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STEFANO DE MARTINO

Hittite Letters from the Time of Tuthaliya I/1I
Arnuwanda I and Tuthaliya ITI

L4

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 I have tried to check possible relationship of those found in Hattua with
those found in the archives of Magat, Kugakli and Ortakéy. 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 Bogazk®y/Hattusa 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 1.2

On the other hand, other scholars, like F. Starke in his review of Hagenbuch-
ner’s book?, or 8. 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 Bogazkdy letters that can be dated almost
certainly from the Middle Kingdom. As far as the international correspondence

! A. Hagenbuchner (1989b); see also A. Hagenbuchner (1989 2), 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, or 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 crossreferenced 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 404 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 Pharach. Unfortunately the text is frag-

mentary and we have no indication regarding its content. E. Edel notes that the
spelling Mi-iz-zari 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, 14’5,
as well as in EA 31 and 326 It 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 I, KUB XIX 4 + KBo XIX 45, 10’[ (DS 31)7, and next to Mizri in the
treaty of Tuthaliya IV with Saudgamuwa of Amurru8

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

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/1I, when the
Hittite court began having diplomatic ties with the Egyptian court and when the
treaty between Hatti and Egypt (known as the Kuru3tama Treaty)! could be
dated.

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

5 See J. Klinger (2000), 11.

6 On the contrary in the two letters EA 41 and 44 there is KUR VRUMizri,

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

8 See C. Kiihne - H. Otten (1971), 32-33, 74.

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

10 Klengel (1999), 244.

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

Altoriental. Forsch. 32 (2005) 2 293

1.1.3. - KBo XXVIII 7112 this fragment is in Akkadian. The names of the sender
and receiver have not been preserved. In Il. 11’ and 13’ Mittani (KUR CRUM{-it-iq-
an-ni) is quoted. A. Hagenbuchner3 mentions that the very name Mittani, in-
stead of Hanigalbat or Hurri, suggests that the date of the text may be from 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 II
or Mursili IT were the Hittite king who had written the text. On the other hand,
S. KoSak™ suggests that the letter might have been written in the Middle King-
dom. A date towards the beginning of Suppiluliuma Is 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 preserved. A woman Kamma-
wiyal® (obv. 5) and the city of Durmitta (rev. 9") 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. Beal?® supports this date.

The most significant aspect of this letter is the mentioning of Muwattalli. This
is because a Muwattalli before GAL MESEDI, then Huzziya II’s assassin, then suc-
cessor to his throne before being assassinated in turn by Himuili and Kantuzili,
appears in a series of texts.?! Furthermore, a Muwattalli also appears in two frag-
menits of historiographical character KUB XXI 20 (= D$ 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 happened
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.

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

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

6 This name is hapex.

7 A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 48.

8 O. Carruba (1990), 545.

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

20 R.Beal (1992), 332 n. 1267.

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

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

2 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 12 or from the period of Tuthaliya 1.25

H. Otten? believes that Muwattalli GAL MESEDI (documented in KBo XIV 18)
can be identified as the person who occupied the throne and had usurped
Huzziya I. 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 2228 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. Ko3ak?® as weil 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 YUMEBSKUS, GUBaz) in the land donation of Arnuwanda I KBo
V 7 rev. 5232, as well as in a few letters from Magat (HKM 49, 65, 69) and, finally,
in some Ortakdy’s letters.33

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

The letter HKM 69 (see § 3.4.) is sent to Ka3$u by Tarhumima, by a functionary
with the titte 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. Klinger35).

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

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

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

2% Op.cit. 32. .

Z7 R. Beal (1992), 332-333 n. 1267; this Muwattalli would be the same who appears in KUB
XX1 20.

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

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

30 P, 2 (MS?).

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

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

33 See A. Siel (1998), 552.

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

35 J. Klinger (1995a), 99 and n. 99; see also G. Beckman (1995), 24-25. On Piseni see alsoA

J.Klinger (1998), 108-109.
36 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 120-123.
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many scholars on the basis of palaeography and of linguistic features3” A. Ha-
genbuchner suggests assigning the letter to the period between Arnuwanda I
and Suppilutiuma L

Zidi 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 1I 192, dated by Th. Beran as from the Old/
Middle Kingdom.38

1.2.4. KBo XV 28%: this is a letter sent to the queen by three “bird watchers”
called Awawa, NUSBKIRIg and PU.SIGs. The results of the bird oracles are re-
ferred to in this letter. A post scriptum is sent by NU.GBKIRI; 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. Hagenbuchner 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 II’s time. A date
from the Imperial Age is also supported by F. Imparati.4! On the other hand, this
letter is placed within the Middle Kingdom by F. Starke42, Th. van den Hout*3,
J. Klinger#4, V. Haas - 1. Wegner4 and S. Kogak 4

Supporting the Middle Kingdom date for this document is the presence of
NU.SBKIRI;, 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 Ta$miSarri/Tuthaliya III. In fact, this king is mentioned in the text
(I 55).9 The identity of NU.SSKIRI as “bird watcher” and as scribe by the same
name is possible8, since scribes were often “bird watchers”49 Therefore, it
would seem more than plausible to date KBo XV 28 from the period of
Tuthaliya I1I as suggested by V. Haas and 1. Wegner3? (see also § 3.6.).

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

38 WVDOG 76 (1976) tav. IL ’

3 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 81-84, 178, with previous literature; see now also Ph.H. ).
Houwink ten Cate (1998), 176-177; Th. van den Hout (2001), 427 and n. 22.

40 A Hagenbuchner (1989b), 82.

4 F.Imparati (1985), 257.

F. Starke (1992), 808-809.

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

J. Klinger (1995a), 101.

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

Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

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

So J. Klinger (1995 a), 101.

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

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

-
&

39 % & 2
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12.5. KBo XVIII 14%: the sender of this letter sent to the king is Pazzu. An-
other person by the name Duwa (obv. 6, rev. 8") is also mentioned. Pazzu ap-
pears also in the letter KBo XVIII 15%2, sent to the sovereign by Mashuiluwa,
most probably the same person who became king of Mira during the time of
Murgili I1.53 This hypothesis identifying Pazzu in KBo XVIII 14 as the same one
in KBo XVIII 15 has encouraged some scholars, like S. Heinhold-Krahmer+,
A. Hagenbuchner> and H. Klengel, to also date KBo XVIII 14 from the time of
Murgili IL. On the other hand, KBo XVIII 14 has already been considered to be a
Middle Hittite letter by J. Klinger® e S. Kosak’® (see also CHD%). This dating is
based not only upon the ductus, but also upon the mention in KBo XVIII 14 of
Duwa. As a matter of fact, a dignitary with this name bearing the title of GAL
DUMUMES E.GAL is mentioned in Arnuwanda I’ land donation KBo V 7 rev. 5160
(see §1.2.11.). For a more accurate chronological analysis of KBo XVIII 14 see
further ahead at §3.7.

1.2.6. - KBo XVIH 38¢!: the letter was sent from someone whose name is
preserved only in one final syllable -zi. In my opinion a possible restoration of
this name could be Duwazzi that appears in HKM 65 obv. 22; this person seems
here to be a functionary working in Tapigga. The receiver of the letter is another
functionary of equal rank (obv 1: “my brother”). The letter has been considered
as Middle Hittite by E.Neu®?, F. Starke63 and S. Koakt4; A. Hagenbuchner does
not support this date .65

The hypothesis of restoring the name of the sender of the letter, as Duwazzi,
a person known to Masat’s documents, is coherent with the Middle Kingdom
date suggested for KBo XVIII 38. The Chiefs of the Kagka are mentioned in this
letter (obv. 7); this mention can be easily put into the context of the conflicts
between Hittites and Kaskas during the Middle Kingdom.

1.2.7. - KBo XVIII 40%: this is a very fragmentary letter and neither the name
of the sender nor receiver has been preserved. S.Kosak has suggested the

5t See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 50-51.

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

53 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 368

54 S. Heinhold-Krahmer (1977), 183.

55 A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 51.

% H. Klengel (1999), 175.

57 J. Klinger (1995 a), 102.

58 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5,
59 P, 362.

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

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

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

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

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

% See A, Hagenbuchner (1989b), 192,

28
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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 |3aratta (obv. 3) and URUUra (obv. 6). The site of
Assarauta is, actually, mentioned in the Annals of Arnuwanda 1 (KUB XX111 21 111
4)% 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 Arzawa 6

128. - KBo XVII 517 this letter fragment (whose sender’s and receiver’s
names are missing) contains the name of Waguwatarla (L 27, 12. The name of
this person also appears in the letter KBo XVIII 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. Kosak”, whilst
A. Hagenbuchner?? believes the letter to be from the XIII century.

1.2.9. - KBo XVIII 5474 this is the well-known letter sent by Kassu 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 Kasdu UGULA NIMGIR ERINMES appears as a busy
functionary, have encouraged many scholars to prefer a Middle Kingdom date.”
Although with some measure of doubt, S. Kogak? also favours for the Middle
Hittite date. The problem of dating KBo XVIII 54 is left open by S. Alp7 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 I,
where Tuthaliya II’s defeat of the city of Sallapa® is mentioned, KUB XIX 12 Il
3,11[(DS 4) and KUB XXXI 34 11 6’ (DS 6).

¥ Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5,

% See O. Carruba (1977), 168B-169.

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

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

7 ). Klinger (19952a), 92.

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

7> A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 100.

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

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

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

77 S. Alp (1991), 71.

78 A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 60.

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

% 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 Ka33u of this text as the one in
the letters of Masgat. The confidential tone of the salutation (obv. 3-6) reminds
us of similar formulas in many of Masgat's letters, result of a close (although not
always easy)®! relation between KasSu and the Hittite king. The military context
referred to in the reverse of the letter (requests for victuals and military strate-
gies) reflects Kas$u’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 (= Hattusili)® who writes 1o Kas3u. Further-
more, in this letter of Magat the Chief of the scribes asks Za to write to him in
Babylonian. This brings to mind the unfortunately fragmentary passage of KBo
XVII 54 obv. 11-18, where a tablet in Babylonian is mentioned. The presence of
Tutty, who lived in the time of Tuthaliya III, as shown in fragments 4 and 6 of
the Deeds of Suppiluliuma 1, is also relevant. Finally, we have to keep in mind
that both Ka%3u and Tuttu appear in the Ortakdy texts.83

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. Klinger®s, S. Ko$ak® and by the
authors of CHD.%’ A. Hagenbuchners® 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. 10, 15”), Latha (obv. 15”), Pala (rev. 35”), Mount Asharpa (obv. 5”), as well
as personal names, like Iyaliya (obv. &', 13, rev. 33”), Sayanu (obv. 8, rev. 31”[),
Sunaili (obv. 47). The last one may be the same Sunaili WDUGUD who appears
in HKM 103 obv. 9.9

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°).9 The text dates
from the Middle Kingdom according to S. Ko3ak% on the basis of the ductus.
A further element aiding the dating of the text is the name of Duwa((-) (rev. 13").

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

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

83 See A. Stiel (1998), 552.

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

85§, Klinger (1995a), 104 n. 117.

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

A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 105.

HW21, 290.

A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 109.

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

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

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

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 the same one who appears in the land donation of Arnuwanda I KBo V 7 rev.
5195 as GAL DUMUM® E.GAL; he is also mentioned in the letter KBo XVIII 14
(see §1.2.5.) examined previously. The hypothesis that KBo XVIII 66 may be
dated from the time of Arnuwanda I upon the basis of the presence of Duwa is
taken into consideration by A. Hagenbuchner9, along with other feasible dates.

1.2.12. - KBo XVIII 6997: neither the sender’s nor the receiver’s names have
been preserved. The text is datable from the Middle Kingdom as supposed by
F. Starke®, J. Klinger® and S. Ko3ak!0, whilst A. Hagenbuchner believes the date
to be closer to the time of Suppiluliuma L.

Some elements in the text would point to the actual date of this letter as being
from the Middle Kingdom. One of these elements has to be the mention of the
“priest” LUSANGA (rev. 7). As has already been underlined by F. Imparatj12
a “priest” with no further specification is often mentioned in a whole host oé
Middle Hittite texts and it is also more than likely that a reference to Kantuzili is
always made.' One should also add that in our letter the “priest” makes an
appearance concerning a matter of borders and therefore, in the same context
as the one in the letter HKM 74.194 I fact, this letter is sent by the “priest” (= Kan-
tuzili) to Kad3u concerning a problem of sending back people who have cros-
sed the border (see also §§ 2.2; 3.3.).105

Furthermore, Hulla appears in KBo XVIII 69 rev. 8, already known from the
land donation of Arnuwanda I KBo V 7 rev. 521 ag GAL LOMBSKUS, ZAG-az and
present in the letters of Masat HKM 17, 25, 61, 62, 66.97 In my opinion, the hypo-
thesis suggested by J. Klinger'%8, who considers Hulla in all these texts as the
same person, is fully correct. It would also seem more than likely that the per-
son to deal with a border problem involving Kantuzili would actually be a high-
ranking dignitary like Hulla GAL LOMEBKUS, ZAG-az1%5 (see also § 34.).

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

% A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 110.

97 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 112-115.

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

% J. Klinger (19952), 92 n. 114,

0 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.
11 A. Hagenbuchner (1989b); 114,

:2; I(J; I]ranepakx;:‘ti (2((;093)2,)2?1:_8],6 see also J. Klinger (1995 a), 93-99.

. Beckman , 176, proposes that in “priest” ipi
e 262-261;_ po: KBo XVIII 69 the “priest” may be Telipinu.
195 See J. Klinger (1995a), 93.

106 SSz g.:lier(nschr;eéier (1958), 338-340, 344-354. .

. Alp (1991), 64; on Hulla in Masat letters see R. -

198 J. Klinger (19952), 92-93, * Peal (1992),370-372.
199 See R. Beal (1992), 368-375.
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1.2.13. - KBo XVIII 1321 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, L 4), as suggested by S. Ko$ak!!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!2 (where, in all
probability, he bears the title BEL MADGALTI3) and a dignitary, also by the
same name, with the position of GAL GESTIN, is mentioned during the time of
Suppiluliuma 1.14

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 Hattu3a only from the beginning of the period of Muraili II.
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 III flesh-oracle techniques were already known.

1 think, therefore, that J. Klinger'”” and H. Klengel hypothesis of identifying
the Himuili of KBo XVIII 132 with the one in the letters of Magat might be
accepted. In this case, KBo XVII 132 would be a letter sent by Tapigga to the
king who was residing at Hattu$a. 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. Ri-
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.120 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 (1989b), 67-68.

' Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5; in CHD
L-N, 474, all occurences of nu(njtarnu- (KBo XVIII 32 1. 4°) are considered NH.

uz See S. Alp (1991), 59-62. g

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

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

15 A, Hagenbuchner (1989b), 67.

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

7 ], Klinger (1995a), 91.

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

1 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. Kosak, Konkordanz

der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

See J. Klinger (1995b), 243-244 n. 28; Klinger (1995a), 89.

12
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12.15. - KBo XXXII 202122 H. Otten and Chr. Riister'?3 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/PUTUSN2 MUNU]S.LUGAL hu-u-ma-an SIG-in [t]u-u[g-ga]
5’ [kat-ta b]u-g—ma—an SIGs-i[n] e-e$-tu nu(-)x|
&’ [DINGIRME TI-a]n har-kdn-du nu-ut-t{a] SAG.DU-KA pla-ah-3a-an-ta-ru)

7" [A-NA} 'PIUTUS ku-it ha-at-riles-Tna-ag tup-pi up-pal-a3]
8’ [na-a]t PA-NIDPUTUS! bal-zir -den!nu-lut-ta kfa-a-as-ma]
9 [ud-da-n}i[-i] a-ap-pa ar-ku-a[r i-)e-let nu am-m{e-el]
10" BE-LFYA "ud-1-da-ni-i EGIR-an [ti--y]a ma-na-as-ta URU[
11’ 3a-ra-a li-i-wa-ab-i ma-an{-a$-t]a A-NA PUTUS
12’ hu-u-da-a-ak a-ri $4 UD¥lAta ut-tar PUTUS ma-a-ah-hal-an]
13’ ha-at-ra-a-it na-at QA-TAM-MA ha-an(-da-la-an

14’ ka-a-a8 [ITU GIBIL ku-i87 ar-ta na-as-ta UD 7%aM g iz 1zi125
15" PUTUS-ma-kdn UR"Ha-at-tu-8a-az m[a-]"a-{a]n UD 10KAM [pa-iz-)zi
16’ PUTUS-u3-ma URVSal-pi126 nu am-m{e-el BE-L] £YA QA-TAM-MA $a-a-ak

17’ nu A-NA PUTU¥ Tki-1i 1-an ut-tar EGIR[-an] hu-u-da-a-ak B{E-LLYA]
18’ [b]a‘rat:'ra-a-i DUTUSLwa-mu ITU GIBIL UDH!-A x[ Ixx[

19’ nu-wa $4 PUTUY me-mi-an hu-u-da-a-ak i-yamfi Jx[ Jxx

20’ 3a-ra-a lili-wa-ah-x-hi ERINMES-ma-8ikdn MA-HAR PUT[UY ]x[

21" x| ]xx ne-eb-hi nu P[UT]UY ki-i 1-an ut-tar EGIR-pa[ hu-u-da-a-ak]
22’ hia-a]t-ra[-a-u] nu SIGJ—in1 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[

25 ha-at-ri-e§-ki-m[i }

20'[ 1xx[ [x-ti- ta-pa-a-as&a-as x|

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

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

12¢ DUTUY is also in KBo IX 81 1. 4.

125 So G. Beckman (1998), 592.

126 This city cannot be Sallapa, because the distance between Hattusa and Sallapa cannot
be covered in three days.
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The lines of the reverse shown here could be part of a post scriptum.i?’ The ob-
verse is very fragmentary: on ll. 5’7 the cities of Ka3iya!?8 and I8kazuwal? are
mentioned. It would be useful, here, to mention that the site Kasiya appears in
KUB XIX 10 I 10’ (DS 13), in connection with military actions carried on by Sup-
piluliuma I and his father Tuthaliya I11.13° Furthermore, the city of I3kazuwa
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 1.132

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.34, F. Starke??5, S. Ko3ak13 (see also CHD!¥”). 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 Imperial
Age.138 The part of the letter that has been preserved deals with the sending of
goods by river on boats. Some place names are mentioned. Samuha, Pitteyarika,
and Arziya.’3 Some people are involved in the control and expedition of the
goods, whose names cannot be better identified as Kuruntaziti, Zida3du, Tasku-
wanni and Hillani. 140

The mention of Samuha and Arziya could be a clue for dating this letter to the
time of Tuthaliya 1. As 2 matter of fact, we learn from the Deeds of Suppilu-
liuma I (DS 10)*! that at the time of Tuthaliya Il Samuha acted as a royal resi-
dence.’*? 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.!43

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 (1985-86), 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. Guiterbock (1956), 65. )

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

132 See St. de Martino (1992a), 33-46; J. Klinger (1998), 104-111.

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

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

41 See H. G. Giiterbock (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 1014 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)“5 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,
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. Hagenbuchner’® 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=Y4 (1. 5™).
There are no personal names or place names which might allow us to identify
the fragment within a historical context. S. Kodak®? 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 XVIH 3754 this is an extremely fragmentary letter sent by some-

one whose name begins with Kal- to his lord. S. Kogak’s supports a Middle
Kingdom date.

1.2.20. - KBo XVIII 4456 neither sender or receiver is known and there is no
other anthroponym. On L. 3’: ERINMES KUR YRUM{-i[s-r5; on 1. 4"; ERINMES URUEfy[ -
ri.57 8. Ko8ak™®® dates this fragment to the Middle Kingdom. The mention of

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

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

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

7 V. Haas - . Wegner (1996), n. 7.

¥8 Th. van den Hout (2001), 428.

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

50 A Hagenbuchner (1999), 55. .

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

%2 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

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

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

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

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

57 A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 192, reads: VRUU.gla-rt-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.

18 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.
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Egypt and the Hurrians could date it as from the period of Tuthaliya I/ as well,
as from Suppiluliuma L.

1.2.21. - KBo XVIII 585%: this is a letter sent to the king by a person called
Sagga[na}, who informs him of the military situation in some areas around the
country. The letter can be dated from the Middle Kingdom as far as S. Kogak!6 js
concerned. If the letter was really datable from that period, Saggana should be
made distinct from the person who lived in the Imperial Age and was the holder
of the seal SBo II 76! and was mentioned in KBo XVI 83 + II 1¢/,162

1.2.22. - KBo XVIII 59%3: this letter was sent to the king by a person whose
name is unknown; the text is very poorly preserved. The Middle Kingdom date
can be presumed only from the ductus.14

1.2.23. - KBo XVIII 64%5: this is a very incomplete letter with sender and re-
ceiver both unknown. The Middle Kingdom date may be suggested upon the
basis of the ductus only.166

1.2.24. - KBo XVIII 68': this is a fragment of a letter perhaps sent to the king
by someone whose name we do not know. S. Ko3ak8 dates it as being from the
Middle Kingdom.

1.2.25. - KBo XVIII 841%: both sender and receiver of this letter are unknown.
Only a few lines of the text have been preserved. There are no personal names
or place names. According to the ductus, this letter seems to be Middle Hittite
(compare the sign LI, 1. 1").770

1.2.26. - KBo XVII 12374 this is a small fragment of a letter with neither the
name of the sender nor receiver. We can presume a Middle Hittite date for this
letter, as suggested by S. Ko3ak"2, as can be understood only by examining the
ductus (compare sign TAR, rev. 3"). The only person’s name is Temetni (obv. 2°);
the same name appears in KUB XXXI 50, 10, which belongs to the time of
Hattusili I11.

9 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 63-64. .

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

161 See L. Mascheroni (1979), 371.

162 See J. Siegelova (1986), 262-263, 288.

163 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 65. ‘

164 So 8. Kosak, Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version
0.5.

165 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 107-108. .

%6 So S. Kosak, Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version
0.5.

167 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 112. ‘

18 So S. Kosak, Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version
0.5.

169 See A. Hegenbuchner (1989b), 193-194. .

70 So S. Kosak, Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5

71 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 466.

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

Altoriental. Forsch. 32 (2005) 2 305

1.2.27. - KBo XVII 13173; only a few signs remain upon this fragment. S.
Kosak' supports a Middle Hittite date on the ductus (compare the sign TAR,
obv. 4").

1.2.28. - KBo XXXII 140: the sentence on 1. 5 kluit hatraes klasa suggests that
this fragment is a letter. Nothing can be said concerning the content. S. Kogak”s
proposes a Middle Hittite date.

1.2.29. - KBo XLII 20: this is a fragment of a letter with unknown sender and
receiver. E. Neu, H. Otten, Chr. Riister' and S. Kosak!™ date it as being from the
Middle Kingdom.

1.2.30. - KBo XLII 69: this is a very incomplete letter sent by some functiona-
ries perhaps either to the king or to a dignitary from a higher rank. E. Neu,
H. Otten, Chr. Ruster7® and S. Kogak™ date it as being from the Middle Kingdom.

¢) Letters which have been dated as being from the Middle Kingdom
by some scholars, but which now appear to be later:

Sometimes with a question mark, S. Kogak'® includes some documents within
other letters from the Middle Kingdom. In my opinjon, these texts might belong
to the Imperial Age:

1.2.31. - KBo XVHI 15181 35 already mentioned (see § 1.2.5,; § 3.7) this letter
may be dated to Suppiluliuma 1.182

1.2.32. - KBo XVIII 3513, due to the mention of the military officer Tarhini
as well as the campaign against the city of Lakku (probably the same person
and episode documented in the twentieth year of the Extensive Annals of Mur-
$ilit8 I1) it would point to placing the text as dating from the reign of Mursili 1.
According to the ductus too, this letter does not seem to be Middle Hittite,185

1.2.33. - KBo XVIII 1318, this is a fragment of a letter sent to the queen. Noth-
ing can be said of the letter’s content due to the poor state of preservation of
the text. S. Kosak suggests, with some measure of doubt, to date it as belonging

73 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 482,

Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

KBo XLII, Inhaltsiibersicht p. IV.

Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

78 KBo XLII, Inhaltsiibersicht p.V.

Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

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

82 See §1.2.5.

183 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 66-67.

84 See G. del Monte (1993), 129,

185 Contra see S. Ko3ak, Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank
Version 0.5: mh.

18 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989 b), 86-87.
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to the Middle Kingdom®”. However, examination of the ductus does not con-
firm this date (see in particular sign LL 11. 4, 5).

1.2.34. - KBo XVIII 8118, this is a letter fragment dated by S. Kosak'® as belong-
ing to the Middle Kingdom; according to the ductus, however, it appears to be
from the Imperial Age.

1.2.35. Lastly J. Klinger'® dates KBo XVIII 101%! as Middle Hittite; in my opin-
ion, this fragment appears to belong to a later time. 92

Documents whose identification as letters cannot be certain:

1.2.36. - KBo XIV 50: H. G. Giterbock™? had hypothesised that this fragmentary
tablet was a letter’; A. Hagenbuchner, on the other hand, does not include
this small piece within her book. As a matter of fact, the fragment lacks certain
formal and content aspects that would allow it to be included into the letter cor
pus.

1.2.37. - KBo XVIII 83%5; this is a fragmentary tablet where Arzawa is mention-
ed (rev. 19"). We do not know whether it is a letter or a historiographical text.
As far as the date is concerned, the fragment would appear to belong to the
Imperial Age, rather than the Middte Kingdom. %

1.2.38. - KBo XVIII 86¥: A. Hagenbuchner suggests that this fragment may
not, actually, be a letter, but an annalistic fragment even though she includes it
within the letters whose senders/receivers are unknown.!8 The hypothesis that
points it to being a letter is shared by G. del Monte® and M. Forlanini2® As a
matter of fact, it lacks certain formal elements that would confirm is belonging
to the letter corpus. F. Starke20! and S. Kosak29? date the text as from the Middle

187 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.: mh?

¥ See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 130-131.

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

10 J. Klinger (1995a), 101.

1 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 169-170. 5

¥2 See also S. Kosak, Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank
Version 0.5, who dates this text to the Imperial Age.

3 KBo XIV Inhaltsiibersicht nr. 50.

¥4 S, Kosak, Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.,
catalogues this fragment as CTH 210 and proposes to date it the the Middle Kingdom.

5 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 474. .

1% See CHD L-N, 293 (NS); S. Ko3ak, Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafein, Online-
Datebank Version 0.5: mh.?

197 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 216-218.

198 A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 217.

99 G. del Monte - J. Tischler (1978), 16.

20 M. Forlanini (1988), 162; M. Forlanini (1998), 245; see also St. de Martino (1996), 52.

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

202 Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.
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Kingdom (see also CHD203). As far as the content is concerned, what can be
read in this fragment may be related to §§ 13-15 of the Indictement of Maddu-
watta.204

1.2.39. - KBo XVIII 146: this small tablet is included within the Middle Hittite
letters by S. Kosak, although hypothetically.205 In my opinion, the text appears to
be an oracle inquiry rather than a letter; thanks to the mention of mKatapaili, it
may be dated as being from the Imperial Age.20%

1.2.40. - VS NF 12, 79: this is a fragmentary tablet, which contains a list of
oracle enquiries. It is not clear whether it is a letter or just an oracle text.27 Both
Th. van den Hout2%8 and S. Kosak20 date it as being from the Imperial Age

1.3. Magat/Tapigga Letters

The greatest part of letters coming from Masat/Tapigga have been published by
S. Alp. There are 96 documents (Mgt 75/118 = HKM 86 is made up of a letter “b”
and an envelope “a"). The following texts should be added:

13.1. - ABOT 6020; the small tablet comes from the antiques market. It dates
from the Middle Kingdom.2! Neither the sender nor receiver is known. Military
matters (like in other Magat letters) are treated here. It is not possible to arrive to
any form of identification for the people whose names are Nerikkaili, Datili and
DSIN-EN, all mentioned in this letter.

13.2. - ABOT 65%2 the place where the tablet was found is unknown. How-
ever, H. G. Giiterbock® and S. Alp2* had hypothesised that it could have come
from Masat/Tapigga. The text is dated as Middle Hittite.25 The sender is Tar-
huntid3a? and the receiver is Palla. In the text Hatwusili is mentioned (obv. 6, 8,
rev. 2’, 16") to be identified, presumably, with the functionary by the same name
present in the other Magat letters.2” In ABoT 65 two scribes (known also from
other Middie Hittite documents) are mentioned: Armaziti (obv. 6, 9) could be

203 CHD P, 346 (MH/MS?).

204 See St. de Martino (1996), 52.

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

26 See Th. van den Hout (1998), 67-70.

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

208 Th. van den Hout (2001), 423-424; 429 and n. 34.

2% Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafeln, Online-Datebank Version 0.5.

0 See A. Hagenbuchner (1989b), 76-79.

At See CHD L-N, 358; see also H. Hoffner (1972), 33; H. C. Melchert (1977), 91; P. Cotticelli-
Kurras (1991), 192, 195; J. Klinger (1995a), 88. n. 52; K. Yoshida (1990), 9.

22 See A Hagenbuchner (1989b), 176.

23 H.G. Guterbock (1944), 402.

24§ Alp (1980), 57-58.

@5 See CHD L-N, 139, 141; see also Ph. Houwink ten Cate (1970), 75 and n. 120; H. A Hoff-
ner (1972), 33; E. Neu (1976), 324-325, S. Alp (1980), 53.

%6 See J. Klinger (1995a), 88.

W See S. Alp (1991), 58-59; G. Beckman (1995), 25; Ph. Houwink ten Cate (1998), 158.
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identified with the scribe of the Arnuwanda treaty with the Kaskas KBo XVI 27
+ KBo XL 33078, as suggested by J. Klinger?9, and with the sender (maybe also a
scribe)??0 of the post scriptum of the letter from Ortkdy Gorum 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. - VS NF 12, 129223; it is not known where the tablet comes from. The text
has been dated to the Middle Kingdom.?2¢ A. Hagenbucher??s 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.26 The receivers are the GAL LOMESUKU.US,
Nananza and Hattusili, the latter presumably being the same as the one mention-
ed in ABoT 65 and in the aforementioned texts.

1.4. Kusakli/Sari3$a Letters

The Middle Hittite letters found at Sari$$a are, for the moment, only two, KuT 49
€ 50.27 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 [ 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.2? See also § 3.7. for the date of KuT 50.

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

2 J Klinger (1995a), 88-89.

20 See A. Unal (1998), 31.

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

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

3 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. :

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

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

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

227 See G. Wilhelm (1998a), 175-187.

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

29 See G. Wilhelm (19984a), 180; A. Milller-Karpe (2003), 386.
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1.5. Ortakdy/Sapinuwa Letters

A large part of the tablet discovered in the excavations at $apinuwa (lead by
Mustafa and Aygiil Siiel) is made up of letters.23® Only three texts have, for the
moment, been published on this vast amount of documents.?3! The five letters
recently published by A. Unal?3? 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
Uhbamuwa?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.?3 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 I/1I
and Arnuwanda 1.2 Others lived in the Imperial Age like Piyamaradu®® or
Masduri.# 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
Maiduri 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 Teil 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%42, sent by the queen to the king also contains a post
scriptum sent to a certain Zuwa. Another Zuwa LU S8GIDRU is to be found in 2
passage of the Indictment of Madduwatta (rev. 51, 52), where he is in charge of a

220 See A. Suel (1995), 271-283.

31 See A. Siel (1992), 487-491; A. Stel (2002a), 818-822.

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

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

234 A, Siel (2001), 670-678.

235 See A. Siel (2001), 671.

2% See G. del Monte - J. Tischler (1978), 260-261; G. del Monte (1992), 102.
47 See G. del Monte - J. Tischler (1978), 82; G. del Monte (1992), 28.
238 See A. Siel (2001), 672-678.

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

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

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

42 See A. Siiel (2002a), 819-826.
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military operation. We do not know, however, if it is the same person since the
Ortakdy letter does not give us any information on the responsibilities or role of
Zuwa,

Three letters Or. 90/1400243, Corum 21-8-90 and Corum 21-12-902#, sent by the
king regard a mistake or a fall committed by someone2, who has to perform a
ritual on Mount Haluna?¥ to make amends.

The letter Corum 21-9-90%4 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 1999028 (unfortunately very fragmentary with
neither the sender’s nor receiver’s name) a person by the name of Kas$u, with
military responsabilities, is mentioned. In a passage of the text (obv. 5) a son of
Kas3u 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 Hattusa with those from
Magat/Tapigga, Ortakdy/Sapinuwa?® and Kusakly/Sarid3a 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 a man who appears
most frequently in the letters of Sapinuwa, a certain Kuikusanduwa?%, 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. Ka33u is also men-
tioned in the letter from Sapinuwa Gorum 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 Kasu 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,

243 See A. Suel (1992), 487-491.

24 See A. Unal (1998), 40~45.

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

245 See A. Unal (1998), 43.

247 See A. Unal (1998), 31.

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

249 On personal names from the Sapinuwa letters see A. Siel (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 letters25t),

Other examples present more difficult problems although it is still worth men-
tioning them. Himuili in the letter KBo XVIH 132 could be, as already said?52, 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?3 and also the Chief of scribes in the letter HKM 72.25 The person
whose name can be restored as Palllana] or Pai[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%5, priest and governor of Kizzuwatna 256 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/1I’s son2%8 or, by others, the son of Arnuwanda 1.259

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 Kas$u by the “priest”. This document states
how Ka3su 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”.?8! The “priest” answered that Kizzuwatna was also a “border area” and,

25t See A, Stel (1998), 552.

252 See § 1.2.13.

253 See § 1.2.14.

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

5 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. S.

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

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

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

21 On HKM 74 obv. 6-7, see G. del Monte (1995), 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. Siiel?62 (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 Kugakli/Sari$8a KuT 49 (see § 1.4.) where (obv. 4) the expression
DUMU.MUNUS 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 documents264 do we see functionaries
with Hurrian names, like Mu3u?%5, Purra?% (name which is also present in the
“Prism of Tikunani™2¥, in the texts of Alalah VII e IV268 and in the Hurro-Hittite
“Song of Release”269), Akiya?7°, 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 mKu3uh-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. I think 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/Sarissa KuT 50, that was sent
by Halpaziti DUMU.E.GAL to the king, we can read: (obv. 3) MAHAR DUMU.MU-
NUSMES SIGs-in I/ ANA MAHAR BELI-Y|A] (4) SIGs-in estu.772 Results of oracle
enquiries are referred to that have been undertaken for these daughters (v. obv.

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

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

264 See A. Siel (1995), 272, 274; A. Stel (1998), 552.

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

6 QOn the linguistic analysis of this name see Th. Richter (1998) 126.

267 M. Salvini (1996), 26.

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

26 See E. Neu (1996), 592.

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

Mt See M. Giorgieri (2000), 290.

72 See G. Wilhelm (1998a), 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.273

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 Masgat
letter HKM 49%% (obv. 4-5): (4) MAHAR DUMUMUNUME humandas | 13
[Blulmlan SIGs-in [ ] (see also witra). 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
111.275

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
Ka3asa and Kasipura (HKM 1, 5, 6, 19, 24, 25, 27, 31, 37, 45) which had under-
gone raids and attacks by the Kagkas, 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

73 See G. Withelm (1998 a) 181.
™ See S. Alp (1991), 210-211.
775 See S. Alp (1991), 48-49; J. Klinger (1995a), 80-83.



314 Stefano de Martino, Hittite Letters

occurs with those letters which refer to a situation of famine or a food crisis, like
HKM 24, 50, 65, 80.

3.2. 1t is not easy to find 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 I11. In
the opinion of §. Alp?%, 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 I.

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?78, 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 Magat letters can be dated as
belonging to the times of Arnuwanda I and Tuthaliya III. It is possible too that
some of the documents are from the times of Tuthaliya I/IL.

I think that one should pay particular attention to the observation made by
O.R. Gurney?? regarding the Magat letter HKM 96. In this letter I3uwa 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 time of Tuthaliya I/IL®! Iuwa was, indeed, conquered by Tuthaliya
I/IT 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?8?, 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 III date for HKM 96 is the mention
of the region of Hayasa (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/1I, whilst such campaigns were recorded under Tutha-
liya I1I (see DS 1323 or the treaty between Tuthaliya III and Haya8a, CTH 42284),

76 5. Alp (1991), 109-112,

277 J. Klinger (1995 a), 74-108.

278 S, Alp (1991), 112.

279 J. Klinger (1995 a), 82.

280 O.R. Gurney (2003), 122-123.

31 G. del Monte (1993), 70 n. 35, dates this letter to Suppiluliuma I
%82 See D. Hawkins (1998), 282-283.

#3 See H. G. Giiterbock (1956), 65-66.

284 See H. Klengel (1999), 130.
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3.3. As has already been said (§ 2.2)), three letters from Hattuga, Tapigga and
Sapinuwa mention the “priest”, that is Kantuzili. These letters are: KBo XVIII 69,
HKM 74 and the letter presented by A. Siiel at the Fourth International Con-
ference of Hittitology.

In an attempt to date these three documents we must note that in KBo Xvill
69, as has previously been shown?85, Hulla (mentioned also in the land donation
of Arnuwanda I KBo V 7 rev. 52 and in some of the Magat letters, see § 2.5.)
makes an appearance. The presence of Hulla might suggest a date for KBo XVIII
69 from the time of Arnuwanda L 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 present in KBo XVIII 69 (see §1.2.8)).

Letter HKM 74 was sent by the “priest” to Ka3$u, also known in other Tapigga
letters like KBo XVIII 54. As will be mentioned at a later stage, Kas3u’s activities
could be dated as belonging to the reigns of Arnuwanda I and Tuthaliya IIL

Finally, the Sapinuwa letter could also be from the time of Arnuwanda L. 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 Kupanta-Kurunta,
king of Arzawa in the time of Tuthaliya I/1 and Arnuwanda 1,286

The supposition that three letters come from the time of Arnuwanda agrees
with what is known of Kizzuwatna which became part of the Hittite territories
during the reign of this king.287

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.288

Let’s take some functionaries, for example, Tarhumima, Piseni, Hulla and
Kas3u. Tarhumima, as J. Klinger?® has noted, is in the land donation of Arnu-
wanda I KBo V 7 rev. 522 with the title GAL WUMEBSKUS, GUB-laz and could be
the same as the one who is mentioned in the letter KBo VIII 22 and also the
same as one of the senders of HKM 69. This letter has been sent to Ka&su 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.), Pideni could be identified as the per-
son with the same name found in the Indictment of Madduwatta. The episode

285 See § 1.2.11.

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

27 See R. Beal (1986), 437-440; G. Wilhelm (1989), 30; H. Klengel (1999), 125; R. Beal
(2002), 69.

288 J. Klinger (1995 3), 74-108.

9 J. Klinger (1995a), 99.

¥ 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$sa) dates from the time of Tuthaliya
I/IL?! Therefore, this functionary was active during the time of this king”? and
then during the time of Arnuwanda L.

Pi3eni is, together with Ka3%u, 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 Tarhumima, Kagsu 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 ag GAL WUMEBSKUS, ZAG-az.

Returning to the letter HKM 69, a first problem concern the fact that one of
the senders bears the title UGULA NIMGIR.ERINME and the receiver is Ka3du
who, as has already been said, bears the titte UGULA NIMGIR.ERINMES in the
Tapigga letters. One may suppose here that more than one person bore this title
at the same time.2 Otherwise, it may be assumed that Ka$su, when the leter
HKM 69 was drawn up, was no longer, or not yet, UGULA NIMGIR.ERINMES, In
order to solve the issue, we must keep in mind that Ka33u is also the receiver of
letters HKM 4 and 14 which preserve the impression of the seal of Tuthaliya
(I11). If we accepted the second hypothesis that Kas$u in HKM 69 was no longer
UGULA NIMGIR.ERINMES 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 I1I, since Kas8u’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 III's reign). We would have to pre-
sume that the impressions on letters HKM 4 and 14 are Tuthaliya I/1P’s seal 2%

On the other hand, if we accept the second hypothesis, that is that Kagiu 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.

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

22 According to J. Klinger (1998), 111, Pideni might be a son of Tuthaliya I/I1.
23 See K. Riemschneider (1958), 338-340, 344-354.

294 See R. Beal (1992), 398.

295 See J. Klinger (1995a), 80-83.
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Supporting this second hypothesis is not merely the presence of Ka3%u 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 II’s exploits are presented), is also quoted in this letter; this could lead
us to place the drawing up of KBo XVIII 54 as from the time of Tuthaliya 111

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 1.
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, 39.2% As far as letter HKM 49 is concerned, Atiuna is
quoted in letter ABOT 65 (rev. &, inf. ledge 1, 3), a letter which can be dated as
from Arnuwanda I due to the mention of Armaziti, pehaps identifiable with the
scribe of the treaty between Arnuwanda I and the Kagka KBo XVI 27 + KBo XL
330.

3.6. As has already been mentioned, letter KBo XV 28 can be dated from the
reign of Tuthaliya II (as proposed by V. Haas e L. Wegner?7) due to the pre-
sence of NU.SBKIRI, (see § 1.2.4.). )

3.7. Letter KBo XVIII 14 was sent by Pazzu. In the letter Duwa is also mention-
ed. 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
XVIII 15, datable to a time not before Suppiluliuma [, 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 IL.

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 III could explain
the absence of his name in the Masat archive.2% Under Tuhaliya HI the name of
Pazzu in KBo XVIII 14 makes an appearance. During the time of Suppituliuma I,
when Mashuiluwa wrote KBo XVIII 15, Pazzu was also old and infirm as would
indicate the following passage: “(ll. 4-7) [illness] has struck Pazzu and his father’s
gods have begun to torment him” .29

2% See § 1.4.

7 V. Haas - 1. Wegner (1996), 106 and n. 7.
2% Contra see J. Klinger (1995a), 102.

29 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 I/II, Arnuwanda I
and Tuthaliya III. 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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