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Abstract

his article scrutinizes the cultural heritage regimes pertaining to the Hittite Empire within

the Turkish context, with a specific emphasis on archival records, media narratives, and
significant political figures. Drawing upon the concept of cultural heritage regimes, this paper
argues that the Hittite cultural heritage played a pivotal role in crafting the self-understanding of
the emergent Turkish Republic. The focus lies on the strategic appropriation of Hittite symbols
by the Republic to foster a palpable connection with an ancient past that thrived within the
geographical bounds of contemporary Turkey. This connection aimed to kindle a sense of unity
and shared origins among Turkish citizens. In a significant shift, the twenty-first century exhibits
a noticeable change in priorities where the media discourse primarily accentuates the economic
potential of Hittite cultural artifacts, largely in the context of heritage tourism. Coupled with
this economic and touristic orientation is a deliberate endeavor to redefine Turkey’s image. By
strategically projecting Turkey’s historical depth, the aim is to catalyze heritage tourism and move
beyond the country’s mere representation as a natural “paradise” known for its stereotypical trio
of sun, sand, and sea. This shift exemplifies a metamorphosis of cultural heritage regimes, where
the anticipated fiscal returns from heritage tourism begin to steer the narrative, simultaneously
highlighting the economic dividends of cultural preservation and catalyzing a redefinition of
Turkey’s global image.
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Introduction

The cultural heritage regime concept reveals the multifaceted interactions between cultural
heritage, communal self-understanding, and state administration mechanisms.? These systems
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underscore the strategic utilization of tangible and intangible cultural assets, not merely for pres-
ervation but also to foster a symbiotic relationship between the inhabitants and their geographi-
cal milieu. Recognizing this paradigm mandates an understanding that past, present, and future
are inextricably linked, continually generating unique self-understandings, memories, and spaces
driven by practical needs, ambition, and political agency.® This perspective underscores the po-
tential of cultural artifacts as dynamic resources, subject to usage, management, distribution, and
consumption within emerging modalities of heritage regimes. This spans across the spheres of
cultural property and heritage, inclusive of the politics of recognition, extensive heritage tour-
ism, socioeconomic advancements, and the utilization as a tool of governance.? Additionally, this
strategy had significant economic ramifications as culture can often be leveraged to stimulate
economic growth, fueling it via heritage tourism and the establishment of heritage industries.®

Material culture, represented by artifacts from ancient empires, could be pivotal in defining
communal self-understanding and reinforcing communal boundaries.® These physical objects can
serve as visible evidence of a shared ancient lineage, assisting in the creation of new symbolic
values and aesthetic paradigms.” Stuart Hall’s perspective offers a complement to the concept of
cultural heritage regimes, emphasizing heritage in bridging connections between individuals with-
in a political and territorial entity. According to Hall (1999), cultural heritage artifacts can serve as
physical manifestations of abstract elements, thereby constructing an imagined community.8

In this scholarly endeavor, the primary objective is to elucidate the resonance of the Hittite
Empire’s cultural heritage within contemporary Turkey, contextualized through the lens of cul-
tural heritage regimes. To this end, this article is structured into three distinct yet interconnected
sections.

The initial segment delves into the narrative of the Hittite Museum’s inception during the
nascent stages of the Republic, a critical juncture punctuated by fervent cultural activities. This
exploration seeks to contextualize the inception and evolution of the museum within the broader so-
cio-political landscape, spotlighting the Republic’s strategic use of Hittite relics to bolster a nascent
communal consciousness. Proceeding to the subsequent section, the discussion extends to an in-
depth analysis of the symbols of the Hittite Empire, particularly their appropriation during the initial
half-century of the Republican era. This examination, grounded in a review of Turkish Republican
Archives, investigates the motivations underpinning the Republic’s fascination with Hittite cultural
heritage. This segment serves to decode the Republic’s strategic use of Hittite symbols.
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The final section of'this article shifts its focus to the media discourse surrounding the cultural
heritage of the Hittite Empire. The selection of media narratives is strategically anchored in their
capability to capture the discursive shifts within cultural heritage regimes. As Bendix, Eggert, and
Peselmann elucidate, the discourse in the twenty-first century surrounding cultural heritage has
progressively evolved from a state-centric paradigm to a dialogical space increasingly informed
by a myriad of stakeholders, which include international organizations, media, and various non-
state entities.® This shift reflects the concept of “governance” in contemporary cultural heritage
regimes, where heritage norms and policies are no longer exclusively shaped by states. Instead,
they are crafted in a complex matrix of international, multi-stakeholder deliberations, resulting
in a layered network of regulations that blur national boundaries.'® This transformative approach
acknowledges the potential of media narratives, among others, to encapsulate and disseminate
shifts in heritage strategies, thus influencing the formation of new heritage regimes.

This investigation recognizes the influential role of Turkish Minister Ertugrul Giinay’s
(born 1948) statements regarding heritage regimes in the twenty-first century, as they provide a
crucial insight into the state’s approach during this period. Additionally, the study purposefully
incorporates governmental documents dating from the early Republican era as well as local media
narratives related to the repatriation of the Bogazkdy Sphinx, a notable stone artifact from the
Hittite civilization." Despite the different natures of these sources, their joint analysis allows for
a comprehensive, longitudinal study of the transformation in cultural heritage regimes from the
Early Republican period to contemporary times. These narratives serve as barometers, gauging
the shifts in discourse and revealing the increasing emphasis on the economic potential of cultural
heritage, especially within the sphere of heritage tourism. To afford a more incisive analysis, the
examination concentrates on a singular case study, which is known as the Bogazkdy restitution
case, an enduring diplomatic negotiation between Germany and Turkey spanning from 1906 until
the repatriation of the Bogazkdy Sphinx to Turkey in 2011. By examining media coverage con-
cerning the return of the Bogazkdy Sphinx, the study aims to unveil shifts in cultural heritage
regimes within Turkey, thus presenting a comprehensive panorama of how cultural heritage prac-
tices have evolved over the course of a century.

Anatolia Reimagined:
The Resurgence of Hittite Heritage in Modern Turkey

From the genesis of the first systematic excavations at Bogazkdy, conducted by the ar-
chaeologists Hugo Winckler (1863—-1913) and Theodore Makridi Bey (1872—1940) in 1906, over
10,000 cuneiform tablets and two sphinxes were unearthed, offering an extensive insight into
the Hittite Empire’s history.'? In the chronicles of archaeological collaboration, the cooperation
between German and Turkish scholars at the Bogazkdy site, which intensified following the es-
tablishment of the Turkish Republic in 1923, stands as a prominent example. The German ar-
chaeologist Kurt Bittel (1907-1991) was closely associated with these excavations. From 1931 to
1939 and again from 1952 to 1977, Bittel led 35 excavation campaigns and at a young age of 24,
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he was appointed to lead these excavations, intended as control and exploratory missions follow-
ing the research of Hugo Winckler and Theodor Makridi Bey."® Furthermore, Bittel served as the
Director of the Istanbul branch of the German Archaeological Institute from 1938 until 1942 and
as a lecturer at Istanbul University, thereby establishing close ties with Turkish scholars, such as
Arif Miifid Mansel (1905-1975).14

The dynamic of collaboration transcended beyond the tactile realm of excavation, inter-
twining itself within diplomatic circles. Notably, the Turkish scholar Veysel Donbaz (born 1939)
initiated discussions with German scholars in 1987 pertaining to the restitution of artifacts un-
earthed at Bogazkoy. Donbaz’s research findings illuminate the profound and historically em-
bedded collaborative exchange, signified by correspondence between German scholars Otto von
Falke (1862-1942) and Walter Andrae (1875—-1956), and their Turkish counterparts, Halil Edhem
Eldem (1861-1938) and Aziz Ogan (1888-1956).'® Furthermore, a substantial cohort of Turkish
scholars including archaeologists such as Ekrem Akurgal (1911-2002) and Sedat Alp (1913—
2006) underwent academic tutelage in Germany, thereby pointing towards an institutionalized
model of partnership.'®

Having established the modern scholarly collaborations, it is pertinent to delve into the
historical context of the Hittite civilization. Albeit the precise antecedents of the Indo-European
speaking populace remain indistinct, contemporary texts corroborate the existence of Indo-Euro-
pean linguistic groups, inclusive of the Hittites in Central Anatolia ca. 1900 BCE." Subsequent
estimations propose the inception of the Hittite Empire around the seventeenth-century BCE with
the establishment of the city of Hattusha, its collapse estimated to have occurred during the early
twelfth-century BCE.'™ The historically monumental Treaty of Qadesh, colloquially referred to
as the Eternal Treaty and distinguished as the earliest extant peace agreement, was formalized in
1259 BCE." This underscores the Hittites” historical significance in diplomatic conduct and glob-
al relations. Furthermore, a definitive attribute of the Hittite Empire was the polytheistic construct
of their religious observances.2°

Amidst the crucial years leading up to the inception of the Turkish Republic in 1923, an
intrigue with the Hittite Empire’s cultural heritage made its way into the spotlight, notably pre-
dating the formal declaration of the Republic. This curiosity was synchronous with the establish-
ment of Ankara’s initial museum in 1921. This pioneering venture was spearheaded by Miibarek
Galib Bey (1871-1938), the incumbent Director for the Department of Culture at the time.2' In
1921, the inaugural museum in Ankara was planned within the castle bastion known as Akkale.22

13 Christoph Bittel and Andrea Brauning, “Zur Erinnerung an Kurt Bittel, den Ausgrdber von Hattuscha,” Schwibische
Heimat 58, no. 4 (2007): 425-29.

14 Bittel and Bréuning, “Zur Erinnerung,” 427-28.

15 Donbaz, Bin Kral, 477.

16 James F. Goode, Negotiating for the Past: Archaeology, Nationalism, and Diplomacy in the Middle East, 1919—1941
(Austin: University of Texas Press, 2007), 52.

17 Horst Klengel, “History of the Hittites,” in Insights into Hittite History and Archaeology, ed. Hermann Genz and
Dirk Paul Mielke, Colloquia Antiqua 2 (Leuven: Peeters, 2011), 31-46.

18 Klengel, History of the Hittites, 31.

19 Trevor Bryce, Warriors of Anatolia: A Concise History of the Hittites (London: 1. B. Tauris, 2019).

20 Caroline Zimmer-Vorhaus, “Hittite Temples: Palaces of the Gods,” in Insights into Hittite History and Archaeology,
ed. Hermann Genz and Dirk Paul Mielke, Colloquia Antiqua 2 (Leuven: Peeters, 2011), 195-218.

21 Alper Bakici, “Cumhuriyet Donemi (1930-1940) Kiiltiir Politikalarinin Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesine Olan Et-
kisi,” Asbider:Akademi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi 8, no. 22 (2021): 147-66.

22 Serap Buyurgan, “Yasayan ve Yasatan Miize,” Yaratict Drama Dergisi 12, no. 2 (2017): 127-36.



Beyond Sun, Sand, and Sea: The Role of Hittite Heritage in the Transformation of Turkey’s Cultural Heritage Regimes
Gokay Kanmazalp 29

Subsequent to the adoption of the founder of Republic Mustafa Kemal [Atatiirk]’s (1881-1938)
proposal to establish a Hittite Museum in the city center, coupled with the influx of additional
Hittite artifacts from various regions, the exigency for a museum structure characterized by sub-
stantial spatial capacity became apparent.2®> Mustafa Kemal [Atatiirk] entrusted the responsibility
of establishing a Directorate of Antiquities within the Ministry of Education to the inaugural gov-
ernment that assumed office on 9 May 1920.24 Subsequently, endeavors were initiated to establish
a dedicated Hittite Museum, encompassing the systematic collection and preservation of ancient
artifacts.?® In alignment with the museum’s launch, Hittite artifacts previously safeguarded in
Istanbul were transferred to this new establishment.?® The increasing influx of Hittite artifacts
from diverse regions across Ankara accentuated the need for an expansive museum facility. This
ultimately led to the decision to repurpose the Ottoman era structures, Mahmut Pasa Bedesteni
and the adjacent Kursunlu Han in Ankara.?”

The realization of this endeavor uniquely established Ankara as the sole custodian of the
world’s preeminent repository of Hittite artifacts. While the museum was not formally designated
as the Hittite Museum, it acquired this colloquial name owing to its comprehensive assemblage
and presentation of Hittite antiquities in a unified manner.2® The archival record authored on 3
May 1939 by the former Turkish Minister of Education, Hasan Ali Yiicel (1897-1961), explicitly
refers to the museum as the “Eti Museum,” indicating that despite lacking formal recognition, the
institution was commonly referred to by this name, even within official documentation.?® Note-
worthy was the museum’s idiosyncratic arrangement of exhibits, which did not adhere strictly to
the chronological unfolding of Hittite history, but rather presented a mixed display of artifacts
from both the Early and Late Hittite periods.3°

As per an article from the Deutsche Alligemeine Zeitung dated 12 September 1934, a French
translation of which was dispatched by the Turkish Ambassador in Berlin to the Turkish Ministry
of Foreign Affairs, the Turkish Ministry of Education was reported to have initiated an endeavor
regarding cultural heritage.®' In the paper’s representation, the Ministry approached global muse-
ums with prehistoric collections, seeking to enhance its assembly of Hittite artifacts discovered
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in Anatolia through artifact exchange programs.3? This action, as the newspaper frames it, un-
derlines Turkey’s commitment to creating a dedicated Hittite Museum in Ankara.3® According
to the article, this museum would house an extensive array of Hittite relics, effectively crafting a
comprehensive narrative of the Hittite civilization.34

Deutsche Allgemeine Zeitung further presents this project as holding significant national
resonance for Turkey, stating that it was not merely an academic endeavor but one rooted in the
country’s ancestral history. The article asserts that the latest research established a direct linecage
between the Turkish people and the ancient Hittites, presenting the museum’s establishment as a
symbol of this ancestral connection.3® This archival document frames the planned Hittite Museum
as both an act of cultural preservation and a reinforcement of Turkey’s historical lineage, thereby
offering insights into the publication’s interpretation of the dynamic intersection of cultural heri-
tage and scholarly investigation.3®

The intrinsic sociopolitical purpose embedded within the bestowed archaeological heri-
tage to the emerging Turkish Republic can be identified, aimed at cultivating a unified collec-
tive self-understanding.3” This goal was intrinsically tied to fostering an inclusive imagination
of cultural heritage in Anatolia, encompassing ancient Anatolian civilizations and reinforcing a
multifaceted nature of the shared legacy.®® The cultural heritage of the Hittite Empire assumed
an invaluable role as the precursor to the contemporary inhabitants of the newly established re-
public during the 1930s. This assertion was predicated upon the strategic intention to establish
an indelible linkage between the newly minted Turkish Republic’s populace and Anatolia, their
claimed indigenous homeland.3® The aim was to trace the cultural lineage of Turkish people back
to the Sumerians and Hittites, thereby directly linking modern Turkey with the robust heritage of
the Hittites. This conceptual framework, integrating ancient Anatolian civilizations with contem-
porary society, aimed to bond the inhabitants of the newly established Republic with Anatolia as
their homeland, following the six-century dominion of the Ottoman Empire over regions includ-
ing the Balkans and Near East.4°

Hittite Sun-Disk: Embracing Hittite Symbols in Modern Turkey

The nascent Republic of Turkey frequently seized upon the iconic insignia of the Hit-
tite Empire as tangible manifestations of its historical legacy. This appropriation was manifestly
displayed at the Second Turkish History Congress, convened between 20-25 September 1937.
Attendees, including global representatives, were furnished with unique pins, festooned with im-
posing Hittite symbols, specifically tailored for the event.*! The aggregate of artifacts on display,
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sourced from the Hittite Empire and discovered during Turkey’s fledgling archaeological endeav-
ors, constituted a significant portion of the exhibition’s repertoire. A bronze Hittite sun-disk was
delineated as the symbol for the symposium. A reproduction of a relief sculpture from Bogazkoy
was strategically positioned near the entrance.*?

This expropriation of the Hittite sun-disk was not confined to the 1930s. It was selected
as the emblem for Ankara University, inaugurated in 1946 as Turkey’s first university after the
declaration of the Republic in 1923, and its usage persists to this day.4?® The sun-disk also served
as the logo for the Metropolitan Municipality of Ankara from 1973 to 1995, a decision credited
to Vedat Dalokay (1927-1991), the Mayor of Ankara at that time.*4 In 1978, the Hittite Sun-Disk
Monument, devised by Turkish sculptor Nusret Suman (1905-1978), was erected at Ankara’s
Sihhiye Square.4®

However, Mayor Dalokay’s initiative to situate a replica of a Hittite statue, discovered
during excavations in Alacahdyiik within the Sihhiye district, sparked intense debate. Senator
Adile Ayda (1912-1992) contended in her article “Idol in Sihhiyye” (Sihhiye deki Put) that the
artifact symbolizes an idol linked to the Hittites, an Indo-European civilization separate from the
Turkic lineage, and the Hatti civilization from ancient Anatolia.#® Ayda suggested that Atatiirk’s
attribution of Turkic descent to the Hittites may have stemmed from the scant historical data
available during his era. Defending the view that the Hittites were not of Turkish origin, Ayda
deemed the installation of this statue as indefensible. The Senate countered Ayda’s assertions,
stating that Atatiirk indeed acknowledged the non-Turkic roots of the Hittites.*” According to
the Senate, Atatiirk’s statement that the Hittites were Turks was not a historical misidentification
but rather a symbolic expression. The Senate’s reply indicated that by referring to the Hittites as
Turks, Atatiirk meant to illustrate that the Turkish society living in Anatolia today did not arrive
as conquerors who destroyed the civilizations they encountered in the eleventh century. Instead,
according to the interpretation of the Senate, they adopted, assimilated, and continued the tradi-
tions and cultures that had lived in Anatolia, forming a continuous cultural link with their past.4®

More recent integrations of the Hittite sun-disk include its use as the logo for the Turkish
food company Eti, founded in 1962 in Eskisehir, and the emblem for the Hittite University, estab-
lished in 2006 in Corum province, the locale of the archaeological site of Bogazkdy.4® Additional-
ly, the Hittite deer sculpture was used on select occasions. The emblem of Hacettepe University in
Ankara, inaugurated on 8 July 1967, features a depiction of the Hittite deer, which was conceived
by Yiicel Tanyeri (born 1946), a university scholar.>°

In 1968, the Hittite Museum underwent a transformative and reorganizational process, cul-
minating in the Museum of Anatolian Civilizations. This evolution emphasized the narrative of
Anatolia as a fountainhead of civilizations and the progenitor of the contemporary nation.3' The
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decision to rename the Hittite Museum could signify a paradigmatic shift in the approach towards
the cultural heritage of the Hittite Empire, a factor meriting consideration in evaluating the rel-
evance of the Hittites in the context of Turkey’s cultural politics. The following sections aim to
decipher the heritage regimes deployed by the Republic of Turkey in terms of cultural heritage,
encompassing recognition politics, heritage tourism, socioeconomic advancements, and gover-
nance tools. This examination hinges on state archives and media narratives, centering on the
Hittite tablets and two sphinxes discovered in the Bogazkdy excavations.

Hittite Heritage in the Republic of Turkey:
A Narrative from the Turkish Archives

Embarking upon an analytical deep dive into two foundational documents within the ar-
chival repositories of the Turkish Republic, a profound resonance with the cultural lineage of
the Hittite Empire is apparent. Such historical incorporation served as a vital fulcrum during the
infancy of the Turkish Republic.

The initial document scrutinized is a thoroughgoing report authored by Zeynel Abidin
Ozmen (1890-1966), serving as Minister of National Education of the Republic of Turkey be-
tween 1934-1935. This document, tendered on 13 October 1934, expounds upon the importance
of the historical chronicle of the Hittite Empire for the Turkish Republic during the 1930s.52 This
comprehensive 1934 governmental report provides an exhaustive delineation of a multitude of
cuneiform tablets, excavated under the vigilant stewardship of the German archaeologist Kurt
Bittel in Bogazkdy. A compelling narrative of the archeological findings, inclusive of intricate
details about the nomenclature of Hittite monarchs deciphered from the cuneiform tablets, garners
particular interest. The document furnishes incisive insights into the region’s human habitation
chronicles, positing that the once-thriving Hittite Empire cities were eradicated by the Kingdom
of Phrygia. Post-Phrygian habitation, the Roman Empire’s invasions wrought further devastation,
leaving only the village of Bogazkdy intact.>3

The painstaking archaeological investigations commissioned by the Turkish government in
the 1930s suggest a deeply entrenched interest in Anatolia’s history and the sundry civilizations that
once thrived therein. This epitomizes a tenacious ambition to unearth not merely fresh archaeolog-
ical artifacts but to also amass a corpus of knowledge regarding the region’s historical inhabitants.

The second document examined offers an intriguing conversation from 1960, involving
Konrad Adenauer (1876-1967), the inaugural Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany, and
Cemal Giirsel (1895-1966), the President of Turkey during that time. The correspondence broach-
es the imminent exhibition dedicated to Hittite artifacts across prominent West German metrop-
olises, including Berlin, Cologne, and Munich.3* The oldest extant document within the Turkish
Republic archives is a translated copy of a correspondence penned by Adenauer, dated 26 July
1960. In this letter, Adenauer informs Turkish President Giirsel about the specialized exhibition
venerating Hittite artifacts and expresses his appreciation for Turkey’s willingness to loan select
Hittite relics for this display. Adenauer acknowledges the logistical intricacies associated with the
international relocation of these coveted pieces, guaranteeing their safeguarding under his personal

52 BCA, 30.10.0.0/146.42.12
53 BCA, 30.10.0.0/146.42.12
54 BCA, 30.1.0.0/41.246.4
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jurisdiction.>® Furthermore, he underscores the potential of this exhibition to solidify extant bilat-
eral relations, encapsulating Germany’s profound interest in Turkish society and its historicity.>®

A subsequent correspondence, penned on 2 August 1960, captures Giirsel’s retort to Ade-
nauer’s letter. This dialogue unveils the Turkish administration’s perspective regarding the Hittite
culture and historical legacy as integral components of ancient Anatolian civilization in the con-
text of cultural heritage during the 1960s. Within his response, Giirsel envisages the impending
exhibition as a powerful medium for amplifying the cultural bond between Germany and Turkey.
He perceives this showcase as a pivotal opportunity to familiarize the German citizens with a
distinctive art form conceived by a venerable civilization that germinated on Turkish soil.>” Giir-
sel’s letter unequivocally conveys the immense reverence with which the Turkish administration
regarded the cultural and historical legacy of the Hittite Empire during the 1960s.

An administrative decree, promulgated on 7 November 1960, sanctioned the export of a
collection of 204 Hittite relics to Cologne, Munich, and Berlin for the aforementioned exhibition
dedicated to Hittite antiquities in Germany.>® The decree portrayed Bogazkdy archaeological site
as an international excavation venture. Notably, a number of Hittite cuneiform tablets unearthed
at Bogazkdy and preserved at the Istanbul Archaeology Museums were included in the catalog
of 204 Hittite artifacts earmarked for Germany.5® The decree also stipulates certain conditions
concerning the exhibition, emphasizing the necessity of orchestrating promotional endeavors ex-
tolling Turkey in tandem with the exhibition.° These initiatives comprised a symposium dedicat-
ed to Hittite culture and the display of iconic Hittite symbols, such as the widely recognized Hit-
tite sun-disk, an emblem widely utilized in Turkey following the establishment of the Republic.

Media Discourse on Hittite Heritage:
A Case Study of the Bogazkdy Sphinx

The Bogazkdy Sphinx was unearthed in the early twentieth century amidst a cooperative
excavation carried out by Ottoman and German archaeologists. Between 1915 and 1917, the
sphinx, along with another sphinx and cuneiform tablets, was transferred to Berlin for restoration
purposes. One of these sphinxes, along with nearly 3,000 of the tablets, was returned to Turkey
by 1943. The rest of the cuneiform tablets were repatriated by 1987.6' However, the return of the
Bogazkdy Sphinx was delayed, largely due to protracted negotiations that lasted almost a centu-
ry. In 2011, the Bogazkdy Sphinx found its way back to Anatolia. On 13 May 2011, BBC News
disseminated information about the process of repatriating the Bogazkdy Sphinx, delineating that
Germany had conceded to return the sphinx to Turkey. The article states that German authorities,
subsequent to their deliberations with Turkish experts, perceived the act of repatriating the Bogaz-
kOy Sphinx as a demonstration of goodwill towards Turkey.62
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61 Lars Miiller, “Returns of Cultural Artefacts and Human Remains in a (Post)colonial Context: Mapping Claims
Between the Mid-19" Century and the 1970s,” Working Paper Deutsches Zentrum Kulturgutverluste 1 (2021): 30.

62 “Almanya Bogazkdy Sfenksi’ni lade Ediyor,” BBC News Tiirkce, 13 May 2011, https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haber-
ler/2011/05/110513_germany_sphinx.
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On 16 May 2011, Yayla Haber, a local newspaper in Corum Province, reported that Ger-
many made the decision to repatriate the Bogazkdy Sphinx to Turkey after a 94-year interval 63
Concurrently, Nurullah Cakir (born 1964), the Governor of Corum Province during that time, ex-
pressed his views regarding the sphinx’s return. In the official statement, the governor expressed
his satisfaction with the prospect of conserving the sphinx in its authentic setting.®* Yayla Haber
subsequently chronicled the return of the Bogazkdy Sphinx and referenced the extensive cover-
age the sphinx’s case received in the Ministry of Culture and Tourism’s quarterly publication.®
This article suggests the tangible pride exhibited by the local media with respect to preserving the
Bogazkdy Sphinx in Corum.

On 25 September 2011, the local newspaper reported that the Bogazkdy Sphinx was sched-
uled for exhibition at the Bogazkdy Museum. Yayla Haber accentuated the theme of culture and
history through the Bogazkdy Sphinx in their article. The publication underscored how the Min-
istry of Culture and Tourism’s campaigns conveyed that Turkey is not solely encapsulated by
the trilogy: sun, sand, and sea, but is also endowed with cultural and historical assets like the
Bogazkdy Sphinx.6é

In the realm of cultural heritage regimes, Ertugrul Giinay, having served as the Turkish
Minister of Culture and Tourism between 2007 and 2013, provides an insightful compass for
navigating the twenty-first century shifts. His speech on 9 October 2011, centered around the re-
patriation endeavors of the Turkish government, acts as a crucial marker in comprehending these
transforming paradigms.®” Giinay offers a deeper understanding into an evolving understanding
of heritage that extends beyond preserving historical integrity, and ventures into the realm of eco-
nomic gains through heritage tourism. Giinay’s delineation of the growing repatriation of artifacts
to Turkey from 492 items between 1998-2002 to a staggering 3,272 artifacts from 2007 to 2011
indicates a heightened commitment towards reclaiming cultural heritage.6® While this develop-
ment could be attributed to a renewed attention towards historical preservation, Gilinay’s speech
suggests that there are further economic motivations at play. He emphasizes the returning artifacts
as “blessings of tourism, culture, and civilization™ that subtly alludes to another perspective where
cultural artifacts are seen not merely as historical objects to be safeguarded, but as potential eco-
nomic assets that can bolster the tourism sector.é®

Gilinay’s acknowledgment of Turkey’s growing global reputation not just for its natural
attractions like the “beautiful sea coasts” but equally for its “important museums, archaeological
sites, and excavation” underscores a shift in discourse that resonates with a broader paradigm.™
By linking the country’s “escalating brand value” with its intensified efforts to conserve and dis-
play cultural heritage, Giinay’s outlook elucidates a narrative where cultural artifacts are tightly

63 “Almanya Bogazkdy Sfenksi’ni lade Ediyor,” Corum Yayla Haber, 16 May 2011, https://www.yaylahaber.com.tr/
almanya-bogazkoy-sfenksini-iade-ediyor/amp.

64 “Sfenks Corum’a Yakisacak,” Habertirk, 16 May 2011, https://www.haberturk.com/kultur-sanat/ha-
ber/631125-sfenks-coruma-yakisacak.

65 “Bogazkdy Sfenksi, Miize Dergisi’nde,” Corum Yayla Haber, 9 August 2011, https://www.yaylahaber.com.tr/bo-
gazkoy-sfenksi-muze-dergisinde.

66 “Bogazkdy Sfenksi ile ‘Kiiltlir ve Tarih’ Vurgusu,” Corum Yayla Haber, 30 January 2012, https://www.yaylahaber.
com.tr/bogazkoy-sfenksi-ile-kultur-ve-tarih-vurgusu.

67 ““Yorgun Herakles” Huzura Kavustu! Galeri,” Habertiirk, 9 October 2011, https://www.haberturk.com/kultur-sanat/
haber/677781-yorgun-herakles-huzura-kavustu-galeri.
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interlaced with economic dimensions.” This narrative positions heritage tourism at the forefront
of the heritage regime, interpreting cultural heritage not merely as a historical archive but as a
pivotal economic lever and a tool for enhancing the country’s image. Giinay’s assertions could be
seen as a concerted attempt by the Turkish government to preclude the emergence of a simplistic
image of Turkey. This would reinforce the significance of their restitution claims, making them
a crucial part of a larger heritage regime to redefine and recontextualize Turkey’s representation,
as one abundant in historical and cultural heritage rather than just a natural “paradise” bereft of
historical richness.”

The Turkish mass media’s attention has been focused on the surge in the tourism potential
within the Corum province, following the return of the sphinx, asserting that this momentous
repatriation invigorated tourism in the city. The assertion that the sphinx significantly enhanced
the region’s tourism finds support in statistics. This is evidenced by the arrival of approximately
58,000 visitors to the ancient sites of Hattusha and Yazilikaya in 2011, as per the data compiled
by the Bogazkdy Museum.” Murtaza Dayang (born 1977), the Bogazkale District Governor at
that time, postulates that the visitor count surged by 23 percent when compared with the figures
from 2010. He further intimates that the governor’s office is preparing to implement new initia-
tives aimed at augmenting the tourism potential further.” In an endeavor to stimulate the tourism
potential, even participants of the Allgdu-Orient Rallye, an annual motorsport event starting in
Oberstaufen in Allgiu during the first weekend of May, were extended an invitation to Corum for
an opportunity to visit the Bogazkdy Sphinx on 5 May 2012.76

Conclusion

A critical examination of archival documents and media representations underscores the
variety of ways in which the cultural heritage of the Hittite Empire has been interpreted and em-
ployed within the Turkish context. The formation of the Turkish Republic aligned with a phase of
resurgence and renewed valorization of the cultural heritage of the Hittite Empire. The project of
the Hittite Museum in 1921, preceding the formal enunciation of the Republic in 1923, substan-
tiates this assertion. Furthermore, the Turkish Republic’s intentional deployment of Hittite sym-
bols and artifacts in various national and international contexts denotes a deliberate endeavor to
affiliate with an ancient past that thrived within the geographical bounds of modern-day Turkey.

Primary source materials, comprising official reports and correspondence, corroborate the
veracity of the Turkish Republic’s affinity for the Hittite Empire. Conversations involving notable
state figures such as Zeynel Abidin Ozmen and Cemal Giirsel elucidate that the Hittite cultural
heritage was perceived as an indelible part of Anatolian civilizations. The intent was to forge a
solid connection between Turkish citizens and their Anatolian ancestry, thus nurturing a collec-
tive self-understanding and cohesion. Applying the framework of cultural heritage regimes, the

71 “Yorgun,” Habertiirk.

72 For further discussion regarding the concept of “tropical paradise” see Mimi Sheller, Consuming the Caribbean:
From Arawaks to Zombies (London: Routledge, 2003).

73 “Hattusa Sphinx Revives Tourism in Region,” Hiirriyet Daily News, 25 January 2012, https://www.hurriyetdaily-
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74 “Hattusa Sphinx,” Hiirriyet Daily News.

75 “Hattusa Sphinx,” Hiirriyet Daily News.

76 “666 Rallici Bogazkdy Sfenksi’ni Selamlamak i¢in Geliyor,” Hiirriyet, 3 January 2012, https://www.hurriyet.com.
tr/666-rallici-bogazkoy-sfenksini-selamlamak-icin-geliyor-19591787.
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analysis of these cultural heritage models illuminates the pivotal role that Hittite heritage played
in crafting the emergent self-understanding of the Turkish Republic.

Nevertheless, an examination of the twenty-first century representation of Hittite cultural
heritage indicates a tangible shift in priorities and interests. The media narrative, especially in the
milieu of the repatriation of the Bogazkdy Sphinx, gravitates toward emphasizing the economic
potential of cultural artifacts, often prioritizing their role in stimulating tourism over their societal
importance in shaping communal self-understanding. This epitomizes a paradigm shift in the cul-
tural heritage framework, whereby the emphasis on the economic dividends derived from heritage
tourism began to exert a substantial influence on the prevailing discourse.

Additionally, the examination of the narrative present in local Turkish media alongside the
statements of the then Turkish Minister of Culture and Tourism Ertugrul Giinay suggests an inten-
tional framing strategy to counteract the image of Turkey as a natural “paradise” devoid of histor-
ical depth and significance. Instead, these narratives proactively emphasize Turkey’s robust cul-
tural and historical tapestry with artifacts like the Bogazkdy Sphinx, an artifact repatriated during
Giinay’s tenure, playing an integral role in shaping this narrative. The exhibition of the Bogazkoy
Sphinx at the Bogazkdy Museum is posited not merely as a showcase of ancient artistry but, as
Glinay advocated, as a reaffirmation of Turkey’s rich historical continuum. This focus on tangible
cultural and historical assets signals an effort to redefine international perceptions about Turkey,
moving beyond the trilogy of sun, sand, and sea. This representation of Turkey’s historical wealth
can be seen as a strategic approach to stimulating heritage tourism. By emphasizing Turkey’s
historical depth, the media and influential figures like Giinay play a crucial role in attracting in-
ternational audiences interested in exploring rich and diverse cultural experiences. This, in turn,
reinforces the country’s economic and sociocultural standing on the global stage, contributing to
a broader, more nuanced, and vibrant depiction of Turkey in the international sphere.

Whether the emphasis on the economic repercussions of these artifacts reflects an authentic
public interest in Hittite history, or it is simply a strategic maneuver to stimulate tourism, is a topic
that warrants further investigation. Moreover, interpreting the elements that engendered the na-
scent Republic’s initial interest in Hittite heritage, whether it was the Hittite Empire’s Indo-Euro-
pean roots, its polytheistic religious structure, or other sociopolitical dynamics, also necessitates
further scholarly inquiry.

In essence, the multifaceted relationship between the Turkish Republic and the Hittite Em-
pire’s cultural heritage offers insightful observations into the evolution of cultural heritage re-
gimes over time, responding to changing socio-political landscapes, economic objectives, and
cultural aspirations. Therefore, ongoing academic exploration in this field can further elucidate
the dynamic interplay between communal self-understanding, cultural heritage, and socioeco-
nomic realities.
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Ozet

Bu makalede, arsiv kayitlar1 ve medya anlatilar1 esliginde Tiirkiye’de Hitit Imparatorlugu ile
iliskili kiiltiirel miras politikalari, dnemli siyasi figiirler iizerinde durularak ele alinmaktadir.
Kiiltiirel miras politikas1 kavramindan yola ¢ikilarak, Hitit kiiltiirel mirasinin, Tiirkiye Cumhuri-
yeti’nin ilk yillarinda toplumsal 6z anlayisinin sekillenmesinde 6nemli bir rol oynadigi savunul-
maktadir. Odak noktasi, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin Hitit simgelerini stratejik bir sekilde benimse-
mesi ve modern cografi sinirlarinda hayat bulan tarihiyle somut bir bag kurmay1 tesvik etmesidir.
Bu bagla, Tiirk vatandaslar1 arasinda birlik hissi olugturmak ve ortak kdken bilincini pekistirmek
hedeflenmistir. Yirmi birinci ylizyilda 6nemli bir dontigiimle birlikte; medya anlatilar1 gogunlukla
Hitit kiiltiirel eserlerinin ekonomik degerini, 6zellikle miras turizmi baglaminda vurgular hale
gelmistir. Bu ekonomik ve turistik yonelimin yaninda, Tiirkiye’nin imajini yeniden tanimlama
cabas1 da dikkat cekmektedir. Amag, Tiirkiye nin engin tarihini stratejik bir sekilde 6ne ¢ikararak
iilkenin sadece deniz, kum ve giinesiyle {inlii bir “cennet” olarak anilmasinin 6tesine gegmektir.
Bu degisim, kiiltlirel miras politikalarinda adeta bir evrim niteligindedir. Miras turizminin mali
getirisinin odak noktasi olmasiyla birlikte, kiiltiirel korumanin ekonomik degeri 6n plana ¢ikar ve
Tiirkiye’nin kiiresel imajin1 yeniden sekillendirme cabalari tekrar hayat bulur.

Anahtar Kelimeler
Kiiltiirel Miras Politikalari; Hitit Kiiltiirel Mirasi; Tiirkiye’deki Miras Politikalari; Miras
Turizmi; Bogazkdy Sfenksi
Giris
Kiiltiirel miras politikas1 kavramu; kiiltiirel miras, toplumsal 6z anlayis ve devlet yonetim

mekanizmalar1 arasindaki ¢ok yonlii etkilesimleri ele alir.2 Bu sistemler, somut ve soyut kiiltii-
rel varliklarin stratejik sekillerde kullaniminin altini ¢izer. Bu kullanim sadece koruma amaci

1 Gokay Kanmazalp, Leipzig Universitesi, Leipzig, Almanya,
ORCID: 0009-0003-8572-6977, kanmazalp@studserv.uni-leipzig.de.

2 Regina F. Bendix, Aditya Eggert ve Arnika Peselmann, der., Heritage Regimes and the State (Gottingen: Universitits-
verlag Goéttingen, 2013).
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tasimaz, ayn1 zamanda yerlesik halk ile yasadiklar1 bolge arasinda simbiyotik bir iliski kurmay1
da tegvik eder. Bu yaklasim, ge¢misin, glinlimiiziin ve gelecegin birbirine sikica bagli oldugunu
kabul etmeyi gerektirir. Bu bag ise siirekli olarak pratik ihtiyaglar, istek ve siyasi unsurlardan da
destek alarak bir 6z anlay1s arayisina yol ¢izer; anilar ve mekanlar yaratir.® S6z konusu yaklasim;
kiiltiirel varliklarin dinamik kaynaklar olarak potansiyelini vurgular. Bu kaynaklar, yeni miras po-
litikalariin kullanim, yonetim, dagitim ve tiiketim siireclerine tabidir. Bu, tanima politikalari, ge-
nis kapsamli miras turizmi, sosyoekonomik gelismeler ve yonetim araci olarak kullanimi i¢eren
kiiltiir varliklart ve miras alanlarint kapsar.® Kiiltiir genellikle ekonomik biiyiimeyi tesvik etmek
icin de kullanilabilir ve miras turizmi ile miras endiistrilerinin kurulmasi yoluyla beslenebilir. Bu
dogrultuda, s6z konusu strateji 6nemli ekonomik sonuglar dogurmustur.®

Antik imparatorluklardan kalan eserler gibi maddi kiiltiir 6geleri, topluluklarin 6z anla-
yislarini belirlemede ve topluluk smirlarini gliglendirmede son derece 6nemli olabilir.6 Bu fizik-
sel nesneler, ortak bir gecmise dayali baglar1 gorsel agidan vurgular ve yeni sembolik degerler ile
estetik yaklagimlarinin olusturulmasina yardimer olabilir.” Stuart Hall’un goriisi; kiiltiirel miras
politikalarinin, ayni siyasi ve cografi varligin bireyleri arasinda bag kurma konusundaki 6nemini
vurgular. Hall’a (1999) gore, kiiltiirel miras eserleri, soyut fikirlerin ve degerlerin somutlastirilmig
halleri olabilir, bu sayede bir toplumun ortak birligini olusturabilir.®

Bu akademik arastirmanin temel hedefi, Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel mirasinin mo-
dern Tirkiye icinde buldugu yankiy1, kiiltiirel miras politikalar1 iizerinden anlamlandirmak ve
aydmlatmaktir. Bu amagla makale, birbiriyle baglantili ti¢ farkli boliime ayrilmistir.

[k boliim, Cumhuriyet’in ilk dénemlerinde Hitit Miizesi’nin kurulus hikdyesine ve bu
stirecin, yogun kiiltiirel etkinliklerle harmanlanmis, 6nemli bir donem olduguna dikkat ¢eker. Bu
incelemenin amaci, kapsamli bir sosyopolitik ortamda miizenin kurulusu ve gelisimine baglam
kazandirmak ve bu sekilde Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin, Hitit eserlerinden yararlanarak yeni olu-
san toplumsal bilinci giiclendirme hedefine deginmektir. Ikinci boliimde ise tartisma, dzellikle
Cumhuriyet déneminin ilk elli yilinda Hitit imparatorlugu simgelerinin nasil kullanildigina dair
ayrintili bir incelemeyi konu alir. Bu inceleme, Cumhuriyet Arsivleri’nde yapilan bir incelemeyi
kaynak alir ve cumhuriyetin Hitit kiiltiire] mirasina olan ilgisinin olas1 nedenlerini arastirir. Bu
boliimde, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin Hitit sembollerini stratejik sekilde kullanimini agikliga ka-
vusturmak amaclanmustir.

Makalenin son bdliimiinde, Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel mirasiyla ilgili medya sdy-
lemlerine odaklanilir. Medya anlatilari, kiiltiirel miras politikalarindaki sdylemsel degisimleri

3 Lynn Meskell, “Recognition, Restitution and the Potentials of Postcolonial Liberalism for South African Heritage,”
South African Archaeological Bulletin 60, no. 182 (2005): 72-78.

4 Bendix, Eggert ve Peselmann, Heritage Regimes.

5 Chiara De Cesari, “Thinking through Heritage Regimes,” Heritage Regimes and the State iginde, der. Regina F.
Bendix, Arnika Eggert ve Aditya Eggert, Gottingen Studies in Cultural Property 6 (Géttingen: Universitétsverlag
Gottingen, 2013), 399-413.

6 Brubaker ve Cooper kimlik kavramindaki muglaklig1 uygulamada ya fazla kapsayici ya da minimal diizeyde kalmasiyla
elestirir. Kimlik ya da millet gibi terimlerin sabit varliklar olarak algilanmamasini, aksine 6z kimliklendirme ve 6z
anlayis gibi alternatifler sunarak dinamik karsilikli etkilesim iizerinden anlagilmalari gerektigini dnermektedirler. Bu
makalede “’6z anlayis” terimi harici kategorizasyondan farkli olarak bireysel algiy1 ifade etmek ve Hitit kiiltiirel mi-
rasinin Tiirk toplumunun kolektif 6z algisi tizerindeki etkisini arastirmak i¢in kullanilmistir. Detayli tartigma icin bkz.
Rogers Brubaker ve Frederick Cooper, “Beyond “Identity,”” Theory and Society 29, no. 1 (2000): 1-47.

7 Haidy Geismar, “Anthropology and Heritage Regimes,” Annual Review of Anthropology 44 (2015): 71-85.

8 Stuart Hall, “Whose Heritage? Unsettling ‘the Heritage’, Re-imagining the Post-nation,” Third Text 13, no. 49 (1999):
3-13.
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belirleme imkan1 goz 6niinde bulundurularak, stratejik bir sekilde secilir. Bendix, Eggert ve Pe-
selmann’in belirttigi gibi, yirmi birinci ylizyilda kiiltiirel miras hakkindaki sdylemler, devlet mer-
kezli bir yaklasimdan, uluslararas1 kuruluslar, medya ve devlet merkezli olmayan ¢esitli varlik-
larin da aralarinda bulundugu bir¢ok paydasa giderek daha fazla odaklanilan bir diyalog alanina
dogru evrimlesmistir.® Bu degisim, kiiltiirel miras politikalarindaki “y6netim” kavramini yansitir.
Bu kavramda, miras norm ve politikalar1 artik yalnizca devletler tarafindan sekillendirilmez. Bu-
nun yerine, bu norm ve politikalar, uluslararasi ve ¢cok paydash tartismalardan olusan karmasik
bir ag i¢inde sekillendirilir. Bu durum, ulusal sinirlar1 belirsizlestiren, katmanli diizenlemeler ige-
ren bir ag yaratir.'® Bu doniistiiriicti yaklagim, diger 6gelerin yani sira medya anlatilarinin miras
stratejilerindeki degisiklikleri 6zetleme ve yayma imkani tanir ve bdylece yeni miras politikala-
riin olusumunu etkiler.

Bu ¢alisma, Bakan Ertugrul Giinay’in (1948 dogumlu) yirmi birinci ylizy1l miras politi-
kalar1 lizerine yaptig1 agiklamalarin 6nemini vurgular. Bu agiklamalar, devletin bu donemdeki tu-
tumuna dair degerli bir bakis agis1 sunmaktadir. Ayrica, bu ¢alisma, erken Cumhuriyet donemine
ait hiikkiimet belgelerini ve Bogazkdy Sfenksi gibi Hitit uygarligindan kalma 6nemli bir tag eserin
iadesine dair yerel medya anlatilarini kapsar." Farkli niteliklere sahip olsa da bu kaynaklar, birlik-
te incelendiklerinde erken Cumhuriyet doneminden bugiine kadar kiiltiirel miras uygulamalarin-
daki déniisiimii kapsaml1 ve ayrintili sekilde inceleme imkani sunar. Ilgili kaynaklar, soylemdeki
degisiklikleri belirlemeye ve Ozellikle kiiltiirel miras turizmiyle iliskili ekonomik potansiyelin
artan Onemini gostermeye yardimci olur. Daha derinlemesine bir analiz sunabilmek icin bu in-
celeme, tek bir drnek olaya, yani 1906’dan 2011°e kadar Almanya ve Tiirkiye arasinda siiren ve
Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin Tiirkiye’ye iadesi ile sonuclanan diplomatik goriismelere odaklanir. Bu
calisma, Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin geri doniisiiniin medyadaki yankisini detayli bir sekilde ele ala-
rak Tirkiye’de kiiltiirel miras uygulamalarindaki doniistimii gozler 6niine sermeyi ve yiiz yillik
stirecte kiiltiirel miras politikalarinin nasil gelistigine dair kapsamli analizler sunmay1 amagclar.

Anadolu’ya Yepyeni Bir Bakis:
Modern Tiirkiye’de Hitit Mirasinin Izleri

1906°da arkeolog Hugo Winckler (1863—1913) ve Theodore Makridi Bey (1872—-1940) ta-
rafindan Bogazkoy’de gerceklestirilen ilk sistematik kazilarin baglangicindan itibaren 10.000°den
fazla civi yazili tablet ve iki sfenks ortaya cikarildi. Bu buluntular, Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun tari-
hi hakkinda kapsamli bilgiler sunmaktaydi.'? Arkeoloji alanindaki isbirlikleri arasinda, 1923’te
Tiirkiye Cumbhuriyeti’nin kurulmasinin ardindan Bogazkdy kazi alaninda Alman ve Tiirk bilim
insanlar1 arasindaki yogunlasan igbirligi ¢arpici bir 6rnek olarak degerlendirilir. Alman arkeolog
Kurt Bittel (1907-1991) de bu kazilarla yakindan ilgilendi. 1931-1939 ve 19521977 yillar ara-
sinda Bittel, 35 kazi etkinligi ytrittii. Ayrica, heniiz 24 yasindayken Hugo Winckler ve Theodor
Makridi Bey’in aragtirmalartyla ilgili kontrol ve kesifleri yonetmekle gorevlendirildi.”® Bittel,

9 Bendix, Eggert ve Peselmann, Heritage Regimes, 11-20.

10 Bendix, Eggert ve Peselmann, Heritage Regimes, 13.

11 Bogazkdy restitiisyonu hakkindaki tartigmaya olan katkilari icin Lars Miiller, Mathias Bos ve Deborah Sielert’e
tesekkiirlerimi iletmek isterim.

12 Veysel Donbaz, Bin Kral Bin Ani: Bir Siimerologun Anilar (Istanbul: Togan Yayinlari, 2014).

13 Christoph Bittel ve Andrea Briauning, “Zur Erinnerung an Kurt Bittel, den Ausgriber von Hattuscha,” Schwdbische
Heimat 58, no. 4 (2007): 425-29.
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1938-1942 yillar1 arasinda Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisii Istanbul subesinin yoneticisi ve Istanbul
Universitesi’nde dgretim iiyesi olarak gorev yapti. Bu ¢alismalar1 sirasinda, Arif Miifid Mansel
(1905-1975) gibi Tiirk bilim insanlartyla yakin baglantilar kurdu.™

Bu isbirligi dinamigi, kazilarin somut diinyasinin tesine gecerek diplomatik gevrelerde
de hayat buldu. Tiirk bilim insan1 Veysel Donbaz (1939 dogumlu), 1987°de Bogazkdy’de orta-
ya ¢ikarilan eserlerin geri iadesi konusunda Alman bilim insanlariyla goriismeler baslatti. Don-
baz’in arastirma bulgulari, Alman bilim insanlar1 Otto von Falke (1862—1942) ve Walter Andrae
(1875-1956) ile Tiirk meslektaslar1 Halil Edhem Eldem (1861-1938) ve Aziz Ogan (1888-1956)
arasindaki yazigsmalarla birlikte, kapsamli ve tarihsel 6neme sahip igbirligine 151k tuttu.'® Ayrica,
Ekrem Akurgal (1911-2002) ve Sedat Alp (1913-2006) gibi arkeologlarin da dahil oldugu pek
cok Tiirk bilim insan1 Almanya’da akademik egitim aldi. Bu da kurumsallagmis bir isbirligi mo-
deline isaret etmektedir.'

Modern akademik isbirligi dinamiklerine deginmemizin ardindan, Hitit uygarliginin ta-
rihi ¢ercevesini daha ayrintili olarak inceleyebiliriz. Hint-Avrupa dillerini konusan topluluklarin
kokenleriyle ilgili bir belirsizlik olsa da, mevcut metinler MO 1900 yillarinda Orta Anadolu’da-
ki Hititlerin de aralarinda bulundugu Hint-Avrupa dil gruplarinin var oldugunu onaylar nitelik-
tedir."” Sonraki yillarda yiiriitiilen tahminler, Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kékenini, MO on yedinci
ylizyilda Hattusa sehrinin kurulusu ile ayni doneme dayandirmakta ve imparatorlugun ¢okiisiiniin
MO onikinci yiizy1lin baslarinda gerceklesmis olabilecegini 6ne siirmektedir.'® Tarihe damgasini
vuran ve halk arasinda “Ebedi Antlagma” olarak anilan Kades Antlagsmasi, bilinen en eski barig
antlasmasi olarak kabul edilmistir. Bu anlasma MO 1259 yilinda yiiriirliige girmistir."® Bu durum,
Hititlerin diplomatik etkinlikleri ve kiiresel iliskilerdeki tarihsel roliintin 6nemini vurgular. Hitit
Imparatorlugu’nun belirgin 6zelliklerinden biri de ¢ok tanril1 inanca sahip olmalaridir.2°

1923 te Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti kurulmadan énceki yillarda, Hitit imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel
mirasina yonelik ilgiler, cumhuriyetin ilanindan hemen 6nce canlanmaya basladi. Bu merakla birlik-
te, 1921 yilinda Ankara’nin ilk miizesi kurulmus oldu. Bu 6ncii adim, o donemde Kiiltiir Bakanlig
yOneticisi olan Miibarek Galib Bey (1871-1938) liderliginde atildi.2' 1921 yilinda Ankara’nin ilk
miizesi Akkale olarak bilinen kale burcunda planlanmist1.22 Bununla birlikte, cumhuriyetin kuru-
cusu Mustafa Kemal [Atatiirk]’iin (1881-1938) sehir merkezinde bir Hitit Miizesi kurma teklifi-
nin kabul gormesi ve cesitli bolgelerden gelen Hitit eserlerinin sayisiin artmasiyla, daha genis bir
alana ihtiyag duyulacagi anlasildi.2®> Mustafa Kemal [Atatiirk], 9 Mayis 1920°de goreve gelen ilk
hiikiimetine, Milli Egitim Bakanlig1 ¢atist altinda bir Eski Eserler Miidiirliigii olugturma talimatini

14 Bittel ve Brauning, “Zur Erinnerung,” 427-28.

15 Donbaz, Bin Kral, 477.

16 James F. Goode, Negotiating for the Past: Archaeology, Nationalism, and Diplomacy in the Middle East, 1919—1941
(Austin: University of Texas Press, 2007), 52.

17 Horst Klengel, “History of the Hittites,” Insights into Hittite History and Archaeology i¢inde, der. Hermann Genz ve
Dirk Paul Mielke, Colloquia Antiqua 2 (Leuven: Peeters, 2011), 31-46.

18 Klengel, History of the Hittites, 31.

19 Trevor Bryce, Warriors of Anatolia: A Concise History of the Hittites (London: 1. B. Tauris, 2019).

20 Caroline Zimmer-Vorhaus, “Hittite Temples: Palaces of the Gods,” Insights into Hittite History and Archaeology
icinde, der. Hermann Genz ve Dirk Paul Mielke, Colloquia Antiqua 2 (Leuven: Peeters, 2011), 195-218.

21 Alper Bakict, “Cumhuriyet Donemi (1930-1940) Kiiltiir Politikalariin Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesine Olan Et-
kisi,” Asbider:Akademi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi 8, no. 22 (2021): 147-66.

22 Serap Buyurgan, “Yasayan ve Yasatan Miize,” Yaratict Drama Dergisi 12, no. 2 (2017): 127-36.

23 Yusuf Kirag, “100. Yilinda Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesi,” Tiirk Arkeoloji ve Etnografya Dergisi 82 (2021): 159-77.
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verdi.?4 Daha sonra, eski eserlerin diizenli bir bigimde toplanmasi ve korunmasi i¢in 6zel bir Hitit
Miizesi olusturma siirecine girildi.2® Miizenin kapilarin1 agmasinin ardindan, istanbul’da muhafaza
edilen Hitit eserleri bu yeni mekana tasindi.26 Ankara’nin gesitli yerlerinden getirilen Hitit eserle-
rinin sayisindaki artig, genis ¢apli bir miize ihtiyacin1 daha net bir sekilde ortaya koymus oldu. Bu
durum, Ankara’da Osmanli doneminde insa edilen Mahmut Pasa Bedesteni ve yan1 bagindaki Kur-
sunlu Han’m farkli amaglarla kullanilmasina dair kararin alinmasinda etkiliydi.?”

Bu girisim Ankara’y1 diinyanin en kapsamli Hitit eserleri koleksiyonuna ev sahipligi yapan
sehir olarak on plana ¢ikardi. Miize resmi olarak “Hitit Miizesi” adina sahip olmasa da, ¢esitli bol-
gelerden Hitit eserlerini bir araya getirip sergilemesi nedeniyle halk arasinda bu ad benimsendi.?®
3 Mayis 1939°da, Tiirk Milli Egitim Eski Bakan1 Hasan Ali Yiicel (1897-1961) tarafindan kaleme
alinan bir arsiv belgesi, miizeyi net bir sekilde “Eti Miizesi” olarak adlandirmigti.?® Bu durum,
resmiyet kazanmasa da, kurumun bu adla tanindigini, hatta resmi belgelerde bile bu adm kulla-
nildigin1 ortaya koymaktadir. Miizenin sergi diizeni, alisilmigin disinda bir yapiya sahip olmasiyla
dikkatleri tizerine ¢ekiyordu. Bu diizen, Hitit tarihinin zaman ¢izelgesine siki sikiya bagh degildi.
Aksine, Erken ve Geg Hitit donemlerine ait eserleri karigik bir sekilde ziyaretgilere sunuyordu.3°

Deutsche Allgemeine Zeitung gazetesinin 12 Eyliil 1934 tarihli sayisinda yer alan ve
Fransizca cevirisi Berlin’deki Tiirk Biiytikelgisi tarafindan Tiirk Disisleri Bakanlhigina gonderi-
len bir makalede Tiirk Milli Egitim Bakanlhiginin kiiltiirel mirasla ilgili olarak harekete gectigi
aktarilmist1.3' Gazete, Bakanligin Anadolu’da yer alan Hitit eserlerinin sayisini artirmak igin tarih
oncesi donemlerden kalan koleksiyonlarina ev sahipligi yapan diinya capindaki miizelerle temas
kurdugunu ve eser degisim programlari diizenlemeyi planladigini belirtmisti.®2 Bu da, gazetenin
ifadesiyle, Tiirkiye’nin Ankara’da 6zel bir Hitit Miizesi kurma isteginin altin1 ¢izmisti.3® Maka-
leye gore bu miize, Hitit kalintilarindan olusan kapsamli bir koleksiyona ev sahipligi yapacak ve
Hitit uygarliginin hikayesini bastan sona ele alacakti.34

24 Kirag, “100. Yilinda,” 160.

25 Kirag, “100. Yilinda,” 159-77.

26 Bakici, “Cumhuriyet,” 159.

27 Buyurgan, “Yasayan,” 128.

28 Kirag, “100. Yilinda,” 161.

29 BCA, 30.10.0.0/190.304.4

30 Bakict, “Cumbhuriyet,” 160.

31 Nazi Almanyas1 ve Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk idaresindeki yeni kurulmus Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti arasindaki iliski, 6zel-
likle Tiirkiye’nin Yahudi kimligi {izerinden ya da Nazi ideolojisine politik muhalefetten dolay1 Nazi rejimi tara-
findan yargilanmis Alman profesorlere ev sahipligi yapmasi nedeniyle 6nemli gerginlikler ve ideolojik ¢atigmalar
tizerinden sekillenmistir. Nazi rejimi tarafindan yargilanan entelektiieller icin Dolmabahge Sarayi’nda bir yemek
verilmesi, gezisi sirasinda Iran Sahi’na bir set protez dis yapilmast icin Alfred Kantorowicz’in (1880—1962), goz
sagligi ile ilgilenmesi i¢in de géz hekimi Joseph Igersheimer’in (1879-1965) gorevlendirilmesi gibi Atatiirk’{in
kisisel girisimleri iki devlet arasindaki acik ideolojik sapmay1 yansitmaktadir. Bunlara ek olarak, Tiirkiye Nazi is-
gali altindaki topraklardan kagan 190’dan fazla entelektiiele kucak agmustir. Bu kisiler arasinda 1933’teki ilk dalga
ile birlikte Tiirkiye’ye gelen 30 bilim insani, 1938’teki ilhak sonrasinda Avusturya ve Almanya’dan gelenler ve
1939’da Cekoslovakya’nin isgali sonrasinda bu iilkeden gelenler vardir. 1934 tarihli makale Tiirkiye’nin kiiltiirel
mirasint Avrupa kamuoyuna sunma cabalari ile ayn1 zamanda Nazi Hiikiimeti’ne yonelik elle tutulur siyasi eylem-
ler araciligi ile bir karsi durus cabast kurmast tizerinden degerlendirilmelidir. Bu konu hakkinda daha fazla bilgi i¢in
bkz. Arnold Reisman, “Jewish Refugees from Nazism, Albert Einstein, and the Modernization of Higher Education
in Turkey (1933-1945),” Aleph 7 (2007): 253-81.

32 Bu caligmada kullanilan Fransizca gevirileri ile ilgili essiz yardimlari i¢in Jasmin Eder’e i¢ten minnettarligimi ifade
etmek isterim.

33 TDA, 501/31800.125577.21

34 TDA, 501/31800.125577.21
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Deutsche Allgemeine Zeitung, bu projeyi Tiirkiye’de 6nemli bir ulusal yanki olusturan bir
girisim olarak tanimlamis ve bunun sadece akademik bir ugrasin tesine gecerek tilkenin atalarty-
la derinden bagina 151k tutan bir ¢alisma oldugunu vurgulamisti. Makale, en giincel arastirmalarin
Tiirkler ile antik Hititlerin soyu arasinda dogrudan baglant1 kurdugunu ve miizenin kurulusunun,
Tiirk halkinin atalartyla olan baginin bir simgesi olarak takdim edildigini belirtmisti.3® Bu arsiv
belgesi, planlanan Hitit Miizesini kiiltiirel miras1 korumaya dair bir eylem ve Tiirkiye nin tarihi ko-
kenleriyle bag kurma gabasi olarak ele alir.®® Bu baglamda belge, kiiltiirel miras ve bilimsel incele-
me arasindaki dinamik etkilesimin yayin tarafindan nasil yorumlandigina dair yararl bilgiler sunar.

Yeni kurulan Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin arkeolojik mirasiin i¢ yiiziinde sakli olan 6zgiin
sosyopolitik hedefin birlesik bir toplumsal 6z anlay1s gelistirmeye yonelik oldugu saptanabilir.”
Bu hedef, Anadolu’daki kiiltiirel mirasin eski Anadolu uygarliklarini kapsayacak ve ortak mirasin
cok yonlii niteligini pekistirecek sekilde kapsayici bir tasavvurunun gelistirilmesiyle 6ziinde bag-
lantilidir.38 Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel miras1, 1930’larda yeni kurulan cumhuriyetin cagdas
sakinlerinin onciisii olarak paha bicilmez bir rol tistlenmistir. Bu iddianin temelinde, yeni kurulan
Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin halki ile kadim Anadolu arasinda gii¢lii bir bag olusturmaya dair strate-
jik bir hedef yatiyordu.®® Amag, Tiirk halkinin kiiltiirel kdkenlerinin Siimerler ve Hititlere kadar
uzandigma dair kanitlar bulmak ve bu sayede modern Tiirkiye’yi Hititlerin etkileyici mirastyla
dogrudan iliskilendirmekti. Eski Anadolu uygarliklarin1 glinlimiiz toplumuyla biitlinlestiren bu
kavramsal ¢er¢eve, Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nun Balkanlar ve Yakin Dogu’yu da kapsayan bolge-
lerdeki alt1 ylizyillik hakimiyetinin ardindan, yeni kurulan cumhuriyetin sakinlerini anavatanlar
olarak Anadolu’ya baglamayi amagliyordu.4°

Hitit Giines Kursu:
Modern Tiirkiye’de Hitit Simgelerinin Benimsenmesi

Yeni kurulan Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti, tarihi mirasinin somut ifadeleri olarak cogunlukla Hitit
Imparatorlugu’nun ikonik simgelerine bagvurmustur. Bu yaklasim, 20-25 Eyliil 1937 tarihlerinde
diizenlenen Ikinci Tiirk Tarih Kongresi’nde net bir sekilde benimsenmistir. Katilimeilara, etkinlik
anisina hazirlanmis, Hitit sembollerinin gorkemli detaylartyla bezeli 6zel rozetler takdim edilmis-
tir.#' Tiirkiye’de yeni baslayan arkeolojik ¢aligmalarda ortaya gikan ve Hitit Imparatorlugu’na ait
eserlerin biitiiniini olusturan parcalar, serginin carpici boliimiinii tegkil etmistir. Sempozyumun
sembolii olarak bir bronz Hitit giines kursu se¢ilmistir. Bogazkdy’den bir kabartma heykelinin
dikkat ¢ekici bir kopyasi, etkileyici bir sekilde girise yerlestirilmigtir.4?

Hitit glines kursunun kullanimi 1930°larla sinirl kalmadi. 1923’°te Cumhuriyet’in ilaninin
ardindan, 1946 yilinda kurulan ilk iiniversite olan Ankara Universitesi’nin simgesi, giines kursu
olarak secildi. Gliniimiizde gilines kursu iiniversitenin simgesi olarak kullanilmaya devam edi-

35 TDA, 501/31800.125577.21

36 TDA, 501/31800.125577.21

37 Tugba Tanyeri-Erdemir, “Archaeology as a Source of National Pride in the Early Years of the Turkish Republic,”
Journal of Field Archaeology 31, no. 4 (2006): 381-93.

38 Dogan Avcioglu, Tiirklerin Tarihi, vol. 1, ikinci bask1 (Istanbul: Tekin Yaymevi, 1978).

39 Avcioglu, Tiirklerin Tarihi, 31.

40 Mehmet Ozdogan, “Ideology and Archaeology in Turkey,” Archaeology Under Fire: Nationalism, Politics and Her-
itage in the Eastern Mediterranean and Middle East iginde, der. Lynn Meskell (London: Routledge, 2005), 111-23.

41 Tanyeri-Erdemir, “Archaeology,” 385.

42 Tanyeri-Erdemir, “Archaeology,” 388.
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yor.*® Giines kursu, 1973-1995 yillar1 arasinda Ankara Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi’nin logosu ola-
rak kullanildi. Bu kararin alinmasinda, donemin Ankara Belediye Bagkan1 Vedat Dalokay’in
(1927-1991) etkili oldugu belirtiliyor.#4 1978 yilinda Tiirk heykeltiras Nusret Suman (1905—
1978) tarafindan tasarlanan Hitit Giines Kursu Anit1, Ankara’da Sithhiye Meydani’na dikildi.#®

Bununla birlikte, Belediye Baskan1 Dalokay’in, Sihhiye semtine Alacahdyiik kazilar
sirasinda bulunan bir Hitit heykelinin replikasini yerlestirme hamlesi ciddi tartigmalara yol agti.
Senator Adile Ayda (1912—-1992) “Sihhiye’deki Put” baglikli yazisinda eserin Tiirk soyundan
ayr1 bir Hint-Avrupa uygarlig1 olan Hititler ve antik Anadolu’daki Hatti uygarligi ile baglantili
bir putu temsil ettigini iddia etti.*®¢ Ayda, Atatiirk’iin Hititlere Tiirk kokeni atfetme kararimni, o
donemin sinirh tarihi verilerini g6z oniinde bulundurarak aldig: ihtimalini dile getirdi. Hitit-
lerin Tiirk kokenli olmadiklart goriisiinii savunan Ayda, bu heykelin yerlestirilmesinin savu-
nulamayacagini ifade etti. Senato ise Ayda’nin iddialarina karsi ¢ikt1 ve Atatlirk’iin Hititlerin
Tiirk kokenli olmadigini kabul ettigini belirtti.*” Senatoya gore Atatiirk’tin Hititleri Tiirk olarak
tanimlamasi, tarihsel bir yanlis tanimlama degil, sembolik bir ifadedir. Senatonun cevabinda,
Atatiirk’tin Hititlerden Tiirk olarak bahsetmekle bugiin Anadolu’da yasayan Tirk toplumunun
on birinci yiizyilda karsilastiklari medeniyetleri yok eden fatihler olarak Anadolu’ya gelmedik-
lerini anlatmak istedigi belirtilmistir. Senatonun yorumuna gore, bunun yerine, Anadolu’da ya-
samis olan gelenekleri ve kiiltiirleri benimsemis, 6zlimsemis ve devam ettirerek gecmisleriyle
stirekli bir kiiltiirel bag kurmuslardir.4®

Hitit Giines Kursu’nun ilerleyen donemlerde kullanimlar1 arasinda, 1962°de Eskise-
hir’de kurulan Tiirk gida sirketi Eti’nin logosu ve 2006’da Bogazkdy arkeolojik alaninin bu-
lundugu Corum’da kurulan Hitit Universitesi’nin simgesi olarak kabul edilmesi sayilabilir.4°
Ayrica, belirli durumlarda Hitit geyik heykelleri de kullanilmistir. Ankara’da 8 Temmuz 1967
tarihinde kurulan Hacettepe Universitesi, simge olarak, akademisyen Yiicel Tanyeri (1946 do-
gumlu) tarafindan tasarlanan bir Hitit geyik figiiriinii benimsedi.5°

1968 yilinda ise Hitit Miizesi, kapsamli bir yeniden yapilanma siireci sonucunda Ana-
dolu Medeniyetleri Miizesine donistiiriildii. Bu doniisiim, Anadolu’nun medeniyetlerin besigi
ve ¢agdas Tirk ulusunun kokeni oldugu anlatisini 6n plana ¢ikariyordu.! Hitit Miizesinin adi-
nin degistirilmesi, Hitit Imparatorlugu nun kiiltiirel mirasma yonelik yaklasimda degisimi tem-
sil ediyor olabilir. Bu degisim, Hititlerin Tirkiye’ nin kiiltiirel politikalar1 ¢cercevesindeki énemi
degerlendirilirken géz 6nilinde bulundurulmalidir. Bu ¢ercevede, makalenin diger boliimlerinde
Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin miras politikalarini, miras turizmini, sosyoekonomik gelismelerini ve
yonetim araglarin1 da kapsayan kiiltiirel miras1 incelenmistir. Bu inceleme, devlet arsivlerinin
yani sira Bogazkdy kazilarindan elde edilen Hitit tabletlerine ve iki sfenkse odaklanan medya
anlatilarina dayanmaktadir.

43 Ali Cetinkaya, “Anadolu Medeniyetlerinde Kullanilan Sembollerin Giintimiiz Kurumsal Kimlik Calismalarina
Yansimalar1” (yiiksek lisans tezi, Firat Universitesi, 2014), 87.

44 Cetinkaya, “Anadolu,” 82.

45 Ugur Duyan, “Su Perileri: ‘Baskentin Kayip Heykelleri’,” Idealkent: Kent Arastirmalart Dergisi 2 (2011): 137.
46 Avcioglu, Tiirklerin Tarihi, 31.

47 Avcioglu, Tiirklerin Tarihi, 31.

48 Avcioglu, Tiirklerin Tarihi, 31.

49 Cetinkaya, “Anadolu,” 83-86.

50 Cetinkaya, “Anadolu,” 79.

51 Kirag, “100. Yilinda,” 161.
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Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti‘nde Hitit Mirasi:
Tiirk Arsivlerinden Anlatilar

Tiirkiye Cumbhuriyeti’nin arsiv hazinesinde yer alan iki temel belgeyi detayl bir sekilde
inceledigimizde, Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel soy agaciyla gii¢lii bir bag kuruldugunu gé-
riyoruz. Bu tiir tarihi entegrasyonlar, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin ilk yillarinda son derece énemli
roller tistlendi.

Oncelikle 1934-1935 yillar1 arasinda Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Milli Egitim Bakani olarak
hizmet veren Zeynel Abidin Ozmen (1890-1966) tarafindan kaleme alman detayli bir rapor in-
celendi. 13 Ekim 1934 tarihinde sunulan bu belge, 1930’Iu yillarin Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti i¢in
Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun tarihi kronolojisi agisindan tasidig1 6nemi vurgulamaktadir.52 Hiikiime-
tin hazirladig1 1934 tarihli bu ayrintili rapor, Alman arkeolog Kurt Bittel’in gozetiminde Bo-
gazkoy’deki kazilardan cikarilan sayisiz ¢ivi yazili tabletin detayli bir agiklamasini igerir. Civi
yazili tabletlerden elde edilen ve Hitit hiikiimdarlarina dair karmagik detaylari igeren arkeolojik
bulgularin dykiisii 6zellikle dikkat cekicidir. Belge, bir zamanlar refah iginde yasayan Hitit im-
paratorlugu’nun kentlerinin, Frigya Krallig1 tarafindan nasil yikima ugratildigini agik¢a ortaya
koymakta ve boylece bolgenin yerlesim tarihi hakkinda 6nemli bilgiler sunmaktadir. Frigya’dan
sonra, Roma Imparatorlugu’nun istilalar1 daha biiyiik yikimlara sebep olmus, bu tahribatlarin
ardindan yalnizca Bogazkdy ayakta kalabilmisgtir.53

1930’1u yillarda Tiirkiye hiikiimeti tarafindan titizlikle yiiriitiilen arkeolojik arastirmalar,
Anadolu’nun tarihine ve bir zamanlar bu topraklarda yasayan ¢esitli uygarliklara yonelik giderek
artan ilgiyi gostermektedir. Bu ilgi, sadece yeni arkeolojik eserlerin ortaya ¢ikarilmasiyla ilgili
istege ek olarak bolgenin tarihi sakinleri hakkinda bir bilgi edinme istegini de ifade eder.

Incelenen ikinci belge, Almanya Federal Cumhuriyeti’nin ilk Sansdlyesi Konrad Ade-
nauer (1876—1967) ve o donemin Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Cumhurbaskan1 Cemal Giirsel (1895—
1966) arasinda 1960 yilinda kaydedilen dikkat ¢ekici bir diyaloga yer vermektedir. Bu yazisma,
Bat1 Almanya’nin Berlin, K6ln ve Miinih gibi dnde gelen sehirlerinde Hitit eserlerine adanmis
bir serginin diizenleneceginin altini ¢izer.>* Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti arsivlerindeki en eski belge,
Adenauer’in 26 Temmuz 1960 tarihli bir yazisinin ¢evrilmis kopyasidir. Bu mektupta Adenauer,
Tiirk Cumhurbaskani Giirsel’e, Hitit eserlerini 6ne ¢ikaran 6zel bir sergi hakkinda bilgi verir ve
Tiirkiye’nin belirli Hitit eserlerini bu sergi i¢in ddiing vermeye istekli olusuna duydugu takdirini
ifade eder. Adenauer, bu degerli eserlerin iilkeler arasinda tasinmasiyla ilgili lojistik zorluklari
kabul eder. Ayrica, bu eserlerin kigisel denetimi altinda korunacagini temin eder.3® Ek olarak, bu
toplumu ile tarihine duydugu derin ilgiyi anlatir.36

2 Agustos 1960 tarihinde kaleme alinan bagka bir yazisma, Giirsel’in Adenauer’in mek-
tubuna verdigi karsilig1 agiga ¢ikarir. Bu karsilikli yazisma, 1960’larin kiiltiirel miras baglaminda,
antik Anadolu medeniyetinin ayrilmaz bir parcas1 olan Hitit kiiltiirii ve tarihi hakkinda Tiirk yone-
timinin bakig acisin1 aydimlatir. Giirsel, yanitinda, yaklasan sergiyi, Almanya ve Tiirkiye arasindaki
kiiltiirel baglar1 daha da giiclendirecek, degerli bir ara¢ olarak kabul eder. Serginin, Alman vatan-

52 BCA, 30.10.0.0/146.42.12
53 BCA, 30.10.0.0/146.42.12
54 BCA, 30.1.0.0/41.246.4
55BCA, 30.1.0.0/41.246.4
56 BCA, 30.1.0.0/41.246.4
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daslarmi, Tiirk topraklarinda gelisen saygim bir medeniyet tarafindan olusturulan 6zgiin bir sanat
formuyla tanistirma firsati sundugunu diisiiniir.3” Giirsel’in mektubu, 1960’larda Tiirk yonetiminin
Hitit Imparatorlugu nun kiiltiirel ve tarihi mirasina gosterdigi biiyiik saygiy1 agikca gosterir.

7 Kasim 1960 tarihinde yayimlanan bir idari kararname, Almanya’da gerceklesecek olan
Hitit eserlerine adanmis sergi icin 204 Hitit eserinin Ko6ln, Miinih ve Berlin’e gonderilmesini
onaylar.®® Kararname, Bogazkoy arkeolojik alanini uluslararasi bir kazi projesi olarak tanitir.
Ozellikle, Bogazkdy’de bulunan ve Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri’nde muhafaza edilen, Hitit do-
neminden kalma bir dizi ¢ivi yazili tablet, Almanya’ya sevk edilen 204 Hitit eserinden olusan
katalogda yer alir.>® Kararname, sergiye dair kosullari net bir sekilde belirlerken, Tiirkiye nin
ovgiiye deger yonlerini vurgulayan tanitim etkinliklerinin diizenlenmesinin dnemini de belirtir.6°
Bu girisimler, Hitit kiiltiiriine adanmis bir sempozyumu ve Hitit giines kursu gibi iinlii Hitit sim-
gelerinin sergilenmesini de kapsar. Bu simge, Cumhuriyet’in kurulusundan itibaren Tiirkiye’de
genis ¢apta kullanilmistir.

Bogazkdy Sfenksi Ornegi Uzerinden Hitit Mirasinin Medyadaki Yankisi

Bogazkdy Sfenksi, yirminci yiizyilin baslarinda Osmanli ve Alman arkeologlarin isbirli-
giyle ytiriitiilen bir kaz1 sirasinda kesfedildi. 1915 ve 1917 yillart arasinda sfenks, diger sfenks
ve ¢ivi yazili tabletlerle birlikte restorasyon amagli olarak Berlin’e tagindi. Bu sfenkslerden biri,
neredeyse 3.000 tablet ile birlikte 1943 yilina kadar Tiirkiye’ye iade edildi. Civi yazili tabletlerin
geri kalani ise 1987 yilina kadar geri gonderildi.®' Ancak Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin geri doniisii ne-
redeyse yiiz yil sliren uzun miizakereler sonucunda gerceklesti. Bogazkdy Sfenksi 2011 yilinda
Anadolu’ya geri dondii. 13 Mayis 2011 tarihinde BBC News, Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin Tiirkiye’ye
geri dontis siireci hakkinda bir haber yayimladi ve Almanya’nin eseri iade etme kararina degindi.
Haberde, Alman yetkililerin, Tiirk uzmanlarla ger¢eklestirilen miizakereler sonucunda, Bogazkdy
Sfenksi’nin geri getirilmesini bir nevi iyi niyet gostergesi olarak algiladiklari belirtildi.®?

16 Mayis 2011°de Corum’un yerel gazetesi Yayla Haber, 94 yilin ardindan Almanya’nin
Bogazkdy Sfenksi’ni Tiirkiye’ye geri iade etme kararin1 duyurdu.®® Bu duyuruda, dénemin Co-
rum Valisi Nurullah Cakir’in (1964 dogumlu), Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin ana yurda iadesi konusun-
daki memnuniyetini ifade eden agiklamalar1 yer aldi. Vali, sfenksin ait oldugu yerde korunacak
olmasimin kendisini ne kadar memnun ettigini dile getirdi.®* Yayla Haber, Bogazkoy Sfenksi’nin
geri doniis siirecini ayrintilariyla ele alarak, Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi’nin ii¢ ayda bir paylasi-
lan yayininda eserin durumuna verilen genis yerden bahsetti.®®> Bu makale, Bogazkoy Sfenksi’nin
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almanya-bogazkoy-sfenksini-iade-ediyor/amp.
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Corum’da korunmasinin yerel medya i¢in ne kadar biiyiik bir gurur kaynagi oldugunu ortaya
koymaktadir.

25 Eyliil 2011°de yerel gazete, Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin Bogazkdy Miizesi’nde sergilenece-
gine dair bir haber paylasti. Yayla Haber, haberinde Bogazkdy Sfenksi iizerinden kiiltiir ve tarihin
onemine degindi. Gazete, tipki Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi’nin yiiriittiigi kampanyalardaki gibi,
Tiirkiye’ nin degerlerinin yalnizca deniz, kum ve giinesle sinirlt olmadigini, tilkenin ayn1 zamanda
Bogazkoy Sfenksi gibi essiz kiiltiirel ve tarihi degerlere de ev sahipligi yaptigini belirtti.6®

Kiiltiirel miras politikalar1 ¢ergevesinde, 2007-2013 yillar1 arasinda Tiirkiye’de Kiiltiir
ve Turizm Bakani gorevini tistlenen Ertugrul Giinay, yirmi birinci yiizyilin getirdigi doniistimleri
derinlemesine inceleme imkan1 getiren genis bir perspektif sunar. 9 Ekim 2011 tarihinde Tiirkiye
hiikiimetinin eserin iilkeye geri getirilmesine dair caligmalariyla ilgili gergeklestirilen konugma,
degisen yaklasimlar1 anlama noktasinda onemli bir kilometre tagidir.6” Giinay, sadece tarihi bii-
tiinliigli korumaya yonelik hedeflerin 6tesine gecerek, miras turizmi yoluyla ekonomik deger olus-
turma potansiyeli bulunan bir kiiltlir miras1 anlayisina 151k tutar. 1998-2002 yillar1 arasinda 492
parca eser Turkiye’ye geri getirilmistir, 2007—2011 yillar1 arasinda ise bu say1 3.272’ye ¢ikmuistir.
Giinay’1n bu konudaki ¢abalari, kiiltiirel mirasin geri kazanilmasi konusundaki taahhiidiinii goster-
mektedir.6® Bu artis, tarihi korumaya yonelik ilginin artmasina baglanabilir. Giinay’in ifadeleri ise
bu konuda ekonomik motivasyonlarin daha 6nemli roller iistlendigini gostermektedir. Giinay, geri
kazanilan eserlerin “turizmin, kiiltiiriin ve uygarligin bereketleri” oldugunu vurgulayarak kiiltiirel
eserlerin sadece tarihi degeri olan ve korunmasi gereken varliklar olmadigini, ayn1 zamanda turizm
sektoriinii canlandirabilecek ekonomik degerler olarak da goriilebilecegini ifade eder.5®

Giinay’1n, Tiirkiye’nin giderek artan kiiresel iiniiniin sadece “biiyiileyici deniz kiyilar”
gibi dogal cazibelerle degil, ayn1 zamanda “saygin miizeler, arkeolojik sit alanlar1 ve kazilar” gibi
kiiltiirel zenginliklerle de anilmasi gerektigini savunmasi daha genis bir paradigma ile yankilanan
bir soylem degisikliginin altin1 ¢izmektedir.” Giinay’in bakis agisi, iilkenin “yiikselen marka de-
gerini” kiiltiirel mirasinin korunmasi ve sergilenmesine yonelik ¢abalarla uyumlu bir sekilde ele
alarak, kiiltiirel varliklarin ekonomi ile baglantili oldugunu belirtir.”* Bu ifadeler, kiiltiirel mirasi
sadece tarihi bir arsiv olarak degil, ayn1 zamanda ekonomik bir itici gii¢ ve iilke imajinin pekisti-
rilmesi i¢in bir arag olarak yorumlar. Boylece, miras turizmini, kiiltiirel miras politikalarinin odak
noktasina tagir. Glinay’1n iddialari, Tiirkiye’ nin siradanlagtirilmis bir imajdan daha fazlasina sahip
olabilmesi i¢in Tiirk hiikiimetinin sarf ettigi cabay1 gézler Oniine serer. Bu da eserlerin iadelerine
dair taleplerinin dnemini artirir ve Tiirkiye’nin diinyadaki temsiline yeni bir tanim ve baglam ka-
zandirma siirecinde ilgili talepleri daha kapsamli bir miras politikasinin 6nemli bir bilegeni haline
getirir. Ayrica, Tirkiye’nin tarihi zenginlikten yoksun bir dogal “cennetten” ibaret olmadigini,
zengin bir tarihi ve kiiltiirel mirasa sahip oldugunu belirtir.”2

Tirk medyasi, sfenksin iadesinin ardindan Corum ilindeki turizm potansiyelindeki ar-
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tisa dikkat ¢ekmis ve bu geri iadenin sehirdeki turizmi canlandirdigini iddia etmistir. Sfenksin
bolgenin turizmine ciddi bir ivme kazandirdig1 iddiasi, istatistiksel verilerle desteklenmektedir.
Bogazkdy Miizesi’nin topladigi verilere gore, 2011 yilinda Hattusa ve Yazilikaya’nin antik alan-
larmni yaklasik 58.000 kisinin ziyaret etmesi de bunu kanitlar niteliktedir.”® O donemde Bogazkale
Kaymakami olan Murtaza Dayang (1977 dogumlu), ziyaret¢i sayisinin 2010 yilina gore %23 artis
gosterdigini ifade etmistir.” Dayang, kaymakamligin turizm potansiyelini daha da artirmak igin
yeni adimlar atmay1 planladigini da belirtmistir.” Turizmi canlandirma girisimleri kapsaminda,
her y1l Mayis ayimin ilk hafta sonu Allgdau’nun Oberstaufen belediyesinde baslayan motor sporlari
etkinligi Allgdu-Orient Rallye’nin katilimcilari bile 5 Mayis 2012°de Bogazkody Sfenksini ziyaret
etmeleri igin Corum’a davet edilmistir.”®

Sonug

Arsiv belgelerinin ve medya temsillerinin elestirel bir degerlendirmesi, Hitit Imparatorlu-
gu’nun kiiltiirel mirasinin Tiirkiye’deki yorumlanmasi ve kullanimini farkli bakis agilartyla vur-
gular. Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin kurulusu, Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel mirasina yonelik bir
canlanma ve yeniden degerlendirme donemine denk gelmistir. 1923’te Cumhuriyet’in resmi ola-
rak ilanindan 6nce, 1921 yilinda giindeme gelen Hitit Miizesi projesi, bu savi destekler. Tiirkiye
Cumbhuriyeti’nin Hitit simgeleri ve eserlerini ¢esitli ulusal ve uluslararasi baglamlarda bilingli bir
sekilde kullanmasi, bir zamanlar modern Tiirkiye’nin smirlar i¢inde yasayan eski uygarliklarla
bag kurma ¢abasini ortaya koymaktadir.

Resmi raporlar ve yazismalardan olusan birincil kaynaklar, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin
Hitit imparatorlugu’na olan yakinligmi dogrular. Zeynel Abidin Ozmen ve Cemal Giirsel gibi
onemli devlet adamlarinin yaptig1 yazismalar, Hitit kiiltirel mirasinin Anadolu uygarliklarinin
tarih boyunca bir parcasi olarak kabul edildigini ifade eder. Amag, Tiirk vatandaslar1 ile Anadolu
kokeni arasinda saglam bir bag kurmak ve bdylece kolektif bir 6z anlayis ile uyum gelistirmektir.
Kiiltiirel miras politikalar1 ¢ergevesinde yapilan analizler, Hitit mirasinin Tiirkiye Cumhuriye-
ti’nin yeni sekillenen 6z anlayisindaki belirleyici roliinii ortaya koyar.

Bununla birlikte, Hitit kiiltiire] mirasinin yirminci yiizyildaki temsili incelendiginde 6n-
celikler ve ilgi alanlarinda somut bir degisim oldugu goriilmektedir. Medya anlatilar1 6zellikle
Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin iilkeye geri doniisii konusunda genellikle kiiltiirel eserlerin ekonomik po-
tansiyeline odaklanmaktadir. Bu anlati, eserlerin turizmi canlandirma etkisini toplumun 6z anla-
yisin1 sekillendirme roliine gore daha ¢ok 6n plana ¢ikarir. Bu, kiiltiirel miras ¢ercevesinde bir
yaklagim degisikligine dair olduk¢a 6nemli bir 6rnek olusturur. Miras turizminden elde edilen
ekonomik getirilere olan vurgunun mevcut sdylem iizerinde dnemli bir etki yapmaya basladigi
gorlilmektedir.

Ayrica, yerel Tiirk medyasinin ve donemin Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakani Ertugrul Giinay’in
sOylemlerinin analizi, Tiirkiye’nin tarihsel derinlik ve 6nemden mahrum bir dogal “cennet” ima-
jmi1 dengelemek adina bilingli bir ¢erceveleme stratejisi yaratildigini gosterir. Bu anlatilar, Tiir-
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kiye’nin giiclii kiiltlirel ve tarihsel mirasin1 proaktif bir gekilde 6ne ¢ikarirken, Giinay’in gorev
stiresi boyunca iade edilen Bogazkoy Sfenksi’nin de anlatiy1 sekillendirmedeki etkin roliinii vur-
gulamaktadir. Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin Bogazkdy Miizesi’ndeki sergisi yalnizca antik sanat eserle-
rinin bir vitrini olmanin &tesinde, Giinay’in da savundugu gibi, Tiirkiye nin zengin tarihi devam-
liliginin yeniden teyidi olarak konumlandirilmistir. Somut kiiltiirel ve tarihsel varliklarin tizerine
yogunlasma, diinyanin Tiirkiye’ye dair algilarini yeniden tanimlama ¢abasina isaret etmekte ve
deniz, kum, giines ligclemesinin 6tesine gegmektedir. Tilirkiye’nin tarihi zenginliklerinin bu sekil-
de temsil edilmesi, miras turizmini canlandirmay1 hedefleyen stratejik bir yaklasim olarak kabul
edilebilir. Tiirkiye’nin tarihsel derinligini 6ne ¢ikaran medya ve Giinay gibi etkili figiirler, tiim
diinyadan kitlelerin ilgisini zengin ve ¢esitli kiiltiirel deneyimleri kesfetmeye ¢ekmede dnemli bir
rol oynar. Bu durum, karsilikli olarak, Tiirkiye nin uluslararasi alanda ekonomik ve sosyokiiltiirel
durusunu gii¢lendirir ve daha kapsamli, daha incelikli ve canli bir sekilde resmedilmesini saglar.

Bu ¢alismalarin ekonomik sonuglarina yapilan vurgunun, Hitit tarihi karsisinda toplumun
gercekei ilgisini yansitip yansitmadigi ya da sadece turizmi canlandirmak igin stratejik bir ma-
nevra olup olmadig1 konusu daha fazla aragtirma gerektirir. Gen¢ Cumhuriyetin Hitit mirasina ilgi
gbstermesinin ilk sebeplerini yorumlarken, ilginin kaynaginin Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun Hint-Av-
rupa kokenleri, ¢cok tanrili dini yapisi ya da diger sosyopolitik dinamiklerle iligkili olup olmadig:
da derinlemesine incelenmelidir.

Temelde, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti ve Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel miras1 arasindaki kar-
magik iliski, zaman i¢inde kiiltiirel miras politikalarinin evrimine, degisen sosyopolitik manza-
ralara, ekonomik amaglara ve kiiltiirel hedeflere verilen tepkilere dair degerli analizler sunar.
Bu nedenle, bu alanda devam eden akademik kesifler, toplumsal 6z bilincin, kiiltiirel mirasin ve
sosyoekonomik durumlarin dinamik etkilesimini daha da aydinlatmaya yardimci olabilir.
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