MENUA’NIN OGLU
INUSPUA

Veli SEVIN

Urartu kralligi tarihi hakkindaki bilgilerimiz, yogun aragtir-
malara kosut olarak, giderek artmaktadir. Ancak, herseye kargin,
Urartu tarihinin heniiz yiizeysel sorunlari bile tam olarak acikla-
nabilmis degildir. Ornegin, krallarin egemenlik siireleri bile hemen
daima Asur kronolojisine gére ayarlanabilmekte ve bu konuda da
biiyiik giicliiklerle karsilagilmaktadir. Bu nedenle eldeki kit yazili

malzemenin ¢ok Ozenli bir gekilde gozden gecirilmesi gerekmekte-
dir.

Yazimizin konusu olan Inuspua, Urartu tarihinin, ad: biiyiik
bir kesinlikle bilinen ve fakat hi¢ bir zaman krallik tahtina cika-
mamis en onemli prenslerinden biridir.

Yazitlarda adi vi-nu-uS-pu-ti-a ya da vi-nu-ud-pu-e¢ sekillerinde
gecen Inupua hakkindaki bildiklerimiz cok simrhidir. Adina ilk kez,
Van kayaliginin kuzeydogu eteklerinde, Tebriz Kap: yakinlarinda,
sarp bir kayalik iizerindeki yazitta rastlanir’. Ug kez yinelenen ya-
zitta, ISpuini (yakl ol. M.O. 830/29-811), Menua (yakl. ol. M.O.
810-786/80) ve InuSpua’nmin, tanri Haldi'ye, Tulpa’da bir su-si ile
Haldi Kapist yaptirttiklarindan sézedilmektedir. Geri kalan ii¢ ya-
zitta ise InuSpua’min adi babasi Menua ile birlikte gecer; ancak,
biri Van géliiniin kuzeydogusundaki Karahan?, dteki ikisi ise Van’-
da® bulunmusg olan her ii¢ yazittan, Inufpua hakkinda fazla bilgi
edinmek olasi degildir. Bununla beraber, Menua ve Inudpua adlari-
-un beraberce yazili bulundugu bu ii¢ yazit, sunulus yoniinden, I3-

1 Belck - Lehmann, ZA 7, 1892, 255 vdd.; UKN no. 18; HChI no. 12.
2 TUEN no. 95; ayrica bk, Melikidvili 1971, 78.
3 UKN no. 93-94.
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puini ve Menua ortak kralligmmn ilk yillarinda kaleme alindig: ka-
bul edilen Kelisin, Kalatgah ve Yegilalic yazitlarina bir hayli ben-
zemektedirt. Her ii¢ yazitta da Menua'min 6nemi hemen goze garpa-
cak bir bicimde vurgulanmis olup, fiil de daima tekil formundadir.

Inuspua hakkindaki bilgilerimizin yetersizligine karsin, daha
dedesi I¥puini’nin saghginda tahta ortak edildigi ve bu ortakhigin
I¥puini’'nin tahttan cekilmesi ya da Oliimiinden sonra da bir stire
devam ettigi anlagilmaktadir. Ancak, InuSpua adimin Menua ile bir-
likte ortak kral olarak yazilmasi uzun siire devam etmemigtir. Bu
andan baslayarak, Menua ve oflu Argisti T (yakl. ol. M.O. 786/80-
764) zamanmna ait yazitlarda InuSpua’nin adina rastlanmaz. Bugii-
ne degin elde edilen bilgilere gore, Menua’nin oglu oldugu, kral olan
biiyiik babasi ve babasina karsilik, kendinin hic bir zaman tahta
tek basina gelemediginden bagka birsey bilinmiyor®.

inufpua, adinin, Menua-Inufpua ortak kralliginin belki de ilk
yilinda, birdenbire ortadan kalkmasi® gayet ilginctir ve bizi bazi
geyler diisiinmege zorlamaktadir: Soyle ki; M.O. 9. yiizyihn son
ceyregi icinde, krallik tacini bir ortakla paylagma diistincesi, Urar-
tu sarayinin geleneklerinden biri olma durumuna gelmis bulunu-
yordu. Bu konuda ilk adim, biiyiik bir olasilikla kralligmm ilk yil-
larina dogru, I¥puini’nin, oglu Menua'y1 tahta ortak ilan etmesiyle
atilmist1’. Ancak, geleneklesmekte olan bu yonetim bigimi, Inuspua’-
nin adi ile birlikte birdenbire ve yine Menua zamaninda son bul-
mustur.

inupua adinin birdenbire ortadan kalkmasi, onun erken Olii-
miiyle ¢ok kolay bir sekilde agiklanabilir®; fakat bu kolay acikla-

4 UKN no. 19; van Loon 1975, 204; Sevin - Belli, Anadolu Aragtwrmalart
4-5, 1976/77, 384, 390. Aym sekilde Karahan'dan iki yeni yazit icin bk. Dingol-
Kavakll, Van Bélgesinde Bulunmus Yeni Urartu Yazitlar (1978), 15 vd.;
Dingol - Kavakli, Andr 6, 1978, 25 vd.

5 Lehmann - Haupt, Armenien II/1, 18.

6 Beran, Urartu, H. Schmokel, Kulturgeschichte des Alten Orient (1961),
609; krsl. Sayce, CAH 3, 1925, 174.

7 UKN no. 19; HChI no. 9; bk. Riemschneider 1966, 33; krsl. van Loon,
Urartian Art (1966), 11; van Loon 1976, 1039.

8 Riemschneider 1966, 33; Salvini 1978, 174; Kellner, Anadolw 19, 1975/76
[1280], 6T7.
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manin hemen ardindan, Menua'nin bu erken &liim iizerine, krallk
geleneklerini bir yana iterek, nigin ikinei oglu Argisti I'i tahta or-
tak yapmadigl sorusu gelmektedir. Anlagilacagina gore, gelenek-
lesmekte olan bu yeni yonetim diizeni, Inudpua’dan sonra hir daha
kullamlmamak iizere kaldirilmistir®, Bu nedenle, onun geng¢ yasta
oliimii seklindeki varsayimlari kabul etmek olasi degildir.

Bu konuda hemen akla gelen baska bir ¢dziim yolu da, Menua’-
nin, krallik otoritesinin iki kral arasinda béliinmesini uygun bulma-
mas! yiiziinden, ortak krallik gelenegini kaldirmis oldugudur. Fa-
kat bu durumda da, kendinden sonra krallik tahtina, en biiyiik oglu
ve veliaht1 olmasi gereken Inufpuanin gecmesi gerekirdi’.

O halde, Urartu kralhk tahtmin geleneklerini degisiklige zor-
layan bu olayin gercek nedeni ne idi?

Bu soruya yanit verebilecek nitelikteki yeni bir yazit Patnos
bolgesinden gelmistir (Lev. I/1-2). 9 cm c¢apinda, disa bombeli bir
tung disk iizerindeki dairesel yazitta, asagidaki sozciikler yer al-
maktadir® :

H-nu-u-pu-a-i-ni-e-i - U-ri-i§-hu-si-ni-e-i

Tung eserler izerine kazilmig bu tiirde yazitlara yabanecr degi-

9 Xarmir-Blur'da bulunmusg bir miihiir baskisi {izerindeki Sarduri ve
Rusa adlarina dayanaralk Azarpay (Urertian Art, 1968, 62 ve not 220) ve van
Loon 1976, 1039 Rusa II'nin babasimn yamnda ortak kral olarak gérev yap-
i ileri siirerler.

10 Urartu krallik tahtimin babadan biiyiik ogula gectigi konusunda ka-
mmca fazla bir kuskuya yer yoktur. Hernekadar, Piotrovskii (11 Regno di Van
1966, 85), Mugasir ganimet listesinden tamdifimz (bk. Thureau-Dangin, Une
rélation de la huitiéme campagne de Sargom, 1912, satir 349 vdd., XVIII, not
1) Menua'nin kardesi ISpwini odlu Sardwrinin Menua'dan biiyiik oldugunu bil-
dirmekteyse de, bu varsayimum, Sardurinin, dedesi Sarduri I'in adimi tasimg
olmasindan bagka hi¢ bhir kanitla destekleyememektedir,

11 Bu eserin yaymna verdikleri izin nedeniyle Van Bélge Miizesi Miidiir-
leri sayin C. Bozkurtlar ve E. Kavakl'ya tesekkiirii bir bore bilirim. Eseri mii-
zeye getiren antikac: bay Nuri Afakb’'min cesitli kereler yaptifumz sorustur-
malardaki kesin ifadesine gore, tunc¢ diskin buluntu yeri Patnos yakinlarindaki
Dizginkale Urartu harabesidir.
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liz : Urartu krallarindan I¥puini'’, Menua'®, Argistit4, Sarduri®® ve
Rusa’nin®® adlarini tagiyan, aym tipte yazith egyalarmm varligi bi-
linmektedir.

Yazitta gecen #%-ri-iS-hu ya da W-ri-if-hi sozciigiiniin anlami ko-
nusunda degisik oneriler vardir'” : Tiim Oneriler gézoniine alinarak
yaziti InuSpua’nmn silaht ya da kalesi veya deposu veyahut da mal
vb. seklinde cevirmek olasidir. Ancak, %-ri-if-hu sozciigiiniin yalniz-
ca anlamindan haraketle bir sonuca ulagilabilmesi ise simdilik pek
olas1 degildir. Fakat, iizeri yazith bu tiir esyalarin tiimii tahta ¢ik-
mis krallar adina yapilmistir. O halde, iizerlerinde bu tiirde kisa
yazitlar tagiyan madeni eserlerin birer kralllk simgesi olabilecek-
leri konusunda oneride bulunmak pek hatali olmasa gerektir.

inugpua babasinin yaninda ortak kral oldugu icin bdyle bir ya-
zit yazdirtmaga hak kazanmismiydi? Bunu bilmek, bugiinkii bilgi-
lerimize gére olanak disidir. Ancak, InuSpua adimin ortadan kalk-
mas1 ile ortak krallik geleneginin lagvi olaylari arasinda kesin bir
iliski kurulabilirse, InuSpua’nin babasina karsi bazi taht entrikala-
rina girismis ya da isyana kalkismis olabilecegi goriisii ileri stirt-
lebilir.

Bu yeni varsayimimizin lehinde bir kamt olarak kullanabile-
cegimiz son yazih belge de giimiis bir bakrag iizerinde yer alir; bak-
racin agiz kenarimin hemen altinda Assurca olarak Sarduri oglu
Ipuini Inuspua’ya, sevgili kibaru/kibarrw’suna verdi timeesi okun-
makta, tiimiiyle saglam durumda bulunan yazitta Menua’'nin adi hig
gecmemektedir'®, Yazitta, dede ISpuini'nin baba adimin amlmasina

12 Belli 1976/77, 178 vd.

13 TUKN no. 112-117; Belli 1976/77, 202 vd.

14 UKN no. 150, B 16; Kellner, Situle 14/15, 1974, 50; Calmayer, Wand-
lungen 1975, 12; Belli 1976/77, 184 vd., 203 vdd.

15 UKN no. 177-190, 262-63.

16 UKN no. 270-274, 274 a-d.

17 HChI 71, not 8; Friedrich, AfO 17, 1957, 367 vd.; ay. yazar, ZDGM
111, 1961, 285 vd.; Diakonoff, Hurrisch und Urartdisch (1971), 91; Melikisvili
1971, 37, 88.

18 Bk. Kroll - Zahlhaas, «Katalog der Ausgestellten Funde,» Urariu: ein
wiederentdeckter Rivale Assyriens (1976), kat. no. 107, lev. 10; Salvini 1978,
172: Kellner, Anadolu 19, 1975/76 [1980], 60, lev. III/1. Bu yazitn icerigi ko-
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kargilik, torun Inuipua’nin baba adindan séz edilmemis olmasi ga-
yet ilgi cekicidir ve Inuspua ile babasi Menua arasinda bazi anlag-
mazlhklarin varli§1 konusunda, kuvvetlendiriei anlamda yeni bir ka-
mt olarak kabul edilebilir. Ciinkii, Menua'nin egemenliginin daha
ilk yillarinda, hem krallik tahtinin babadan biiyiik oglu gecmesi ve
hem de Urartu krallarinin kendilerine veliahtlarini taht ortag: ilan
etmeleri seklindeki iki 6nemli saray kuralimn yikildigini, giimiis
bakra¢ lizerindeki yazitta ise bu kez, Urartu yazitlarindaki degis-
mez baba-ogul adlar: gelenegine karsi gelindigini gérmekteyiz.

Elimizdeki yazili belgelere gore, biitiin bu olaylara neden olan
kigiyi InuSpua olarak nitelemek gerekir.

Son olarak sunu da eklemek gerekir ki, béyle bir ayaklanma
ya da saray entrikas1 olmugsa bile Menua tarafindan kisa siirede
bastirilmigtir. Inudpua’min sonu hakkinda birgey bilinmemekle be-
raber, taht ortakligindan cikarildigt ve veliahthginin sona ermis
oldugu kesindir,

nusunda bize ayrintili bilgi vermek lutfunda bulunan sayin Dr. H.-J. Kellner'e
tesekkiiri zevkli bir gorev sayarim.






INUSHPUA
THE SON OF MENUA

Veli SEVIN

Our knowledge of Urartian history is increasing day by day.
Today, however, even the superficial problems of the kingdom of
Urartu cannot be completely explained. For instance, even the
reigns of the kings cannot be entirely related to Assyrian chrono-
logy. Therefore, it is necessary to examine carefully all of the few
inscriptions.

The son of Menua, Inushpua, was a very important prince in
the history of Urartu, but was never a king.

He is known as Yi-nu-uS-pu-ti-a or ‘i-nu-us-pu-¢ in the cuneiform
inscriptions, but we have very limited knowledge about him. His
name ig first found on a rock cliff, which is on the limit of the
north-east of the citadel of Van, near the «Gate of Tabriz»!. Ac-
cording to this inscription, Ishpuini (c. 830/29-811 B.C.), Menua
(c. 810-786/80 B.C.) and Inushpua had a su-si and a gate of Haldi
built in the city of Tushpa devoted to the god Haldi. In the other
three inscriptions the name of Inushpua is written together with
his father’s name. Although, however, one of them was found to
the northeast of Lake Van at Karahan?, and the other two were
found in the city of Van®, we still know little about Inushpua.
These three inscriptions are very similar to those of Ishpuini and
his son Menua, which have been found at Kelishin, Kalatgah and
Yesilalig, which had been written at the beginning of the co-regency

1 Belck - Lehmann, ZA 7, 1892, 255 ff.; UKN nr. 18; HChI nr. 12.
2 UKN nr. 95; see also Melikisvili 1971, 78.
3 UKN nr. 93-94.
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of Ishpuini and Menua*. In all three inscriptions it is stated very
clearly that Menua has more authority than his son Inushpua, and
also the verb is always in a singular form.

In spite of the limited knowledge about Inushpua, it can be
seen that he was the co-regent of Ishpuini and Menua, and this co-
regency also continued for a time after the resignation or death
of Ishpuini. The co-regency of Menua and his son Inushpua did not,
however, continue for a long time. Thereafter on the inscriptions
of Menua and of his son, Argishti I (c. 786/80-764 B.C.), Inushpua’s
name is not seen. As far as we know, he was the son of king Menua
and grandchild of king Ishpuini, but he was never a king in his own
right®.

It is very interesting that the name of Inushpua so suddenly
diasppears from our sight, probably during the first year of the
co-regency® and we are encouraged to think along certain lines.
That is to say, the custom of co-regency had been a tradition in
the palace of Urartu during the last quarter of the ninth century
B.C. The first step had been taken by Ishpuini at the beginning of
his rule when Menua acted as co-regent® but the tradition of co-
regency had suddenly disappeard, together with the name of
Inushpua, in the time of Menua.

The disappearance of his name could be explained by Inush-
pua’s sudden death’. But this explanation begs the question: why
did Menua not give authority to his second son Argishti? After

4 TUKN nr. 19; van Loon 1975, 204; Sevin - Belli, Anadolu Arastirmalart
4-5, 1976/77, 384, 390. For two new similar inscriptions found at Karahan, see
Dincol-Kavakh, Die neuen urartdischen Inchriften aus der Umgebung von Van
(1978), 55 £.; id., Andr 6, 1978, 25 f.

5 Lehmann-Haupt, Armenien II/1, 18.

6 Beran, Urartu, H. Schmékel, Kulturgeschichte des Alten Orient (1961),
609; Cf. Sayce, CAH 3, 1925, 174.

7 TUKN nr, 19; HChI nr. 9; see Riemschneider 1966, 33; Cf. van Loon,
Urartian Art (1966), 11; van Loon 1976, 1039.

8 Riemschneider 1966, 33; Salvini 1978, 174; Kellner, Anadolu 19, 1975/76
[1980], 67.

9 Supported by a seal impression found at Karmir-Blur, which has the
names of Sarduri and his son Rusa, G. Azarpay (Urartian Art, 1968, 62 and
note 220) and van Loon 1976, 1039 claim that Rusa II served as co-regent to
his father.
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Inushpua the system of co-regency ended. For this reason, the sup-
positions of Inuspua’s sudden death in his early days cannot be
accepted.

The second solution to this problem seems to be that since
Menua did not find the system of co-regency suitable, he ended this
tradition. Meanwhile, following this tradition, his eldest son and
heir apparent, Inushpua, should have shared the rule of the
kingdom?°.

So the question now is, what was the reason for the change of
tradition in the kingdom of Urartu?

A new inscription has been found in the area of Patnos which
could answer this question satisfactorily (Pl I1/1-2). This circular
inscription comes from a bronze disc, 9 ems in diameter, and runs
as follows,

Y-NU-US-PU-0-i-Ni-€~i  U-ri-i5-Bu-si-ni-e-i

We are not unfamiliar with this sort of inscriptions which are
known to carry the names of Ishpuini®?, Menua'®, Argishti't, Sar-
duri®® and Rusa'®.

On the meaning of the word u-ri-is-hu or u-ri-i¥-hi there have
been some suggestions'” which can be considered as follows, «the

10 I can now say that it should no longer be doubted that the eldest son
would have the sovereignty over the kingdom left to him by his father. Ac-
cording to Piotrovskii (Il Regno di Van, 1966, 85), the brother of Menua, the
son of Ishpuini, Sarduri who is known from the list of spoils of Musasir temple
(see Thureau-Dangin, Une rélation de Ila huitieme campagne de Sargon, 1912,
lines 349 ff., XVIII note 1), is older than Menua but he cannot support his
suggestion any other way than just stating that his grandfather had the same
name.

11 I would like to thank the Directors of the Regional Museum of Van,
Mr. Cevad Bozkurtlar and Mr. Ersin Kavakl, for permission to publish this
-object. According to Mr. Nuri Atakl who was the dealer of the bronze dise,
the object was found at the Urartian fortress of Dizginkale, nearby Patnos.

12 Belli 1976/77, 178 f.

13 UKN nr. 112-117; Belli 1976/77, 202 f.

14 UKN nr. 150, E 16; Kellner, Situla 14/15, 1974, 50; Calmayer, Wand-
Iungen 1975, 12; Belli 1976/77, 184 f., 203 ff.

15 UKN nr. 177-190, 262-263.

16 UKN nr. 270-274, 274 a-d.

17 HChI 71, note 8; Friedrich, Af0 17, 1957, 367 f.; id.,, ZDGM 111, 1961,
285 f.; Diakonoff, Hurrisch und Urartiisch (1971), 91; Melikisvili 1971, 37, 88.
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arm of Inushpua» or «the fortress of Inushpua» or «the storage of
Inushpuas or «the possession of Inushpuas. Today, however, it is
not possible to get any result by explaining the meaning of this
word, except that all these inscribed metal objects were made for
the kings. Therefore it will not be wrong for us to say that these
inscribed metal objects could be signs of the royal power.

Now the question appears, whether having the status of co-
regent gave to Inushpua the right to have inscriptions made? With
our knowledge it is not possible for us to reach a conclusion. Ne-
vertheless, on the disappearance of Inushpua and the tradition of
co-regency, and on whether there is a decisive relation between
these two, we can say that Inushpua had either rebelled or engaged
in some intrigue against his father.

In support of our suggestions there has been one piece of evi-
dence, which is under the mouth of a silver bucket, showing the
sentence of «Ishpuini, son of Sarduri gave to Inupua, to his dear
kibarw/kibarru». Thus in this intact Assyrian inscription there has
not been a sign of the name of Menua'. Moreover, it is remarkable
that in spite of Ishpuini's father’s name Inushpua’s father’s name
has not been mentioned. This could be a strong piece of evidence
of disagreements between Menua and his son Inushpua. At the
beginning of Menua’s reign there was the abolition of two impor-
tant traditions, one of them beign to leave the kingdom to his el-
dest son, and the second one being that the king of Urartu would
let their heirs apparent be co-regent. On this silver bucket inscrip-
tion, however, we have seen a departure from the unchangable
tradition of the names of father and son.

According to the cuneiform inscriptions, we must accept
Inushpua as being responsible for all these events.

Finally, we must add to this that, even if there was a palace
revolt or intrigue, this had been quickly overcome by Menua.
Although, however, we do not know much about the end of Inush-
pua, he was dethroned and his status as heir apparent had ended.

18 See Kroll - Zahlhaas, «Katalog der Ausgestellten Funde», Urartu: ein
wiederentdeckter Rivale Assyriens (1976), cat. nr. 107, pl. 10; Salvini 1978,
172: Kellner, Anadolu 19, 1975/76 (19801, 60, pl. III/1. I am grateful to Dr.
H.-J. Kellner in providing me with the silver bucket information before M.
Salvini's publication.
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