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GERNOT WILHELM

Zur Datierung der dlteren hethitischen Landschenkungs-
urkunden

Bekanntlich besteht keine Einigkeit tiber die Datierung der ilteren hethitischen
Landschenkungsurkunden (LSU), die nicht mit Konigsnamen verbunden sind
und die mit sog. anonymen Tabarna-Siegeln gesiegelt sind. Durch den Fund
zahlreicher Landschenkungsurkunden in den 80er und vor allem den frithen
90er Jahren haben sich neue Erkenntnisse ergeben, die hier vorgestellt werden
sollen.!

Guterbock datierte die iltesten Landschenkungsurkunden ,unmittelbar vor
bzw. nach Telepinu“? Diese Datierung blieb mit leichten Modifikationen fir
mehr als drei Jahrzehnte communis opinio. So setzte K. Riemschneider die
Landschenkungsurkunden mit anonymem Tabarna-Siegel in die Zeit ,vor Allu-
wamna“d er zog die Moglichkeit in Betracht, da® die anonymen Tabarna-Siegel
auf einen einzigen Konig zuriickgehen, ,fiir den dann am wahrscheinlichsten
Telepinu in Frage kidme*. Er hielt es aber auch fiir moglich, ,daf der Beginn der
Tabarna-Siegel und somit auch der Landschenkungsurkunden vor Telepinu
liegt*, wenn auch seiner Meinung nach nicht frither als Hantili I. Dem folgt auch
Th. Beran, wenn er die anonymen Tabarna-Siegel nicht lange vor Alluwamna

! Die seit langem angekundigte Vorlage dieser Texte als StBoT Beiheft 4 hat sich stark ver-
zogert. Die geplante gemeinsame Arbeit von E. Neu und Ch. Rister — die letztere hatte be-
reits Anfang der 90er Jahre Autographien, Transkriptionen, Ubersetzungen, Tabellen und
Indizes angefertigt — kam wegen anderweitiger Verpflichtungen E. Neus nicht zum Ab-
schlufs. Nach seinem Tod 1999 fanden sich keine diesbeziiglichen Materialien in seinem
NachlaB. Der Verf. hat dann auf Wunsch von H. Otten und Ch. Ruster die Aufgabe iiber-
nominen, die Bearbeitung fertigzustellen. Dabei galt es zunichst, die Reihenfolge der
Urkunden zu tiberpriifen und soweit wie moglich eine relative Chronologie zu erarbei-
ten. Der vorliegende Aufsatz reflektiert die Ergebnisse dieses Bemiihens. Sie werden in
ausfuhrlicherer Form in der Einleitung von StBoT Beiheft 4 dargestellt werden. Die in
diesem Aufsatz verwendete Textnumerierung ist die der in Vorbereitung befindlichen
Edition. Fir die Aufschlilsselung vergleiche man die Tabelle 1.

2 H.G. Guterbock (1940), 54.

3 K.K. Riemschneider (1958), 326 ff.
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ansetzt.t  Die Tabarna-Siegel sind - ob sie nun erst mit Telipinu einsetzen
oder schon vorher aufkamen - die charakteristischen Konigssiegel des Mittleren
Reiches“ (nach der konventionellen Terminologie miifSte es hier heiRen: ,des
ausgehenden Alten Reiches®).

Erst mit der Publikation der in Inandik gefundenen Urkunde durch Balkan
(1973) wurde diese Datierung der Urkunden mit anonymen Tabarna-Siegeln in
Frage gestellt> Auf Grund der drei in der inandik-Urkunde bezeugten Namen
Zidi, Pappa und Askalija, die auch in der sog. ,Palastchronik¢ CTH 8 erschei-
nen und die Balkan auf dieselben Personen bezog, gelangte er zu einer Datie-
rung ,etwa in die Mitte der Regierungszeit des Hattusili L“ (S. 74 // 36). Darliber
hinaus neigte er dazu, alle anonymen Tabarna-Siegel auf diesen Konig zu be-
ziehen.

D. Easton ibernahm Balkans Datierung der inandik-Urkunde, erkannte aber -
vor allem auf Grund von prosopographischen Kriterien -, daf die meisten
Urkunden mit anonymem Tabarna-Siegel (hier Nr. 4, 13, 17, 18, 19 = Eastons
Gruppe 22a; Nr. 5, 23 = Eastons Gruppe 2b; Nr. 6 = Eastons Gruppe 2¢; Nr. 9, 36,
37 = Eastons Gruppe 2d; Nr. 7, 10, 20 = Eastons Gruppe 2¢) etwas jinger sind als
die Inandik-Urkunde, und datierte sie daher in die Regierungszeit Mursilis 1.6

O. Carruba 1993 schlug unter Ubernahme der von Easton vorgenommenen
Verteilung der ilteren Urkunden mit anonymem Tabarna-Siegel auf zwei aufein-
anderfolgende Herrscher eine noch frihere Datierung dieser Urkunden vor.
Ausgangspunkt hierfir ist die Tatsache, daf8 Zidi, Pappa und Askalija auf der
[nandik-Tafel andere Titel tragen als die in der ,Palastchronik® genannten Per-
sonen mit denselben Namen. Da die Inandik-Urkunde sie als ,noch junge Privat-
personen® (S. 80) zeige, wihrend sie nach der ,Palastchronik® hohe Amter inne-
haben, datiert Carruba die Inandik-Urkunde in die Zeit Labarnas I. und die von
Easton der Zeit Mursilis zugeschriebenen Urkunden in die Zeit Hattusilis L

Zwei Auerungen aus jiingerer Zeit folgen den von Balkan ausgeldsten Friih-
datierungen nicht, bringen aber keine eingehende Begrindung. So schreibt
F.Starke: ,1.[= tabarna] kommt also erst gegen Ende des 16. Jhs. auf ... und diirfte
demnach wahrscheinlich nicht vor Telipinu (Tabarnasiegel) verwendet worden
sein“7, und J. Klinger datiert das Autkommen von Landschenkungsurkunden in
die Zeit ,wihrend oder kurz vor der Regierung Alluwamnas*#

Wie bereits erwihnt, wurde die in Inandik gefundene Urkunde (Nr. 1) von
dem Ersteditor (Balkan 1973: 72ff.) auf Grund einer Identifikation einiger der

4 Th. Beran (1967), 68.

5 O. Carruba (1974), 85 datiert noch ohne Kenntnis der Publikation der Inandik-Urkunde
einige Landschenkungsurkunden (hier Nr. 5, 13, 17, 18, 23) in die Zeit vor Telipinu, und
zwar ,bis Hantili“ (1); dies beruht allerdings auf einer Zuordnung der Urkunden Huzzijas
. zu Huzzija L, welche der Autor spiter wieder aufgab.

6 D. Easton (1981), 3-43.

7 F. Starke (1980-83), 405b.

8 J. Klinger (1995), 76.




274 Gernot Wilhelm, Zur Datierung der dlteren Landschenkungsurkunden

dort ‘genannten Personen mit Wirdentridgern, die in der ,Palastchronik® er-
wihnt werden, in die Zeit Hattusilis I. datiert. Die Namen (Zidi, Pappa, Askalija)
sind allerdings nicht selten, und es gibt keine weiteren Ubereinstimmungen,
z.B. in den Amtsbezeichnungen. Das Argument wiegt daher nicht schwer.

Die Zeugen und der Schreiber erscheinen - mit der Ausnahme von Nr. 2 - in
dieser Funktion in keiner anderen Schenkungsurkunde. Ob in Nr. 4 Rs. 13’ mit
Balkan® (// 19) [mA-as-ka)- li-ia zu lesen ist, ist moglich, aber nicht vollig sicher,
Ein Schreiber namens Askalija (mA-as-ka-li-ia) ist neuerdings in der mittelhethiti-
schen topographischen Beschreibung Bo 2004/1: 31 bezeugt; nach seiner Hand-
schrift zu urteilen, ist er aber nicht mit dem Schreiber von Nr. 1 identisch. Die
einzige sichere Verbindung mit anderen Urkunden, ndmlich mit Nr. 4 und Nr. S,
ergibt sich aus der Nennung eines Sandamei (Z. 26), der das Amt eines UGULA 1
LI WUMESKUS, innehat. Der seltene Name ! in Verbindung mit dem Titel ist so
spezifisch, daf mit Balkan 1973: 75 (// 37) Personenidentitit zwingend ange-
nommen werden muf. Da Sandamei in Nr. 1 und 2 als Zeuge begegnet,
wihrend in Nr. 4 und 5 anscheinend uber Teile seines Grundbesitzes verfiigt
wird !l sind (mit Easton 1981: 9) Nr. 1 (und damit auch Nr. 2) sicherlich édlter als
Nr. 4 und 5. Easton, l.c, nimmt einen Regierungswechsel zwischen Nr. 1 und
Nr. 4 an, worin ihm Carruba?, folgt.

Der Siegelstock, von dem der Abdruck auf der Inandik-Tafel (Nr. 1) stammt,
muf’ spiegelverkehrt geschnittene Schriftzeichen aufgewiesen haben, ein Merk-
mal also, das als typologische Fortentwicklung gegentber den im Abdruck
spiegelverkehrt erscheinenden Zeichen gilt, wie dies bei dem Siegelabdruck auf
den Urkunden Nr. 3-5, 6/, 7, 9-10 (Siegel Beran 143) der Fall ist. Andererseits
stehen die Keilkdpfe auf der Innenseite, was unter dem Gesichtspunkt der opti-
malen Raumnutzung als typologisch weniger entwickelt gilt. Dies allerdings
ist kein gultiges Datierungskriterium, da mit dem Siegel des Alluwamna auf den
Urkunden Nr. 21 und 22 (Siegel Beran 1406) ein eindeutig jiingeres Siegel dieses
Merkmal aufweist. Die Keilschriftringe sind weder gegeneinander noch gegen
das weitgehend zerstorte Innenfeld, das nach der Beobachtung von K. Balkan
wohl die drei ,Heilssymbole* aufwies, mit einer Linie oder einem Steg abge-
grenzt, was wiederum dem Kriterium ,typologisch wenig entwickelt® zuzuord-
nen ist. Das Zeichen KISIB ist nicht mit NA, determiniert, ein Merkmal, das das
Siegel mit dem der Urkunden Nr. 3-5, 6%, 7, 9-10 verbindet,

9 K. Balkan (1973), 58.

10 Auslerhalb der Schenkungsurkunden ist der Name sonst anscheinend nur in dem Frag-
ment eines (erzdhlenden?) Textes KBo 25.196 7’ bezeugt: [mSa-an-da-me-is-ua x[; s.
Easton (1981), 6, Anm. 15. Neu in Neu/Riister (1975), 2, Anm. 3 denkt an eine Zusammen-
setzung mit dem Gottesnamen Sanda. Zu vergleichen ist der Name I$pudasmei Nr. 23:7,
71 Vs. 5, der gleichfalls mit dem Element -mei gebildet ist.

I R. Beal (1992), 377.

2 Q. Carruba (1993), 80.

c
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Die Urkunden Nr. 3-5, 6?13, 7, 9-10) sind mit dem Siegel SBo Nr. 87 = Beran
Nr. 143 = BoHa 14, Nr. 250 gesiegelt, das im Anschluf an Riemschneider 1958 an
den Anfang einer typologischen Entwicklungsreihe gestellt wird: ... die Inschrift
noch positiv eingeschnitten, so daf der Abdruck ein Negativ ergibt. ... Kreuz-
schleife ..., Dreieck ... und Rosette sind ohne ersichtliche Ordnung ins Mittelfeld
eingeschrieben, das Bildfeld ist nicht voll genutzt. ... Mittelfeld und Inschriften-
rand [sind] nicht voneinander abgesetzt®.}* Im Unterschied zu allen anderen

_Siegeln auRer dem fir Nr. 1 benutzten ist das Zeichen KISIB nicht mit NA

determiniert. ‘
Bei Nr. 3 und 7-10 ist der Text in der Weise beschadigt, daf der Passus mit

Nennung des Zeugenkollegiums stark zerstort oder gar nicht erhalten ist. In Nr. 4
ist jedoch der Name des am Anfang der Zeugenliste stehenden ,Obersten der
Palastbediensteten® [mHa-plu-ua-a-as-$u (Rs. 10") weitgehend erhalten. Derselbe
Name erscheint auch in Nr. 6 (["Ha-pu-ula-assu Rs. 107, und er dirfte nach
dem allein erhaltenen Rest des letzten Zeichens auch in Nr. 5 Rs. 39 stehen.

Eine Gemeinsamkeit dieser Gruppe ist es, da® die Mehrzahl der Urkunden
das ,Haus von Hatti in Sarigsa“ begiinstigt (Nr. 3-5, 7, 8).

Die Urkunde Nr. 4 ist, wie oben gesagt, (iber die Person des Sandamei UGULA
[ LT LOMESKUS, mit den Urkunden Nr. 1 und 2 verbunden, und zwar in der Weise,
daR Nr. 4 (und Nr. 5) mit Verfiigungen tber den Grundbesitz des Sandamei
jinger sein muf als Nr. 1 und 2, in denen Sandamei im Zeugenkollegium er-
scheint. Der zeitliche Abstand ist aber damit nicht grofer als die Dauer der
Amtsperiode des Sandamei.

Uber den ,Obersten der Palastbediensteten® Hap(p)uwassu ist die Gruppe
der Urkunden Nr. 3-10 mit zahlreichen weiteren Urkunden verbunden, die
ihrerseits durch weitere Ubereinstimmungen in den Zeugenlisten als einander
zeitlich nahestehend gekennzeichnet sind. Es handelt sich um folgende Personen:

1. Marakui Wuriannu Nr. 11,12, 13, 14, 17, 18, 19(?)
2. Tuthalija Wuriannu Nr. 22, 23(?)

3. 7Zidanni GAL WMES(KAS/)GESTIN  Nr. 11,12, 13, 14, 17, 22,23
4. Hassuwas-inar GAL LOMBSmesedi  Nr. 11,17

5. Hutarli DUB.SAR Nr. 11,12, 17

6. Zuaua DUB.SAR Nr. 14

5

. I3punnuma DUB.SAR Nr. 22
(In Nr. 13, 15, 16, 23 und 24 ist die Zeugenliste vollstindig abgebrochen.)

Die Siegelabdriicke der Urkunden Nr. 11, 12, 14, 15, 16 (Guiterbock (1940), Nr. 88
= Beran (1967), Nr. 144) zeigen so grofie formale Ubereinstimmungen, daf die
Annahme naheliegt, sie stammten von demselben Siegelstock. Dasselbe nahm
Guterbock (1940), auch fiir die aus Tarsus stammende Urkunde Nr. 21 an, doch

13 H. Otten (1971), 66.
4 Th. Beran (1967), 67.




276 Gernot Wilhelm, Zur Datierung der ilteren Landschenkungsurkunden
hat Miller-Karpe (1998), 104 Anm. 5, kleine Unterschiede festgestellt, die auf
unterschiedliche Siegelstocke schlieRen lassen. Auch fiir den Siegelabdruck
835/b (= Beran (1967), Nr. 144/b), der zu einer Urkunde gehort, von der kein
Text erhalten ist, schlieRt Miller-Karpe auf einen anderen Siegelstock als den bei
der Siegelung von Nr. 16 verwendeten. Dag in der Zeit des von Hap(p)uwassu
angefiihrten Zeugenkollegiums in der Tat mehrere, formal sehr 4hnliche Siegel
Verwendung fanden, zeigt der Siegelabdruck auf Nr. 14; auch hier sind die bei-
den Schriftringe, deren Kopfe nach auRen weisen, nicht durch eine Linie oder
einen Steg getrennt, auch hier ist das Mittelfeld mit den drei Heilssymbolen um-
randet. Die Anordnung der Keilschriftzeichen stimmt ebenfalls tiberein, so daf
auch hier LUGAL GAL im #uferen Ring tiber BA.US im inneren steht. Der Unter-
schied besteht nur in einer gegeniiber den Keilschriftringen verschobenen An-
ordnung der Heilssymbole. - Die Siegelungen der Urkunden Nr. 17-20 sind
nicht erhalten.

Mit dieser Textgruppe verkniipft ist auch die Urkunde Nr. 22, in der der
,Oberste der Palastbediensteten* Hap(p)uwassu zwar nicht in der Zeugenliste
erscheint, wohl aber als Betroffener im Urkundentext genannt wird: Nach Z. 62f.
Ubergibt der GroRkonig ausgedehnten Grundbesitz des Hap(p)uwassu an den
Prinzen Labarna. Das Zeugenkollegium entspricht nur in der Position des
,Weinoberen®, die auch hier Zidanni innehat, den Urkunden Nr. 11ff. In der
Stellung des urianni befindet sich hier ein Tuthalija, als Schreiber fungiert ein
Ispunnima, der auch die Urkunde Nr. 26 geschrieben hat, letztere aus der Zeit
des Alluwamna.

Das auf Nr. 22 abgedriickte Siegel ist das einzige aus bzw. unmittelbar nach
der langen Amtsperiode des ,Obersten der Palastbediensteten® Hap(p)uwassu,
das im Mittelfeld eine Rosette zeigt, wie dies dann mit dem Siegel Alluwamnas,
das auf der Urkunde Nr. 26 abgedriickt ist, bis zu Muwattalli I. verbindlich wird.
Dafs mit dem Siegelabdruck auf Nr. 22 ein Ubergang von der ilteren zur jinge-
ren Siegelgestaltung greifbar wird, zeigt sich daran, dag von den drei Heils-
symbolen zwar die Rosette in den Mittelpunkt riickt, die beiden anderen aber
noch nicht aufgegeben, sondern in den duReren Keilschriftring eingefiigt wer-
den,

Damit dirfte eine Datierung von Nr. 22 in die Spitphase des Konigs Telipinu
oder - falls zwischen Telipinu und Alluwamna noch eine Regierung einzufiigen
ist - in die Zeit unmittelbar danach, allenfalls in die ersten Jahre Alluwamnas
gesichert sein. Dies hat weitreichende Folgen, da die vorausgehenden Urkunden
Nr. 4-20 durch die Person des ,Obersten der Palastbediensteten® Hap(p)uwassu
verbunden sind und damit ganz oder tiberwiegend in die Regierungszeit Telipi-
nus fallen miissen. Die Inandik-Urkunde Nr. 1 (und mit ihr Nr. 2) ist etwas ilter
und stammt vielleicht aus der Regierungszeit Huzzijas I. oder sogar Ammunas.

Jedenfalls wird man an einer Datierung dieser Urkunden in die Frihzeit des
Alten Reiches nicht festhalten kdnnen. :
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StBoT Inventar-, LSU | Edition
Bei- Museumsnr.
heft 4 - S B - )
5 Anonyme Tabarna-Sicgel _ T 3E 355 B
I 5466 = 4l-di LGME%GEg[TIN]
1 IK 174-66 - Balkan, mPreqldi GAL
Inandik mA-g$-kali-ia DUMULUGAL
nTi-ya-zi-di Cu-ri-an-ni ‘ ~
it mSa-an-da-me-i UGULA 1 [i 'WKUSM[¥5)
mA-g¥-ka-li-ia DUB.SAR
2 | 25p - ["Saan-dameli UGULALH [WKUS, S
i ..\i“il.;j.’:t‘.li-‘\]) Beran 143 (soweit Siegelung vrh-.l.lfur!l_ A et Aose)
3 ] Bo 90_/_7_22_ - E URUHg-atti URUSgpi-15-8a-i 51
[]
4 1312/u - Otten, sa £ v Saan-dla-mei UGULA 1 lim | WOMESKUS,
MDOG [E VRCHa-a)t1i ViSa-a-riidSa-ai
103, 61, [mHa-plu-ua-a-assu GAL DUM[UMES E.GAL]
Abb. 2
5 VAT 7463 3 SBo13 [$a B] »Sa-an-da-me-i UGULA | /i 'OMESKUS,
E UWHag-arti VRUSa-a-ri-iSSa-ad
[wHa-pu-yua-as-slu GAL DUMUME E.GAL
162/k+38/1 18 KBo 8.27 URIUSg-a-r{i-is-Sa o
¢ s + (38/1), [mHa-pu-yla-assSu [GAL DUMUM® E JGAL
20 Otten, (Siegel Beran 1437)
MDOG
103, 63,
Abb. 3
2064/g 4 SBo 14 [E URUHg-att] WRSa-a-ri-isSa-la-i] ]
2078/g - E URCHgat[-ti VRSa-aridisSa-ai] | ],
Siegel abgebrochen
9 275/f 5 SBol5 {1
10| 165m 6 [smoro |11 i
.S§g~ut~1|5';) Beran 144 (soweit Siegelung erhalten) S s Rl
1 | ae 59 | T | ____ 1.7, T / LU.MEéKUg
Bo 90/729 - La-ariia UGULA T US,
" oo mHa-pu-ya-$u GAL DUMUMES E.GAL
mMa-a-ra-ku-i Wu-ri-an-ni
mzi-da-a-an-ni GAL LUv”‘ESGEST}N )
nHa-a$-$u-ya-as-ina-ar GAL OMBSme-Se-di
mHu-tarii DUB.SAR
P P 4 s ) <1
Bo 90/750 - IS-TU E VRS a-grri-is-$at
" 0% La-ariia UGULA Ll WMEKUS,
mHa-pu-ua-a-asSu GAL DUMUMFBS E.GAL
mMa-ara-ku-i Cu-ri-an-ni
mZji-da-an-ni GAL OMBSGESTIN
mHu-tar-li DUB.SAR
i - G-Ti-i i LUMESK [JS
630/f 12 SBol112 La-a-riia UGULA T y
" / mHa-pu-yua-a-ad-su GAL DUMUMES E.GAL
mMa-a-ra-ku-i Curian-ni
nZi-da-an-ni GAL LOMESGESTIN
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StBoT Inventar-, LSU | Edition
Bei- Museumsnr.
heft 4
14 Bo 91/1791 = sHlapu-ua-a-assu] GAL DUMUME, [E GAL]
nMa-a-ra-ku-i [Wuri-an-ni)
mZi-da-an-{ni] GAL lUMES[GESTIN]
nZu-ti-ua DUB.SAR
15 Bo 91/1602 - []
16 621/f 7 SBol7 [ ]
17 140/f 1 SBoT11 mHa-pu-ua-assu [GAL DUMUME E GAL]
wMa-a-ra-ku-i Wu-rli-an-nil
mZi-da-a-an-ni G{AL 'WMBSGESTIN]
wHa-as-Su-ua-as-[i-na-ar] GAL LOMES ] eSe-di)
[} Hu-tarl[i DUB.SAR]
18 518/z - Otten, wHlal-pu-ua-as-su GAL |—DUMU.ET.[GAL]
MDOG ["Ma-a-rla-alk-Ru-[i ]Cu-ri[-an-ni]
103, 63,
Abb. 3
19 301/z = o Ha Lpu-ya-as-su GA[L DUMUME, E.GAL|
20 605/f 15 SBo 115 [mHa-pu-ua-as-1§u GAL DUMUME E.GAL
21 Tarsus 1 28 Goetze, Siegelabdruck von einem Siegelstock, der
R _____| | Jj40559,2 | Beran 144 typologisch gleicht.
. Siegeltyp Beran 145 (soweit Siegelung erhalten) L AR 3
22 Bo 90/732 = Sa “Ha-ap-pu-ua-as-su GAL DUMUMEE GAL
a+na La-ba-ar-na DUMU.LUGAL
mT-ut-hadi-ia WCuri-an-ni
W Dall- GAL DUMUME E.GAL(?)]
wZil-d)a-a-an-ni GAL LWMBSKAS GESTIN
a1 fm GAL WUMES e Se-cli
n[$-pu-un-nu--mfa DUB.SAR]
23 Bo (6964 26 | KUB [$a "Ha-ap-pu-ua-as-1§u GAL DUMUME E GAL
48102 [(mTu-uthali-ila Wuy-ri-anni
nZi-da-a-an-ni GAL WOMESGESTIN
Siegel abgebrochen
24 VAT 7767 8 SBol8 { ]
25 0 BEJEOO3/O? |- [ 1, Siegel abgebrochen
Siegel Alluwamnas SERE R
26 Bo 82/162 = KBo la-nal mHa-an[-ti-li} DUMU-»i5u -
32136 nHal assu)-[i-li GAL LUMESme-Se-di
mrl§1pu~un~n[u-u—ma DUB.SAR]}
_‘27 304/e - [ ]
Feviusp A, _ L e TR
( 28 Bo 90/728 = “Sa-a-arpa GAL DUMUME E.GAL
nHa-a¥-su-i-li GAL WMSme Se-di
nLla-li-u-ma Ou-ri-an-ni
mMy-1-uSSu GAL WWMEBSGESTIN
mHa-ni-ku-i-li DUB.SAR
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StBoT Inventar-, LSU | Edition
Bei- Museumsnr.
heft 4
29 Bo 90/568 - m$[a-a-arpa GAL DUMUME E.GAL]
+Bo 90/752 - mHa-asSu-i-i [GAL WMBSme-Se-di]
+ Bo 90/1080 - ol jafi-u-ma @[] ""F“z,t-rzlan—m'
+Bo91/143A | - LSS GAL OMEBSGESTIN
+Bo 91/187A - mHa-ni-ik-ku-i-li DUB.SAR
30 Bo 90/758 = Ruster, a-na “Ha-a$-5u-i-li GAL m-“fﬁgme-\s‘e-di
IstMitt, m$a-a-arpa GAL DUMUME E GAL 4
43,66 n[§-kie-na-a-as-$u UGULA LEMESNTMGIR. ERINMES
mHa-ni-ik-ki-i-li DUB.SAR J
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STEFANO DE MARTINO

Hittite Letters from the Time of Tuthaliya I/1],
Arnuwanda I and Tuthaliya III

The aim of this work is the singling out of a corpus of Hittite letters that can be
dated from the Middle Kingdom. Therefore, only Hittite correspondence which
can be given a date (using ductus, linguistic aspects, prosopography and con-
tent) has been considered. After having singled out a group of Middle-Hittite
letters | have tried to check possible relationship of those found in Hattusa with
those found in the archives of Masat, Kusakli and Ortakdy. Last of all, I have con-
sidered the internal chronology of the corpus of these Middle-Hittite letters.

This study is part of a research on Hittite textual documentation that has been
directed by Prof. Onofrio Carruba (University of Pavia) and has been funded by
the Italian Ministry of University and Scientific Research.

The Letters
1.1./2. Texts from the Bogazkdy/Hattuda Archives

The Hittite letters have recently been collected and published by A. Hagenbuch-
ner in the volume Die Korrespondenz der Hethiter (THeth 16), Heidelberg 1989.
This edition is noted for its accuracy and wealth of information. Hagenbuchner
asserts, however, that the letters found at Hattusa, except in a very few cases, be-
long to the period following Suppiluliuma L!

On the other hand, other scholars, like F. Starke in his review of Hagenbuch-
ner’s book2, or S. Kosak in his on-line catalogue of Hittite texts3, have indicated
some documents that can be dated from the Middle Kingdom on the basis of
palaeography and of linguistic features.

In my opinion, too, there are some Bogazkoy letters that can be dated almost
certainly from the Middle Kingdom. As far as the international correspondence

1 A. Hagenbuchner (1989b); see also A. Hagenbuchner (1989a), 37-38.
2 F. Starke (1992), 808-809 and n. 16.
3 See www hethiter.net: Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank

Version 0.5.
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is concerned there are only two fragmentary texts left which may, orf may not,
be datable to the Middle Kingdom. The situation regarding the internal cor-
respondence looks much better. In presenting these documents a distinction is
made between those ones that can be dated from the Middle Kingdom (follow-
ing cross-referenced research on the basis of ductus, language and content) and
those whose dates can be based only upon an examination of the ductus car-
ried out on few signs due to the poor state of conservation of the tablets.

1.1. International Correspondence

Within the corpus of letters of international correspondence two missives con-
served in the archives of the Hittite capital may be perhaps dated from the
Middle Kingdom. As already mentioned, the dates of these two letters cannot be
known with absolute certainty (whether or not they are Middle Hittite texts or
they belong to the period of Suppiluliuma I) due to the fragmentary state of the
texts and impossibility of knowing the exact context, the events and the people
that are referred to.

11.2. - KBo XXXI 40+ this is a fragment of a letter belonging to the cor-
respondence between the Egyptian and Hittite courts. The sender of the letter is
the Hittite king and the receiver the Pharaoh. Unfortunately the text is frag-
mentary and we have no indication regarding its content. E. Edel notes that the
spelling Mi-iz-za-ri appears in text from the time before Suppiluliuma 1. This
spelling is also to be found in the Middle Hittite text KBo XVI 42 rev. 9%, 1475,
as well as in EA 31 and 326 1t can also be underlined, however, that the same
spelling is present in one of the fragments of the Deeds of Suppiluliuma I writ-
ten by Mursili 11, KUB XIX 4 + KBo XIX 45, 10’[ (DS 31)7, and next to Mizri in the
treaty of Tuthaliya IV with Sausgamuwa of Amurru.?

S. Kosak? dates KBo XXXI 40 as belonging to the Middle Kingdom, whilst
H. Klengel® prefers the period of Hattusili IT1.

If this text was really a Middle Hittite document and not dating from the time
of Suppiluliuma I, it could be placed within the reign of Tuthaliya I/11, when the
Hittite court began having diplomatic ties with the Egyptian court and when the

treaty between Hatti and Egypt (known as the Kurustama Treaty)! could be
dated.

4 See E. Edel (1996), 114-117.

5 See J. Klinger (2000), 11.

¢ On the contrary in the two letters EA 41 and 44 there is KUR URUAfizri.

7 See H.G. Glterbock (1956), 48, 107-108.

& See C. Kithne -~ H. Otten (1971), 32-33, 74,

? Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.
10 Klengel (1999), 244.

1 See H. Klengel (1999), 106-107, 110; L. Singer (2004), 591-607, both with previous litera-
ture.

2
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1.1.3. - KBo XXVIII 7112 this fragment is in Akkadian. The names of the sggder
and receiver have not been preserved. In Il. 11" and 13" Mittani (KUR IJR‘UMz—.u‘--ta—
an-ni) is quoted. A. Hagenbuchner! mentions that the very name Mittani, 1r1/—
stead of Hanigalbat or Hurri, suggests that the date of the text may be f.rom a
period before Muwattalli II. Furthermore, she also suggests that the mention of
the sender’s father’s death (1. 12”) could lead us to presume that Arnuwanda I
or Mursili 1T were the Hittite king who had written the text. .On the cher hgnd,
S. Kosak! suggests that the letter might h;iwe been written 1n.the M‘1ddle.K1ng-
dom. A date towards the beginning of Suppiluliuma I's reign might, in my
opinion, be the more probable hypothesis.

1.2. Internal Correspondence
a) Letters datable from the Middle Kingdom:

1.2.1. - KBo VIII 18%: this is a letter sent to the king by a person called Muwattalli
as well as another person whose name is not preserveq. A woman Kamma-
wiyal® (obv. 5) and the city of Durmitta (rev. 97) are mentioned. A. Hagenbuch-
ner?” suggests dating the letter from the Imperial Age?. On the other hand,
O. Carruba'® and S. Kosak® date the letter from the Middle Kingdom on the
basis of its ductus and R. Beal20 supports this date. ' o
The most significant aspect of this letter is the mentioning of Muwattall1. This
is because a Muwattalli before GAL MESEDI, then Huzziya I's assassin, then suc-
cessor to his throne before being assassinated in turn by Himuili anq Kantuzili,
appears in a series of texts.2! Furthermore, a Muwattalli alvso appears in two frag-
ments of historiographical character KUB XXI 20 (= DS 50) and KBo XIV 18
(= DS 51), although it is not certain whether these two fragments actually belong
to the Deeds of Suppiluliuma 1.22 It would appear, however, reasonable to sup-
pose that the first of these two fragments referred to events that had happeneq
in a period before Suppiluliuma 1.2 Finally, a person by the name of Muwattalli

12 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 446-447.

13 A, Hagenbuchner (1989b), 447. . '

14 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

5 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 47-48.

16 This name is hapax.

17 A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 48.

18 O, Carruba (1990), 545. ' .

v Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

20 R, Beal (1992), 332 n. 1207. ‘

21 See H. Otten (1987), 21-34; O. Carruba (1990), 539-554; R. Beal (1992), 331-332.

22 See H.G. Giiterbock (1956), 49-50; O. Carruba (1990), 543—545.'} Freu (1995), 136-137,
proposes that this fragments may belong to the Annals of Tuthaliya L

23 See J. Klinger (2002), 449.
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is also present in KBo XVI 97 (obv. 3), which has been dated either from the
period of Arnuwanda I or from the period of Tuthaliya 1.5

H. Otten26 believes that Muwattalli GAL MESEDI (documented in KBo XIV 18)
can be identified as the person who occupied the throne and had usurped
Huzziya II. This hypothesis is supported by R. Beal?’, who even suggests that
this dignitary may be the same as the one in letter KBo VIII 18.

1.2.2. - KBo VIII 222 this is a fragmentary letter in which neither the name of
the sender or receiver is preserved. A. Hagenbuchner does not mention any
date for this text while S. Kosak2? as well as the authors of CHD3 assigns it as
coming from the Middle Kingdom. Two people are mentioned: USgana and
Tarhumima. Whilst the first anthroponomy is a hapax, the second? is docu-
mented (as GAL 'UMEBSKUS, GUB-az) in the land donation of Arnuwanda I KBo
V 7 rev. 5232, as well as in a few letters from Masat (HKM 49, 65, 69) and, finally,
in some Ortakoy’s letters.?

As observed by R. Beal4, Tarhumima in HKM 65 might be a functionary (by
the same name) of a lower rank compared to Tarhumima GAL LUMESKUS, GUB-
laz, whilst the identification of Tarhumima “bird watcher” in HKM 49 remains
uncertain.

The letter HKM 69 (see § 3.4.) is sent to Kassu by Tarhumima, by a functionary
with the title UGULA NIMGIR.ERINMES whose name is not given, and by Piseni.
The latter might well be the same officer who is mentioned in the Indictment of
Madduwatta (as supported by J. Klinger3*).

The identifying of Tarhumima in KBo VIII 22 with the one in the letter HKM
69 and with the one of KBo V 7 is an attractive hypothesis, even though, due to
the lack of information in KBo VIII 22, we know nothing of the context within
the person is mentioned in this letter.

1.2.3. - KBo XII 623 this fragmentary letter (the names of the sender and re-
ceiver are not preserved) is datable from the Middle Kingdom according to

24 See St. de Martino (1992a), 33-46.

25 See J. Klinger (1998), 104-111; Klinger (2002), 449,

%6 Op. cit. 32.

27 R. Beal (1992), 332-333 n. 1267, this Muwattalli would be the same who appears in KUB
XXI 20.

2% See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 90-91.

29 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

30 p. 2 (MS?).

31 See J. Klinger (1995a), 99.

32 See K. Riemschneider (1958), 338-340, 344-354.

33 See A. Suel (1998), 552.

34 R. Beal (1992), 370 n. 1408.

35 J. Klinger (19952), 99 and n. 99; see also G. Beckman (1995), 24-25. On PiSeni see also
J.Klinger (1998), 108-109.

3 See A, Hagenbuchner (1989b), 120-123.
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many scholars on the basis of palaeography and of linguistic features.? A. Ha-
genbuchner suggests assigning the letter to the period between Arnuwanda [
and Suppiluliuma I.

7Zidi is mentioned in the text (rev. 4’-5"): he has to send a letter to the sender
of KBo XII 62. We do not know whether this Zidi is the same as the one who
appears as a scribe on the seal SBo 11 192, dated by Th. Beran as from the Old/
Middle Kingdom 38

1.2.4. KBo XV 283 this is a letter sent to the queen by three “bird watchers”
called Awawa, NU.SSKIRI, and PUSIGs. The results of the bird oracles are re-
ferred to in this letter. A post scriptum is sent by NU.SBSKIRI, to Tumni, Tumna-
ziti and Tuttuwaili requesting, on behalf of the sender, the receivers to help him
in a matter related to his house.

A. Hagenbuchner4 writes that, from the point of view of the ductus, the letter
could be datable from the period of Suppiluliuma I, but that the oracular con-
tent would suggest a date from around the beginning of Mursili IT's time. A date
from the Imperial Age is also supported by F. Imparati.*! On the other hand, this
letter is placed within the Middle Kingdom by F. Starke®?, Th. van den Hout*,
J. Klinger#, V. Haas - . Wegner* and S. KoSak.

Supporting the Middle Kingdom date for this document is the presence of
NU.GBSKIRI;, who can be identified as the scribe who supervises the drafting
of the Hurrian invocation to the gods KUB XXXII 19 + IV 50 (ChS I/1 nr. 41),
attributed to Tasmisarri/Tuthaliya III. In fact, this king is mentioned in the text
(11 55).#7 The identity of NU.SSKIRI; as “bird watcher” and as scribe by the same
name is possiblei since scribes were often “bird watchers”* Therefore, it
would seem more than plausible to date KBo XV 28 from the period of
Tuthaliya IIT as suggested by V. Haas and 1. Wegner>° (see also § 3.6.).

¥ See H.C. Melchert (1977), 91; E. Neu (1985), 144-145; F. Starke (1992), 809 n. 16, CHD S,
22 (contra L-N, 472); S. Kogak, Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-
Datebank Version 0.5.

38 WVDOG 76 (1976) tav. 1L

3 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 81-84, 178, with previous literature; see now also Ph.H.J.

Houwink ten Cate (1998), 176-177; Th. van den Hout (2001), 427 and n. 22.

A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 82.

U F. Imparati (1985), 257.

42 F, Starke (1992), 808-809.

43 Th. van den Hout (1995), 147-148; Th. van den Hout (2001), 427.

+ 1. Klinger (1995a), 101.

45 V. Haas - 1. Wegner (1996), 106 and n. 7.

Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

47 See V. Haas (1984), 5 and n. 3.

18 So J. Klinger (1995a), 101.

# See F. Imparati (1985), 255~269.

V. Haas - . Wegner (1996), 106 and n. 7; J. Klinger (1995a) dates KUB XXXII 19 to Arnu-

wanda L

40

L
>
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1.2.5. KBo XVII 145 the sender of this letter’ sient to the ki.ng iil P;.ZZ;. 211:
other person by the name Duwa (obv. 6, rev. 8) is also mént1oneM’ v}alz ﬂtlll W};
pears also in the letter KBo XVIII 152 sent to.the Sove.relgn l?y ESV? " O%
most probably the same person who became‘ king of Mira durm,gi1 t e’ im c of
Mursili 1153 This hypothesis identifying Pazzu in KBQ XVIII 14. as tlde sarf:e "
in KBo XVIII 15 has encouraged some scholars, like S. Heinho —I;ra ‘me O%
A. Hagenbuchnerss and H. Klengel5¢, to also date KBo XVIII 14 fro‘m t Z t;mse !
Murgili II. On the other hand, KBo XVIII 14 has already been C(:gn:ﬂd;:.red o :
Middle Hittite letter by J. Klinger5” e S. Kosak® (see also .CHI? ). T ;v Iglllu?fof
based not only upon the ductus, but also uporll the mennoq in K}?o i
Duwa. As a matter of fact, a dignitary with this name bea.rmg the title o o
DUMUMES E.GAL is mentioned in Arnuwanda I.’ land don.atlon KBo V 7&'6;2 o
(see §1.2.11.). For a more accurate chronological analysis of KBo XVI
fuitgzr zih(le{a;odt)g\?lﬁ 3861; the letter was sent frf)x?l someonf:‘: whose na.ms (;:;
preserved only in one final syllable -zi. In my opinion a possﬂ)l'e restoratlc;ems
this name could be Duwazzi that appears in HKM 65 pbv. 22; this person s ems
here to be a functionary working in Tapigga. The receiver of the letter is apé)ered
functionary of equal rank (obv 1: “my brother”). T}}e lgtter has been c§n51 ered
as Middle Hittite by E.Neu¢2, F. Starke® and S. Kosak64; A. Hagenbuchner

his date .55 ‘
n(?l"ths;l ijlsg(r)[t}tlesis of restoring the name of the sender _Of the lett‘zrélas I]()itrllw;(zjil,
a person known to Masat’s documents, is coherent V\ilth the Mi ‘ e i’ ii o
date suggested for KBo XVIII 38. The Chiefs of 'the Kaska are mer;tline o this
letter (obv. 7); this mention can be leaSﬂYd%lit 1121‘&) Ejhe mcontext of the co

itti Kaskas during the Middle Kingdom.

b?‘;‘;ﬁ‘j gggt%rllld%%: this is a \%ery fragmentary letterv and neither the gatmhe
of the sender nor receiver has been preserved. S.Kosak has suggeste €

51 See A, Hagenbuchner (1989b), 50-51.

52 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 367-369.

53 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 368

54§, Heinhold-Krahmer (1977), 183.

55 A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 51.

56 H. Klengel (1999), 175.

57 1. Klinger (1995a), 102. ) . ;

58 {(onlkfrda(nz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.
9 P 362. e

60 See K. Riemschneider (1958), 338-340, 344-354.

8. See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 167-168.

2 E. Neu (1986), 115-116 n. 29.

63 T Starke (1992), 809 n. 16. . '

64 Konkordgnz der hethitischen Keilschriftrafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.
65 A, Hagenbuchner (1989 b), 168.

6 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 192.

>
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Middle Hittite date¥ on the basis of the ductus (see the signs SA, obv. 3, and
TAR, rev. 3"). Supporting this date are the following geographical names mention-
ed in the fragment: [KURURU/ URUAS)Saratta (obv. 3) and URUUrg (obv. 6). The site of
AsSaratta is, actually, mentioned in the Annals of Arnuwanda I (KUB XXIII 21 I1I
4)%8 a propos the conflict between the Hittites and Kupanta-Kurunta of Arzawa.
Instead, Ura is in two Middle Hittite texts, KBo XVI 47 and KUB XXVI 29 +,
which refer to the reintroduction of this centre into the sphere of Hittite power,
in the time of Arnuwanda I, after it had been under the domination of Arzawq 69

1.2.8. ~ KBo XVIII 517 this letter fragment (whose sender’s and receiver’s
hames are missing) contains the name of Wasuwatarla (Il 2’, 12"). The name of
this person also appears in the letter KBo XVIIT 69 which dates from the Middle
Kingdom as can be understood by the presence of Hulla, a functionary docu-
mented in Middle Hittite sources (see § 1.2.12; § 3.4.). The date of KBo XVIII 51
from the Middle Kingdom is suggested by J. Klinger” and S. Kosak2, whilst
A. Hagenbuchner’? believes the letter to be from the XIII century.

1.2.9. - KBo XVIII 547 this is the well-known letter sent by Kas3u to the king.
At first, this letter was dated as belonging to the late Imperial Age on the analysis
of personal names, but a later examination of the ductus and the publication of
the Tapigga letters, in which Kagsu UGULA NIMGIR ERINMES appears as a busy
functionary, have encouraged many scholars to prefer a Middle Kingdom date.”s
Although with some measure of doubt, S. Kosak™ also favours for the Middle
Hittite date. The problem of dating KBo XVIII 54 is left open by S. Alp”” and by
A. Hagenbuchner?; the authors of CHD first dated the letter from the Imperial
Age, only later on opting for a Middle Hittite date.”

Tuttu can also be found in this letter. He appears to be an officer with military
duties. A person bearing this name can be found in the Deeds of Suppiluliuma T,
where Tuthaliya III's defeat of the city of Sallapa® is mentioned, KUB XIX 12 II
3, 11[(DS 4) and KUB XXXI 34 11 ¢’ (DS 6).

¢ Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.
% See O. Carruba (1977), 168-169.

% See St. de Martino (1996), 63-79.

7 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 99-100.

"] Klinger (1995a), 92.

2 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.
? A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 100.

7 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 57-63. .

See J. Klinger (1995a), 102; Th. van den Hout (1995), 170; St. de Martino - F. Imparati
(1995), 113~114; H. Klengel (1999), 127; A. Unal (1998), 36.

Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.
7S, Alp (1991), 71.

78 A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 60.

7% See CDH, L-N, 108 (NH); P, 102 (MH/MS).

0 See H. G. Giiterbock (1956), 60-61.
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In my opinion, the following elements point to KBo XVIII 54 as dating from
the Middle Kingdom and to the identification of Kassu of this text as the one in
the letters of Masat. The confidential tone of the salutation (obv. 3-6) reminds
us of similar formulas in many of Masat's letters, result of a close (although not
always easy)®! relation between Kassu and the Hittite king. T he military context
referred to in the reverse of the letter (requests for victuals and military strate-
gies) reflects Kassu’s duties, as known to through the Masat letters. The mention
(rev. 6") of the Chief of the scribes may be related to the letter HKM 72, where it
is one of the Chief of the scribes (= Harttugili)s2 who writes to Kassu. Further-
more, in this letter of Masat the Chief of the scribes asks Zu to write to him in
Babylonian. This brings to mind the unfortunately fragmentary passage of KBo
XVIII 54 obv. 11-18, where a tablet in Babylonian is mentioned. The presence of
Tuttu, who lived in the time of Tuthaliya I, as shown in fragments 4 and 6 of
the Deeds of Suppiluliuma I, is also relevant. Finally, we have to keep in mind
that both Kassu and Tuttu appear in the Ortakoy texts.?

1.2.10 - KBo XVIII 57a+5784 this is a letter sent to the king as can be under-
stood from lines 1-5 of the left edge. The sender, however, is unknown. This
letter is dated from Middle Kingdom by J. Klingerss, S. Kosak® and by the
authors of CHD# A. Hagenbuchner® also believes the text to be rather old.
A, Kammenhuber® and P. Cotticelli%, on the other hand, believe the text to date
from the Imperial Age. This letter is very fragmentary. It deals with topics of
military nature and some geographical names are also mentioned, like Sahhupa
(obv. 107, 15”), Lalha (obv. 15”), Pala (rev. 35”), Mount Asharpa (obv. 57), as well
as personal names, like Iyaliya (obv. 6, 13/, rev. 33”), Sayanu (obv. 8, rev. 317[),
Sunaili (obv. 4”). The last one may be the same Sunaili WDUGUD who appears
in HKM 103 obv. 91

1.2.11. - KBo XVIII 669 the names of the sender and receiver have not been
preserved. The text mentions a case of river ordeal (rev. 8-9").93 The text dates
from the Middle Kingdom according to S. Kosak®* on the basis of the ductus.
A further element aiding the dating of the text is the name of Duwal[(+) (rev. 13").

81 See St. de Martino - F. Imparati (1995), 112-114.

82 See Ph. Houwink ten Cate (1998), 177.

83 See A. Stel (1998), 552.

84 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 101-106.

85 J. Klinger (1995a), 104 n. 117.

3 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.
87 CHD L-N, 87; P, 21, 265 (MH/MS); contra L-N, 156 (NH).

88 A Hagenbuchner (1989b), 105.

89 HW21, 290.

9% A, Hagenbuchner (1989b), 109.

91 See R. Beal (1992), 557-559; see also J. Klinger (1995a), 103-104.

92 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 108-111.

93 See E. Laroche (1973), 185; R. Lebrun (1995), 250 n. 3.

94 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.
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If it can be hypothesised that Duwa is the person mentioned here, it might well
be ;he same one who appears in the land donation of Arnuwanda 7I KBo V 7 rev.
5195 as GAL DUMUMES E GAL: he is also mentioned in the letter KBo XVIII 14‘
(see §1.2.5.) examined previously. The hypothesis that KBo XVIII 66 mav b
dated from the time of Arnuwanda I upon the basis of the presence of Duv};a ii
taken into consideration by A. Hagenbuchner?, along with other feasible dates
L212. - KBo XVIII 69%7: neither the sender’s nor the receiver’s names havé
been preserved. The text is datable from the Middle Kingdom as supposed b
F. Starke®s, J. Klinger? and . Kosak whilst A. Hagenbuchner believgsp the d i
to be closer to the time of Suppiluliuma 1,101 o
. Soml(?1 elements in the text would point to the actual date of this letter as being
“rO{n the M1ddle Kingdom. One of these elements has to be the mention of the
p“rle§t” WSANGA (rev. 7°). As has already been underlined by F. Imparatjio2
a -pr1est” with no further specification is often mentioned in a w.holephost oé
Middle Hittite texts and it is also more than likely that a reference to Kantuzili i
always made.’® One should also add that in our letter the “priest” makes alr?
dppedrance concerning a matter of borders and therefore, in the same context
?jztﬂhs (t)n; h; éthe letter HKM 74.104 In fact, this letter is sent l;y the “priest” (= Kan-
0 Kassu concernin i
e the Do Concen §§g22.12?r30;l;r£ of sending back people who have cros-
Furthermore, Hulla appears in KBo XVIII 69 rev, 8 already known from th
land donation of Arnuwanda I KBo V 7 rev. 5219 g G;\L LUMESKUS, ZAG-a S
presgnt in the letters of Magat HKM 17, 25, 61, 62, 66.197 In my opini7on the i o
thesis suggested by J. Klinger'%s, who considers Hulla in all these tf;XtS asyfh(z
same person, is fully correct. It would also seem Ivnore than likely that the per-
son t.o deal with a border problem involving Kantuzili would actually be a hI'D g
ranking dignitary like Hulla GAL "UMBSKUS, ZAG-a219% (see also § 3 4)y o

» See K. Riemschneider (1958), 338-340, 344
/s - 3 ‘354
:)f A. Hagenbuchner (1989h), 110.
7 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 112-115.
%8 F. Starke (1992), 809 n. 16.
1:(? J. Klinger (19952), 92 n. 114,
Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafel i
< S O -D i
10; & Hagenbuchoe: Coomen afeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.
L(: IZ“, Iglpla(rati (2003), 238; see also J. Klinger (1995a), 93-99
3 G. Beckman (1992), 176, proposes that i 4 e “priest” ipi
]Of e 262_262_ p atin KBo XVIII 69 the “priest” may be Telipinu.
195 See J. Klinger (1995 a), 93.
1123 See K. Riemschneider (1958), 338-340, 344-354
See S. Alp (1991), 64; on Hulla in Ma £1 tt .
w0 ) i o S on B sat letters see R. Beal (1992), 370-372.
199 See R. Beal (1992), 368-375,
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1.2.13. - KBo XVIII 13219 this is a letter sent to the king by a person called
Himuili. The text is very fragmentary and nothing can be understood of its con-
tent. On line 6 oracle enquires are mentioned, carried out through flesh-oracles
(SUMES), According to the ductus, the letter seems to be Middle Hittite (compare
the signs UN and TAR, 1. 4), as suggested by S. Kosak!!l. An important element as
far as dating the text is concerned in the presence of the name Himuili, since a
person by this name is mentioned frequently in the Masat letters!? (where, in all
probability, he bears the title BEL MADGALTI") and a dignitary, also by the
same name, with the position of GAL GESTIN, is mentioned during the time of
Suppiluliuma L1

A. Hagenbuchner! prefers dating this text as belonging to the beginning of
the Imperial Age due to the mention of the flesh-oracles, since she believes they
were being used in Hattusa only from the beginning of the period of Mursili I
One has to mention, however, that Hurrian Oracles are documented in the
Middle Kingdom and that at the Hittite court during the time of Arnuwanda I
and Tuthaliya IIT flesh-oracle techniques were already known.

I think, therefore, that J. Klinger'” and H. Klengel# hypothesis of identifying
the Himuili of KBo XVIII 132 with the one in the letters of Masat might be
accepted. In this case, KBo XVII 132 would be a letter sent by Tapigga to the
king who was residing at Hattusa. According to this hypothesis the GAL GESTIN
mentioned in the Deeds of Suppiluliuma I would be a different person.

1.2.14. - KBo XXXII 145: this is a very fragmentary text. H. Otten and Chr. Ru-
ster define it as being “wohl brieflicher Bericht”®, with its writing only on one
column, which continues along the lower edge as well as the recurrence of the
verb hatrai- “to write” (obv. 10’ rev. 20’, 22"). The text is datable to the Middle
Kingdom as agreed by a few scholars.’20 A person called Hattusili'*! is quoted
(obv. 7°); he could be the same as ABOT 65 and as the one in the other Masat
letters.

10 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989hb), 67-68.

m Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5; in CHD
LN, 474, all occurences of nu(niarnu- (KBo XVIII 32 1. 4) are considered NH.

12 See S. Alp (1991), 59-62. '

13 See S, Alp (1991), 60; R. Beal (1992), 404.

14 See E. Laroche (1966) nr. 361, p. 67.

15 A Hagenbuchner (1989b), 67.

16 See G. Wilhelm (1987), 232; St. de Martino (1992b), 32, 61; van den Hout (2001), 423-
440.

w7 7 Klinger (1995 a), 91.

18 H. Klengel (1999), 127-128.

19 KBo XXXII, Inhaltstibersicht p. VI

120 H. Otten - Chr. Riister, KBo XXXII, Inhaltsiibersicht p. VI; A. Hagenbuchner (1999),
54-55; J. Klinger (1995b), 243-244 n. 28; J. Klinger (1995a), 89; S. Kosgak, Konkordanz
der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

121 See J. Klinger (1995b), 243-244 n. 28; Klinger (1995a), 89.
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L.2.15. - KBo XXXII 202122 H. Otten and Chr. Riister!23 classify this very frag-
mentary text as a historical Middle Hittite document. In my opinion, its context

points to be it a letter:

rev.

4 [MA-HAR LUGAL/PUTUS!12t MUNUJS LUGAL hu-u-ma-an SIGsin [t]u-ulg-ga]
5 [kat-ta h]u-q—ma—an SIGs-i[n] e-es-tu nu(-)x[
6’ [DINGIRMES TT-a]n har-kin-du nu-ut-t[a] SAG.DU-KA pla-ah-3a-an-ta-ru]

7’ [A-NA) P TUTUS! ku-it ha-at-ri’-e3-Tna-ag tup-pi up-pal-as]
8 [na-a]t PA-NJ PUTUY hal-zil-a-en!Tnu-Tut-ta k[a-a-as-ma]
9" [ud-da-n]i[-i] a-ap-pa arku-a[r i-]rejet nu am-mfe-el]
10" BELIYATud-1-da-nii EGIR-an [ti-i-y]a ma-na-ag-ta URU[
11" $a-ra-a li-li-wa-ah-ti ma-an[-as-t)a 4-NA PUTUS [
12" hu-u-da-a-ak a-ri SA UDYAta ut-tar PUTUS ma-a-ah-ha[-an]
13" ha-at-ra-a-it na-at QA-TAM-MA ha-an/-da-la-an o

14’ ka-a-a8 [TTU T GIBILTku-ig1 ar-ta na-as-ta UD 78aM [pa.iz- 17125
15 DUTU{"’-ma—kzin URUHa-at-tu-§a-az m[a—]raj[a]n UD 105 [pa-iz-zi
16" PUTUS-u§-ma URUSal-pi'26 nu am-m[e-el BE-L] YA QA-TAM-MA $a-a-ak

17" nu A-NA PUTUS [ki-li 1-an ut-tar EGIR[-an] hu-u-da-a-ak B[E-LI-YA]
18’ [hla-far-Tra-a-i PUTUS-wa-mu ITU GIBIL UDFLA x| Jxex]

19" nu-wa $A PUTUS me-mi-an hu-u-da-a-ak fyamli x| |xx

20’ $a-ra-a li-li-wa-ah-x-hi ERINMES-ma-§i-kdn MA-HAR PUT[US? | x|

21" x[  ]x=x ne-eh-hi nu P[UT]UY ki-i 1-an ut-tar EGIR-pa[ hu-u-da-a-ak]
22" hla-a]t-ra[-a-u] nu SIGSF—irﬂ me-ek-ki-ma ud-da-a-a[r )

23" ar-ha-ya ku-it-ma-an [d]a-a-la/x na-at x|

257 ha-at-ri-es-ki-m|[i ]

20" [ 1xx[  ]x-ti- ta-pa-a-as-5a-as x|

12? See St. de Martino (1996), 56-58.

123 KBQ XXXII, Inhaltsiibersicht p. VII; I would like to thank Mrs. Christel Rister (Mainz) for
/ having checked some passages of this text on the photographs of the tablet.

124 DUTU is also in KBo IX 81 1. 4. '

125 So G. Beckman (1998), 592.

126 . " P S .
This city cannot be Sallapa, because the distance between Hartuda and Sallapa cannot
be covered in three days. i
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The lines of the reverse shown here could be part of a post scriptum.'?’ The ob-
verse is very fragmentary: on 1. 5'-7 the cities of Kasiya!?% and Iskazuwa'?? are
mentioned. It would be useful, here, to mention that the site Kasiya appears in
KUB XIX 101 10’ (DS 13), in connection with military actions carried on by Sup-
piluliuma I and his father Tuthaliya IIL1%° Furthermore, the city of Iékgzuwa
appears only in KBo XXXII 202 and in KBo XVI 97 rev. 713 the latter text is dat-
able from the time of Tuthaliya II or Arnuwanda [.132

1.2.16. - KUB XXXI 79133 this tablet is fragmentary and the sender’s and re-
ceiver’s names are in the break. It dates from the Middle Kingdom according to
H. A. Hoffner jr.134, F. Starke!3%, S. Kosak!3 (see also CHD'37). Whilst supporting
the impossibility of drawing definite conclusions on the date of the text, A. Ha—
genbuchner recognises the fact that it may be from the time before the Imperlal
Age.13 The part of the letter that has been preserved deals Svith the sendmg of
goods by river on boats. Some place names are mentioned. Samuha, Pitteyarika,
and Arziya.13 Some people are involved in the control and expedition of the
goods, whose names cannot be better identified as Kuruntaziti, Zidasdu, Tasku-
wanni and Hillani 140

The mention of Samuha and Arziya could be a clue for dating this letter to the
time of Tuthaliya IIL. As a matter of fact, we learn from the Deeds of Suppilu-
liuma I (DS 10)M! that at the time of Tuthaliya Il Samuha acted as a royal resi-
dence. 2 Furthermore, the site of Arziya is also mentioned in fragment 3 of the
Deeds of Suppiluliuma I, even though it is in a very fragmentary passage.'

127 Sender of this letter is neither the king nor the queen. For other letters where mention is
found of king and/or queen ’s health and not of that of the sender see, for example,
KBo IX 81 rr. 4-5 (THeth 16 nr. 96) and KBo XVIII 1 rr. 6’-8 (Theth 16 nr. 50); see also
J. de Roos (1985-80), 79.

128 See G. del Monte - J. Tischler (1978), 188-189; G. del Monte (1992), 70.

129 See G. del Monte - J. Tischler (1978), 148; G. del Monte (1992), 54.

130 See H. G. Giiterbock (1956), 65.

131 See M. Schuol (1994), 104, 108.

132 See St. de Martino (1992a), 33-46; ]. Klinger (1998), 104~-111. ’ '

133 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 136-141; A. Hagenbuchner (2002), 47; G. Wilhlem (2002),
886-887; O. Gurney, (2003), 123-126.

134 H. A. Hoffner (1972), 33.

135 F. Starke (1992), 809 n. 16.

136 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

137 CHD §, 114 (MH?/MS?).

138 A Hagenbuchner (1989b), 139.

139 On these three places see T. Okse (2001), 506; G. Wilhelm (2002), 886-887; O. Gurney
(2003), 123-126.

140 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 138.

41 See H. G. Gliterbock (1956), 62-63.

142 See H. Klengel (1999) 132.

143 See H. G. Guterbock (1956), 60.
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1.2.17. - KUB XXXI 101%4: this is a fragmentary letter. Neither the name of the
sender nor receiver is preserved. However, by reading what remains to us of
the tablet we are able to understand that the sender is the king (who obviously
is not in Hattusa when writing the letter)¥ whereas the receivers are “bird
watchers”. The sovereign is reprimanding the “bird watchers” for not having
accurately carried out the observation of bird flight, recommending useful indi-
cations. This letter is datable from the Middle Kingdom according to E. Neu™é,
V. Haas - 1. Wegner'”, Th. van den Hout™® and S. Kosak." Supporting this
Middle Hittite date is also the use of the expression wwat duwaddu (rev. 37"
which appears in the letters of Masat and which, as A. Hagenbuchners° writes,
is not to be found in the letters from the Imperial Age. The content of this text is
similar to the content of the letter KBo XV 28 (see §1.2.4.).

b) Letters that may be dated to the Middle Kingdom only on the basis
of palaeography.

1.2.18. - KBo XIV 49%% this is a fragment which preserves neither sender nor
receiver. The sender addresses the receiver as BELI=YA (1. 3”) and EN=YA4 (1. 5).
There are no personal names or place names which might allow us to identify
the fragment within a historical context. S. Kogak'5? dates it as from the Middle
Kingdom as do the CHD authors®3, although the latters with a fair amount of
doubt.

1.2.19. - KBo XVIII 3754 this is an extremely fragmentary letter sent by some-
one whose name begins with Ka[- to his lord. S. Kosak'ss supports a Middle
Kingdom date.

1.2.20. - KBo XVIII 44%%: neither sender or receiver is known and there is no
other anthroponym. On 1. 3 ERINMES KUR VRUMi[s-r4; on 1. 4't ERINMES URVEf[ -
ri.57 S. Kosak®® dates this fragment to the Middle Kingdom. The mention of

¥ See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 37-40; Th. van den Hout (2001), 428-429.

15 See Th. van den Hout (2001), 429.

16 E, Neu (1982), 172 n. 4.

¥7 V. Haas ~ I. Wegner (1996), n. 7.

148 Th. van den Hout (2001), 428.

19 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

159 A, Hagenbuchner (1999), 55.

Bl See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 123-124.

52 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

53 CHD L-N, 191 (MS?).

54 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 151.

155 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

56 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 192-193,

57 A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 192, reads: VW {I-g[a-ri-it, even if in Hittite texts this place name
is usually written with the sign U, see G. del Monte - J. Tischler (1978), 451; G. del Monte
(1992), 457.

5% Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.
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identified with the scribe of the Arnuwanda treaty with the Kaskas KBo XVI 27
+ KBo XL 33048, as suggested by J. Klinger??, and with the sender (maybe also a
scribe)?20 of the post scriptum of the letter from Ortkdy Corum 21-9-90 obv.
187221, Atiuna (rev. 8, inferior ledge 1,3) could be the same person as the sender
(the name is partially missing) of the Masat letters HKM 49 and 50.222

1.3.4. - VSNF 12, 129223 it is not known where the tablet comes from. The text
has been dated to the Middle Kingdom.?2 A. Hagenbucher?? convincingly sup-
ports the hypothesis that the tablet belongs to the Masat corpus of letters, on the
basis of formal and content elements. The sender’s name is partially damaged
and cannot be read with certainty.226 The receivers are the GAL WUMESUKU.US,
Nananza and Hattusili, the latter presumably being the same as the one mention-
ed in ABOT 05 and in the aforementioned texts.

1.4. Kusakli/Sari33a Letters

The Middle Hittite letters found at Sarig3a are, for the moment, only two, KuT 49
e 50.227 Both letters are relative to oracle enquiries. The first one, KuT 49, is sent
to the GAL DUMUME E.GAL and to the “mayor” (HAZANNU). The second one,
KuT 50, is sent by Halpaziti to a dignitary of higher rank whose name or posi-
tion are not, however, indicated. In this text (rev. 5-9) a letter sent by a certain
Handapi DUMU E.GAL is referred to. Handapi had reported what the queen had
previously written. A person called Handapi with the title DUMU E.GAL appears
in the land donation of Arnuwanda I KBo V 7 rev. 27, 33, 39.228 The fact that in
these two texts Handapi bears the same title may indicate that both documents
refer to the very same person.229 See also § 3.7. for the date of KuT 50.

28 See F. Imparati (1988), 87 and n. 53.

29 1. Klinger (1995 a), 88-89.

220 See A. Unal (1998), 31.

221 See A. Unal (1998) 20, 31.

222 See S. Alp (1991), 55, 212-213; Ph. Houwink ten Cate (1998), 162.

2 See A. Hagenbuchner (1999), 50-58; see also H. Otten (1956), 182-183; L. Jakob Rost
(1956), 348; G. del Monte (1975), 4-5; S. Rosi (1984), 124-125; R. Beal (1992), 389 n. 1470;
D. Groddek (1999), 200. .

224 See A. Hagenbuchner (1999) 55; contra see S. Kosak, Konkordanz der hethitischen Keil-
schrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5,

225 A, Hagenbuchner (1999), 53-58.

226 See A. Hagenbuchner (1999), 52-53.

227 See G. Wilhelm (19984a), 175-187.

228 See K. Riemschneider (1958), 338-340, 344-354.

229 See G. Wilhelm (1998a), 180; A. Miiller-Karpe (2003), 386.

oo
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1.5. Ortakoy/Sapinuwa Letters

A large part of the tablet discovered in the excavations at Sapinuwa (lead by
Mustafa and Aygul Stel) is made up of letters.230 Only three texts have, for the
moment, been published on this vast amount of documents.23! The five letters
recently published by A. Unal?32 and found at Ortakéy before the beginning of
the aforementioned dig should also be added. All these eight texts are Middle
Hittite 233

The letter published by A. Stel in 2001234 is full of people’s names and situa-
tions of important historical interest. The sender of the letter is a person called
Uhhamuwa?3% and the receiver of the letter is the king. In a passage (obv. 6-7)
there is mention of the fact that a man from the city of Marasa (most probably in
western Anatolia)?3¢ has gone, as a fugitive, to the “priest”. As has already been
said for the letter KBo XVIII 69 it would appear probable that the “priest” in
question here is Kantuzili (see § 2.2.). It can also be read in the text that some
other persons (Kupanta-Kuruntaya, Tarhunnaradu, Masduri, Piyamaradu and
Kupantazalma) are going to Happuriya, a city in western Anatolia.?¥” These
people are also known from other documents.?*® Some of them lived in the
Middle Kingdom like Kupanta-Kurunta (a form that can been considered a vari-
ant spelling of Kupanta-Kuruntaya) king of Arzawa at the time of Tuthaliya 1/11
and Arnuwanda 1.23° Others lived in the Imperial Age like Piyamaradu?® or
Masdduri.?# If the Middle Kingdom date is to be accepted as the mention of the
“priest” would lead us to believe, then it has to be believed that Piyamaradu and
Masduri are different people from later homonymous persons. We do not
know, however, who Tarhunnaradu is. If we support the hypothesis that he is
the same person who then becoms king of Arzawa and who is known as
Tarhundaradu from the Tell el Amarna letters EA 31 and 32, he could, therefore,
be a brother or a son of Kupanta-Kurunta(ya).

The letter Or. 90/800%4, sent by the queen to the king also contains a post
scriptum sent to a certain Zuwa. Another Zuwa LU SSGIDRU is to be found in a
passage of the Indictment of Madduwatta (rev. 51, 52), where he is in charge of a

230 See A. Siiel (1995), 271-283.

231 See A. Stel (1992), 487-491; A. Suel (20022), 818-822.

232 A, Unal (1998), Nrr. 1-5, pp. 17-45.

233 See A. Unal (1998), 16e n. 53; A. Siiel (2002b), 165.

234 A Stel (2001), 670-678.

235 See A. Suel (2001), 671.

236 See G. del Monte - J. Tischler (1978), 260-261; G. del Monte (1992), 102.
237 See G. del Monte - J. Tischler (1978), 82; G. del Monte (1992), 28.
238 See A. Stiel (2001), 672-678.

239 See St. de Martino (1996), 93.

240 See H. Klengel (1999), 264-265.

241 See H. Klengel (1999), 262-263.

242 See A. Stiel (20022a), 819-826.
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military operation. We do not know, however, if it is the same person since the
Ortakoy letter does not give us any information on the responsibilities or role of
Zuwa.

Three letters Or. 90/14002%3, Corum 21-8-90 and Corum 21-12-902#4 sent by the
king regard a mistake or a fall committed by someone?5, who has to perform a
ritual on Mount Haluna?* to make amends.

The letter Corum 21-9-902" has already been mentioned (see § 1.3.2.): the post
scriptum is the work of Armaziti, perhaps the same as the one who appears in
ABOT 65.

Lastly, in the letter Corum 19-9-9024 (unfortunately very fragmentary with
neither the sender’s nor receiver’s name) a person by the name of Kassu, with
military responsabilities, is mentioned. In a passage of the text (obv. 3") a son of
Kassu is mentioned, probably sharing a military operation,

2. Comparison of Letters from the Various Archives

2.1. If we compare the Middle Hittite letters from Hattuga with those from
Masat/Tapigga, Ortakoy/Sapinuwa? and Kusakli/Sarissa we realize that not
many persons are mentioned in texts of different archives. It may happen that
well-known persons in the letters of one particular archive do not appear in
other archives. This is the case, according to A. Stel, with a2 man who appears
most frequently in the letters of Sapinuwa, a certain Kuikusanduwa2%, and who
does not appear in the texts from the other aforementioned archives.

On the other hand, some people’s names are to be found in texts from differ-
ent sites. The most relevant example from this point of view is the case of Kassu.
He is the better-known dignitary in the Tapigga texts, the receiver and sender of
many letters as well as the sender of the letter KBo XVIII 54. Kassu is also men-
tioned in the letter from Sapinuwa Corum 19-9-90 along with his son. The pre-
sence of an adult son of him, never mentioned in the Tapigga letters, might
be an element, which could date the Sapinuwa letter at a later date than the Ta-
pigga texts in which Kassu appears.

Other people who are mentioned in letters from different archives are: Tar-
humima (in KBo VIII 22 and in HKM 69), Hulla (in KBo XVIII 69; in HKM 17, 25,

23 See A, Stiel (1992), 487-491.

2+ See A. Unal (1998), 40-45.

235 In the letter Corum 21-8-90 obw. 4ff. it is written that the fault of a scribe will be investi-
gated.

246 See A. Unal (1998), 43.

27 See A. Unal (1998), 31,

248 See A. Unal (1998), 32-38.

29 On personal names from the Sapinuwa letters see A. Stiel (1995), 272, 274.

250 See A. Stiel (1995), 272.
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61, 62, 66), Armaziti (in ABOT 65 and in Corum 21-9-90), Tuttu (in KBo XVIII 54
and in some Sapinuwa letters?>).

Other examples present more difficult problems although it is still worth men-
tioning them. Himuili in the letter KBo XVIII 132 could be, as already said?>2, the
same as the one known as BEL MADGALTI in Tapigga texts. Hattusili mentioned
in KBo XXXII 145 may be the same one as the person to be found in the Ta-
pigga texts?5? and also the Chief of scribes in the letter HKM 7225 Thve person
whose name can be restored as Pal{lana] or Pal[la] in the letter of Sapinuwa
Or. 90/800 rev. 7 might, in the first case, be the same one as the person who
appears in HKM 60 e 68, and, in the second case, be the same dignitary as the
one mentioned in ABoT 65. Therefore, the receiver of letter KBo XVIII 38
(whose name may be restored as [Duwaz]zi) might be the same person as the
one encountered in HKM 65.

2.2. A group of letters mentions a person who is never called by name but
only by the title of “priest”. We have already said that the “priest” of these letters
is to be identified as Kantuzili2*, priest and governor of Kizzuwatna.?s¢ We
must distinguish him from the person by the same name that was the father
of Tuthaliya I/I12% Kantuzili “priest” is considered by some scholars to be
Tuthaliya I/II's son?% or, by others, the son of Arnuwanda .25

The “priest” is mentioned in the letter KBo XVIII 69 (see § 1.2.12.); here the
matter of a border which had been brought up in a previous letter sent by the
“priest” is referred to. Problems relating to the borders between the various pro-
vinces of the Hittite kingdom arose frequently, due, also, to the moving around
of non-sedentary groups of people who lived on a pastoraly economy.

Regarding the above mentioned point, we should be reminded of the letter of
Masat/Tapigga HKM 74260 sent to Kassu by the “priest”. This document states
how Kassu had previously written to the “priest” announcing that he would not
return him the twenty people (originally from Kizzuwatna) who had settled in
Ziggasta. He puts his reasoning down to the fact that Tapigga was a “border
area” 20! The “priest” answered that Kizzuwatna was also a “border area” and,

251 See A. Stiel (1998), 552,

252 See § 1.2.13.

53 See § 1.2.14.

25% See G. Beckman (1995), 25; Ph. Houwink ten Cate (1998), 158.

255 See lastly J. Klinger (1995a), 93-99; Ph. Houwink ten Cate (1995-96), 68-69; F. Imparati
(2003), 233-239; contra see G. Beckman (1992), 176.

256 See J. Freu (2002), 65-74.

257 See G. Wilhelm (2002), 56-57 n. 5.

%8 See F. Imparati (2003), 233 and n. 15. On Kantuzili “priest”, see now also S. Herbordt, AA
(2003/1) 21-24.

259 See F. Imparati (2003), 234 n. 16; J. Freu (2002), 67-68.

200 See S, Alp (1991), 262-265; J. Klinger (1995a), 93.

261 On HKM 74 obv. 6-7, see G. del Monte (1993), 93; contra see S. Alp (1991), 262.
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therefore, that he would apply the very same right of no return to those people
of Tapigga who had moved to Kizzuwatna.

Lastly, the letter from Ortakdy/Sapinuwa published by A. Siiel262 (see § 1.5.)
refers to the fact (obv. 6-7) that a man from the western Anatolian city of Marasa
had gone as a fuggitive to the “priest”. Therefore, someone from another area,
different from Kantuzili’s area had gone to him in search of protection.

It is significant that three letters from different archives, Hattusa, Tapigga and
Sapinuwa give evidence of the political role that the “priest” Kantuzili had in
Kizzuwatna and that these letters deal with border and fugitives issues. See § 3.3
for the date of these texts.

A further mention of Kantuzili “priest” in Kizzuwatna might be also seen in
the letter from Kusakli/Sarissa KuT 49 (see § 1.4.) where (obv. 4) the expression
DUMUMUNUS SANGA “daughter of the priest”263 can be found.

2.3. Still on the subject of the people’s names in Middle Hittite letters, it is im-
portant to note that only in the Sapinuwa documents2¢4 do we see functionaries
with Hurrian names, like Mugu265, Purra26 (name which is also present in the
“Prism of Tikunani”?¥, in the texts of Alalah VII e IV268 and in the Hurro-Hittite
“Song of Release”2%), Akiya270, AMAR-ti (=Hubidi). On the other hand, names of
Hurrian people do not appear in the letters from Hattusa. As far as Tapigga is
concerned, the only person’s name that could be understood as Hurrian is
DSIN-EN from the letter ABOT 60 rev. 9, if we wish to read mKusuh-ewri?’! in the
Sumero-Akkadian writing of this name.

All of this could mean that, during the Middle Kingdom, people of Hurrian
origin were part of the administrative state structures in Sapinuwa more than in
other areas of the Hatti kingdom.

2.4. Tthink it would be interesting to present a case here in which two letters
from different archives can refer to the same persons and situations.

As has been said (see §1.4) in the letter Kusakli/Sarisga KuT 50, that was sent
by Halpaziti DUMU.E.GAL to the king, we can read: (obv. 3) MAHAR DUMU.MU-
NUSMES SIG-in 7 ANA MAHAR BELI=Y|A] (4) SIGs-in e$tu.272 Results of oracle
enquiries are referred to that have been undertaken for these daughters (v. obv.

262 A, Siiel (2001), 670-678.

3 We might also intend this expression as DUMU MUNUSANGA; see G. Wilhelm (19982),
178 n. 10; F. Imparati (2003), 238-239.

64 See A. Siiel (1995), 272, 274; A. Suiel (1998), 552.

%5 On Hurrian personal names see G. Wilhelm (1998b), 121-127; M. Giorgieri (2000),
278-295.

266 On the linguistic analysis of this name see Th. Richter (1998) 126.

267 M. Salvini (1996), 26.

268 See G. Wilhelm (1997), 283 n. 33.

269 See E. Neu (1996), 592.

70 See M. Giorgieri (1999), 64-65.

71 See M. Giorgieri (2000), 290.

72 See G. Wilhelm (19984a), 181, 185.
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41). The queen had taken particular interest herself about this matter (rev. 5-9).
The tone of the letter, the greeting to the “daughters” and to the king lead us to
believe that these girls are princesses of the royal family.27?

In my opinion it is of special interest to mention at this point that another
greeting made towards the “daughters” is also and only to be found in the Masat
letter HKM 4927 (obv. 4-3): (4) MAHAR DUMUMUNUME Aumandas [ 1 (5)
[hlu[mlan SIGs-in [ ]| (see also ultra). This letter was sent to the king by
Duddusi, Atiuna, Tarhumima and by a fourth person whose name is illegible.
The letter HKM 49, like KuT 50, deals with oracle enquiries.

The coincidence between the content of KuT 50 and the content of HKM 49
as well as the presence in both letters of the same greeting to the “daughters”
which is not found in other Middle Hittite letters encourage me to believe that
these two tablets are contemporary and both concern oracle enquiries for
daughters of the royal couple, maybe during a moment in which they were
suffering from health problems or it was feared they would have suffered from
such problems (for the date of these letters see § 3.4.).

3. The Chronology of Middle Hittite Letters

3.1. It is not an easy task to solve the problem concerning the chronology of
Middle Hittite letters. Only two Tapigga letters HKM 4 and 14 reveal the impres-
sion of a royal seal. The name of the king on the seal is Tuthaliya and, along
with S. Alp, it would seem quite possible that the king in question is Tuthaliya
III.Z75

One criterion regarding the chronological order of the letters is given by the
study of the dignitaries who are mentioned. However, it is often difficult to
identify them and, furthermore, we do not know how long they lived.

What's more, it is also very difficult to establish whether letters which deal
with similar subject can actually be put in any sort of chronological sequence
whitin a brief space of time. In fact, theoretically, these letters might refer also to
a series of similar cases that happened within a certain amount of distance be-
tween them. So for example, if we take the Tapigga letters relative to the sites of
Kagada and Kasipura (HKM 1, 5, 6, 19, 24, 25, 27, 31, 37, 45) which had under-
gone raids and attacks by the Kaskas, it is not possible to establish if all the
letters deal with events that had happened in the same season or in a couple
seasons one after the other. Or rather, we do not know if they mention episodes
which were repeated in continuation, year after year and, therefore, whether
they regard a period that stretched for a longer amount of time. The same case

275 See G. Wilhelm (19982) 181.
2% See S. Alp (1991), 210-211.
775 See S. Alp (1991), 48-49; J. Klinger (1995 a), 80-83.
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occurs with those letters which refer to a situation of famine or a food crisis, like
HEKM 24, 50, 65. 80.

3.2. It is not easy to ftind a solution to the problem of dating the Tapigga
letters. As has already been said, two documents from this archive bear the
impression of a royal seal that could be identified with that of Tuthaliya TIL In
the opinion of S. Alp2™, all those letters in our possession could belong to the
reign of this king. J. Klinger?”” has, however, put this possibile date into some
doubt after having carried out a greatly-detailed prosopographical study which
revealed how many of the dignitaries who were present in the Tapigga letters
where documented in texts from the time of Arnuwanda L.

As has already been said (§ 3.1.), we do not know which is the span of time
that is covered by the Tapigga archives. In S. Alp’s opinion?’s, the Masat letters
concern a period of around twenty-five/thirty years, up to a maximum of fifty.
J. Klinger?™ believes that this amount of time could be reduced to just a genera-
tion. I think that one can safely say that most of the Masat letters can be dated as
belonging to the times of Arnuwanda I and Tuthaliya II1. It is possible too that
some of the documents are from the times of Tuthaliya I/11.

I think that one should pay particular attention to the observation made by
O.R. Gurney? regarding the Masat letter HKM 96. In this letter ISuwa is men-
tioned as a territory in Hittite hands, within which troops for Hatti’s army are
being mobilized. In O.R. Gurney’s opinion, this would imply a date from
around the tme of Tuthaliya I/IL>8! ISuwa was, indeed, conquered by Tuthaliya
1I/11 whilst it would seem that during the time of Arnuwanda I (as mentioned in
Mita of Pahhuwa text CTH 146) and during the time of Tuthaliya III (as shown
by KBo VI 28 obv. 12) the Hittites had already lost control of this region?, even
though it is difficult to say if what the documents report actually refers to a mo-
mentary loss of ISuwa, or to independence achieved by a part of the region.

On the other hand, in favour of a Tuthaliya IIT date for HKM 96 is the mention
of the region of Haya3a (rev. 12°-16"), against which it would seem that the Hit-
tite troops were forced to make some form of movement. Hittite documents do
not record any news of campaigns that were waged against this particular re-
gion by king Tuthaliya I/II, whilst such campaigns were recorded under Tutha-
liya III (see DS 1325 or the treaty between Tuthaliya 11T and Hayaga, CTH 42284),

776§, Alp (1991), 109-112.

7 T Klinger (1995a), 74-108.

25 S Alp (1991), 112.

27 J. Klinger (1995 a), 82.

2800, R. Gurney (2003), 122-123,

280 G, del Monte (1993), 70 n. 35, dates this letter to Suppilulivma L
282 See D. Hawkins (1998), 282-283.

283 See H. G. Giiterbock (1956). 65-60.

Wi See H. Klengel (1999), 130.
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) 33 As has already been said (§ 2.2.), three letters from Hattusa, Tapigga and
Sapinuwa mention the “priest”, that is Kantuzili. These letters are: KBo XVIIT 69
HKM 74 and the letter presented by A. Stiel at the Fourth International Conj
ference of Hittitology.

In an attempt to date these three documents we must note that in KBo XVIII
69, as has previously been shown2%, Hulla (mentioned also in the land donation
of Arnuwanda I KBo V 7 rev. 52 and in some of the Masat letters, see §25)
makes an appearance. The presence of Hulla might suggest a date for KBo XVIII
069 from the time of Arnuwanda I. This hypothesis of dating KBo XVIII 69 to the
reign of Arnuwanda I suggests a similar date for the letter KBo XVIII 51 in which
a certain Wasuwatarla is mentioned, also presentin KBo XVIII 69 (see § 1.2.8.).

Letter HKM 74 was sent by the “priest” to Kass u, also known in other Tapigga
letters like KBo XVIII 54. As will be mentioned at a later stage, Kassu'’s activities
could be dated as belonging to the reigns of Arnuwanda I and Tuthaliya III. k

Finally, the Sapinuwa letter could also be from the time of Arnuwanda I.A cer-
tain Kupanta-Kuruntaya is mentioned in the letter in connection to sites and
people who point to western Anatolia. As has already been said (§1.5.), such a
name could be considered as a different spelling of the name Kupﬁntd—Kurunta
king of Arzawa in the time of Tuthaliya I/1I and Arnuwanda 1,25 ’

The supposition that three letters come from the time of Arnuwanda agrees
with what is known of Kizzuwatna which became part of the Hittite terri;)ries
during the reign of this king.2s7 |

3.4. As mentioned previously, the Tapigga letters refer, in my opinion, to a
period which corresponds both to the reign of Arnuwanda I as well as to the
reign of Tuthaliya III. This impression derives from a study of the period of
activity of the people mentioned in these letters. some of whom already studied
by J. Klinger 284

Let’s take some functionaries, for example, Tarhumima, Piseni. Hulla and
Kassu. Tarhumima, as J. Klinger2® has noted, is in the land donatibnv of Arnu-

wanda I KBo V 7 rev. 52290 with the title GAL LUMESKUS, GUB-laz and could be
the same as the one who is mentioned in the letter KBo VIIT 22 and also tl&e
same as one of the senders of HKM 69. This letter has been sent to Kassu by
Tarhumima, by Piseni and by a functionary with the title UGULA NIMGIR -
ERINMES and whose name is not mentioned. ‘

As has already been shown (see § 1.2.2)), Piseni could be identified as the per-
son with the same name found in the Indictment of Madduwatta. The episode

S See § 1.2.11.
=% See St. de Martino (1996), 93,
2T Qe - 4 ;
?26505) g;fll (1980), 437-440; G. Wilhelm (1989), 30; H. Klengel (1999), 125: R. Beal
28 T Klinger (1995 a), 74-108.
. Klinger (19952), 99.
1 See K. Riemschneider (1958), 338-340, 344-354.
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from this text (§§ 8-10) and relative to Piseni (the defeat by the Hittites of a mili-
tary contingent of Arzawa near Salawa$$a) dates from the time of Tuthaliya
I/11.2! Therefore, this functionary was active during the time of this king?9? and
then during the time of Arnuwanda I.

Piseni is, together with Kassu, the receiver of letter HKM 23 (where Atiuna is
also mentioned; for dating this functionary to the time of Arnuwanda I, see
§ 3.5.). Furthermore, he is the receiver of letter HKM 24 and is mentioned in
letter HKM 25 sent by the king to Tatta and Hulla. Therefore, Piseni is a contem-
porary, more or less, of Tathumima, Kassu and Hulla.

As has already been said, the work of Hulla can be placed in the time of Arnu-
wanda I. He is mentioned in the Tapigga letters HKM 17, 25, 61, 62, in the letter
KBo XVIII 69 (where there is also the “priest” Kantuzili) and one must presume
it is the same Hulla who is in the land donation of Arnuwanda I KBo V 7 rev.
52293 as GAL LUMESKUS, ZAG-az.

Returning to the letter HKM 69, a first problem concern the fact that one of
the senders bears the title UGULA NIMGIR.ERINMES and the receiver is Kagsu
who, as has already been said, bears the title UGULA NIMGIR.ERINMES in the
Tapigga letters. One may suppose here that more than one person bore this title
at the same time.??* Otherwise, it may be assumed that Kassu, when the letter
HKM 69 was drawn up, was no longer, or not yet, UGULA NIMGIR.ERINMES [n
order to solve the issue, we must keep in mind that Kassu is also the receiver of
letters HKM 4 and 14 which preserve the impression of the seal of Tuthaliya
(IID). If we accepted the second hypothesis that Kassu in HKM 69 was no longer
UGULA NIMGIR ERINME we would, therefore, have to accept the fact that most
of the Tapigga letters in which this functionary appears with military duties
should be dated as belonging to a period before the drawing up of HKM 69, the
letter which we have dated as from the time of Arnuwanda I due to the presence
of Tarhumima e PiSeni. In this case we could not really accept the date of HKM 4
and 14 as belonging to the reign of Tuthaliya III, since Kassu’s activities would
cover a time span that was excessively long (final part of Tuthaliya I/I’s reign,
Arnuwanda I's reign and part of Tuthaliya IIl’s reign). We would have to pre-

sume that the impressions on letters HKM 4 and 14 are Tuthaliya I/II's seal 295

On the other hand, if we accept the second hypothesis, that is that Kasdu was
not yet UGULA NIMGIR.ERINMES at the time of HKM 69, we might presume that
the functionary had begun his cursus honorum in the time of Arnuwanda I
(alongside dignitaries like Tarhumima, PiSeni, Hulla) and had undertaken part
of his career in the time of Tuthaliya III.

21 See St. de Martino (1996), 44, 48.

292 According to J. Klinger (1998), 111, Piseni might be a son of Tuthaliya I/11.
25 See K. Riemschneider (1958), 338-340, 344-354.

294 See R. Beal (1992), 398.

25 See J. Klinger (1995a), 80-83.
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Supporting this second hypothesis is not merely the presence of Kaiiu in
letters HKM 4 e 14 (datable as from Tuthaliya III, in my opinion), but his pre-
sence also in KBo XVIII 54. As has already been said (see §1.2.9.), Tuttu, who
also appears in fragments 4 and 6 of Suppiluliuma I's Deeds (therefore, where
Tuthaliya III's exploits are presented), is also quoted in this letter; this COL,lld lead
us to place the drawing up of KBo XVIII 54 as from the time of Tuthaliya II1.

3.5. We have already said that letters KuT 50 and HKM 49 can be considered
contemporary (see § 2.4.). Both could be dated as from the time of Arnuwanda I.
In fact, in KuT 50 rev. 5-9 Handapi DUMU E.GAL is mentioned and a person
called Handapi, bearing the title DUMU E.GAL, is in the land donation of Arnu-
wanda I KBo V 7 rev. 27, 33, 39.29 As far as letter HKM 49 is concerned, Atiuna is
quoted in letter ABOT 65 (rev. 8’ inf. ledge 1, 3), a letter which can bé dated as
from Arnuwanda I due to the mention of Armaziti, pehaps identifiable with the
chroibe of the treaty between Arnuwanda I and the Kaska KBo XVI 27 + KBo XL

3.6. As has already been mentioned, letter KBo XV 28 can be dated from the
reign of Tutba}iya III (as proposed by V. Haas e I. Wegner2?7) due to the pre-
sence of NU.SBSKIRI, (see § 1.2.4.).

3.7. Letter KBo XVIII 14 was sent by Pazzu. In the letter Duwa is also mention-
gd. As has already been said (see §1.2.5.), Duwa appears also in the land dona-
tion of Arnuwanda I KBo V 7. Pazzu, on the other hand, is also present in KBo
XVII 15, datable to a time not before Suppiluliuma I, since this letter was sent by
someone called Mashuiluwa who, as has previously been written, could be the
person who became king of Mira at the time of Mursili 11,

In my opinion, we can hypothesise that Duwa in KBo V 7 is the same as the
one in KBo XVIII 14, as is also the case with Pazzu of KBo XVIII 14 who could
be the very same person mentioned in KBo XVIII 15.

In fact, we might suppose here that Duwa was at the peak of his career during
the time of Arnuwanda I (compare KBo V 7) whilst during the time of Tuhaliya
III he was still alive but already old and infirm, as would show the letter KBo

XVIII 14 where (rev. 8-12%) an illness suffered by this dignitary is mentioned
The old age and death of Duwa during the reign of Tuhaliya IIT could explaiﬁ
the absence of his name in the Masat archive.2% Under Tvuhah'ya HI the name of
Pazzu in KBo XVIIT 14 makes an appearance. During the time of Suppiluliuma T
when Mashuiluwa wrote KBo XVIII 15, Pazzu was also old and infirm as WOU1d7
indicate the following passage: “(I1. 4-7) [illness] has struck Pazzu and his father’s
gods have begun to torment him”2% L

29 See § 1.4,

7 V. Haas - 1. Wegner (1996), 106 and n. 7,
98 Contra see J. Klinger (19954), 102,

299 See CHD L-N, 371.
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3.8. In conclusion, the Middle Hittite letters appear datable above all from the
period of Arnuwanda I and Tuthaliya III. The presence in the Hatti archives of
letters from the times of these kings and the absence or scarcity of similar docu-
ments from earlier periods might be due to the chance factor involved in their
discovery. However, it could also be due to the formation of a steady and well-
organized bureaucratic apparatus (requiring continuous and close contacts be-
tween functionaries and dignitaries) under kings Tuthaliya 1/11, Arnuwanda I
and Tuthaliya I1I. This correspondence could also imply, therefore, that it was
with these three kings that a deep-rooted change in the structures of state orga-
nisation had been undertaken.
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