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the deeds of Alziyamuwa were not exactly contrary to the Hittite policy
concerning Emaro-Hittites, but rather, in a sense, faithful to it!

On the other hand, ZG-Ba'la’s warm treatment by the Hittite kings,
particularly his exemption from the Sahhan- and luzzi-duties, indicates
that he was an exceptional person. In view of his close relationship with
the Hittite authority, it seems quite likely that the cooperation of this
Emariote religious official of high rank# was so important for the Hittite
administration in Emar that the Hittite kings gave him special privi-
leges.42

In conclusion, as for the Hittite administration of Emar, it is undoubt-
ed that in principle the Hittites adopted a policy of indirect control, that
is of relying on the local native political institutions for governing. How-
ever, there was another aspect, i.e., partial direct control. They employed
a portion of the Emariote citizens, the Emaro-Hittites, as their local staff
through a system by which the Emariotes were given landed property in
exchange for their services, such as performance of the sahhan-, luzzi-
GIS.TUKUL~, and ilku-duties.

4t For this diviner Zui-Ba‘la as the administrator of the Temple M, and his family, see Fle-
ming, Time at Emar, 26-35; also Yamada, I0S 18, 326-330; Adamthwaite, Late Hit-
tite Emar, 30-37.

42 See Arnaud, Hethitica 8, 12; Yamada, IOS 18, 332f.; Fleming, Time at Emar, 43-45;
cf. also Laroche, Le Moyen-Euphrate (n. 18), 241.

Joins and Duplicates among the Bogazkoy Tablets (1-10)

by Jared L. Miller — Mainz

In conjunction with my work at the Akademie der Wissenschaften und
der Literatur, Mainz, I have been able to find a number of joins and du-
plicates among the fragments of the Bogazkdy archive, and rather than
simply allowing them to rest in the card catalogue until being published in
a KBo volume or perhaps to go unnoticed within S. Kosak’s Konkordanz
(www.hethiter.net), it seemed fitting to publish them here. This continues
in a sense a tradition begun in the pages of the Zeitschrift fiir Assyriologie
by H. Otten and his long-time assistant Ch. Riister, who published a
series of articles entitled ‘“Textanschliisse und Duplikate von Bogazkoy-
Tafeln’ between 1972 and 1982. I wish to thank Theo van den Hout for
his careful reading of this article and for a number of helpful comments
and suggestions.

1) Bo 7628 joins KUB 19.42+KUB 40.9(++) (CTH 63.C, Syrian Ar-
bitrations). The passage can be restored after KBo 3.3++ i 1-12:!

KUB 19.42+KUB 40.9+Bo 7628
Ob. 1

1  um-MA 4UTU-ST ™"Mu-uf(r-si-DINGIR-LIM LUGAL.GAL LUGAL KUR
URU Hg-at-17)]

2  DpUMU mSu-up-pi-lu-li-v-m[(a LUGAL.GAL LUGAL KUR vru Ha-at-1i
UR.SAG)]

(9% )

an-na-az *I-ia-r[(u-wa-ta-as URU-as $A KUR YR Bar-ga)]
4  e-es-ta na-an-kdn [(A-NA §U LUGAL KUR YRV Hur-ri)]

! Tt should also be noted that 1459/u, soon to be published in KBo 50, cannot possibly
join KBo 3.3+, as has long been assumed in the secondary literature, since their hand-
writings are completely different, that of 1459/u being quite slanted. The error seems
to go back to a misunderstanding of a comment by H. Klengel, GS 1 (1965) 91 Anm. 35:
“Zugehorig auch (freundl. Mitteilung von H. Otten) das Fragment 1459/u...,” from
which E. Laroche apparently deduced an indirect join, which first appears as such in
CTH.
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A-NA $A [(m)]A-bi-r[(ad-da A-BI A-BI-$U §U GESPU-az ar-ha da-a-as)]
[(mla-an A*-N[(A A-BI A-BI-SU §A mTe-ci-te)]

[(1)]9sA.GAzZ [(pa-is vi-e-er-ma ™ Te-et-te-is)]

mEN.UR-t[(a-as-sa IT-TI 3UTU-SI ku-ru-ri-ia-ap-hi-ir))

[(m)] A-bi-ra|(d-da-as-ma I1S-TU $A SUTU-ST ti-ia-af)]

10 [(W]u-kidn =[(EN.UR-ta-an $A ¢UTU-$I "UKUR KUR-az)]

11 [(ar-71 UTU-ST w-it ...) ]

O 0~ AN

2) 1660/u, published recently as KBo 53.1, joins KUB 33.21 iii 8ff.
(CTH 326.A, Disappearance of the Deity of A§munikkal). KUB 33.19 iii
8-16" (CTH 327.A) runs parallel and allows the restoration of the miss-
ing elements through line 13°. Theo van den Hout has pointed out to me
that the S1LA, in lines 10" and 11’ without the two verticals appears also
in KBo 31.110 r. Kol. 5’ and thus may be a variant to be added to HZL
rather than an error.

KUB 33.21+KBo 53.1
Rev. III
8 nam-ma ak-ku-us-kdn-zi na-at-za h|(a-as-si-ik-ki)-ir n(am-ma))

9 is-ta-na-ni pé-ra-an SILA,-a$ U kur-Sa-a[n (ga-an)-kdn-za]

10’ na-as-ta an-da SI1LA-as mi-i-u-us'(DA) ha-1{(u-ga-a$) ki-it-ta]

11"’ LUGAL MUNUS.LUGAL PA-NI410 par-Sa-an-na-as S1LA ,'-as|mi-i-(1i-us’)]
12’ pa-lu-ga-as e-es-du na-as-ta an-da zAG-as' |w(a-al-la-as)]

13° ki-it-ta na-as-ta ga-la-ak-tar { p(ér-hu-i-na-as’)]

14’ an-da ki-it-ta pa-id-du-wa MUNUS x]...]

15> PA-NI410 har-sa-an-na-as zaG-as wlal-al{ la-as ki-it-ta)

3) 701/t duplicates KUB 17.26 i 8-11 (CTH 404.3.A,), KUB 17.25
i 8-11 (B,) and Bo 3485, 6-8 (C,) and thus constitutes a fourth represen-
tative of Mastigga’s Ritual for Bloodshed; cf. Miller, StBoT 46 (2004)
133ff. Note that 701/t, 4 shows a clear URUDJU; cf. ibid. 140, commen-
tary to Col. 1, 11. The lines can be reconstructed as follows:

701/t

Obv. 1™

I’ [(nuvupU u-w)n-ni*-il(a-an-zi nu-us-si-is-sa-an su-1i-i)l]
2’ [(1-Na S)1-$U ha-m{(a-an-ki Su-ii-il-ma-kdn $A siG? x)]
3’ {(al-pw)]-"¢'-mar 8G1[(R-pa ha-pu-us-zi nu hu-ur-ta-a)-us]
4 [(li-in-g)]a-a-us URUD[(U an-da is-ga-ra-an-te)-es]
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4) 1074/u joins KBo 44.21 (CTH 422.E, Incantation at the Enemy
Border); KUB 4.1 i 1-8 (cf. von Schuler, Kagkier [1965] 168) is duplicate
and allows the following reconstruction:

KBo 44.21+1074/u

Obv. I2

17 [(ma-a-an-Sa-an 1-NA ZAG KUR Y)]YKUR S[({SKUR i-ig-an-zi)]

2 [(na-as-ta 1 uDU)] A,-NA dUTU VRV A -[(ri-in-na)]

3 [(U A-NA? 48KUR)] dLAMMA DINGIRM®-ng-as [(hu-u-ma-an-da-as)]

4  [(A-NadTe-D)]}i-pi-nu $A Y20 Dy[(r-mi-it-ta)]

5 [(DINGIR LUME DI)|NGIR MUNUSME fy-li-ia-as* [(hu-u-ma-an-da-as))
6  [(A-NA HUR)].SAG®3S [DMES6 hyeyyma-a{(n-da-as))

7 [($i-pa-an-ti)]’ [ ]

8 [(1 upu-ma-kd)]ln A-NASZi-i[(t-ha-ri-ia)]

9 1 1x]

5) 1603/u, now KBo 53.33, joins KBo 6.34+KUB 48.76 iii 22-26
(CTH 427.A, Soldier’s Oath; cf. Oettinger, StBoT 22 [1976] 12f.). The
tablet is thus assured to have originated in the Temple I complex. New is
the rite of smashing a presumably clay model city, which may provide
at least one explanation for the function of the models of architectural
structures found in the archaeological excavations, i.e. use in apotropaic
rites.

2 Presumably line 1 is the first line of the tablet, though this is not apparent in the publish-
ed drawing, KBo 44.21. In the photo of 26/r I believe I am able to recognize the be-
ginning of curvature in the tablet’s surface which would indicate the beginning of the
top edge of the tablet.

3 KUB 4.1 i 3 shows A-AN.

4 KUB 4.1 1 6 repeats ruliyas, half erased, and adds DINGIR™®S-ng-as, perhaps influenced
by line 3.

5 KUB 4.11 7: SAG.HUREAO,

6 KBo 44.21, 6’ shows ]-a-es, but in the photo one sees rather the tip of the head of the
vertical of iD followed by MES.

7 Since the five signs of sippanti might well require more space than available, it seems
the scribe would likely have either written §7-pa-an-ti or placed the -#i at the end of the
line.
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KBo 6.34+KBo 53.33

Rev. HI

22 Tan-dur-za-ma'-|as-§il-kdn 1-NA §A-SU DUMU ¢I$-ha-a-ra
23 ki-Sa-an-ta-ru, na-an ka-ri-pa-an-du

24  nu-us-ma-a$ URU-{aln pa-ra-a e-ep-zi na-an 1GI#-4-wq
25 kat-ta hu-up-| pla-a-i na-an Gir-it is-pdr-ra-an-zi
26 nu-us-ma-als kisl-an te-ez-zi ...

6) FHL 26 joins KUB 7.44, 4-10° (CTH 448.3, Ritual for the Sun-
goddess of the Earth). The lines in question can be restored after No. 7,
below. Cf. Taracha, Hethitica 10 (1990) 174.

KUB 7.44+FHL 26

4 x| (A-NA BSAG tdk-na-as duTU-as)]

5’ EBSAG TUR-RU pdd-da-an-za v-wa-an-zi-kén " ték-na-as" [(duTU-un)]

6  ku-wa-pi Se-er a-Se-sa-nu-wa-an-zi | ]

7’ nam-ma-kdn ESAG ku-i§ GAM-an ar-ha pdd-da-an-za [(na-as-ta 1-as)]
8  l,-e-da-ni ESAG-ni an-da ne-ia-an-za n[(a-as KASKAL-as)]

9 [(D)]-ia-an-za nu-kdn Se-er ar-ha 1 TUG sA; [(GAL) ...]

100 x|

7) Bo 4471 joins KUB 55.45+949/v+Bo 69/142 ii 23ff. (CTH 448.3,
Ritual for the Sungoddess of the Earth), thereby invalidating the join
with KUB 7.44, suggested by D. Groddek (see Konkordanz, Version 1.0,
sub 949/v). The join is certain, as I was able to glue Bo 4471 to Bo 2422
in the museum in Ankara in Sept. 2005. Duplicates are Bo 3381, 3’ff,;
KBo 22.111iii? 3’ ff.; Bo 3916(+)KUB 12.20, 7’ff.; KBo 53.35, 1I’ff.; KUB
7.44+FHL 26, 1’ff.; Bo 69/839; 127/v.8

KUB 55.45+949/v+Bo 69/142+Bo 4471
Obv. II

20 |na-as-ta tdk-na-as ®UTU-a§ ESAG-ni wa-ap-pu-un te-pu kat-ta-{(an
ar-h)a]
21 [(pdd)l-da-an-z[(i n)la-an E.5A TUR® j-ia,-an-zi na-as-ta hi-i{m-ma-as

8 Bo 69/839 and 127/v may well belong to KUB 55.45++, Bo 3381, 3’ff., KBo 22.111 iii’?
3’ff. or KBo 53.35, 1’ff,, but this and many other questions of the reconstruction of
CTH 448 must be left to further research.

% Bo 3916+KUB 12.20, 8’: TUR-RU.
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22 [(esN)]Al(eA an-d)]a ti-an-zi® (na-as)]-ta 9 TA-PAL ¥USNIG.[(BAR)]
23 [(9 TUG sA; TUR 9 TUG H)]A-SA[(R-TI TUR! 9 TUG S1)]G,. SIG, 9 TUG
ZA,.[(GIN TUR)]
24 [(Se-er ar-ha is-pdr-ra-an-zi na-at v-nu-w)}a-an-zi A-NA ESAG-ma
25 [(tdk-na-as ®UTU-0$? B.8A-niV3 pé-ra-an nam-m)la ESAG TURM
pad-da-an-za's
26 [(v-wa-an-zi-kdn tdk-na-as duTu-un k) u-wa-pi se-er
a-se-Sa-nu-wa-an-zi'é
27 [(nam-ma-kan €SAG ku-is kat-ta-an'’ ar-ha pd)ld-da-a-an-za'% ¥ na-as
KASKAL,-as20
28 [(i-ia-an-za nu-kdn Se-er ar-ha 1 TUG S)]As, GAL 1 TUG ZA.GIN GAL
hu-u-it-ti-a[(n-zi)]
29 [(A-NAx) ... (x-as-$a-an Se-er ar-ha 1 TUG $A.GA.D)]U,
hu-u-it-ti-an-z[ i]

30 ]x SB§ENNUR [

8) 1593/u, now KBo 53.103, joins KUB 5.6+KUB 18.54 iv 27-37
(CTH 570, Liver Oracle) and left edge 1-2. Note that astaniyawar occurs
only in KBo 53.103 iv 31, 33 and KUB 5.6 l.e. 7. The proposed join of
KUB 5.6+ with KBo 43.512 is thus shown to be incorrect, since the latter
comes from Bk. Interesting is the addition of the name Himuili (l.e. 1) to
the text, which may be of some help in dating the composition. The name
Himuili, apart from the many MH attestations (see Klinger, ZA 85 [1995]
86ff., 91), appears in one composition datable to the reign of Hattusili III
(KUB 31.51+KUB 26.5 iv 8’; KUB 56.1 1 26, both CTH 585) and in two
other texts of NH script (KUB 8.75++ iii 46’, 51°, iv 52’; KUB 31.62 ii 9).

10 KBo 22.111 iii? 5°: ti-ia- an-[zi; Bo 3381 omits na-as-ta pi-im-ma-as SSNA%» an-da ti-ia-
an-zi.

11 KBo 22.111 iii’ 6’ omits TUR.

12 KUB 7.44+FHL 26, 4’: ¢dutU-wa-as.

13 Bo 3381, 8’: E.5A, TUR.

14 KUB 7.44+FHL 26, 5’: TUR-RU.

15 KBo 53.35, 3’: pdd-da-an-zi.

16 Bo 3916+KUB 12.20, 14’: a-Se-s')a-nu-an-zi,

17 KUB 7.44+FHL 26, 7’: GAM-an.

18 KBo 53.35, 5* and Bo 3916+KUB 12.20, 15’: pdld-da-an-zi.

19 This version omits the na-as-ta 1-a§ 1-e-da-ni £SAG-ni an-da ne-ia-an-za (at least parti-
ally) preserved in all others.

20 KBo 22.111 iii? 12°: KASKAL-$§a-as.

2t See Konkordanz, Version 1.0, sub 221/d.
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KUB 5.6+KBo 53.103

Rev. IV

27 | 1x PA-NI DINGIR-LIM hur-ti-ia-as

28 "me'-mi-aln IxME8 DU-zi-pdt nu MUSEN hur-ri S1Gs
29 1Rr-ar-ma ku-i[t 1x pé-es-ta

30 A-NA 910 vrvSap-pli-na 1x pa-a-ir ki-nu-na

31 duru-$r as-ta-ni-ila-u-wa-ar 1x-x-ir

32 EGIR-an-pdt ti-ia-x| Ix

33  nuAZU as-ta-{ni-ia-u-wa-ar
34 na-as A-NA EZE[N,

35 A-BI YUTU-ST ku-ift
36 an-da $a-li-k[i-wa-an-zi
37 [ Ixxxx|

left edge
1  Ma-ME-T[U Ix $A mHi-mu-DINGIR-LIM S[1xSA-at

2 mulIlS  Ixx[ dut]u-Si u-{uL sixsA-at

3 nu MA-ME-TU ku-i§ $A x|
A-NA YUTU VRVTUL-na ga-an-{
ka-a-ri-wa-ri-wa-ar NE x|

W b

6  MA-ME-TI¥A-zq ku-wa-pi ®UTU-SIDU-ZIX X X X X X A-NA X X X [
7 nu A-NA SUTU-SI as-ta-ni-ia-u-wa-ar U-UL SIxSA-at A-NA DUMU.NITA -ia
U-UL SixS[A-at] x[
8 SA A-BI UTU-SI-ia-za-kdn U SA A-BI A-BI 9UTU-$I MA-ME-TI®4 §A
SISKURME DU-zi nuf

9) 1360/u, now KBo 53.120, joins KUB 53.32 (CTH 627.1,j.F, K1.LAM
Festival). A parallel text is found in KBo 10.25++ vi 14’-21" (see Singer,
StBoT 28 [1984] 53), enabling the following reconstruction:
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KUB 53.32+KBo 53.120

Obv.

1’ "$AH.GIS".[(GI ¥.ZA.GIN AZ KU.BABBAR -wa-an-zi)}
2’ nu-za ITTI DARA¥A [(A-SAR-SU-NU ap-pa-an-zi)]

3’ A-NA LUMESUR.GI, DUGUD ™% g*-[(du-up-li pi-an-zi ...)}*2

4’ EGIR-$U?3 'UNAR ‘LAMMA 3[(4INA)INNA 4[(a-az-zi-ki-iz-zi)]
5 LOMES URU A -py-nu-um-ni-is?4 [(kad)]-ti-is? -m|(i i-ia-an-ta)}
6 [“¥ma-a-ri-us an-da w{(a-a)}l-ha-an-ni-is-k[Gn-zi?6 (Sik-RU)]

7 EGIR-SU? LWOMESAL AM.Z[U,] \t-wa-an-zi?® tar- i -[(is-kdn)-zi]

8 [EGJIR-SU, X X X X [pé]-ra-an UGULAY LUMBS[UR.GI, hu-i-ia-an-za)]

(lLe) LjomEsAT AM.Z[U,
1 } amsx |

10) 396/v joins KBo 35.95, 8ff. (CTH 780, Allaiturahhi Ritual). Du-
plicate is KUB 24.13 iii 6’ff. Cf. Haas/Wegner, ChS 1/5 (1988) 117.

KBo 35.95+396/v

7 [cIM-an-ma hu-uk-m)a-in zi-in-na-i nu Se-e-n[(u-us nam-ma))
8 [ar-ha pé-es-si-iz-(zi)] na-as-kdn ma-a-an Sar-ra-ad-df(a-ri))

9’ [na-as gUB-li «(8ga-1)]a-am-ma ti-ia-an-zi ZAG-na tli-ia-an-(zi)]
10’ [(na-as-sa-an nam-ma pad)ld-da-ni ti-ia-zi 1GT94 -ma-a[(s-kdn))
11’ [(KA-az pa-ra-a ne-i)la-a-ri,

12’ Ix x[

22 KBo 10.25 vi 10°-11’ adds LUGAL-i pi-in-kdn-ta / ne a-Se-Sa-an-zi.

23 KBo 10.25 vi 12: -ma.

24 KBo 10.25 vi 14’; vrv 4-nu-nu-wa.

25 KBo 10.25 vi 14’: -es-.

26 KBo 10.25 vi 15’: wa-al-ha-ni-an-da.

27 KBo 10.25 vi 17’ -ma.

28 KBo 10.25 vi 18’ adds [hazzis/palwis-kd]n-zi (Singer, StBoT 28 [1984] 53).
29 KBo 10.25 vi 20’: GAL.
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