bogazikey
(Westdeutscher Verlag, 1994}, no.28 (volLl, pp.74-77; vol.IlL
pp.125-1310.



.' 1. For the reign of Hattusili 1II, the Tawagalawa
ow generally ascribed to his authorship”™ would
itute the most important scurce for weslern events.
er Mira nor the Seha River land are directly
'ﬁoﬁed, but the itinerary followed by the Hittite king,
‘Saflapa to lyalanda en route for Attarimma, then
ting to T\/Iﬂh'\wmda, is very important and will be
s1def::d below.”  The content of the letter is now
snized as.revolving around the part played by
fyamarade between the spheres of interest of the two
reat Kings, Hatti and Ahhiyawa.” Tt seems to have
éome -accepted to refer to Piyamaradu as a
'.'éboote}r’, hut in fact there 1s no reason to doubt that
ag another refractory Arzawan prince pursting tradi-
al goals.” Only one point in-the letier is relevant in
present context: Piyamaradu wrote to the Hittite king
e the latter was in Sallapa requesting to be taken mto
_,ic'é. and brought into the presence by the crown-
ncc and subsequently demanding peremptorily to be
._.ted the kingship ‘here on the spot”.” He was appai-
veai the time n Ivalanda, but on the approach of the
- king took himself off to Millawanda.”

. AnaS. 33 (1983), p.209€; Heinhold-Krahmer Or. 52
_bs} pp-95-97; Popko, AoF 11 3984), p0.199-203; van den
ut, RA 78 (1984), pp.89-92; Sturke, Studia Troica 7, p.453,
Conira (dating to ’\/Iuwataﬂi) Freu, Hittites et Achéens (1980,
n.70). pp.32-38; Unal, Two Peoples on both sides of the
%an Sea (1991, see n.111), p.33f; D.W.Smit, KUB X3V 3
d Hittite History (Talanta 22/23 (1996/51), pp.79-111.
rireial to 2 decision is the identity of LDKAJ, (coli 73). Since
he discovery of the Bronze Tablet, his identity as Kuronta king
_ f Tarhuniassa is highly likely, which would ensure a dating to
Hmusz Il Contrary to Unal's arpument, Kurupia was
ertainly not fuhkanii to Muwatalli. The case of the charioteer
Duabalatarhunda (colil 57-61, 70-78) is very significant:
: _'_'cmnrary to the argument of Fren, his Luwian name woald
- ohardly disqualify him from mamying into the family of the
cqueen, as he is stated to have done, if that queen were

_.Puduhepa. The statement that the queen’s family is very great
SUT3E) can surely only refer to Puduhepa. Also the clause
{colii 36) ‘and further in no way [did T act] conwrary to
thandas) oy brother’, which occurs as a repeated therme in the
Apology of Hatusili (Hari. i 38, 61, iv 29, 603, points to
Hditusm s authorship.

’ " Sce below, V.5.4 and n.158.

" Following the elimination of Tawagalawa from the central
vole independendy by Singer and Heinhold-Krahmer, loc.cit.,
n 73,

" ‘Freehooter’ — see Gurney, The Hirires (revised ed., 1950),
p-39: Singer, An.Sr. 33, p.210; followed by myself, StBoT Bh.3,
p.561.199. Starke, atiractively but specolatively, suggests that
he was son of Piyama-DRAL son of Ubhaziti (Studia Troica 7,
P 453 and nn.63-65), '

Taw col. 1 7£, 14f.
thout being explicitly stated, this emerges from the
narrative of the Hittite king's instructions sent to Iyalanda and
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5.2. What posiﬁon was he asking and what kingship
would the Hitiite king have in his gift? The combined
demands to be taken into servicé and for the kingship
make it sound as if he expected to receive one of the
Arzawa vassal kingdoms. By what right could he have
made such a demand except by descent from a/the
Arzawan royal line? In the view of the geography argued
below, this was most likely to be the kingship of Mira.”
Could Piyamaradu possibly have hoped that Hattusili
might mstall him as king in place of Kupanta-DKAL;
fallen into disfavour because of his loyalty to Dr}u Tesub
- or dead from old age?

6. Notable new svidence on the position in the West
at the begmning of the reign of Tudhaliya IV amived with
the discovery and publication of the Bronze Tablet ™
Among the witnesses to this treaty between Tudhaliya TV
and his cousin the king of Tarhuntassa are Masturi king
of the Scha River land, who had thus ruled there contin-
vously since his installation by Muwatalli,” and Alantalli
king of Mira, previously unknown but bearing a historic
Arzawan name of cne of the opponents of Sappiluiiuma
I, a direct or mdirect successor of Kupanta-DKAL, and
possibly his son.*

7. We may here briefly recapitulate the now attested
history of the rulers in Mira and the Seha River land.
Mursili in year 4 set up as lords Mashuiluwa in Mira
{incorporating rumyp Arzawa) and Manapatarhunda in the
Seha Riverland. Inyear 12 Mashuiluwa of Mira rebelled

his subsequent arrival there, followed by his diversion to
Millawanda, communications sent to Piysmaradu and Atpa,
and Pivamaradu's departure by boat,

* Piyamaradu’s operations between Tyalanda and Attarimma
and his base in Millawanda are located on the southem border
of Mira-Arzawa by the identification with Miletos and its
environs (see below, V.5.1-4); cf. the location of the events of
the Milawata letter, below, V.7.4.

® Ouen, StBeT Bh1 (1988). The bibliography on this
remarkable document is rapidly increasing: see van den Hout,
StBoT 38 (1995), p.326. An English translation is now
available, Beckman, HOT, no.13C, with bibliography, p.175.
Bl coliv 32; of. above n.69.

% coliv 36; Alantalli / Alaltalli (1) appears in DS frags. 18, 19
—see Heinhold-Krahmer, Arzawa, p.369f. For Alantali 1T, see
van den Hout's prosopography of the witnesses on the Bronze
Tablet, StBoT 38, pp.142-149. He now identifies him with the
Alantali appeasing on KUB V1, 47 1.9, his restorations of which
are individually very plansible but result in finding Kupanta-
DEAL still on the throne of Mira at the begimming of the reign
of Tudhaliya IV, the grandson of the king (Mursii II) who
originally -installed him. Kupanta-PKAL would have been
improbably old. Also he would have had to have survived into
the reign of Tudhaliya, written KUB VI 47, died and been
succeeded by Alantalli, all before the issue of the Blome
Tablet.
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and was replaced with Kupanta-DKAL, his nephew and
adopted son, who was still on the throne after Hattusili’s
ysurpation of the kingship, but possibly compromised by
some loyalty to Urhi-Tefub., By the beginning of the
following reign at the latest he had been replaced by
Alantalli whose relationship to his predecessor is not
certain. In the Seha River land Manapatarhunda
survived well into the reign of Muwatalli though
claiming serious, but possibly diplomatic, illoess. At
some stage Muwaialli installed in the position Mastusi,
whose relationship to his predecessor is alse uncertain
but probably son and direct successor. This Mastusi
survived the reigns of Urhi-TeSub and Hattusili (by deft
transference of ajlegiance from the one to the cther) and
was still on the throne earty in the refgn of Tudhaliya.

111, The Karabel readings

1. This review of the history of relations between Haiti
and Arzawa has been provided as the background to the
constderation of the new Karabel readings. Thus
Bogazkdy Cuneiform sources present alongside the three
Hattusa generations, Mursili — Muwatalli and Haitusili
— Tudhaliya, three kings of Mira, themselves probably
representing three generations (even if Alantalli were not
the son of Kupanta-"KAL). Kupanta-PKAL himselif
explicitly, thus also by implication his father and his
uncle/adoptive father Mashuiluwa, was of the royal lins
of Arzawa, and the land of Mira was perhaps earlier a
dukedom of the kingdom.® On XARABEL A
Tarkasnawa king of Mira names his father and grand-
father also as kings of Mira, a three-generation line, but
the father’s name is of unknown reading and the grand-
father’s still illegible. He himself was clearly king of
Mira before the fail of Haitusa: impressions of his seal
were found at Bogazk6y. It would be difficult to accom-
meodate all of Tarkasnawa’s three-generation line after
Alantalli, that is, in the later reign of Tudhaliya and that
of his son Suppilulivma II, the last known king of
Hattusa. It is much more probable that the three
ascending generations of KARABEL A overlap by one
or two generations with the line Mashuilawa —
Kupanta-PK AL — Alantalli. This implies that the name
Alantalli should be scught in the name of the father or
grandfather, and if recognized in the father’s, the name
Kupanta-PKAL could be sought in the grandfather’s.

2. The uncertainty of the reading of the father’s name
and the aimost compiete absence of any recognizable
traces of the grandfather’s make the following observa-
tions speculative.

& Qee above, 11.3.3 and n.52; IL.3.4 and nn.57-58.

i8

a. The father’s name, AVESX—H?: if the second sign ig
indeed 71, then clearly Alanzalli is a possible candidate for
the reading, which would be logogram + phonerie
complement. Tt was noted above that the bird as repre-
sented seems to be a specific type (e.g. partridge), and
one might speculate that this was an *alanfa-bird,
unattested in Hittite, let alone Luwian.® This at best
remaing an open question.

b, The grandfather’s name: if Alanialli were writien
other than logographically one might expect a Hier
syllabic *d-la-ta/td/ia-li, while for Kupanta-CEAL it
should be *ku-pa-ta/ta/ta-CERVUS2(-1{).  As noted
above (1.2.4) the only trace of the grandfather’s name on
KARABEL A 1.3 1is a possible final ra/i, which does not
it with either reading considered here. KARABEL C2
on the other hand could be more promising (zbove,
1.3.4.2): following the initial signs, for which T propose
the reading ‘King BIRD, king of <the land> Mira’,
Kohlmeyer identified an ‘antler’, CERVUS,, followed
after a space by a further REX. As noted above, this
could point to a restoration — '

eu-pa-ta/td/ta]-CERVUS,-[ri]  REX
(REGIO) INFANS]
‘Ison of Kupa(n)tal-KAL, king of [the land Mira]”

fmi+rafi-a

but photographs of KARABEL C2 kindly provided'by
Kohlmeyer, while leaving {ku-pa-1a]-CERVUS,-[1i]
possible, provide no support for {mi+ra/i-a (REGIO)
INFANS]. Sc the evidence for the presence of Kupanta-
DKAL as grandfather of Tarkaspawa is possible but by
no means secure.

IV, The istorical bmplications

1. Our enquiry so far establishes Tarkasnawa as a king of
Mira, probably descended from Kupanta-DEKAL and/or
Adantalli, who must have come to the throne not earlier
than the later reign of Tudbaliyva IV.
monuments — seal, rock relief, and seal impressions at
Hattusa — suggest that he was a ruler of some conse-
quence and longevity. The size and location of the
kingdom of Mira revealed by the new evidence (sec
below, V. The Geographical bmplications, tor details)
confirm what has been long suspected, that it was a very
fmportant, indeed key element in Hittite relations with
the West, and this should provide a new perspective on
the later days of the Hittite Empire. '
examine this in the context of some known documents of
the period.

His surviving

We should here

84 If this is indeed the Hier. writing of Alantalli, it in no way
affects the etymology of the name discussed by van den Hout
(StRoT 38, p.14TE).




: 21 The main text documenting Hittite relations with
the West In the reign of Tudhaliya IV is the Milawata
letter.® Its principal problem is the identity of the
recipient, whose name is lost from the first line. He is
addressed as ‘my son” by the Hittite king, in a respectful
rather than peremptory tone, and appears 1o have acted as
a partner. All that is intelligible of the obverse, where

the mjuries inflicted by the recipient’s father on the
writer, the Hittite king. 'The now fairly complete Jower
reverse covers the following subjects: (11.36-37) an
.apparent change of lords; (11.38-44) wooden document(s)
for Walmu, held by Kuwalanazit,”® brought to the
recipient by MDKAL® for inspection, so that with mutual
cooperation the recipient should hand over Walmu fo be
reinstated as king of Wilusa and to resume his former
position of mifitary vassal® ‘to us’ (recipient and Hittite
king); (1L.45-47) joint action™ on the frontier of Milawata
by ‘us’, my Sun and my son; (lower edge) further ill-
deeds of the father, involving the city Arinna and failure
to surrender the hostages of Utima) and Aifriya), so
Kuwalanaziti sent; (left side) hostages of Awama and
Pina(li)” to be exchanged by Hittite king for hostages of
Utima and Afriya from recipient, who failed to comply.
2.2. The historical background to this document has
been much discussed since Hoffner’s join,” and it is not

* RUB XIX, 55 + KUB XLVIL, 90 joined to lower reverse and
~edited by Hoffner, AfO 19 (1982), pp.130-137. The conquest of
*- Awarna and Pina(Z) by Tudhaliya [V on his Lukka campaign,
recorded on YALBURT (blocks 12-13), also the EMIRGAZE
:block (B 1.3), now securely dates this letter, with its references
to the *hostages of Awarna and Pina(li)’ (left edge), to his reign:
2 Sp already E. Masson, Journal des Savanzs 1979, p.37,
% Wiritten IKLKALBAD-ZA: for reading fuwalena- (for
. kuwATna), see RIA VI, s.v. Kowatna-muwa, Add.; Starke,
StBeT 3], p 2344,
© ¥ See van den Hout, RA 78 (1984), p.91; contrary to his specu-
- lations there (with n.25), there is no difficulty in translatng:
'. ;Em Kurunta will bring Fhem to (you) my son’.-
o Lit 'soldier-servant’, [R-TUM ku-lg-wa-ni-ef: for the latier
. word see Starke, StBoT 31, p.236; Puhvel, HED 4 (1997), s.v,
kulawon(n)i- . '
" Nutre of the action uncertain: verb written. DU-uy-en, ‘we
. DU-ed’. Hoffner read DU as TUM (loc.cit., p.132f. with nn. 10,
AT = AKk (Habdlu, ‘carry off’, Giiterbock in Mellink, Troy
and the Trajan War (Rryn Mawr, 1986), D38 n.17, preferred
~ GIN, ‘establish, fix.'" Gumey suggests a badly written RA, =
: '};{iiﬁ waih-, ‘smite’ {Fs Sedat Alp {1992}, p.220f. n.58),
2 " The city ‘Pina’ recorded on the tablet can now be seen as an
“abbreviation for the place written in Hieroglyphic on
: YALBURT (also paired with Awarna} as Pinali: for reading of
: gil_nzﬂ syllable see Hawldns, S1BeT Bh.3, p.115.
See especially Singer, An.Sr. 33 (1983), pp.214-216; Bryce,
. An.Sr 35 (1989, pp.13-23; Giiterbock loc. cit. (preceding n.);
Freu, Hittites et Achéens (1990}, pp.39-44; Starke, Siudia
o Troica 7 {1997y, p.4s4

only the beginnings of the lines are preserved, deals with
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necessary to recapitulate in detail here, but the new

~evidence does affect the identity of the recipient. Bryce

and later Freu both sought in the recipient and his recal-
citrant father rulers of Milawata, specifically Atpa and a
putative son.” Singer earlier and more plausibly had
suggested the riler of the Seha River land, in preference
to the other possible option, Mira. His argumentation,
cogent as ever, rested on the positive indications in the

letter, connections with Wilusa and the frontier of

Milawata, and negative indications, the disappearance of
reference to Mira after Kupanta-DKAL. He also
propesed an identification of the rulers by invoking the
text ‘the sins of the Seha River land’ (see IV.3), and
secing Tarhunaradu as the troublesome father, so the
‘seed of Mufwawalwi]® who replaced him would be the
recipient of the Milawata letter.

2.3, I completely agree with Singer’s reasoning ep to
the point of choice between Mira and the Seha River land
as the country of the recipient of the Milawata letter. The
new evidence assernbled around Tarkasnawa however
coniradicts his supposition of the decline of the impor-
tance of Mira. Furthermore the geographical disposition
arising fromn the reading of KARABEL A favours Mira,
as the country which wouid share a boundary with
Millawanda — Miletos, and would also be better piaced
to have hostages from Utima and Afriya.®™ This view
was pow advanced also by Starke even. without the
support of the KARABEL reading, Thus it is probably
Mira now as earlier that remains the kev to Hittite
influence tn the West, so we would consider that it is
actmally Tarkasnawa, on the throne of Mira in the later
reign of Tudhaliya, who is the recipient of the letter
addressing him in persuasive tones as ‘my son’. Such a
proposal leaves us with the question of the troublesome
father, probably Alantalli, as argued above. Could this
ruler, a loyal adherent witnessing the Bronze Tablei
treaty at the beginning of the reign of Tudhaliva, turmn into
the ‘chief factor among the evil factors’ of the Milawata
letter? Given the kaleidoscopic shifis in allegiance of the
Arzawan princes from Madduwatta down to Manapa-
tarhunda and Mashuiluwa, not to mention Piyamaradu,
Alantalii himself may net be an unbelievable candidate
for the figure of the father.

# The recipient of the Milawata letter was undoubtedly a king,
and while both Bryce and Freu (cf. also below, n.107) speak of
Miltawanda as being the seat of a king, there s no evidence to
support this assumption.

* See below, V.7.4.
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3. As for the text ‘the sins of the Seha River land’,™
in which the first sin may be identified as the defection
of Manapatathunda at the beginning of Mursili’s
campatign, the second sin appears to be the revolt of
Tarhunaradu, ‘relying on’ the king of Ahhiyawa,” which

led to his removal and replacement by [someone] of the
seed of Mufwawalwi] (known as the father of Manapa-
tarhnnda). The evidence of the Bronze Tablet that
Masturi was stifl on the throne at the beginning of the
reign of Tudhaliya™ rules out the dating of the ‘second
sin’ to the reigns of Urhi-Tefub and Hattusili ITE, when
Masturi was contimually on the throne, It might be
possibie to insert the events of the ‘second sin’ into the
reign of Muwatalli, between the end of Manapatarhunda
and the installation of Masturi.”” But it is easier to place
it after Mastuyi, that is In the later reign of Tudhaliya, and
indeed Giiterbock’s recent restoration of the text does
just that”® This is particularly important historically,
since it would show Tudhaliyva to be stll pohtically
active in the central West.” and still able to effect a
change of throne in an Arzawan kingdom in the Hittite
interest.

4.1, One further Arzawa document is of relevance
here, the MAShuitta letter (in which a reading of the
recipient’s name as Parhuitta ~~MAS=PAR — may now
seem preferable).'™ The preserved test of this top right
corner of a tabletiincludeé' the address from {ihe king of

* EU/B XXI0, 13, Note that this text was once thought o he
part of the Tudhaliya Annals before these were transferred from
Tudhaliya IV to Tudhaliya I/fl. See e.g. Garstang and Gurney,
Geography, p. 120 _

% The subject of 1.5 is missing but assumed to be the man
deported in 1.8. For a new treatment of the text see Giiterbock,
Fy Sedar Alp {Ankara, 1992), pp.235-243, The interpretation of
appa ep- as ‘rely on’ has been advocated by Giterbock in his
recent treatments, especiafly loc. cit, pp.233, 240f. A similar
proposal was made independently by D. Easton as long ago as
1980-81: in L. Foxhall and J. K. Davies {ed.) The Trojan War
(Liverpool, 1985}, p.29.

% Above, n.61.

- *" Sa Frey, loc. cit., p.25 £, But the evidence that Masturi may

have been son and direct successor to Manapatathunda (above,
n.70) would preclude the possibility.
% By restoring ‘[grear-] grandfather’ (for Suppliluliuma) and
Horandfather}” (for Mursili}.
# As the YALBURT inscription shows him to have been in the
south-west, i.e. Lukka.
9 xR0 XV 18, discussed by Freu, Hittites et Achéens, p.43f,
with reference to Singer and Giiterbock. For the name of the
addressee, a late Hier Luw. inscription PORSUK (late 8th
century \B.C., Tuwana} has an awhor named Parhwira
{pa-+rafi-HWI+ra/i-} which could be seen as a rhotacized form
of Porlusing, MAShuitta has been analysed as Luwian by
comparison with Mashuiluwa. Parhwira is likely to be Luwian
though no one analysis is certainly obvious.

Hatjti to Parhuitta king [ ... ], a section of the elaboryf,
greeting formulae usual-only between Great Kings apg
“"and in the remaining nine fragmentary lpe.
ends four mentions of the land Wilusa. The latter migh,
but need not, show that Partitta was himself the king of
Wilusa; if not, he was clearly much concemned with i
and a king of consequence whom the Hittite king wisheg
to flatter by his address.

4.2. The identity of this Luwian-named Arzawan of
near Great-King status interested in Wilusa has béen
debated. He may not in spite of the greetings formulae

equals,

have been actually addressed as ‘Great King’, any mare
than was Tarhundaradu, King of Arzawa. Yet we saw
above that Tarhundaradu must have built up a
commanding positicn in the Arzawa lands, which led 1o

. Arzawan conquest of the Lower Land as far as
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Tawanuwa. "™ It may well be that this letter implies that

Parhuitta had achieved a western ascendancy comparable
with that of Tarhundaradu.

4.3, Indeed the possibility of the presence of other
Great Kings in Anatolia besides the king of Hatti has
recently come very much to the fore.
seals of Kurunta king of Tarhuntassa have been
appearing at Bogazicdy, in which he takes the full titulary
of the Hittite Great King,'™ and even more recent is the
discovery of the Hatip rock relief south-west of Konya,
on which Kurenta styles himseilf ‘Crreat King, Hero, son
of Muwatalli, Great King, Hero’.'"™ This evidence has
been recently evaluated by Singer,’™ who in addition to
suggesting a peaceful coexistence of two Great Kings in
Hattusa and Tarhuntassa respectively, further proposes
that Hartapu of KARADAG-KIZILDAG (and
BURUNKAYA), entitled ‘the Sun, Great King, Hero, son
of Mursili Great King, Hero’, was also king of
Tarhuntassa before rather than afier the fall of Hattusa
and end of the Hittite Empire.'™

Impressions of

0 See above n.34, referring to Hagenbuchner, THerr 1[5,
pp.49-55. Hagenbuchner restores Parhuitta’s title as
LUGALJGAL] ‘Great King’, on the basis of the greetings
formaula alone. This hardly seems justified, since the closest
paralicl to this letter, EA 31 addressed by Nimuwariya, Great
King, King of Egypt (Amenophis TIT) to Tarhundaradu King of
Arzawa, is precisely a Great King addressing an ordinary king,
O above, TL2.2 and nn.31-34.

" B Neve, 44 1987, pp.401-403; 1991, pp.330 Abh.35a-h,
3321

" Y. Bahar, Arkeoloji ve Sanat 18/73 (1996), pp.2-5 (Turkish),
of. (German); A. and B. Dingal, ibid., 8f. (Turkish); H. Bahar,
Eskicag Konya Arastirmalan 1 (1996}, pp.42-45 (Twkish),
cover and pls. 111, X-XV; A. Dincol, TURA-AR 1 (199%8),
pp.27-34. )

" SMEA 38 (1996), pp.63-71.

a8 ibid., pp.68-70. As Singer notes, my reasan for dafing
Hartapu to the period after the fall of Hattusa was his use of the



4.4. Thus we should consider whether on the
evidence of the Parhuitta lefter a similar process may
have been going con in western Anatolia. This would
amount to a revival of the Greater Arzawa which existed
: in. Tarhundaradu’s days, approximately the reign of
“ughaliya 10 Singer envisaged Parhuitta as a (pear)
Great King of the Seha River land, while Freu placed him
“in Millawanda.'” The latter is highly unlikely, given the
: geographical isolation of Millawanda-Miletos as empha-
gized below, with its poor inland communications,
resiricted territory and general character as a naval
. station. Against an aggrandized Seha River land the
. argument here would be again that Mira remained as it
had always been, the most important and powerful
 westem state, the actual heir of Greater Arzawa., Can we
envisage Parhuitta as a neay Great King in Mira-Arzawa?
If so, given the Mira dynasty as reconsiructed here, he
would have to have been a successor io Tarkasnawa,
which chronclogically would bring him down beyond
the reign of Tudhaliya into the final period of the Hittite
Empim, probably as a centemporary of Suppilulivima I,
ho might then be expected to be the author of the letter
{0 him.

5.1, In the new picture of the late Hittite Emgire
emerging from recent discoveries — the Bronze Tablet,
the ‘inscriptions YALBURT, BOGAZKOY-SUDBURG,
é}'id KARADAG-KIZHDAG, and the inscribed rock
reliefs HATIP and KARABEL — Mira-Arzawa revived
as a major power, a match for Tarhuntassa and even

_addressed by a Hittite king as a near-equal, may well be
“best identified as king of such a power. The picture
hough faint is beginning to take shape.

- 5.2, The end, when it came, must be son ght mainly in
the destruction levels of kndwn westers sites, which are
cstil difficult to synchromize with the destruction of
- Hattusa."™ But we may remember that Arzawa was one
-of the countries recorded as destroyed by the Sea Peoples
f:by Rameses [II in his year 8, along with Hatt, (Jode,

Hitite royal aedicula, assumed to have been the sale prerog-
ative of the Hitiite kihg, But this now appears invalidated by
the discovery of Kurunta’s sealings at Bogazkdy as well as his
roclk relief at Hatip.

7 Hittites et Achéens, p.43. Cf. above, n.92, where the absence
?ni evidence for there being a king in Millawanda is swessed.

© Bittel and Akurgal, in &, Deger-Jalkotzy  (ed.),
Uriechenland, die }{gdis und die Levante wahrend der ‘Dark
Ages’ vom 12 bis zum 9.hv. Chr (Vienna, 1983), pp.25-55, 67-
78: Mellink, AJA 87 {1983), pp.138-141; Muhly and Sams, in
W. A Ward and M. S. Joukowsky (ed.) The Crisis Tears: the
12th Century B.C. {Towa, 1992}, pp.10-26, 56-60.

“Hattusa, does not seem very improbable, so Parhuitta, |
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Karkami§ and Alaiya'®™ What exactly is to be under-
stood from this well known statement confinues to he
discussed with separate reference to each of the named
places. In the present context we would like to know
what the Egyptians knew of or meant by Arzawa: a
general term for western Anatolia or a major power as i
the days of Tarhundaradu?

V. The Geographical Implications (see map, fig 11)

1. The Karabel pass is a geopolitical feature of some
importance in western Anatolia. It is one, perhaps the
casiest, of the routes across the Tmolos motmtain range
(Boz Daglan), linking the valleys of the Cayster (Kiigiik
Menderes) and the Hermos {Gediz) rivers. In classical
antiquity it camried a road, though probably not the main
one, between Ephesos and Sardis.’® The presence of the
Karabel monuments themselves doubtiess attest to its
importance in the Late Bronze Age.

1.2, Tts now revealed connection with the kingdom of
Mira is of major significance in establishing the location
and exteat of that kingdom and thus also the geopelitical
divisions of western Anatolia.’’" The mere fact of tying
the western epd of Mirz to this fixed point (whether to
the north or the south to be discussed below) is of the
greatest importance in establishing the axis of Hittite
routes to the West. In assimilating this new evidence to
the familiar picture of Hitiite relations With_the West, we
shall find general corroboration for the geographical
proposals of John Garstang as finally formulated in
Garstang and Gurney, The Geography of the Hittite
Empire.!'* The Hittite route to the West is described in
most detail at the outset of Mursili’s Arzawa campaign

" Breasted, Ancient Records of Egypt, IV §64; Edgerton and
Wilson, Hisiorical Records of Rameses 1T (Chicago, 19363,
p.53.

" For a recent discussion of these routes in thé context of a
new stadion-stone, see D. French, Pre- and Early-Roman roads
of Asta Minor. A Hellenistic Stadion-stone from Ephesus
{Arkeolji Dergisi 5 (19977, pp.189-196)

" There is now an immense bibliography covering this subject.
For extensive recent ones, see A. Unal, Bulletin of the Middle
Eastern Culture Centre in Japan 4 (Wiesbaden, 1991}, pp.38-
44, . Starke, Studia Troica 7 (1997), pp.484-487; and for an
older and even more comprehensive one see B. Jewell, The
Archaeology and History of Western Anatolia during the second
millenninm B.C. (University Microfilms, Ann Arbor, 1974)

"? London, 1959. As the background to this book published
after the death of Garstang stand a number of separate
geographical studies, especially (in the context of our present

interesty Hittite Military Roads in Asia Minor: I Mursils
penetration of Arzawa (AJA 47 [1943], pp.39-47). Note
Guraey's recent rteassessment of Geography, Hittite

- Geography: thirty years on (Fs Sedat Alp [Ankara, 1392], p.213

if., especially In the present context pp.217-22.1).
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beginning in his third year,'” and Garstang identified the

pamed stages:*" the river Sehiriya (Sangarios), Mount

Lawasa (Dindymos), Sallapa ([Slpalia/Sivrihisar), and
Aura { Amorium/ Ajorion). This stage of the route is not
rediscussed here, beyond the observation that is brings us
to a very suitable Tocation for the froafier of Mira and
beginning of the land of Arzawa, so is likely to be
correct.

2.3, The city Aura is the first of a cluster of toponyms
whick define the frontier of Mira and the later joined
Kuwaliya, It faced the river Astarpa and Walma,'”
beyord which lay Kuwaliya''® Mira itself was not
distant, having ready access to Aura and Sallapa.'”
Mursili in his Arzawa settlement established the Astarpa
river as the frontier of Kuwaliya and the Siyanta river
apparently as that of Mira, which suggests a pair of rivers
forming a roughly continuous frontier. I as seems likely
the Astarpa river is the Akar Cay (inland Cayster),'"” then
the Siyanta should be sought in a river which can be
suitably justaposed, The Banaz Cay selected by Garstang
and Gurney''? seems too far west and makes Mira hard to
place in relation to Kuwaliya. More promising would be
one of the upper tobutaries of the Sakarya: either the
Porsuk {Tembris) or the Seydi (Parthemios).™  The
advantage of the latter is that it flows to the east of a big
mound Malatca (or Malatya) hoyiik, identified epigraphi-

12 gee above, T1. 3.1. and m.43.

B4 joc.cit, (1.112), later incorporated into the Geography.

4 dursili in Aora was confronted by Piyama-PKAL the son of
the Arzawan king on the mver Astarpa at Walma where the
battle was fought: above, IL3.1 and n.44.

U8 The Astarpa river is defined as the fromtier of Kuwaliya in
Kup. $§5-10 (Beckman, ADT — §§9-10). Crossing over 0
Aura is prohibited.

"7 Mashuiluwa came presamably from Mira to meet Mursili in
Aura (above, I1.3.7 and n.43); in year 12 when his double-
dealing was detected, Mursili marching westwards smmmoned
him to Sallapa (above, IL3.3 and n.51).

HE Atready so identified by Garstang in 1943; maintained in

Geography, p.86. The unexpressed basis for the identification .

was the need to find a river flowing in the right direction to
serve as the Hatti-Arzawe frontier (Gurney, personal communi-
cation).  Similar reasoning leads to the preference of the

Cargamba Cay over the Goksu (Calycadnos) as the Hatli-

Tarhuntassa frontier {Hawkins, StBo7 Bh.3, p.53 and 1.183).
W2 Geography, p.91f,

120 pacqueen identifies the Siyanta with the Porsuk and places
Mira to the west of it (An.Ss. 18 [1968], p.176£). Forlanini
however in an article locating the cult centres of KBo I 1 in the
arca of western Phrygia (Midas City), has Akar Cay = Astarpa,
Porsuk = Hulana and Seydi = Maliva; but though he marks
Meiros at Malatga and places Mira (Mera) to the south, he does
not consider the problem of the Siyanta river as the Haui
frontier of Mira. See Hethitica 12 (1996), pp.3-11, with map
p-12.

cally as Byzantine Meiros, wizch has been viewed g4 A
late survival of the toponym Mira.'™

2.2, Mashuiluwa established as ruler of Mijr,.
Kuwaliya nevertheless indulged in anti-Hittite intrigues
in Pedassa,”” thus notably following the precedens of
Madduwatta when established on the river Siyanta three.
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four generations earlier.'™ The repeated association of
the land or frontier of the river Siyanta with Pedassa is
particularly significant, since the latter is securely
located as a Hittite dependency in the upper Sakarya
plain, west of the Salt Lake between Polath and
Kadmhan.™ FPurther, Pedassa is the area where the
Hatti-Tarhuntassa frontier description begins in the
Ulmi-Tegub treaty. of Hattusili 111, and now the Kurunta
treaty of Tadhaliya TV."” The location of this frontier
running from Pedassa along the hilis west of Konya has
been dramatically confirmed by the discovery of the
Hatip rock relief.”” Thus the inland eastern frontier of
Mira-Kuwaliva is fied to the same general area as is the
Hatii-Tarhuntassa frontier. .

2.3, Mursili’s victory on the river Astarpa opened to
him the road into Arzawa, and his narrative takes himn
dirsctly to Apasa, capital of the Arzawan king Uhhaziti,
who fled ‘across the sea to the islands’."”’ Garstang’s
original  location  of Habessos
(=Antiphellos/Kas) on the south coast was abandened by
Garstang and Gurney in favour of Ephesos,’™ surely
correctly on a number of counts,'” and virtually
confirmed by the new evidence of Karabel, since this
points to the core of Arzawa being located in the tersitory
of Ephesos (seec below). In particular a victory across the
Akar Cay into Kuwaliva would have opened the direct
route to the west throwgh Apamea (Dinar) on the upper
Meander, to Lacdicea (Denizli) and straight on down the
Meander valley.

Apuasa  at

! Meiros marked by Forlanini (preceding n.), and sec Atlanic
Storico 4.3, notes to Tav. XV, {7} 1 Anatolia Qccidentale. The
Byzantine inscription identifying the site was published by
Anderson, JHS 17 (1857), p.423 ne.21.

" §ee above, T1.3.3 and n.51.

'#* See below, V.5.2 and n.155.

1 meluding the territory around Ilgm and Yabburt, the site of
Tudhaliya's YALBURT inscription: Hawkins, StBoT Bh.3, p.51
and n.177,

12 gBo IV, 10 obv. 16-18. Bronze Tablet i 18-21. This frontier

22

description probably commenced up in the direction of
Kadimhan.

1% See above, TV.4.3 and n.104.

"7 See above, 11.3.1 and n.44.

128 Geography, pp.84, 88f; cf. Gumey, Fs Sedat Alp, p.220
' West coast rather than south coast snggested particularly by
Uhheziti's flight “to the islands’ (above, n.44); also the route
through to Ephesos is incomparably much easier than to
Habessos,




3.4. When Mursili entered Apasa, a part of the
Opulanon fled up Mount Arinnanda, which Mursili
amatically describes in the context of its capture.™® If
pasa is Ephesos, there can be ne doubt of the identity of
ount Arinpanda: it must be Mount Mycale (Samsun
agy which exactly anmswers to the description, as
holars have recently noted. ™!

3.1, Mursﬂi’s Arzawan settlement at the completion
of' his campaign in year 4 established as we know the
hree states Mira-Kuwaliya, Seha River land - Appawiya,
d Hapalla, and we follow Heinhold-Krahmer’s demon-
stration that the ramp of Arzawa was included in the state
of Mira with which it had already close connections.'*
The evidence from the beginning of Mursili’s campaign
'show's, as just discussed, that Mira, as well as Kuwaliya,
bordered on Hatti at the western edge of the Anatolian
ateau in the neighbouwrhood of Afyon. Yet the reading
KARABEL A now establishes that the king of Mira in
the reign of Tudhaliya IV controlled the Karabel pass far
to the west. The likelihood is that this state, stretching
om the Anafolian plateau almost to the coast, was
deed that estabiished by Mursili: that is, he joined the
core of Arzawa, with its capital Apasa-Fphesos, (o s
mi_anci province(s) Miral-Kuwaliya).

:3.2.-Can we be confident that Mira-Arzawa
ntrolied the Karabel pass from the south and that this
point marked its northern boundary?
nvolves the location of the Seha River land, recognized
25 being closely connected, indeed coterminous with
"Mira,”” and often identified as the Meander vailey,'™
-_'_The suppost for this location seems to amount to [itle
“rnore than a desire to place this important river-land in
“the major western river gystem, but it is argued here is
: that this is untenable, and that Karabe] marks the frontier
~between Mira and the Seha River land, the former lying

to the south, the latter to the north, thus to be identified
135

This question

as the Hermos valley,

Y KUB XIV, 15 i 39-44, 16 iii 7-14 (Goetze, AM, p.S4E.).
"This Mount Arinnanda is very difficult: it is going out into the
$ea; also it is very high, it is tangled, aiso'it is rocky, and it is
impossibie to drive up with horses. The refugees held it en
masse, and the woops were up there en masse. Because it was
impossible o drive up with horses, I My Sun marched before
?hlb army on foot, and I went up into Mount Arinnanda on foot,”
Starke, Shudia Troica 7, p.451 with n.27, following Bammer,
Ephesos. Stadr an Fluss und Meer (Graz, 1988), p.136. Mount
Mycale/ Samsun Dag, especiaily visible from the air and
satellite photograph, is a colossal ridge of rock, over 20 km
long, rising abruptly from sea level to over 1200m and Juttmg
ou.t mto the sea, almost touching Samos. :
Aizawcz pp.136-147, 211-219, 329,
* ibid. »Pp.329 1, 337 £, 343 £
; 36 g. by Goetze, Forlanini, Frew, de Martine.
: T am certainly not the first to advocate this location. In
particular, Houwink ten Caie has so argued, folfowing

4
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3.3. The Seha River land shouid be placed north of
Mira because of links with other places iu that direction,
ihe location of which 1s at least partly dependent on
identification with classical toponyms: (1) Appawiya =
Abbaitis, the upper reaches of the Macestos (Simav Cay),
a land only important, indeed attested, in the context of
its junction with the Seha River land.'® The area is
geographically entirely suitable for annexation to the
Seha River land / Hermos / Gediz, since it lies irumedi-
ately across the watershed of the latier. (2) Lazpa =
Lesbos, attested in the Manapatarhunda letter, where the
identification of the toponyms Lazpa/Lesbos is
strengthened by the contextual reference to ‘across the
sea’ ™" (3) Wilusa = Jlion. The evidence of the treaties
and also of the Manapaterhunda letter suggests that
Wilusa was more remote than the other Arzawan states
and specifically reached through the Seha River land
with which it may have shared a frontier,'® With the
Seha River land and Mira attached to either side of the
Karabel pass, Wilusa is inexorably pushed into the north-
west,

34. In a choice between the Hermos and CEHCO‘-}
givers for the Seha River land, Garstang and Gurney
opted for the latter so that its interests in Lazpa could be

- explained by the proximity to Lesbos.'”® The Hermos is

here preferred as the other main river system of western

Giterbock’s second reading of KARABEL C1 (Giiterbock,
above L.3.3 and n.19; Houwink ten Cate, JEOL 28 [1583-84],
p-48 £ n.38). Starke also argues strongly for this geographical
disposition. {Studia Troica 7, p451 ff. esp. mun40-41). The
reading of KARABEL A however provides for the first time
selid geographical proof of the correctness of this view, and
removes the extremely uncertain KARABEL €1 from the
discussion.

1% Jdentification of Appawiya / Abbailis, Geography, p.97.
Appawiya is written KUR URUgp-pa-wis-ia (KUB XIX, 491 63,
iv 30; KUB XIX, 50 i 16 = Man. $85, 9, 19; Beckman, HDT
~— 8§35, 20, 7y, KUR a-ab-ba-d-ia (KUB XX1, 1 1.32 = Alaks.
8§43, The identification / restoration of URUg-pa-x [ .. ]
(Tawagalawa, KUR XIV, 3 i 47) as Appawlya i3 to be |
discarded: this is 2 place between lyalanda and Millawanda.
BT KUB XIX, 5 (+KBo XIX 79) obv. 8. Context: smiting of
land of Lazpa by Atpa at instigation of Piyamaradu involves
SARIPUTEFmen of Manapatarbunda and Hittite Xing, who
claim to have ‘come across the sca’ {1.16). See Houwink ten
Cate, JEOL 28 (1983-84), p.38 {1

% For this much discussed location see principally Heinhold-
Kinhmer, Arzawa, pp.344, 350 £.; Houwink ten Cate, JEOL 28,
esp. pp.36-58; Starke, Studia Troica 7, esp. p454 £,

Y Geography, p.96f; cf. Gumey, Fs Sedat Alp, p.221; Starke,
Studia Trodca 7, p.451 with n.40. Professor Gurney points out
to me that a further reason besides proximity to Lesbos led to
the preference for the Caicos, namely that the Hermos valley
had already been preempted for the locaiion of Arzawa
(Geogrdphy, p.84). - '
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Anatolia besides the Meander, and because of the
attachment to one end of the Karabel pass. But even with
this view, it is not unlikely that the Seha River land
included the Caicos valley too under its political
authority.

4.1. The argument for placing Mira south of the Seha
River land at the south end of the Karabél pass is based
on the recognition that this area, the Cayster valley and
the land of Hphesos, was the core of the kingdom of
Arzawa with its capital at Apasz, and that this was joined
into a single political unit, under the designation ‘land of
Mira’, with the inland provinces Mira and Kuwaliya,
which adjoined the Hatti frontier across the rivers
Siyanta and Astarpa in the neighbourhood of the land of
Pedassa. Such a large kingdom could oanly have been
held together by good control of communications, and it
is likely that the Meander vailey, the major pass from the
platean to the west, formed the backbone of Greater
Mira.

4.2, A more detailed argument may be based on the
topography of the Karabel pass itself and its monuments
(fig 9). These are located at the northern entrance/exit to
the pass at a point where the steeply descending road
passes out of the hills into the open valley through a
narrow deftle. The relief with KARABEL A is placed
high up on the south face of the rock forming the eastern
side of the defile, while the rocks with KARABEL B and
C were located to the north on the valley bottom oufside
the defile. The inscriptions KARABEL A and C2 as here
read show that the kingdom of Mira controlled both sides
of the defile itseif, thus that Mira was the power
conirolling the entire pass from the south rather than that
which controlied the open terrain to the north. So it
should have been here that one descended from Mira into
the Seha River land.,

4.3, If 50, it is hard not to see the Karabel pass as the
theaire of that dramatic scene in which Mursili, having
completed the reduction of Arzawa, was deflecied from
vengeance on the equivocal Manapatarhunda of the Seha
River land by the intercessionary mission of the latter’s
mother with the old mer and women of the land.'® It
would be here that they fell at his feet and obtained
pardon before he could begin to ravage the couniry.
Control of the Karabel pass would have ensured a certain
_ superiority of Mira over the Seha River land.

4.4, At this point the question of the location of the
political centres of both Greater Mira and the Seha River
land should be considered, if not answered. No towns of
the latter are known by name except Maddunassa, appar-

0 Sae above, 1.3.2 and n.47.

24

ently a frontier town with Mira." The Tron Age
successor of the Seha River land in the Hermos valley
was the kingdom of Lydia ruled by Anatolian dynag
from their capital at Sardis. A Bronze Age predecessor
of this city might perhaps have already been a politicq
capital."” Otherwise a large Bronze Age site in the
Hermos heartland should be sought.

4.5, For Mira four cities are named as fortified apg
garrisoned by Mursili:  Assani, Sarawa, Impa and
Hapanuwa,' Whether there was a city Mira as a capitaj
of the land is uncertain:'* the Byzantine name Meiros
Jocated at Malatga hoyiilk has beén adduced as a possible
candidate,” though surprisingly far towards the east,
The great site of Beycesultan on a branch of the upper
Meander is likely on the geographical view taken here to
have been a city, perhaps the principal one, of the land of
Kuwaliya.'*® Its enormous Burnt Palace belengs to the
Middie Bronze Age, and the buildings above it in the
Late Bronze levels though substantial are not unambigy-
ously palatial.’”’ Por Arzawa proper, promising [ate
Bronze Age remains are beginning to be found at
Ephesos,™ whict should represent the royal city Apasa.

" Principaily attested in Kup. §9 (Beckman, HDT); restored by
Houwink ten Cate on KUB XXIN, 100 obv. 11 {(JEOL 28,
pp.64f., 67},

2 Bor archacofogical recognition of Bronze Age Sardis, see A,
Ramage, Harly fron Age Sardis and its neighbours (in A
Cilingiroglu and D. H. French (ed.}), Anarolian Iron Ages T
(British Institute of Archacology at Ankara, 1994), pp.163-
172).

" Mursili's Exiended Annals, KUB XIV, 15 iv 35-37 = AM,
p72f. Tmpa and Hapanuwa are mentioned earlier in the
Extended Anpnals in the context of Mashuilowa’s defeat of
Piyama-PKAL: KUB XIV, 151 27, 30 = AM, p 381,

¥ Heinhold-Ksahmer, Arzawa, p.339.

1% See above, V.2.1 and n.121.

e Kuwaliys is located across the river Astarpa which forms the
frontier with Hatt (Kup. §9; Beckman, ADT — §9). 1If the
Astarpa is the Akar Cay, Kowaliya would lle across the route
south-west to Dinar (Apamea) on one branch of the upper
Meander, and could well have included the other branch
running through Civril (Pelte), near Beyeesultan. Alternatively
Mira, here located generally in the area south of Kiitahya
{Cetiagon) could have exiended far enough south to include
Beycesulian,

1 Seton Lioyd, Beycesultan I part 1 (London, 1972), ch. 2.
The Late Bronze levels 10 and I lying over the immense
Middle Bronze ‘burnt palace’ of level V show substantial
buildings with megaron-style plans, not obvicusly parts of a
palace complex.

8 M.-H. Gates, Archaeology in Turkey {AJA lgﬂ [19%961,
p.319) reports a sounding at the north-western end of the
Arternision in the 1996 season which reached a Mycencan
level. Recent researches conducted by Seleuk Museum on the
citadel of Ephesus have identified a wall foundation of large
Lmestone blocks as dating to the Late Bronze Age. A report by



Where the political centre of gravity in the huge centre-
st kingdom of Mira-Arzawa could have been is still a
tter for speculation: control from the west might seem
wore probable than from infand, ie. from core Arzawa
ather than old Mira.

5.1. Up to this point the geopolitical configuration of
stern Anatolia has been considered largely in the
ontext of Mursili’s Arzawsa campaigns and his political
3sé£tlemellt. But there are other sequences of events
.which should be included in the enquiry: those cenfring
on the Tndictment of Madduwatta {reigns of Tudhaliya
/Il and his son Arnuwanda I'), and on the Tawagalawa
Tetier (reign of Hattusili HI'%).

© .52 The Maddowatta text has received some recent
tention, not all of it ifuminating.””! Here we need only
call the outline of its principal’'s career as there
resented:  Madduwatta as a destitute refugee from
ftarissiya the ‘man of Ahhiya’ was established by
Tudhaliya FII in the territory of Mount Zippasla, subse-
{;ﬁcmly refused an offer of Mount Hariyat nearer Hatti, -
t then-accepted the Sivanta River land.'” From thig
base he was able fo strike at Arzawa, and fo seize
Héi)a!m, which involved him with the ruler of
Kuwaliya.’” Later, in the reign of Amuwanda I, he
gbized a significani group of lands claimed by the
Hittites: Zumanti, Wallarimma, Iyalanti, [Zumarri,]

* Mustafa Biytikkolanci, archaeologist at Selguk Museuwm, is
published in the account of a Symposium held in the musewm
-in 1997 {publication 1998). Work will continue in 1999

S g above, I1.2,1 and .28, For a full recent coverage of the
west in the reigns of Tudhaliya V11, Arnuwanda I and Tudhaiiyva
L see 8. dé Martino, L'dnaiolia occidentaie nel medio regno
fria (Hothen, Florence, 1996}, with comprehensive bibliog-
raphy, pp.107-114, of which the most relevant items to our
present inguiry are Carruba, 1977; New, 1986; Freu, 1987,

!'::0 See above TL5.1 and n.73.

"L - Heffmang, Einige Uberlegungen zum Verfasser des
Madduwatta-Textes (Or 53 [1084], pp.34-51% rebusted by
Frew, Herhitica.8 (1987}, p. 1258 -
" Madd., §§4, 21 (Beckman, HDT, pp.145, 148f. — 834, 18),
Cf. the remarks of Freu, Hethitica 8, p.126 ff.; but note that
some of his geographical locations are unacceptable: (p.127)
Apasa is indeed Ephesos, as shown in this asticle; (p.129)
Bryce's identification of the Siyantz and Asgtarpa rivers as the
Iiver system beginming at Lake Beysehir and ending in the
(arsamba Cay, accepted by Freu, belongs to a geographical
amangement now quite superseded (this river system not the
Calycadnos should be the Hulaya river land), (p.129) the
‘Ortakaraviran bulla’ is not likely to be anthentic. Note also
thflt the river Siyansz does not occur in the form Styanii.
 Madd., §§22-23 (Beckman, HDT, p.149 — $§19-20). The
passage suggests the proximity of the Siyanta river land,
Kuwaliya and Hapalla, in spite of doubts of Heinhold-Krahmer
{Arzawa, p3471).
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Fig 9. Birtel’s sketch map of the Karabel from AfQ 13
(1939-41), p.154

Mutamutassa, Aftarinuna, Suruta, Hursanassz.™ Then
ke commenced anti-Hittite intrigues in Pedassa,
foreshadowing similar tactics employed by Mashuiluwa
after he had been established in Mira with the river
Siyanta as frontier.”™  This that
Madduwatta's territory was comparable or identical with
later Mira, where Mount Zippasla, perhaps also Harivati,
should be sought.'™

5.3, The location of this group of Hittite lands seized
is not suggested in the Madduwatta text, but connects
with the group of Mursili’s subjects whose flight to
Arzawa constituted his casus belli against Uhhaziti: the
people/refugees of Hu(wa)rsanassa, Attarimma and
Suruta,”’ who were among those who later took refuge
in Mount Arinnanda and Puranda, locating them
generally in the area of the lower Meander vailey.

5.4. Ta the reign of Hatrusi)i Iff, an important itinerary
at the beginning of the Tawagalawa letter attaches this
group of places to the environs of Millawanda. '

his suggests

" Madd., §24 (Beckman, HDT, p.149 — §21). The land of
Zumar is restored in the Hst from §29 {Beckman, §26).

"% Madd., §26 (Beckman, HDT, p.149f. — §23); of. above,
V2.2 and nn. 122, 123,

B9 Cf. Freu, Hethitica 8, p.133; de Martino, op.cit. (n.149),
pA7E

137 See above, 11.3.1 and n.42.

58 Taw., i 1-62.
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Piyamaradu, as the text is now interpreted,” destroyed
and bumt Attarimma, so that the men of Tukka appealed
to Tawagalawa, the brother of the king of Ahhiyawa, and
to the Hittite king, both of whom came, The latter,
advancing through Sallapa: and Waliwanda, sent
messages to Piyamaradu in lyalanda instrocting him to
evacuate it. On arrival there, after fighting off an attack,
he entered it; and proceeded to ravage its land except for
Adriya, which he spared. He wrote again to Piyamaradu,
" by now in Millawanda, again summoning him, and later,
receiving word that the king of Akhiyvawa had instructed
Atpa in Millawanda to hand over Piyamaradu, he
advanced to that city caly to find that Pivamaradu had
fled by boat.

§.1. The geography of this report is very suggestive,
revealing as it does the relative Jocations of Iyalanda and
Millawanda con the route taken by the Hittite king on the
way to Attarimma as summoned by the Lukkans. The
site of Miletos in classical times was a headland jutting
north at the entrance to the large Latmic gulf, and even
Mpyos, some 13kim to its north-east, was similarly situated
on a branch of the gulf circling the north-west end of
Mount Latmos. The gulf is now silted up, leaving only
the lake Bafa Golil along the south-west side of Latmos
as the surviving part of its furthest extremity, but a
millenniumn before the classical period, it presumably

extended even further north-east up the Meander valley. -

However that may be, classical Miletos was known to be
inaccessible from the interior of AnatcHa.'™ The route
down the Meander valley couald not simply follow the
shore of the guif, itself a major detour, since the rugged
bulk of Mount Latmos did not afford a passage. The only
practicable approach mvolved a massive diversion south-
castward from the Meander valley up & tributary, the
Marsyas {Cine Cay), turming at Stratonicela through to
Mylasa (Milas), then north-westwards along the old guif
shoreline (now the south shore of Lake Bafa), and so to
Miletos. ’

@.2. The identification of Millawanda with Miletos,
generally accepted since its first appearance,'™ coupled
with Garstang's identification of Iyalanda with classical

1% Following the independent elucidations of the text offered
by Singer and Heinhold-Krahmer in 1983 {above, n.73).

0 For a good pair of maps showing the difference between the
lower Meander valley in classical antiquity and the present day,
see the Blue Guide, Thwrkey (2nd ed., 1905), p.230f. (fig.6)
{drawn by John Fowler). They are here reproduced as fig 10,
with ackoowledgements.

© Sprache 24 {19781, p.167).

Alinda,’” offers an obvious understanding of g,
itinerary in Tawagalawa. The site of Alinda ig wall
placed to control the open northern end of the
Marsyas/Cine Cay pass, and here should be the lang o
the city Iyalanda. The road running from the Meandey
valley up the narrow, rocky gorge of the upper Marsyag
18 the great highway which traverses inland Caria right
the way through (o the beginning of Lycia at Telmessog.
The Hittite king summoned by the Lukkans would mast
easily have marched down the Meander to take the
Carian highway through the Marsyas pass. The occasign
of the summons was the bumén'eg of Attarimma by
Piyamaradu, probably based in Ivalanda, so the theatre of
these events can be easily understood as this highway
controlled from the north by Iyalanda-Alinda. There is
thus good reason to place Attarinima at the other end of
the route, perhaps actually at Telmessos (Fethive),'™ the
first Lycian city, and indeed the connection of the Hittite

and classical names could be defended.'®

general Heinhold-Krahmer, RIA VII/3-4 (1994), s
Milawa(n}da, with references to recent views, Archaeclopical
investigation of Miletos shows it to have been {irst a Minoan
settlement, then Mycenean. Its headland position and poor
Infand communications characterize if as in origin & naval
station. Mor the relations of the names Millawanda-Miletos, see
below, n.207.

2 First in AJA 47 (1943), p.42; further in Geography, p.78.
The text KUUB XXIIH 83, which has the men of Dalauwa and
Kuwalapassi resolving to attack the land of Fvalanda, does not
necessarily place the former two places close to sach other or
to Iyalanda.

19 Attarimma has been proposed as the basis for the Lycians’
self-designation as Trmmili, Greek -Termilai:  Carruba,
Athenaeum 42 {1964), pp.286-290; cf. id., Fs Borchhard:
{(Vienna, 1996}, ?p.ZSBI. The same scholar has sought the
origin of Telmessos (Lyc. Telebehiy in Hitt. Kuwalopassa {Die
But these proposals on the
toponyms are philologically rather than geographically based,
so Carruba is able to accept not only Telmessos / Telebehi but
also Colbasa and even Olbasa as reflections of Kuwalapassa
{(Fs Borchhardt, p.27). Tt is here suggested (hat Attarimma
might be more geographically appropriate to location at
Telmessos than is Kuwalapassa. Other derivations for Troufill
/- Termilel have also been offered, e.g. by Lavoche, Reviee

. Archéologique 1976, p.19.

1% First by Hrozny, A». Or. 1 (1929} p.329, Porrer placed

Millawanda in the Milyas (Forschungen 1/2 [1929], p.237),
- and some have {ollowed him, but this location is now excluded
by the geographical evidence of the Bronze Tablet. See in
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‘% § Bérker-Kiihn identifies Attavimma with Termessos i the

extreme east of Lycia, but this seems to have been influenced
by the place name appearing on the Hieroglyphic inscription
KOYLUTOLU YAYLA (L1, 3), written fas-tara/i-ma
(URBS): see Alten des II. Internationalen Lykien-Symposiums
{Vienna, 1993), I. pp.53-62. But the usage of Empire pertod tay
and fas is highly problematic: Hawkins, SiBoT Bh.3, Appendix
5, pp.114-117. Since Hier. ras-tag-mi scems to represent the
name Alalime, Hier, ras-tarafi-ma should by the same token
represent the city Alararma. Attarimma can hardly be placed at
Termessos. The phonetic identification of Attarimma with Lyc.




from Iyvalanda to Attarimma and also with
il_éz_waucla, which find classical correspondences along
Cazmn highway, is, as has been noted, too numerous
1o be dismissed as insignificant coincidence.' Among
.th(?'.'group of lands seized by Madduwatta, besides
‘E_y_ala'mi {Iyalanda) and Attarimma, Wallarimina has been
identified with Hyllarima'®® and Mutamutassa with

Telebe-, Graek Telme- presents no particular problem; only the
~addition of the possessive (ethnic?) suffix -esso- / -ehi would
]rz_qum explanation.

" Geography, ¢h.VI, where the idea of the cumulative corrob-
oration provided by the identification of linked groups of
Hiftite and later toponyms is introduced (p.81f). These
‘elusters’ of Lukka-associated soponyms is farther developed
by Bryce, JNES 33 (1974), esp. pp.398-401; Carruba, Fs
. Borchhards, pp.26f., 321, 34f. The placing of this wholé
cluster in Pisidia and Pamphylia, along with Millawanda in
Milyas, by Forlanini (Vicino Oriente 7 [1988], pp.162-168) was
rapidly invalidated by the geographical evidence provided by
l]}{‘sn Bronze Tablet, published in the same year,

¥ First.in Garstang, The Hittite Empive (1925), p.179; of.
Geography, p.79.
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Mylasa.'"” In the Tawagalawa context, Atriya has been
identified with Idrias {=Stratoniceia),'® where a route
branches off the Carlan highway westwards across to
Mylasa and ultimately through to Miletos, and it
reappears in the Milawata letter, where the recipient’s
father and he himself, identified here as kings of Mira,
hold hostages from Atriva and Utima, the latter being
also identified with Idyma at a further stage down the
highway.'*®

'S Carruba, Fs Borchhardi, p-33. Mutamutassa was earlier
placed in Pamphylie by Forlanini along with the rest of its
cluster (above, 1.165), which he supported by the occurrence of
Mutamutasss and Ura together in the treaty KBo XVI 47
(Otten, Ist. Min. 17 [1967], pp.55-62). Forlanini supposed this
to be the well known Ura, the port of Tarhuntassa, located
probably at Silifke (Seleucia), but since there is no way that
Mutamutassa and its cluster can now be located anywhere near
Tarhuntassa, we must suppose that the Ura is another place
bearing this common toponym (Forlanini, Atlante Storice, Tav.
XVI (T, cf. Gumey, Fs Alp, p.219).

' Frev, Hethitica 8, p.148; cf. Carruba, Fs Borchhardt, p.32
.31

164 Geography, p.81.
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6.4, We may ask how Hittite kings, specifically
Arpuwanda I, Mursili  and Tudhaliya IV, could possibly
have claimed as subjects people and cities as remote
from Hattusa as those on the Carian highway. The places
seized by Madduwatta had presumably been conguered
by Tudhaliya LIl on his
Wallanimma is the only one appearing in
fragmentary list, but others could well have been named
in the gaps. Mursiii’s claim o the people of Attarimma,
based on
conguests of Suppiluliuma not recorded in the surviving

Arzawa campaign:’”
Tudhaliya’s

Hu(wajrsanassa and Suruta could have been
fragments of his Arzawa campaign, Or was possibly a
morte tenuous historical claim going back to the days of
his great-grandfather Arnuwanda I The claim of
Tudhaliva TV on the hostages of Atriya and Utima could
that the expedition of his father Hattusils IIF as
recorded in the Tawagalawa lelter revived Hittite claims
to cities on the Carian highway. Certainly he himsell
held the hostages of Awama and Pinali as a result of his
own Lukka campaign as recorded on YALBURT.™

7.1. Returning to consider the position of Millawanda
itself,we must emphasize the fact, perhaps not appre-
ciated by non-specialists, that it is only mentioned in
three texts, the Fxtended Agpnals of Mursiii, and the
Tawagalawa and Milawata fetters of Hattusili 1Ii and
Tudhaliya IV respectively (and in spite of the desi gnation
of the last named document, the city is by no means is
main preoccupaiion, commanding the brief atiention af
three lines of text only).

7 2. Little encugh is learned of Millawanda from the
fragmentary 1AL the
beginning of year 3, the outbreak of hostilities with
Uhhaziti of Arzawa in SOme Way involved Millawanda
and the king of Ahhiyawa, as a resuly of which it seems
to have been raided by Hittite generals.'™ This event has
heen identified archaeciogically with a
Miletos (level ID),"™ which is not impossible, though it
infers much more than the text records.

7.3 Tn the Tawagalawa letter, as noted above,'” the
Hittite king had marched (down the Mieander valley) to
Iyalanda-Alinda en route for Attarimma-Telmessos.
From [yalanda city he ravaged the land of Iyalanda,
sparing only Atriya (=Idrias/Stratoniceia), then advanced

indicate

ceference in Mursili’s Annals.

destraction of

70 gR XXM, 11 i 2-8 = Geography, p-121.

Y pretro, SiMed & {(Pavia, 1993), esp. pp.75-82; Hawkins.
$iBoT Bh.3, pp.68-71, cf. p.49.

7 Above, 1131 and ndl.

7 Following Goetze's interpretation: cf. Heinhold-Krahmer,
Arzawa, pp.97-100.

I Qoo most recently B. and W.-D. Nicmeier, Milet 1994-1995
(A4 1997, pp.196, 2016E).

T3 Abave, V.54 and n.158.
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to the frontier’™ of Millawanda, where he negotiated for
the handing over of Piyamaradu, who left by boat. Thig
action would have required the Hittite king to have
advanced up the Marsyas pass, urned westwards at
Stratoniceia across
Miletos. There is no clear evidence that he entered or

to Mylasa and s0 north-westwards to

controlled the city: rather he seems to have accepted that
it lay under the authority of the king of Ahhiyawa.

7 4. The Milawata letter was written by Tudhaliya
V7 in a polite tope to ‘my son’, argued above to be
Tarkasnawa, King of Mira. The recipient is holding
Walmu, whom the Hittite king wishes to restors o the
throne of Wilusa, so that he Ioay be the joint ‘soldier
servant’ to writer and recipient. This does not neces-
sarily imply that Wijusa and the recipient’s land shared a
frontier: if the latter is indeed Mira, the Seha River land
presumably intervened. But the jomt action on the
frontier of Milawata, whatever that was, ™ does imply
that the recipient’s land bordered on this. Starke was
already able categdrically to identify Mira in this
context,”” even without the powerful corroboration of
the reading of KARABEL A. Bearing in mind whai has
been said of the landward approaches e Miletos, we
might well fink the recipient’s ability to affect the frontier
of Milawata with his father’s having taken hostages [rom
Adtriya and Utima. Miletos, which has been characterized
¢ a naval station, would preszlmabiy have controlled the
rather inaccessible peninsula on which it was located,
which would thus be the ‘land of Millawanda’. The
froptier itseif might bave been expected Lo Tun ACTOSS the
neclk of the peninsula between the present Akbiik Liman
and that south-east extension of the Latmic Gulf
surviving today as Lake Bafa. See above, map, fig 10.

2.1, It has been argued here that the state of Mira,
with its eastern frontier already attached to Hatti in the
area of Pedagsa, is now shown by the reading of
KARABEL A to have extended to the area of Ephesos
and the coast, and this has been seexn to he best explained
in terms of the already demonstrated incorporétion of
core Arzawa into Mira.
enormous political entity stretching from the Anatolian
plateau to the west coasl now provides a

The confirmed locaiion of this

SECure

176 Tuw., i 49, reading [MA-HIAR ZAG, ‘before the fronticr’
{Sommer, cf. Geography, p.112). If farther in Tawe., 11200 we
read with Forrer nu-kdn A-NA ZAG-ia pa-ra-a f-ig-ni-an.
stepped forth to the frontier’ (denied by Scrmmer, commentaiy
ad loc.), the Hittite king would be further emphasizing 0
respect for the frontier of Millawanda.

77 Above, [V.2.1 and 185,

8 CF 089

17 ewidia Troica 7, pA54 with reference back to n.59.



and this ties in

‘a firming up of political geography
1}y recently for southern Anatolia in the light
overies of the Bronze Tablet, the YALBURT
and recently the Hatip mscribed refief, which
;t:s place alongside the entirely comparable
can now be seen that the whole central south
. y the land of Tarhuntassa, siretching from
tain Cilicia to Parha-Perge. Beyond, the
now confirmed as Lukka, extending to
“Pinali (Xanthos and Pinara).

s-hardly necessary to point out that the now
tions of such major countries as Tarhuntassa,
Arzawa and the Seha River land severely
zope for moving around other known and
aces. -~ Effectively now ondy north-west
_e'é}ly available space, and so the land of
ing 1o return here to its Troad home, so stren-
__bz_;{_%ed since its proposed identification with
ui_'in the location of western lands there remain
5.in the pack, Karkisa and Masa, which are
}’ccd with each other,”' also with Lukka and
: Wc can hardly avmd a word on these in the

4

 : ‘north or south of Mira?’. The association of
Karldsa and Masa with each other and with
‘has in the past been thought by some scholars to
d.a northern location for all three countries.'™ Yet

by Kretschmer, Glotta 13 (1924), pp.205-213; further
_ 1_(_19% 3), pp.213-257; 24 (1935), pp.203-251.

DPrincipally in Taw., #if 53, iv 5; also in ritual text CTH 483
ed between AlZﬁWEL » lalawa, and Kuntara, Iyalanda,
led} oTRCle enguiry C‘TH 716 (RUB XLIX, 79 i 14) — see
old- Krahmer, RIA VIU3-6 (1989}, s.v. Masa (p.442 col i)
ﬂfk“'z Masa and Lukka (alse Warsiyala) in relation to
st Alaky, 315 (Beckman, HDT — §113; also Egyptian
count of Hmne army at battle of Qadesh, grouping Drdny,
Pds, ‘Trwn, Krks, Li {(Dardantya (= Wilusa?), Masa,
Gassa, Arawanna, Karkisa, Lulka; Breasted, Ancient Records
E_?)’Pf IIL, $4306, 309 Gaxdiner, The Kadesh Inscriptions of
nesses 11 (1960), pp7, 10, 575 Helck, Beziehungen {(2nd

ed. 197
o Gﬂ'l), p.195).

m the most extreme versions., in the locations of
QC:L}ueen and Mellaart, An. Sz 18 (1968}, pp.169 f., 187 {f.
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their repeated grouping is based on factors ather than
geographical proximmity.

8.4. The connection of Karkisa/Karkiya with the
ethnic designation ‘Carian’ (Gk. Kdres, Achaem. Karka,
Aram, Krk) may be accepted'™ without necessarily
pointing to a locaticn for the Late Bronze Age. For a
location, beyond general association with the West, only
three contexts seem af all definite. The [land Kiarakisa
appears in the list of Assuwa countries fought by
Tudhaliva I/{1.'¥ Manapatarhunda, expelled from the
Seha River land by his brothers, fled there and was well
received thanks to good offices of Hittite kings.'®
Piyamaradu proposed to go across (sc. the sea?} from
Ahhiyawa into Masa and Karkiya, and seems actually to
have done s0.'¥  Could we envisage Karkisa being
simply located in classical Caria?

8.5, Certainly Piyamaradu’s sphere of operation in
the Tawagalawa letter appears to be here, from Iyalanda
and Millawanda down what T have termed the *Carian
highway’ to Lukka. The fact that individual cities of this
area are mentioned without ever being explicitly
associated with the land of Karkisa may not argue against
the location. MNor must Karkisa necessarily adjoin the
Seha River land to explain Manapatarhunda’s refluge.
The appearance of Karkisa among the Assuwa lands
rather than the Arzawa lands in the Annals of Tudhaliya
Il does however exert a pull towards a northern
location.

8.6. Conflicting pulis to the north or south are even
mote acute in the case of Masa."™ References relevant to
location include the following: Suppiluliuma with his
father conducted a campaign against the lands of Masa
and Kammala in reprisal for raids on the Hulana River
and Kassiya;'™ the disloyal Mashuiluwa, summoned by
Mursili in year 12 to Sallapa, fled to Masa and was
retrieved after a punitive campaign;™ Muwatalli
destroyed Masa on behalf of Wilusa;'®' Hattusili I was

¥ Philological aspects of the identification explored by
Carruba, Athenaeum 42 (19643, pp.280-294. See in general
RIA V/3-6 (1980), s.v. Karer (Schmitt), and Karkisa (Heinhold-
Krahmer). Note that Heinhold-Krahmer’s rejection of the
Karki(s)a / Caria connection is based on the parallel rejection
of Lukka / Lycia, and has thus been invalidated.

¥ KUB XXM, 1141 13-19 ; 12 ii 6-13 = Geography, p.1211,
¥ See above, IL3.2 and n.47. The account of the flight to
Karkisa is given in the Extended Annals, and appears ina
damaged passage of Man., §1.

187 Tow., il 53, iv 5.

' See recently Heinhold-Krahmer, RIA VIU5-6 (1989), s.v.
with bibliography.

DS frag. 13,

¥ Above, H1.3.3 and .51,

9 Alaks., §6 (restored from Otten, MIO 5, p.'27 1.45; Beckman,
HDT — §4).

»
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thieatened by Piyamaradu’s activities in Masa and
Karkiya;™® the cult reform of Tudhaliya IV presents for
the god Yarrt of Gursamassa a mock: battle against the
the BOGAZKOY-SUDBURG
inscription of Suppiluliuma II records as the objective of
the first part of his campaign Wiyanawanda, Tamina,
Masa, Lukka and Tkunay® and the KIZILDAG 4
inscription of Hartapu has now been plausibly read to
record, with the conquest of all the lands, the conquest of
Masa, not as has been previously thought, Muska. '™

8.7. These references do give risg to contradictory
locations which currently appear ireconcilable. While
those from the Deeds of Suppiluliuma and Muwatalli’s
Alaksandu treaty, perhaps also the Tudhaliya cult text,
ceem to demand a northerly location, those from the
Tawagalawa letter and both Hieroglyphic ingeriptions ars
equally insistent for a southern one. Only the flight and
surrender of Mashuiluwa could reasonably be placed in
either direction. Thus the problems of Masa and to a
lesser degree of Karkisa which demanded attention here
can hardly be resolved at present.’”

9.1, Finally a view on the much disputed land of
Ahhiyawa cannot but be affected by the firming up of the
geography of western Anatolia arising from the reading
of KARABEL A."" The scholarly tide in favour of
recognizing in Ahhiyawa reference to some Mycenean

men of Masa;'”

centre of power has been running very strongly since the
early 1980s through some notable figures continue to
swim bravely against it 1 have to declare my opinion
that the evidence offered in this azticle strongly supports
the view that Ahhivawa does represeni the Mycenean
CGreeks, whether on the Aegean islands or on the Greek
mainland (see P. Mountjoy, this volume).

97 Above, 0187,

93 prp XVIL 25 (CTH 5252) #i $-15: see Gumey, Some
Aspects of Himtite Religion {Oxford University Press, 1977),
p.27. Cf. alse Forlanini, Hethitica 13 (1996), pp.5-11.

9% GFTDRBURG, §81b, 4b: see Hawkins, S1BeT Bh.3, pp.22f,
29, 541,

195 poetto, Silded § (Pavia, 1993), p48 n.103; and in more detail
recently, id., in Papers of the Hlid Inrernational Congress of
Hirtitology, Corum, September 1996 (foithcoming). He reads
§2¢c: ma-sa (REGIO) AQUILA-na mufwal-td (my wansliter-
ation), ‘and conguered .. the land Masa’. He interpre{s
AQUILA-na as ara/i-na = arin, ‘forever’,

196 Borlanini perhaps poinis to the best way forward with his
remarks on Masa (loecit., n.193), treating this entity as a
mobile population group rather than a fixed land,

197 1t 15 not my purpese bere to retrace the whole vast discussion
but simply to indicate the bearing of the evidence of
KARABEL A on the guestion.

98 o o G. Steiner, Neue Uberlegungen zur Ahhijawa-Frage (X
Tirk Tarih Kongresi, Kongreye sunulan bildiriler, I Cilt
{Apkara, 1990), pp.523-530); A. Unal, loc.cit. (Above n.11%)
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9,2. The land of Ahhiyawa is most clearly located 1
being ‘across the sea’, and reached at or via the isands 1%
and its point of contact with the Anatolian mainland can
be ‘seen to be in the area of core Arzawa. This i
Madduwatta’s homeland when attacked by Attarissiya of
Ahhiya. In the reign of Mussili [i, the king of Ahhiyaw,

200
~ as wag

his successor in the reign of Hattusili HI*" The defeateq

Shhaziti fled from Apasa across the sea to the islands
with his sons, and this refuge seems definitely to he
connected with Ahhiyawa. ™ Similarly Piyamaradu fleg
by boat from Millawanda and later twms up n the
territory of Ahhiyawa planning to cross into Masa and
Karkiya, ™ Barlier Hattusili had been at odds with
Ahhivawa over Wilusa, though by the time of the
Tawagalawa letter this had been made up.* Millawanda
was acknowledged to lie within Ahhiyawan influence,
and its land frontier was apparently respected” In the
reign of Tudhaliya IV (probably, rather than of
Muwatalli) the revolting ruler of the Seha River land was
able to rely on the king of Ahhiyawa,”

.3, It has been noted that the Late Bronze Age map
of Anatolia is now more or less filled, especially as
regards the south and west coasts and 1o a lesser extent
the north—west; and this leaves litile space for those who
might still wish to place Ahhiyawa on the Anatolian
mainiand. The natural interpretation of the evidence is
that Akhiyawa represents a power lying in or across the
sea beyond Mira-Arzawa and the Seha River land and
impinging most strongly on them in particular in the arca
of Millawanda, which was under its control. Since the
identification of Millawanda with Miletos is now bardly
to be doubted? this locates Ahhiyawan interest in
Anatolia in the area of the central west coast, precisely
the area in which evidence for Mycenean cultural
it is thus

was in some way concerned with Millawanda,

influence is now steadily accumulating.

% See 1202,

20 Ahove, 11.3.1 and n.41.

28 The king of Ahhiyawa is in a position to instruct Atpa in
Mitlawanda to surrender Piyamaradu to the Hittite king: Taw.
1 48-50, 55-58.

2 ahove, 11,31 and n.d44. That he was flesing to Akhiyawn i3
not explicitly stated in the preserved text but may be generaliy
understood from the situation. The unfortunately partially lost.
later passage of the Ten-Year Annals, KBo I, 4 11 1-8 (=AR.
p.66L) Teoks as if it would have clasified the position of a sox
of Uhhaziti in relation to the land of Ahhiyawa.

"% Taw,, 1. 58-62, 1t 52-62.

3 T iv 7-10; of. the remark of Giiterbock, in Troy and the
Trojan War, p.37.

%3 Above, V.7.3 and n.176.

6 Above, TV.3 and nn.93-95.

7 pnna Morpurgo Davies writes: This statement refers to the
identification of the place which the Hittites called Millawands
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it now reasonable to suppose that the Hittite king
ttusa, with interests extending through the Levant,

dent of the kings of Kigypt, Babylon and Assur,
d I}ave been unaware of or uminterested in condi-
1008 °in the Aegean. The time has surely come to
ize that the historical geography of western
\ toliz is now established in broad outiine very much

s Garstang and Gurney drew it some forty years ago.
'G_Liu}cy in his recent re-examination and up-dating of the
reography (above, 1.112} concluded his section on the
'bog_th and West with the question: ‘Can we dare to hope
ﬁfzza_t even for the West a consensus is at last in sight? 1
ust that the new evidence offered in this article will in
due course lead to an affirmative answer.

houl

With the place which the later Ionians called Midnrog The
-16‘31"1tlty of the two names has often been called in doubt or
Straightforwardly rejected; perhaps the most detailed account is
that by A Heubeck, in Gloma LXTI (1985), 127-32, who
- Fefered, as others had done before him. to the Mycensean

ethnic mi-ra-ti-ja which he read as Millarigi and interpreted as
indicating women fiom Miletos, From Heubeck’s discussion a
series of points emerge: a) the Mycenaean form, written at a
time when in Greek -w- was always preserved, speaks against a
simple identification of Midatoc and Mill)awanda; b) even if
we forget about the Mycenaean evidence, on linguistic grounds
it is unlikely that we can derive Miintoc / Milatoc from
*Milwdios, as has been supggested; ) it ig possible that the
Cretan city Milatoc and the lonic city Milnrtos in origin had
the same name, since the lonic city is criginally a Minoan
creation and the Minoans may have used a Minoan name (which
fater survived in Crete) for the new foundation. This last point
is crucial and in all likelihood correct, but need not lead io
Heebeck’s outright rejection of a link between Milartog and
Millawanda. I the Minoans did indeed call the place with a
name similar to Miigrog {the evidence we have is later, ie,
Mycenaean and Greek, and we must allow for some phono-
logical differences), the Hittites would have come across a name
which they did not recognize and which they might wel! have
tried to integrate into their language by adding the suffix -wanda
which is commeon in place-names such as Wivanawanda. Jie's
Retrograde Glossary lsts some 50 -wanda names. Hittite is rich
in words which start with mil- ; this could have encouraged the
creation of a form such as Millawandz which would have been
based on an attempt to integrate the namne Milatos into Hittite
through a simple process of popular etymoclogy.
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