HITITLER HAKKINDA YENI BIiR KIiTAP
MUNASEBETIYLE

Dr. SEDAT ALP

Hititoloji Kiirsii Profesorti

Burada iizerinde duracagimiz eser Ingiliz Hititologu Dr. Gurney
tarafindan kaleme alinmistir'. S. 11'de belirtildigi iizere kendi nev'indeki
diger kitaplar gibi genis 6lciide Gotze'nin Kleinasien adli eserine dayan-
maktadir. Gotze'nin kitabinin nesrinden beri 19 yil gecmis bulunuyor.
Eger Gurney'in eserinin arastirmalarin bu arada gelismesiyle G6tze'nin kita-
binda husule gelen bosluklar1t kapatacagi ve miiellifin sahsina ait bazi
yeni gorusleri getirecegi Umid edilmeseydi, genis bir okuyucu Kkitlesine
hitab eden bu eseri ele almak yerinde olmayacakti. Miiellif 6nséziinde
kitabini su sozlerle takdim etmektedir : "Eserin orijinal olarak cok seyler ih-
tiva ettigini iddia etmiyorum. Burada takdim edilen hemen hemen biitiin neticeler
Alman ve Fransiz bilginlerinin son yirmi beg yil icinde c¢ikan yazilarinda buluna-
bilir. Bununla beraber Ingiliz dilinde simdiye kadar bu neticelerin bir sentezi nes-
redilmemistir, bu sebepten bu kitabin bazi cihetlerden hakiki bir ihtiyaci karsila-
yvacagi umid edilebilir.”"

Birinci boliimde miellif, kazilarin ve arastirmalarin kisa bir tarih-
¢esini vermekte ve S. 12'de Tiirkiye Cumhuriyet rejiminin kazilar ile aras-
tirmalar i¢in yarattigi misait sartlart 6vmekle beraber ilk biiyiik harpten
evvel Tirkiyenin o zamanki hudutlari dahilinde c¢alismig olan yabanci
hafirlere Hamdi ve Halil' Edhem Bey'ler idaresindeki Miizeler Umum
Midirligiiniin gosterdigi kolayliklari unutarak o devri luzumsuz yere
kotilemekte ve miiteakip satirlarda soyle demektedir : "Tiirklerin  kendi-
lerinin Ankara Universitesinde 1935'ten 1948e kadar Profesor olan H. G. Giiter-
bock ile Istanbul Universitesinde Takin Dogu Aragtrmalari Boliimiiniin  Direktorii
H. T. Bossert'in idaresi altinda Hitit etiidlerinin her sahasinda artan istirakleri
pek sayani dikkat bir vakia teskil etmektedir."”

Burada ilk nazarda Tiirklerin mesaisi takdir ediliyor gibi goriiniiyor-
sa da hakikatte Tirklerin Hititlerle ilgili etiidlerini gayri miistakil calis-
malar gibi gostermek ve bu suretle kiymetlerini diislirmek tesebbiisi ile
kargilagiyoruz. Miiellif o derece ileri gitmektedir ki, bu hususu arastir-
malarin her sahasina tesmil etmek suretiyle Profesor E. Akurgal'in eyi bir

" 0. R. Gurney, The Hittites, A summary of the art, achievements, and social or-
ganization of a great people of Asia Minor during the second millennium B. C, as disco-
vered by modern excavations. A Pelican Book, Penguin Books Ltd., Harmondsworth,
Middlesex, Melbourne-London-Baltimore, 1952, XV + 240 S., 32 levha, 19 sekil; 3/6 s.
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klasik Arkeoloji formasyonuna ve san'atta lislup tenkidine dayanan etiid-
lerini bile bir filolog olan Giiterbock'un idaresi altinda yapilmig gibi gos-
termek gafletine diismektedir. Halbuki yetkili Arkeologlarin bu eserler
hakkindaki kanaatleri maliimumuzdur. Yakin Dogunun eski kiiltiirlerinin
sayisiz konularina nufuzu- nazarda rakipsiz olan biiyiik Amerikan Aalimi
Albright, E. Akurgal'in bu eserlerini nazar: itibare alarak kendisini Ankara
Universitesinin miimtaz Arkeologu diye tavsif etmekten cekinmemistir °.
Acaba Dr. Gurney takdir hassasindan bu derece mahrummudur ? Pro-
fesor Giiterbock'un Ankara Universitesindeki hizmetlerini kiiciimsemek
aklimdan dahi ge¢memistir. Simdiye kadar istirakim olmadan yapilmis
olan c¢ivi yazili metin nesriyati onsozlerinde belirtilmis oldugu gibi Prof.
Giiterbock'un idaresi altinda olmustur. Hatta kendisinin Tiirk Tarih Ku-
rumu adina Kiiltepe'de kazilar1 ylritmiis olan arkadaslarin hocalari
von der Osten ii¢ yillik bir tedris hayatini miiteakip 1939'da Ankara Univer-
sitesinden ayrildiktan sonra onlarin kendi branslarindaki ¢alismalar1 lizerinde
de biiyilik tesir ve yardimlari olmustur. Fakat Hititlerle ilgili etiidler denince,
tabiatiyle Hititolog olarak birinci derecede benim arastirmalarim akla geliyor.
Mr. Gurney'e temin ederim ki, etiidlerimin hepsi miistakil arastirmalardir,
ve hi¢ biri Prof. Giiterbock'un idaresi altinda yapilmamistir. Yazilarimda
Giterbock'tan istifade ettigim bir fikir olmussa, haksever her ilim adami
gibi yerinde kendisine atif yapmayir ihmal etmedim. Eger Dr. Gurney
Prof. Giiterbock'a karsi takdirlerini ifade etmek istiyorsa, bunun icin baska
firsatlar bulabilir. Dr. Gurney 1940'ta basilan imit verici Doktora tezinden
sonra Hititoloji sahasinda dikkati celbedecek fazla bir sey nesretmemis
ve asagida misalleri ile goriilecegi gibi negriyat1 itina ile takib etmemistir.
Bu yilizden yanilmis olmasi veya ifadesinde fazla titizlik gostermemis olmasi
mimkiindiir. Nitekim Liverpool Annals of Archaeology and Anthropo-
logy cilt XXVIII'de cikan makalesinde S. 45'te doktora tezimin ismini
degistirerek vermisti. Burada not 1'de aynen naklettig§im kapaktaki alt
basliktan kitabinin giliya yalniz kazilardan elde edilen neticelere gore ha-
zirlandig1 intiba1 uyanmakta ise de kendisi de muhtelif zamanlarda cesidli
seyyahlar tarafindan toprak iizerinde bulunan 4abidelerden haberdardir
ve kitabinda bunlarin bazilar1 hakkinda bilgi vermektedir.

Bu aciklamay1 yaptiktan sonra Dr. Gurney'in fikrini efkdri umumiye
huzurunda tashih edecegini umuyorum. Yapmadig: takdirde hiisnii niyet
sahibi bir insan olarak kendisinin arastirmalarimin Gilterbock'un idaresi
altinda yapildigini ispat etmesi gerekiyor.

Muiellif, "Outline of History " bahsinde S. 19'da " Kapadokya metin-
lerinde" Assur'lulara ait olmayan sahis adlar1 arasinda indoavrupah olarak
tefsir edilebilecek bazi mahdut adlardan bahsetmekte ve bu devirde Hitit-
lerin Anadoluda mevcudiyeti hakkinda bir sey sOylememektedir. Halbuki
Belleten say1r 50 (Nisan 1949) S. 269 ve devaminda ve ayni yazinin Almanca

’ Bulletin of the American Schools of Oriental Research No. 121 S. 24.
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niishasinda (Jahrbuch fiir kleinasiatische Forschung I/2 S. 125 v. d., 1949
basinda teslim edilmis, Kasim 1950'de cikmistir) bu metinlerde gegen
yerlilere mahsus bazi sahis adlarini1 tahlil etmek suretile Hititlerin Assur
ticaret kolonileri devrinde Anadoluda mevcut olduklarini gostermistim.
K. Bittel eskiden Kussar kirallar1 Pithana ve Anitta'nin biiylik bir ihtimal-
le Protohitit kirallar1 oldugunu kabul etmis ve Hititlerin bu devirde Ana-
doluda mevcudiyeti konusunu acik birakarak onlara 2. binin baslarinda
siyasi bir rol tanimamisti’. Ayni miiellif simdi Hethiter und Proto-Hattier
adli makalesinde (Historia I/2 1950 S. 267 v. d.) arkeolojik mutalari isa-
betli bir sekilde degerlendirerek Hititlerin Assur ticaret kolonileri devrin-
de Anadoluda mevcud olduklarini ve adi gecen kirallarin Hitit kirallari
oldugunu soylemekte ve Hitit muhaceretini M. 6. 2200 ile 2000 arasina
tarihlemektedir. Bittel'in Protohitit ve Hitit malzemesini birbirinden ayi-
racak esaslari1 bulmak tesebbiisii selamlanacak bir keyfiyettir. Tarihi ve-
sikalarin aydinligi karsisinda arkeolojik belgelerin arzettigi glicliige Bittel
hakli olarak isaret etmekte ve noktai nazarini ihtiyatli bir lisanla formiile
etmektedir. Tiirkceye vakif bulunan ve Tiirkiyede c¢ikan yayimlari gayet
eyi takib ettigi bilinen Prof. Bittel 1949'da nesredilmis olan yazimi oku-
mamis olacak ki, koloni devri metinlerinde Hititlere izler halinde dahi
tesadiif edilmedigi kanaatinin hdkim oldugunu soylemekte, ancak Kkisa
zaman Once aldig1 bir habere gore bu noktai nazarin tamamen hakli ol-
madigina isaret etmektedir’. Bittel, bu haberin hangi kaynaktan geldigini
aciklamamay1 tercih ediyor. Noktai nazarim antropolojik bakimdan da
Ankara Universitesi Paleoantropoloji Kiirsii Profesorii Dr. Muzaffer Sen-
yirek tarafindan Kiiltepede bulunan kafataslarinin tetkiki neticesinde
Belleten say1 60 (1951) S. 609-610'da teyid edildi °. Dr. Gurney'in durum-
dan haberdar olmadig: goriliiyor. Landsberger, Archiv Orientalni XVIII
1-2, 1950, S. 341 not 67'de Bossert'in bu devre ait metinlerde Nesit sahis

’ K. Bittel, Die Kleinfunde von Bogazkdy S. 61 v. d. (60. Wissenschaftliche Verdf-
fentlichung der Deutschen Orient-Gesellschaft 1937).
*'S. 271 ve devaminda Bittel aynen sdyle diyor : "Es lag daher nahe, diese Urkunden,
die ihrem {‘wecke entsprechend hdufig Einheimische, das heisst Kleinasiaten, und Fremde, das heisst
Assyrer, in ihren durch den Handel bedingten voechselseitigen Beziehungen bieten, daraufhin zu iiber-
priifen, ob sich in lhnen etiva Anhaltspunkte dafiirfiinden, dass zu Beginn des 2. Jahrtausends, also
vor den eigenen hethitischen Quellen, das indogermanisch-hethitische Element, 1venn auch in Spuren
fassbar sei. Man glaubt das ziemlich allgemein verneinen zu kénnen, und halt dafiir, dass man sich
in einer Zeit bejinde, die  indogermanische Hethiter in diesem Teile Anatoliens noch nicht kennt. FEi-
ner kiirzlichen  Mitteilung entnehme ich jedoch, dass neue Textinterpretationen vorligen, die diese
Verneinung nicht ganz rechtfertigen, die es vielmehr nahelegten, dieses Element doch schon im Gebiet
des Halys ivenigstens in Ansdtzen in den ersten belden Jahrhunderten des a. Jahrtausends anzuneh-
men. Die Entscheidung dariiber muss den zustandigen Fachleuten iiberlassen bleiben."”

5

° Makalem Nisan 1949'da Belleten'de g¢iktigi halde Tahsin Ozgiic 1950'de nesret-
tigi 1948 kazi yilina ait raporunda bu miithim mes'ele hakkinda sarih bir noktai nazar
beyan etmemektedir. Halbuki Bittel'in istifade edip neticeler c¢ikardigi mutalar kendi
elinde de mevcut bulunuyordu. Kanaatimca Kiiltepe arastirmalar1 ancak bu istikamet-
teki caligmalarla yeni ve saglam esaslar tistiine kurulabilir.
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adlar1 bulmak yolundaki tesebbiislerinin metodik olmadigin1 soyliiyor
ve o da yazimi okumamig olmali ki, bu metinlerde Nesit sahis adlar1 bek-
lenemeyecegini iddia ediyor®. Landsberger'in bu yazisindan Bittel'in
haber kaynaginin kendisi olmadigi anlasiliyor’.  Biiyiik 4lim Landsber-
ger'in bu noktada yanilmig oldugunu kabul etmesi bir kadirsinaslik ola-
caktir. Bugiin artik "Kapadokya metinlerinde” gecen Araua$, Asula®,
Haiftali 1%, Iftalkian V', Kuna 1%, Siyanala 8, Siyasmi ¥, Supilapra 25,

° Landsberger su ifadeyi kullaniyor: “Nesische Personennamen sind nicht nachgevuiesen;

die Vcsuche Bosserts, sie zu finden (Asia, passim), nicht metodich; aber solche PN uidren selbst
dami nicht zu erivarten, wenn die gesamte Bevilkerung nesisch gevoesen wdre (mit Goetze AJA 42,
185, 1938)." Landsberger burada Goetze ile fikir birligi halinde oldugunu sdylemekte ise
de Goetze adi gecen yerde "Kapadokya metinlerinde” Nesit sahis adlar1 beklenemeyece-
gini soylememis, Hitit kiratlarindan hig¢ birinin 1200 tarihlerine kadar Indoavrupa adi
tagimadigint bildirmistir.

Emin Bilgi¢'in Die Ortsnamen der "kappadokischen" Urkunden im Rahmen der al-
ten Sprachen Anatoliens adli makalesinde (Archiv fiir Orientforschung XV, 1948'de di-
zilmis, 1952'de intisar etmistir) S. 18'de bir Hitit sizmasindan bahsedildigi halde Lands-
berger ayni nottaki su ctimleleriyle bu noktai nazari bile siipheye disiirmektedir :
"Das Gros der Namen gehort zu einer zu rekonstruierenden Sprache an, "Protoluisch” bei Bilgi¢c, AfO
15, Kap. "Die Benennung der beiden Sprachgruppen'; viele protoluische Elemente haben sich im Ne-
sichen erhalten; umgekehrt miissen aber aile indogermanischen Elemente, die sich im Protoluischen
finden, nicht als nesisch in Anspruch genommen 1verden."”

Landsberger'in yerlilere ait sahis adlarinda Nesit dil semasina gegisi gosteren thema
vokal'lerinin gayet mahdut istisnalar teskil ettigi hakkindaki noktai nazari yukarida kay-
dettigim makalemden anlasilacag: vechile artik varit degildir. Bu husustaki arastirmalarin
daha da genigletilebilecegine kaniim. Emin Bilgi¢ te yerlilere ait adlarda Hititlerin his-
sesini kabul etmekte ve bu mes'eleyi Belleten'de basilmakta olan bir makalesinde tekrar
ele almaktadir.

7 Otten, Mitteilungen der Deutschen Orient-Gesellschaft 83 Kasim 1951 S. 44'te
makalemin Almanca nushasinin c¢ikisindan bir yil sonra Anitta metninin dil bakimindan
eski elemanlar: ihtiva ettigini ve bu yiizden hakiki olmast gerektigini ileri siirliyor ve Lands-
berger'in verdigi mahdut malzemeye (ishiuli, ispatalu) dayanarak Hititlerin Assur tica-
ret kolonileri devrinde Anadoluda yerlesmis ve devlet kurmus olduklarint kabul ediyor.

* F. Stephens, Personal names of Cappadocia 1928 S. 15. Hititge araga- "hiir, muaf"
sOziinlin aynidir;

’ Bk. Alp, ad1 gecen yerde S. 269. Hititce asu- “eyi’” - Protohitit eki -ul- Hitit¢e thema
vokali -a'dan miitesekkildir;

" Bk. Alp, ayni yerde not 120. Hititge hastalijatar "kahramanlik" bu sdzden teskil
edilmistir.

" Bk. Alp, ayni yerde S. 270 not 122. Hititge istalkija- "diizeltmek"'ten teskil edil-
mistir.
"> Hititge kunna- "sag" soziiniin aynidir.

" Bk. Alp, ayn1 yerde S. 269. Hititge Sigana- "tanr1"+ Protohitit eki-al+Hititge thema
vokali -a'dan miitesekkildir.

" Bk. Alp ayn1 yerde S. 270. Hititge f{ga- "tanri
larindan miitesekkildir.

" Eisser-Lewy, Mitteilungen der Vorderasiatisch-Aegyptischen Gesellschaft XXXIII
167, 1. Hititge #uff= "temiz"+lapra “"tavsan" (?) sozlerinden miitesekkildir. Hititgede
*lapar s6zilinlin rekonstriiksiyonu ilk defa olarak tarafimdan teklifedilerek tavsan manasina
geldigi (Latince /lepus, Ief.?mi‘f) tahmin edilmistir (Hitit Hiyeroglif Mihiir ve Kitabelerindeki

+ §mi "sizin" veya "onlarin" unsur-
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Supilulia '° gibi adlarin Nesit olmadig1 kolayca iddia edilemez, Sigasmi
ad1 bir Nesit pronominal elemani1 ihtiva ettigine gore Nesit dilinin bu de-
virde konusuldugundan siiphe edilemez. Civi yazisi Hititgesinin Hitit me-
tinlerinde Nesa sehrine izafe edilmesi, Orta Anadoluda ilk Hitit ekseri-
yetinin burada tesekkiill etmis oldugunu gosterir. Anitta metninde gecen
ve sahis adi Siyﬂ.s"mi ile aynt olan bu sehrin Hitit tanrisi Siua”mi’ye 17 g5re de
Hititler Assur ticaret kolonileri devrinde bu sehirde kuvvetli bir durum-
dadir '*. Ayni metinde Pithana'mn Nesa'lilara ana baba gibi muamele etti-
ginin bildirilmesi, ve oglu Anitta'nin sehrin Hitit tanrisina ve diger tanrilara
mabed insa etmek ve bu sehirde bir hayvanat bahcgesi tesis etmek suretiyle
Nesa'lilara gosterdigi yakinlik, bu kirallarin ayni etnik tabakaya ait olduk-
lar1 ve Hititlerin bu devirde Anadoluda devlet kuracak durumda olduk-
lar1 ihtimalini kuvvetlendirir. Ayrica bir az énce anilan sehir adi Supilulia’
dan da Hititlerin bu devirde cografi mahallere kendi dillerinden teskil
edilmig adlar1 verebilecek bir ekseriyette olduklar1 neticesi c¢ikarilabilir.
Hititoloji sahasindaki arastirmalara miuihim eserleriyle yeni bir hiz vermis
olan biiyik Fransiz Hititologu E. Laroche, Receuil d'Onomastique
Hittite adli eserinin (1952) 116. sahifesinde soyle demektedir: "Contre
l'opinion de B. Landsberger (AOr. 18,1.341 n. 67) S. Alp (Jf. Kl. Fo. 1125)
afftrme la presence des Nesites en Cappadoce des V epoaue des colonies assyriennes.
Il a certainement raison ; a cote des noms protohittites, louvites ou protolou-
vites(?), les discussions instituees au chapitre precedent et les nombreui rapproche-
ments possibles entre noms cappadociens et noms hittites (cf. le catalogue et supra)
suffisent @ etablir Vexistence de Hittites a Kane$.”

Bazi Sahis Adlarinin Okunuslart Hakkinda, Ankara 1950, S. 86). Friedrich, Bibliotheca
Orientalis VIII 1951 S. 91'da teklifimi reddetmis. Bossert ise Karatepeden istifade etmek
suretiyle yaptig1 incelemede Hiyeroglif Hitit¢esinde tavsan'in dapa(ra)- s6zi ile ifade edil-
digi neticesine vararak (Jahrbuch fiir kleinasiatische Forschiing T S. 178, 11/2 S. 186 v. d.)
tahminimi desteklemistir.

'“ Sehir ad1 : F. Stephens, OIld Assyrian Letters and Business Documents 215 : 10
(Babylonian Inscriptions in the collection ofJames B. Nies VI 1944). Kiral ad1 Suppi-
luliuma veya Suppiluliyama'nin esasinit teskil eden bu isim irmak ve sehir ad1 olarak Hitit-
ler devrinde de malimdur. Bk. Laroche, Recherches sur les noms des dieux Hittites S.
77 ve ayni miellif Receuil d'Onomastique Hittite S. 82 not 15.

" Diger sekilleri Sitdummi, Stunasummi.

'"® Eger Landsberger Anitta metninin hakiki oldugundan emin olsaydi, notundan
anlasidigina gore o da bu fikre temayiil edecekti. "Kapadokya" sahis adi S‘a’;&afmi ile tanri
ad1 Sufmimin ayni oldugu keyfiyeti, makalemde ifade ettigim gibi bu tanrinin o devirde
mevcut oldugunda artik siiphe birakmamaktadir. Tanri Siufmi'nin adi teskil bakimindan
Bogazkdy kaynaklarinda artik yalniz basina  degildir. Ondan baska D8iSummi-
(Keilschrifturkunden aus Boghazkoéy XII 63 Rs. 13, eski sekli muhtemelen Dgiy{afmmi-)
ve DPLAMA-admi- (Keilschrifturkunden aus Boghazkéi XX 24 IV 9) veya Pln{r)ra¥mi-
(Bo 2372 III 26, 33 ) mevcuttur. Son olarak anilan tanri i¢in bk. Otten, Journal of
Cumeifors Studies IV 124 ff ve Annelies Kammenhuber Hethitisch innarauyatar, ( LU )
KALA-to- und Verwandtes S. 27 ve 41 ( Minchner Studien zur Sprachvvissenschaft,
Arbeiten des Sprachwissenschaftlichen Seminars der Universitdit Minchen, Heft 3,
Miichen 1953).
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Koloni devrinde Protohitit, Hitit, Luvit'’ ve sair unsurlarin kesafet-
lerini tespit etmek miistakbel arastirmalarin vazifesi olacaktir. Burada ele
alinmamis olan diger dil unsurlarina gore de Hititlerin hissesinin azimsanma-
yacak derecede oldugu simdiden soOylenebilir. Emin Bilgic'in yukarda
kaydettigim makalesinde islenmis olan yer ve sahis adlar1 ile Bogazkoy
kaynaklarinda gecen adlarin karsilastirilmasindan anlasilacagr vechile
Hititler devrinde Anadolunun etnik durumunda artik Protohititce Olmiis
olduguna gore bu dili konusan halkin ortadan kalkmasindan basgka biliyiik
bir degisiklik olmamistir.

"Kapadokya metinlerinde"” gegen yerlilere mahsus sahis adlan ile
yalniz civi yazili Hitit metinlerindeki sahis adlar1 arasinda degil ayni zaman-
da Hiyeroglif yazisinda elimize gecen sahis adlari arasinda yakinliklar var-
dir . Fakat ben bunun Hitit hiyeroglif yazisinin koloni devrinde mevcut
olduguna dair bir isaret olabilecegini iddia etmek istemiyorum. Laroche
ile birlikte (Le Pantheon ve Yazilikaya, Journal of Cuneiform Studies VI
119 not 38) hiyeroglif yazisi ile muhtelif dillere ait adlarin yazildigina ka-
niim. Esasen Firtina tanrisinin hiyeroglifi ile muhtelif etnik guruplara ait
Firtina tanrilarinin ifade edildigini sdylemistim *'. Yalniz bu yaz1 ile
Hiyeroglif Hititcesi denilen dilden baska dile ait metinler yazilmismidir ?
Bu nokta hususunda heniiz bilgimiz noksandir.

Hiyeroglif Hititcesi denilen dilde katas "kiral" Protohitit¢e katte'-
den gecme bir séz olduguna gore > Hiyeroglif Hititlerinin heniiz Protohitit
dili canli iken cok eski bir devirde Anadoluya gelmis olmalar1 icap eder.

Hrozny'nin nesrettigi Kiiltepe metinlerinde Arzaya ve Pala mem-
leketlerini ihtiva eden nispet sozlerinin gecmesi *’, Assur kolonileri dev-
rinde ana hatlariyle Hititler devrindeki cografi taksimatin benzerinin
mevcut oldugunu diisinmemize sebep olmaktadir.

” Landsberger de muaddel ikinci makalesinde (Archiv Orientdlni XVIII 3 1950
S. 325) herhangi bir izaha liizum gérmeksizin koloni devrinde yerli halk olarak Proto-
hitit, Nesit ve Luvit'leri (Hattier, Nesier, Luier) kaydediyor. Boylece Landsberger'in
Nesit'ler ve Luvit'ler lehine Protoluvit nazariyesini artik terk ettigini acaba kabul edebi-
lirmiyiz ?

® Krs. Kiiltepe sahis adi Kukulanum (Hrozny, Inscriptions Cuneiformes du Kiilte-
pe I, 1952, 188, 31) hiyeroglif kaynaklarinda Kukulana (son olarak Laroche adi gecen yerde
S. 56); Kiiltepe sahis adi Tida (Hrozny, ayni yerde 37 A, 1) hiyeroglif kaynaklarinda Tita
veya Tida (Alp, Hitit Hiyeroglif Miihiir ve Kitabelerindeki Bazi Sahis Adlarinin Oku-
nuglart Hakkinda S. 91); "Kapadokya" sahis adi Bala (F. Stephens, Personal
Names of Cappadocia S. 25) hiyeroglif kaynaklarinda Pala (son olarak Laroche aymi
yerde S. 57); Hititler devrinde hiyeroglif ve c¢ivi yazili metinlerde gecen Ifputahiu da
"Kapadokya metinlerinde" ilk defa olarak Hrozny'de adi gecen yerde goriilmektedir.
115,8: Ispu-da-ah~su.

' Alp, son olarak kaydedilen yerde S. 71.

? Hrozny, Inscriptions Hittites Hieroglyphiques I-1I S. 117 ve 185 not 9; fakat
krs. Bossert, Jahrbuch fiir kleinasiatiasche Forschung I11/3 S. 324.

® Aym miiellif, Inscriptions Cuneiformes du Kiiltepe I, 81, 18 : Ar-zu-a-i-6 (Arzupa
Hititler devrindeki Arzawa'mm muhtemelen aynidir); Hrozny, ayni yerde 92, 2 : Pd-la-
ni-G-lim
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Dr. Gurney, kitabinin Hitit devlet ve sosyetesine tahsis ettigi bahsinde
devlet teskilati (memuriyetler) hakkinda kafi maliimat vermiyor. Sosyal
siniflarin en miihimlerinden olan bélu’lar "beyler" ile NAM.RA'lardan
(isgal edilen lilkelerden nakledilip memleketin diger kisimlarina iskdn edilen
ve hiirlerle koleler arasinda bir sinifteskil eden halk) hic bahsetmiyor. Son
olarak anilanlara bu yazinin sahibi uzun bir makale tahsis etmis ve Hitit
devletinin kendilerine tatbik ettigi iskan siyasetinin esaslarini tespit etmisti **.

S. 141 ve devaminda Yazihkaya hakkindaki sahifeler son yillarda
yapilan arastirmalardan ve Laroche'un son olarak andigim makalesinden
sonra genis Ol¢lide tadile muhtactir. Miellifin nesriyati dikkatle takib et-
mediginin diger bir 6rnegi de S. 144'te Yazilikaya No. 28/29'da boga
adamlar1 tarafindan tasinan hiyeroglifin ay oldugunu iddia etmesidir.
Halbuki bu isaretin manasi, tarafimdan Archiv Orientaln? XVIII 1-2 S. 1 ve
devaminda gok olarak tespit edilmis ve bulusum Karatepe buluntulari
ile de teyid edilmisti®.

S.203 Fig.i5/3'te Giiterbock, Siegel aus Bogazkoy Il'den naklen verilen
sag tarafi kirik olan miihiir baskist ayni miiellif tarafindan nesredilen diger
iki fragmandan ve yeni bulunan bir miihiir iizerindeki sahis adi lejan-
dindan istifade edilerek tarafimdan tamamlanmist1®*. Miihiiriin hey'eti
umimiyesi hakkinda eyi bir fikir verdigi ve eserim kendisinde mevcut
oldugu halde Dr. Gurney rekonstriiksiyonumu kitabina almamakta fayda
miildhaza etmistir.

Kitabin son kapak sahifesinde ayni zamanda hafir diye takdim edilen
miellifin Levha 23'te Hitit riton'lar1 diye nesrettigi kaplarin Hitit olmadi-
gim ve hellenistik devre ait olduklarini tanimamasit ¢ok tuhaftir. Bir Hitit
ritonunun nasil gorindiigiinii miiellif, Bossert'in Altanatolien adli el Kki-
tabina bakip kolayca tespit edebilirdi. Cok siikiir miiellif bu hatasini bas-
ki esnasinda S. XIV'deki notta tashih edebilmistir.

Dr. Gurney kompozisyonuna esas olarak son 25 yil icindeki calig-
malarin neticelerini aldigin1 kaydetmesine ragmen eserine ilave ettigi
"Secme Bibliyografya'"sinda bu tarihlerden oldukca gerilere giden ve bugiin
. bizim icin yalniz tarihi bir deger tasiyan eserleri de almayi1 ihmal etmemis-
tir. Kitapta takdim edilen boliimlere bibliyografyanin uydurulmamasi,
miiellife yalniz istedigi eserleri takdim etmek hiirriyetini bahsetmis ise de
muhtelif konularda derinlesmek isteyen okuyucunun imkéanlar1 elinden
alinmis ve bibliyografya vermekten beklenmesi gereken gaye tehakkuk et-
memis oluyor. Bibliyografya'nin seciminde miiellif basar1 gostermemistir.
Kiymetli eserler yaninda ikinci elden hazirlanan nesriyata yer verildigi
halde malzemeyi dogrudan dogruya inceleyerek neticelere varan bazi

* Hitilerde Sosyal Sinif NAM.RA'lar ve Ideogramin Hititce Karsiligi (Belleten
sayr 50 S. 245-270).

* Krs. son olarak Laroche ayni yerde S. 117 not 30.

** Hitit Hiyeroglif Miihiir ve Kitabelerindeki Baz1 Sahis Adlarinin Okunuslar1 Hak-
kinda sekil 123.
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orijinal arastirmalarin bibliyografyaya idhaline Ilizum goriilmedigi esefle
kaydedilebilir. Meseld Hiyerogliflerle ilgili literatiirde Meriggi'nin bugilin
hala istifade edilebilecek bir sozliigii ihtiva eden Die Langsten Bauinschrif-
ten in "Hethitischen" Hieroglyphen (Mitteilungen der Vorderasiatisch-
Aegyptischen Gesellschaft 39/1) ile ayni miiellifin bugiin hala bir anahtar
vazifesini goren Listes des hieroglyphes Hittites adli makaleleri (Revue
Hittite et Asianique fasc. 27, 29) goriilmemektedir. Forrer'in Die hethi-
tische Bilderschrift (Studies in Arcient Oriental Civilization No. 3) adl
eserine de yer verilmemistir. Friedrich'in Entzifferungsgeschichte der
hethitischen Hieroglyphenschrift adli kitabinin arastirmalarin 1939'a kadar
olan kisminin neticeleri hakkinda malumat vermesi bakimindan bibli-
yografyaya alinmasi faydali olurdu. Giiterbock'un Siegel aus Bogazkoy
I-1I adli eseri bibliyografyada gosterildigine gore bu miihiirler lizerindeki
Hiyeroglif yazisi ile yazilmis olan sahis adlarinin ¢6ziimii bakimindan gayri
kabili. ictinap olan Hitit Hiyeroglif Miihiir ve Kitabelerindeki Bazi Sahis
Adlarinin Okunuslar1 Hakkinda adli eserimin verilmesine liizum goril-
memistir.

Kitab1 ilk gézden geciriste dikkatimi c¢eken aksakliklardan bazilarini
burada kaydetmis bulunuyorum. Dr. Gurney'in eseri hakkinda netice
olarak kanaatim sudur : Miitehassis olmayanlar kolay okunusu ile bu
kitaptan pek cok seyler 6greneceklerdir. Fakat meslek adamlarina yeni
olarak fazla birsey Ogretmedigi gibi arastirmalarin bugiinki durumunu da
tamamiyle aksettirmekten uzaktir.



ON THE OCCASION OF A NEW BOOK CONCERNINC;
THE HITTITES

By Prof. Dr. SEDAT ALP
Chairman of the Division of Hittitology

The book about which I am speaking here is written by the British
Hittitologist Dr. Gurney’. Like the other works ofits kind, it is based mainly
on Gotze's book "Kleinasien", as is stated on page n. Nincteen years
have passed since the publication of Gotze's book. If one did not expect
that Gurney's book would fiil the gaps, which have arisen in the course
of researches in the meantime and would bring some new and original
ideas of the author, it would not be necessary to dwell on this book, which
addresses itself to a large public. In the foreword the author presents his
book in the following terms : "I do not daim that the ivork contains much that
is original. Nearly ali the conclusions presented here may be found in the tvritings
of German or French scholars éver the last twenty-five years. Hovoever, no synthesis
of these results has yet been published in the English language, and it may therefore
be hoped that this book may go some may to meet a real need."”

In the f irst chapter the author gives a short history of the excavations
and researches and on page 12, although he praises the favorable condi-
tions created by the Turkish Republican regime for the excavations and
explorations, he unnecessarily condemns the pre-Wold War I Turkish regime
forgetting the facilities shown by the Department of Antiquities, under
the directorship of Hamdi Bey and Halil Edhem Bey, to the foreign
excavators, who worked within the boundaries of the Ottoman Empire.
Then he writes the following : "A most significant fact has been the increasing
part taken by the Turks themselves in ali branches of Hittite Studies under the
guidance of H. G. Giiterbock, Professéor of Hittitology al Ankara University from
*935 " *94~> “d H. T. Bossert, Director of the Department of Near FEastern
Studies at the University of istanbul.”

Although, at the first sight, one would think that the works of the
Turks are appreciated in these lines, in reality an attempt is made to
degrade the Hittite Studies of the Turks to non-independent works and to
reduce their value. The author goes even so far as to apply this to every
branch of Hittite Studies and falls into the error of placing Prof. E. Akur-
gal's archaeological researches, which are based on a sound education in

" 0. R. Gurney, The Hittites, A summary of the art, achievements, and social or-
ganization of a great people of Asia Minor during the second millenium B. C, as disco-
vered by modern excavations. A Pelican Book, Penguin Books Ltd., Harmondsworth,
Middlesex, Melbourne-London-Baltimore, 1952, XV+240pp.,32 Plates, 19 Figures; 3/6s.
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classical archaeology and on style critic in art, under the guidance of
Guterbock, who is a philologist. But we know the opinion of the speci-
alists about these works. Prof. Albright, the great American scholar, who
is unrivaled in his knowledge and penetration on innumerable subjects
of the ancient Near Eastern cultures, in considering these works of E. Akur-
gal did not hesitate to designate him as the eminent archaeologist of the
University of Ankara? Does Dr. Gurney fal to appreciate to this extent?
| have never thought of diminishing the services of Professdor Guterbock
in the University of Ankara. The publication of cuneiform texts, in the
preparation of which | did not participate, was made under the guidance
of Guterbock, as is stated in the forevvords of the respective volumes. Even
the works of our colleagues, who have conducted excavations at Kiltepe
on behalf of the Turkish Historical Society, were influenced and helped,
in their own fields, to a large extent by him, after their teacher von der
Osten, who taught in Ankara for only three years, left the University of
Ankara in 1939. But vvhen one talks of the Hittite Studies of the Turks,
naturally at first sight my Studies come to mind, as a Hittitologist. | assure
Dr. Gurney, that every single one of my Studies is an independent
research work and none of them was prepared under the guidance of Prof.
Guterbock. Whenever | made use of an idea of Glterbock in my Studies,
like every truth-loving scholar, | did not neglect to mention his name. If
Dr. Gurney has wanted to pay tribute to Professdr Guterbock, he could
easily have found other opportunities to do so. Since his promising doctorate
thesis in 1940 Dr. Gurney has not published much of significance in the
field of Hittitology and, as it will be shovwwn below with examples, he has
not carefully follovwved the publications. Thus it is possible that he is mista-
ken in his statement or that h e h a s not paid much attention to his phraseo-
logy: Indeed, in his article in the Liverpool Annals of Archaeology and
Anthropology vol. XXVIII, p. 45, he has vvritten the title of my doctorate
thesis in a changed form.  The sub-title of Gurney's present book, vvhich 1
have fully recorded infootnote 1, givesthe impression, that his book is based
only on the results of excavations. But he is also aware of the monuments,
on the surface, found at different times by different explorers and he gives
information to the reader about some of these monuments.

After | have made this statement, | hope that Dr. Gurney will publish
a correction of his opinion. If he does not do this, he wvill, as a man of good
will, have to prove that my Studies vvere made under the guidance of
Guterbock.

In the chapter on the "Outline of History" the author states in page
19 that there are a few names, vvhich can be interpreted as Indo-European,
among the many non-Assyrian names in the "Cappadocian" texts, but
he telis us nothing about the presence of the Hittites in this period in Ana-
2 Bulletin of the American Schools of Oriental Research, No. 121 p. 24.
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tolia. Inthe periodical Belleten No. 50, April 1949, p. 269 ff. and in the Ger-
man copy of the samearticle injahrbuch fiir kleinasiatische Forschung 1J2
(delivered at the beginning of 1949 and published in November 1950),
p. 125 fi, I had shown, by an analysis of some names belonging to the
indigenous population of Anatolia in these texts, that the Hittites were al-
ready present in Anatolia at the time of the Assyrian Gommercial Colo-
nies. K. Bittel formerly held that Pithana and Anitta, kings of Kus#ar,
were very probably Protohittite kings and leaving Open the question as to
whether the Hittites were present or not, he did not think that they had
a political role at the beginning of the second millenium B. C. °
The same author now, in his article Hethiter und Proto-Hattier
(Historia I1/2 1950, p. 267 ff.), evaluating the archaeological data thorougly,
comes to the conclusion that the Hittites existed at the time of the
Assyrian Commercial Golonies in Anatolia and that the above mentioned
kings were Hittite kings. Bittel now dates the Hittite immigration be-
tween 2200 and 2000 B. C. The attempt of Bittel to find the criteria to sepa-
rate the Protohittite and the Hittite material from each other is to be wel-
comed. Bittel correctly indicates the difficulties presented by the archae-
ological material in contrast to the clearness of the authentic historical
documents and expresses his view in a cautious manner. Professor Bittel,
who knows Turkish and who is known to follow the Turkish publications
very carefully, apparently did not read my article published in 1949, for
he states that the opinion is generally held that the Hittites are not to
be found even in traces in the Old Assyrian Texts of Cappadocia, but
that according to recent news he has received this opinion is not quite
justified *. Bittel prefers not to mention the source of this news. Profes-
sor Dr. Muzaffer Senyiirek, chairman ofthe division of Palaeoanthropo-
logy in the University of Ankara, who has studied the skulls from Kiiltepe,
has also confirmed my conclusion from the vievvpoint of Anthropology
(Belleten, No. 60, 1951, pp. 609-610) °. Dr. Gurney does not seem to be

* K. Bittel, Die Kleinfunde von Bogazkdy S. 61 ff (60. VVissenschaftliche Verdf-
fentlichiing der Deutschen Orient-Gesellschaft 1937).

* Bittel writes on page 271 the following : "Es lag daher nahe, diese Urkunden, die ihrem
£fweck entsprechend kf&gfig FEinheimische, das heisst Kleinasiaten, und Fremde, das heisst Assyrer,
in ihren durch den Handel bedingten uiechselseitigen Beziehungen bieten, daraufhin zu iberpriifen,
ob sich in Ihnen etwa Anhaltspunkte dafiir fdnden, dass zu Beginn des 2. Jahrtausends, also vor den
eigenen hethitischen Chiellen, das indogermanisch-hethitische Element, uienn auch in Spuren Jassbar
sei. Man glaiibt das ziemlich allgemein verneinen zu konnen, und halt dafiir, dass man sich in einer Z7*
bejinde, die indogermanische Hethiter in diesem Teile Anatoliens noch nicht kennt. Einer kiirzlichen
Mitteilung entnehme ich jedoch, dass neue Textinterpretationen vorldgen, die diese Verneinung nicht
ganz rechtfertigen, die es vielmehr nahelegten, dieses Element doch schon im Gebiet des Halys uienigs-
tens in Ansdtzen in den ersten beiden Jahrhunderten des 2. Jahrtausends anzunehmen. Die Entschei-
dung dariiber muss den zustindigen Fachleuten iiberlassen bleiben."

> Although my article came out in April, 1949, in Belleten, Tahsin 6zgii¢ in his
report ofthe excavation of Kiiltepe, season 1948, published by him in 1950, does not express
any clear opinion about this important problem. He also possessed the data, which was
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aware of this situation. Landsberger in Archiv Orientalni XVIII 1-2,
1950, p. 341, footnote 67, states, that the attempts made by Bossert to find
Nesian names in the texts belonging to that time are not methodical. He
too apparently had not read my article, as he claimed that Nesian names
wvere not to be expected inthose texts’. According to this paper of Lands-
berger he will not be the source of the news received by Bittel ". it will
be a great indulgence, if the great scholar Landsberger admits that he is
mistaken on this point. Today it is no longer easy to claim that the names
like Araya®, Asula?® Hajtali ®, Istalkian 1, Kuna 2, Siuanala 18, Siyadmi 14,

used by Bittel, from which the latter author drew conclusions. In my opinion the resear-
ches at Kiiltepe can be placed on a sound footing, only by making Studies in this direction.

® Landsberger speaks in the following terms : "Nesische Personennamen sind nicht nach-
gevoiesen,; die Versuche Bosserts, sie zu finden (Asia, passim), nicht metodisch; aber solche PN
waren selbst dami nicht zu eruiarten, wenn die gesamte Bevilkerung nesisch gemesen wdre (mit Goetze
AJA42, 185, 1938)." Although Landsberger states that he is of the same opinion vvith
Goetze, in the publication mentioned, Goetze did not express the view that Nesian
personal names are not to be expected in the "Cappadocian" texts. He only said that
"none ofthe Hittite kings down to 1200 bore an Indo-European name".

Although Emin Bilgi¢, in his study Die Ortsnamen der "kappadokischen" Urkunden
im Rahmen der alten Sprachen Anatoliens (Archiv fiir Orientforschung XV, set up in
1948, published in 1952) hints of a Hittite infiltration, Landsberger, in the same note,
makes even this vievvpoint doubtful by the follovving statement : "Das Gros der Namen
gehort zu einer zu rekonstruierenden Sprache an, "Protoluisch” bei Bilgic, AfO 15, Kap. "Die
Benennung der beiden Sprachgruppen”; viele protoluische Elemente haben sich im Nesichen erhalten;
umgekehrt miissen aber aile indogermanischen Elemente, die sich im Protoluisihen finden, nicht als
nesisch in Anspruch genommen werden."

The view of Landsberger that the thematic vowels in the personal names belonging to
the indigenous population, showing the transition to the Nesian scheme of Language, are
very limited exceptions, is, as can be seen in my above mentioned article, no longer valid.
I believe that researches can be further extended in this direction. Now Emin Bilgi¢ also
accepts the share of the Hittites among the names of the indigenous population. He takes
up the problem again in an article, which is now being printed in Belleten.

7 Otten one year after the publication of the German copy of my aricle in Mitteilun-
gen der Deutschen Orient-Gesellschaft No. 83 November 1951 p. 44 expresses the opinion
that the language of the text of Anitta contains old elements and thus must be authentic
and, basing his judgement on the authenticity of Anitta text and on the limited material
(ishindi, i3palaiu) given by Landsberger, he comes to the conclusion that the Hittites were
settled at the time of Assyrian Commercial Colonies in Anatolia. He also suggests that
the Hittites founded states in that period.

* F. Stephens, Personal names of Cappadocia 1928 p. 15. it is identical vvith the
Hititte word arapa- "free".

’ See Alp, loc. cit. p.125. it is formed of Hittite afu- "good" + Protohittite suffix -u/+
Hittite thematic vowel -a.

""See Alp. loc. cit. footnote 120. Hittite hastalijalar "heroism" is derived from
hastali-.

" See Alp, loc. cit. p. 126 footnote 122. it is derived from Hittite Utalkijfl- "make even".

" identical with the Hittite kunna- "right".

" See Alp, loc. cit. p. 125. it is formed of Hittite #iuana- "god" + Protohittite
suffix -al-\-Hittite thematic vowel -a.

" See Alp, loc. cit. p.126. it is formed of Hittite ¥iga- “god” 4 -Fmi "your" or "their".
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Supilapra 15, Supililia ' are not Nesian. Since the name Siuasmi contains
a Nesian pronominal element, there is no doubt that Nesian was spoken
at that period in Anatolia. The fact that the name of the cuneiform Hit-
tite language in the Hittite texts is derived from the town of Nesa, indi-
cates that the first Hittite majority in Central Anatolia was formed in this
town. According to the Hittite name of the god Siugmi 1% of this town
also, occuring in the text of Anitta, and which is identical with the per-

sonal name Stwasmi, the Hittite population was strong in this town at the

time of Assyrian Commercial Colonies '*. The treatment of the peoplc

of Nesa, according to the same text, like fathers and mothers by Pithana
and the warm interest his son Anitta shovved towards them by setting up
temples to the Hittite god of the city, to other gods and by establishing
a zoological garden, makes it also very probable that these were Hit-
tite kings and that the Hittites were in a position at that time to found
states in Anatolia. Besides, from the name of the town Supﬂuiia, mentioned
above, also the conclusion may be drawn that the Hittites had establishcd
a majority to enable them to give to the geographical places names formed
of their own language. The great French Hittitologist E. Laroche, who
through his important publications has given a new impetus to the re-
searches in the field of Hittitology writes, in his book Receuil d'Onomas-

" Eisser-Lewy, Mitteilungen der  Vorderasiatisch-Aegyptischen Gesellschaft
XXXIII 167,1. it is formed of Hittite dupi "dean”+ lapra "hare"(?). lapra is probably the
earlier form of the Hittite *lapar (?) (Latin lepus, leporis), the proposition of which was
considered for the first time by me in Zur Lesung von manchen Personennamen auf den
hieroglyphenhethitischen Siegeln und Inschriften, Ankara 1950, p. 34. it was rejected by
Friedrich in Bibliotheca Orientalis VIII 1951 p. 91 and supported by Bossert in Jahrbuch
fiir kleinasiatische Forschung I 278, Il/a 186 ff. The last mentioned author making use
of Karatepe texts concluded that the Hieroglyphic Hittite word for hare is to be read
dapa(ra)-.

' Name of a town in F. Stephens, Old Assyrian Letters and Business Documents
215 : 10 (Babylonian Inscriptions in the collection of James Nies VI 1944). This name,
from which is derived the name of the king Suppiluliuma or Suppiluliyama is also known
in the Hittite period as the name of a river and of a town. See Laroche, Recherches sur
les noms des dieux Hittites p. 77 and the same author in Receuil d'Onomastique Hittite
p. 82 footnote 15.

7 Other forms: Siuummi, Siunasummi,

" As is understood from his note, if Landsberger were sure of the authenticity of
the text of Anitta, he too would incline toward this idea. Since the "Cappadocian" per-
sonal name Sipa¥mi is identical with the name of the god Siﬁmf, as | stated in my pre-
vious article, there is no doubt that this god existed in that period. The name of the god
Siu¥mi is, from the viewpoint of formation, no more isolated in Bogazkdy sources. Besides,
DSisummi- (Keilschrifturkunden aus Boghazkoi XI1 63 Rs. 13, its earlier form is probably
BSiusummi-) and PLAMA-a¥mi- (Keilschrifturkunden aus Boghazkéi XX 24 IV 9)
or BI(nyraémi- (Bo 2372 III 26, 33) are attested. For the last mentioned god see
Otten, Journal of Cumeiform Studies IV 124 ff and Anneclies Kammenhuber in her
article Hethitisch innarauifatar, (LHKALA-tar und Vervvandtes p.27 and 41 (Miinchner
Studien zur Sprachwissenschaft, Arbeiten des Sprachwissenschafdichen Seminars der
Universitdit Miinchen, Heft 3, Miinchen 1953).
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tique Hittite (1952), p. 116, the following lines: "Contre Vopinion de B. Lands-
berger (AOr. 18.1.341 n. 67) S. Alp (J.f. ki. Fo. 1125) affirme la presence
des Nesites en Cappadoce des l'epogue des colonies assyriennes. Il a certainement
raison; d cote des noms protohittites, louvites ou protolouvites (?), les discussions
institue'es au chapitre precedent et les nombreux rapprochements possibles entre
noms cappadociens et noms hittites (cf. le catalogue et supra) suffisent a etablir
l'existence de Hittites a Kanes.”

it will be the task of future researches to determine the condensity
of the Protohittite, Hittite, Luwian " and other elements in Anatolia at
the period of Assyrian Colonies. According to other philological elements
also, which I did not treat here, we can say even now that the share of the
Hittites was not small. If one compares the geographical and personal
names treated by Emin Bilgic in his above mentioned paper with those
of Bogazkdy, one will see that the ethnical situation in Anatolia in the
Hittite period was not much changed, other than that the Protohittite
speaking people were no more there, as this language was dead.

There are not only relations between the personal names belonging
to the indigenous population in the "Cappadocian" texts and the perso-
nal names occuring in the cuneiform Hittite sources but also with the per-
sonal names in Hieroglyphic script *°. But I do not claim that this may
serve as an indication that the Hierogyphs were already known in the
time of the Assyrian Colonies. With Laroche (Le Pantheon de Yazihkaya,
Journal of Cuneiform Studies, VI, 119, footnote 38) 1 am of the opinion
that vvith the Hieroglyphic script were written names belonging to different
languages. I have already stated that the Hieroglyph of the Storm-god
was used for the names of the Storm-gods of different ethnical groups '.
But as to whether texts of other languages beside the language called "Hie-
roglyphic Hittite" were vvritten in this script our knowledge is not yet suf-
ficient to decide.

Since the Hieroglyphic Hittite word katas "king" is borrowed from the

" Landsberger in his second revised article (Archiv Orientalni XVIII 3 1950 p.
325) mentions, without comment, as indigenous population in Anatolia in the period of
the Assyrian Colonies the Hattians, the Nesians and the Luwians. May we therefore con-
clude that he has given up his Protolmvian hypothesis in favour of Nesians and Luvvians?

* Cf. the personal name of Kiiltepe Kukulanum (Hrozny, Inscriptions Cuneiformes

du Kultep6 I, 1952, 188, 31) with the Hieroglyphic name Kukulana (at last Laroche, op. cit.
p. 56); Tida of Kiltepe (Hrozny, op. cit. 37 A, 1) with the Hieroglyphic Tita or Tida
(Alp, Zur Lesung von manchen Personennamen auf den hieroglyphenhethitischen Sie-
geln und Inschriften p. 42); the "Cappadocian" personal name Bala (F. Stepheris,
Personal names of Cappadocia p. 25) wvith the Hieroglyphic Pala (at last Laroche, op.
cit. p. 57). The personal name [Sputahsu occuring in Hieroglyphic and Cuneiform cha-
racters in the Hittite period is also attested for the first time in the "Cappadocian"
texts in Hrozny, op. cit. 115, 8: I§-pu-da-ah-3u.

21

Alp, op. cit. p. 15.
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Proto-Hittite katte”?, the Hieroglyphic Hittites must also have come to
Anatolia at a very early period, at a period when the Protohittite language
was stili alive.

The occurence of the gentilics containing the names of the countries
Arzaua and Pala in the Kiiltepe texts published by Hrozny recently
leads us to think that in the time of Assyrian Colonies the geographic divi-
sion of Anatolia in general was similar to that of the Hittite period.

In the chapter devoted to the Hittite State and Society Dr. Gurney
does not give us enough information about the organization of the State
and the functionaries. He telis us nothing about the very important social
classes of belus "lords" and NAM. RA (people deported from enemy ter-
ritory and settled in other parts of the country, forming a class between
the free citizens and slaves). To the last mentioned class the author of the
present paper has devoted a long article and has established the outlines
of the policy of settlement applied to theni by the Hittite State’.

The pages of Gurney's book regiarding Yazilikaya (p. 141 ff.) already
need to be revised in a large measure because of the researches made in
recent years and specially because of the important article of Laroche I
cited above. Another example that the author does not follow the pub-
lications carefully is given on p. 144, when Gurney claims that the Hierog-
lyph held by the "Bull men" in Yazilikaya No. 28/29 expresses the moon.
The meaning of that sign was fixed by me as "sky" in Archiv Orientilni
XVIII, 1-2, p. 1 ff and has been confirmed by the inscriptions of Karatepe®’.

The seal impression given by Gurney on p. 203 fig. 15/3, which is
taken from Giiterbock, Siegel aus Bogazkoy II, and the right part of which
was broken, was reconstructed by me by using the two other fragments
published by the same author and the legend of a personal name on a
seal found recently in Bogazkdy’*. Although my reconstruction gives a
good idea about the whole of the seal and while Gurney possesses
my work, he has apparently considered it worthwhile not to utilize my
reconstruction.

it is very strange that the author, who is presented also as an excava-
tor on the back cover of the book, has not recognised that the rhytons
published by him on Pl. 23 are not Hittite but Hellenistic. At a glimpse
at Bossert's handbook "AltanatoHen,, he could easily have seen what the

22

Hrozny, inscriptions Hittites Hieroglyphiques I-II p. 117 and 185 footnote 9;
but cf. Bossert, Jahrbuch fiir kleinasiatische Forschung I1I/3 S. 324.

¥ Hrozny, inscriptions Cuneiformes du Kul tepe 1, 81, 18: Ar-zu-a-i-ii (Arzuya is
probably identical with Arzaya of the Hittite period); Hrozny, loc. cit. 92, 2: Pd-la-ni-ii-tim.

* Die soziale Klasse der NAM. RA - Leute und ihre hethitische Bezeichnung (Jahr-
buch fiir kleinasiatische Forschung I/2 p. 113-135).

® Cf at last Laroche, loc. cit. 117 footnote 30.

* Zur Lesung von manchen Personennamen auf den hieroglyphenhethitischen Siegeln
und Inschriften figlire 123.
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Hittite rhytons look like. It is fortunate for him that he could correct his
mistake during the proofreading, in the note on p. XIV.

Although Dr. Gurney telis us that he has used the conclusions drawn
by different authors in the last 25 years for his composition, he has stili
not neglected to include works in his "Select Bibliography', which go back
to much earlier dates and have only a historical value for us. The fact
that the bibliography is not fitted to the chapters of the book, has given
to the author the liberty to mention only the works he vvanted, but the
facilities for the reader, who wants to develop his knowledge in different
subjects, is denied to him and thus the purpose of giving a bibliography
has not been achieved. The author is not successful in his selection of the
bibliography. it may be stated with regret that while publications pre-
pared from second hand sources are included among the valuable works,
some researches based directly on the material and which lead to original
conclusions, have not been considered useful by the author to be incor-
porated in his bibliography. In the literatiire concerning the Hieroglyphs,
for example, we do not see the book of Meriggi, Die Langsten Bauin-
schriften in "Hethitischen" Hieroglyphen (Mitteilungen der Vordera-
siatisch-Aegyptischen Gesellschaft 39/1), which contains stili a very use-
ful glossary. The articles "Listes des hieroglyphes Hittites" by the same
author (Revue Hittite et Asianique fasc. 27, 29), which are to be used
as a key, are also omitted. He does not mention Forrer's Hethitische Bil-
derschrift (Studies in Ancient Oriental Civilizations No. 3) either. The
inclusion of Friedrich's Entzifferungsgeschichte der hethitischen Hierog-
lyphenschrift would also have been useful, as this work gives an account
of the researches until 1939. Whereas Giliterbock's books Siegel aus Bogaz-
koy I-1I are listed in the bibliography, my work "Zur Lesung von manchen
Personennamen aufden hieroglyphenhethitischen Siegeln und Inschriften”,
which is indispensable for those who are interested in the decipherment of
the names on these seals, has apparently not been considered necessary
by the author to be included in his bibliography.

In the preceding pages I have mentioned some of the shortcomings
of Gurney's book whieh came to my attention at my first reading. In
conclusion, my opinion about Dr. Gurney's book is as follows: The layman
will learn a lot from this book, vvhich is easy to read. But it does not teach
much that is new to the specialists and is also far from reflecting
completely the present status of the researches made.



