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Hattusa, the Capital City of the

Hittite Empire

Bugiin Corum [li'min Bogazkale flgesi yakinlarinda
yer alan ve MO 2. binyilda Orta Anadolu’da olusan Hirit
imparatorlufunun baskenti Hattuia'nim bulundugu bolge-
de, yerlesik tarim topluluklanmn ilk izteri MO 6. ile 4. bin-
yillari arasinda karsimiza cikmaktadir. I Anadolu stepleri-
nin kuzeyindeki bircok balgede oldugu gibi, Bogazkale'nin
bulundugu Budakdzii vadisinde de kigiik ve nispeten kisa
sitreli iskan edilen alanlar, insanlarin ilk yerlesim yerleri
olarak gorilir

Orta Anadolu’'nun giiney bolgelerinden ¢ok farkh olan
ekosisteme uygun yasam stratejilerinin gelistirilmesi, Gzel-
likle son yillarda Dr. Schoop tarafindan Bogazkoy Kazilar

semsiyesi alunda gerceklestirilen Camlibel Tarlasi calis-

malarindan elde edilen bulgularla gorilmagtir (5choop
2011). Buradaki ¢ahsmalar Kalkolitik Ddnem icerisinde
bolgesel bir kitltirin kendine ézgil dzellikleriyle sekillen-
digini gostermektedir, Bu dénemde, az sayida tag temelli
evierden olusan kigik yerlegimler, ovalarda degil plato-
larda yer almaktaydy (Fig. 1). Insan topluluklar, tarim ve
hayvaﬁc.ﬂ@m yaminda bélgesel hammaddeleri de kullana-
rak dzellikle madencilikle ugrasmakiayds. Yerlesimlerin
cevresindeki kaynaklarm ve tarim alanlarmin verimliligi
kisa siirede tikendigi icin, bu tarz yerlesimler, cok uzun
bir sire kullamlamamisur. Kogullar yagam sartlarina ye-
terli gelmediginde bu basit planh yerlesimler terk edilmis,
aym bélgede veni bir iskin alanina tagimlmistir. Bu neden-
le Anadoln’daki bircok balgede goralen tipik héyuk tarz
yerlesimler buralarda karsimiza cikmamaktadir.

MO 3. binyilda Bofazkdy ve yakin gevresindeki kitlttrel
gelisme heniiz tam anlamiyla bilinmese de, aym binyilin
en sonlarinda Bogazkéy'de yeni bir yerlesimin kurulmasiy-
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The Hittite capital city Hauuda, which
developed during the 2** Millennium BC, is
sitnated near the present town of Bo

in Co

1, @ provinee in Central Anatolia

earliest traces of settled farming communities

in this region date from between the and

Millennia BC, Like many areas in the northern

steppes of inland Anatolia, the Budakded valley
where Bofazkale lies was home to early human
settlements covering each only a small area
and which were occupied for a relatively short
period of time

Finds in the area, particularly those made in

recent years by Dr. Schoop during the excava-

tions of Gamlibel Tarlas: earried out under the
umbrella of the Bogazkdy excavations, throw
light on the development of a way of life appro-
priate to an ecosystem that is much different

from that of the south sentral Ana

tolia (Schoop 2011). These studies show that

during the Chalcolithic Period a regional cul

ture with its own distinctive features took shape
here. At this time small settlernents consisting

15t a few houses with stone foundations

were located on the teans rather than in the

plains (Fig. 1), As well as practicing agriculoure
and animal husbandry, these communities en
gaged in other activities that made use of the
raw materials of the region, in particular metal
working. Because the productivity of resources
and arable land around the settlements quickly
diminished, settlements of this kind lost their
viability in the long term. When living condi-

tions became difficult these simple settlements

were abandoned and the inhabitants moved on
to establish new settlements elsewhere in the

same region, That is why the settlement moun
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typical of many other regions of Anatolia arc

not found here.

Altho

the cultural development in

3

Bogazkoy and its vicinity in the 3" millennium

BC is no

yet fully understood, the establish
ment of a new settlement at Bofazkoy at the very

end of this millen

1 opened up a new chap-

ter in the history of the region (Fig. 2). This
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la bélgenin tarihinde yeni bir sayfa agilmistir
(Fig. 2). Bu yerlesim, 6ncekilerden farkh ola-
rak uzun émurli ve ¢ok daha biytik olmasi-
nin yam sira, ayni yerlesim icerisinde ilk kez
gorilen degisik mimari formlarla da dikkat
cekmektedir. Kesintisiz gelisen bu yerlesim,

vaklasik 500 sene sonra Hitit baskenti ola-

Fig ):

Bogazkoy ve cevresndeki
platolarda kurulan kicak
yerlesimlerde, bolgedeki ilk
yerlesik toplulukla‘im yagam
alanlar tespic cdilmistir. Resmin
sag ale tarafinda 2007-2009
arasinda UIf Schoop tarafindan
incelenen libel Tarlast

adli yerlesim yeri, cesmin arka
Kismunin ortasinda ise yaklagik
2000 sene daha soara inga
edilmiy Hitit baskentinin tacy
Yerkap: gériilir.

In Bogazkdy and small

settlements founded

cinity, area

2 ile in
nee is Yerkapt

pirtal, bl

azkoy-Hatiuia'min kuzeyden
havadan genel grinimi. On
tarafta Buyukkaya sag tarafaa
Asan Sehir ile Biyiik Mabet ve
resmin arka kisminda Yukan
Sehiryera

Aerial view o

Hauuda from the north. In the

1 1is Buyakkaya, with

¢ and the Great

Temple an the tight, and th

Upper Gity in the background
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Fig. &
Bogazkiy'de MO 5. binyiln
sonundan itibaren Hiti
Imparatorlugunun sonuna kadar
yerlesimin geligmesini sematik
olarak gosteren harita. ap yak.

MO F100,/2000; b yak. MO 1700
kadar (Kirom Dénemil; ) Eski
Hitit Danemi {vak. MO 1550/ 15330%
kadar); d) Hitit Imparatorlugu (yak.
1200/ 1180° kadar).

cak sehrin ¢ekirdegini olugturmaktaydy
{Schachner 2011a; Schachner 2012b).
Ozellikle konut mimarisinin zaman ige-
risinde ¢ok fazla defisim gostermeden
yiizyillar boyunca Hitit donemine ka-
dar aym formlarda kullamlmas:, Hitit
maddi kitltiiriinan kékenlerinin bu yer-
lesime dayandigina isaret etmektedir
{Schachner 1999; Neve 1979). Kendin-
den énceki mimari formlara paralel ko-
puilann kullanmm gekillerini de uzun
bir sire devam ettiren Hititlerde, ancak
MO 16. ve 15. yy'daki bir imparatorlo-

Fun baskenti ve metropolil olmasiyla

birlikte yeni dzgiin formlar, kent insanlarimn ihtiyaglarina

gore ortaya cikmig ve kullamilmaya basglanmistir {Schach-
ner 2006: 160-163; Neve 1979).
MO 3. binin son ¢eyreginde Anadolu’yu kapsayan ve

komsu bilgelerle baglantih, hem hammadde hem de bilgi

settlement differed from its predecessors not
only in being long lived and far larger, but also
in being the first w have diverse architectural
forms within one settlement. This settlement

developed without interruption and formed

the nuclens of the city that 1o become the

Hittire capital around 500 years later (Sc 1=
ner 2011a; Schachner 2012b). The way in which
architectural forms, particularly dwellings, re-
mained virtually unchanged over the centuries
up to the Hittite period indicates that the roots
of Hittite material culture go back to this settle
ment (Schachner 1999; Neve 1979). For a long
time the Hitites preserved the architectural
forms and ways of using dwellings inherited
from their prc-dcc.essnrs, and it was only when

the city became a metropolis and capital of an

empire in 16" and 15" centruries BC that new
distinctive forms emerged to meet the needs of
the urban population (Schachner 2006: 160-
163; Neve 1979),

In the last quarter of the 3 millenniwm BC
a system of exchange for both raw materials
and information across Anatolia and with links
to neighboring regions grew up, as revealed by
many finds, particularly those from the rich
noble tombs at Alaca Hoyik. Written documents
and other material remains show that in the
early centuries of the 2" millennium BC this
irade became institutionalized and expanded

to cover all of Anatolia, mainly through the

efforts of Assyrian traders (Lumsden 2008;
Alparslan 2010). These merchants established a
trading network based on the exchange of tin
and fabrics from northern Syria and northern

from Anatolia.

Mesopotamia with minerals
The Assyrian merchants lived in settlements
they called karum, a word meaning harbour
and referring in this case to places providing
facilities for caravans when they halted, which
they established on the edge of Anatolian cities.
At Bogazkdy, just to the west of the original
Hattian city, a settlement called Karum Hartms
has been identified. This is situated on a broad
terrace in the part of the city that centuries
later during the Hittite period became known
as the Lower City (Schachner 2012b, 2011h:
56-68). The name of this settlement was first
encountered  in contemporary  Akkadian

cuneiform texts, where it was wrilten with

the ideogram BABBAR, meaning silver

in Sumerian, Although the pronunciation in
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the Jocal Hattian language is unknown, the

cunettorm

used suggest that probably the

name was connected with the trade in silver

The city known as Hattus during the Karum
period was a settlement of almost the same
size as in the following Early Hittite period,
consisting of a kirum quarter to the west and
and many different building types (Fig. 3).
During this period it is thought that the rulers
of Hattus occupied a part of the walled citadel at
Biyinkkale. Excavationshave partially uncovered

h

the neighborhoods in : Lower City where

ian merchants lived. In this area the
urban layout and architecture of the dwellings
closely resemble contemporary equivalents in
other cities, both in plan and function (Figs.
1-6). Although no temples or monumental
administrative buildings have vet been found.
the existence of diverse architectural forms in
many parts of the city suggests a complex and
hierarchic social structure (Schachner 2012b;
Schachner 2011b: 56-68).

We know that the area of the city of Hattusa
was more or less the same in the late Early
Bronze Age, the Kirum period and even the

Early Hittite period {

3), indicating that the
city's material culture and economic base did
not change significantly, This and other find
ings allow us to conclude that the Early Hiuite
period settlement was closely connected to its
predecessors in terms of material culture, and
arose out of the cultural legacy here,

Ihe cultural development in  Anatolia

between the late part of the Early Bronze Age
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iceren bir alisveris sisteminin olustu- Fig. 4:
ruldugunu, ozellikle Alaca Hoyuk'teki cikarulan yerlesim.
zengin Bey mezarlarindan elde edilen

The settfement un
ve benzer pek ¢ok buluntudan anla- Kirom Hatuu
maktayiz. MO 2. binyihin ilk yizyilla-
rinda ise, Anadolu’daki bu ticaretin
azellikle Assurlu taccarlar éncilagionde kurumsallastiril-
dig1 ve butin Anadolu'yu kapsadigi, yazih kaynaklardan
ve baska maddi kahinulardan anlasilmaktadir (Lumsden
2008; Alparslan 2010). Assurlu tiiccarlar, Anadolu’ya kalay
ve 6zel kumaslar getirerek Anadolu ile Kuzey Suriye ve Ku-
zey Mezopotamya'y: birbirine baglayan, Anadolu madenle-
rini glineydeki kiltarlere aktaran bir ag olusturmuslardir.
Assurlu tiiccarlar bu agin en énemli noktalannda, kendi
dillerinde liman, yani kervanlarin vardiklar limanlar anla-
mina gelen “Karum” adinda ve Anadolu kentlerinin kenar-
larinda yer alan yerlesimlerde yasamaktaydi. Bogazkoy'de,
esas Hatti sehrinin hemen bausinda, yazyillar sonra Hitit
sehrinin Asain Sehir olarak adlandinlacak kismindaki ge-
nig bir terasta Karum Hattu$ olarak bilinen bir yerlesim
tespit edilmistir (Schachner 2012b, 2011b: 56-68). Donc-
min Akkadca civiyazih metinlerinden ilk kez 6grendigi-
miz yerlesimin bu adi, Siimerce “gtimus” anlamina gelen
KU.BABBAR ideogramiyla yazilmaktaydi. Yerli Hattice
okunusu bilinmese de kullanmilan civiyazihi isaretlerden,
sehrin adinin muhtemelen giimiis ile yapilan ticaretle bag-
lantih oldugu distunilmelidir,

Kirum Doéneminde Hauu$ olarak bilinen sehir, bati-
sindaki karum mahallesiyle birlikte pek¢ok farkh yapilar-
dan olusan ve neredeyse Eski Hitit Donemi'ndeki ile aym

HITTITES: An Anatc

lian Empire
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Fig buayukliikte bir yerlesimdir (Fig. 3). Bu
Kirum Hattué'un giineyinde ’
yanginla tahrip olmus bir bina donemde Hatws beylerinin Biiyiikka-
” a5 silding south of le tizerinde surla cevrili olabilecek bir
Karum Hatt

alanda iskan etrikleri diisiinilmektedir.
Asag1 Sehir'de ayri bir alanda yasayan
Assurlu tiiccarlarin mahalleleri de yapi-
lan kazilarla kismen aciga ¢ikarilmistir, Bu alandaki sehir
organizasyonu ve konutlarin mimarisi ¢agdas kentlerde
rastlanan érneklere hem plan hem de kullanim itibariyla
yakindan benzemektedir (Figs. 4-6). Simdiye kadar mabet
ya da amtsal idari yapilar bulunmasa da sehrin bircok ve-
rinde degisik mimari formlarin tespit edilmesi, karmasik
ve hiyerarsik bir toplumsal yapinin yansimas: olarak da yo-
rumlanabilir (Schachner 2012b; Schachner 2011b: 56-68).
Eski Tung¢ Cag: ile Karum Dénemi hatta Eski Hitit
Dénemi’nde Hattusa sehrinin yizélciimiinde fazla bir far-
kin olmadig: bilinmektedir (Fig. 3). Bu da sehrin maddi
kiltiiriiniin ve ekonomik temellerinin fazla degismedigine
isaret etmektedir. Eski Hitit Donemi yerlesiminin daha én-
ceki yerlesimlerle maddi kiltiir bakimindan yakin bir ilig-
kide oldugunu ve buradaki kiiltiirel kahintlarin iizerinde
gelistigini elde edilen bulgularla séylemek miumkindiir.
Eski Tunc Cagr'min sonundan Hitit Dénemi'ne kadar
olan kiiltiirel sirec, Anadolu’da kesintisiz olarak sadece

Bogazkoy'de takip edilebilmektedir. Uzun bir siire “Anitta

154

until the Hittite Period can be traced without

nterruption only at Bofazkoy. For a long time it

1s believed that the Karum period city (which
according to the Anitta text was cursed) was
abandoned for almost a century until the first
Hittite king Hauusili 1 supposedly refounded

it (Bittel 19¢

The curse on the city as

spoken by Anitta himself reads as follows (after

the translation by A. Dincol);
“And I tpok HattuSu by force in the night, and yet

hieve I o

wed not!

g. After burn

weeds. Wh ser shall be king after me, and setile

Hattusa a

n, may the Storm God smite him”.

Yet in the light of archaeological evidence
it scems rthat Anitta’s curse did not have a
lasting effect. Both written documents and

traces of m

rial culture dating from the

later period show that the city did not remain

unsettled for long (Schachner 2011b: 56-68).
Despite legendary accounts in writtén sources
the evidence indicates that the partially razed
settlement might have remained inhabited,
though on a smaller scale, after the conquest of

Hattusa by King Aniua of Nesa {t

day Kiiltepe)
around 1750 B(

According to written account

the first acknowledged member of the Hittite

«dynasty, which actually originated in the city
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Sk
- settlement at Bogazkoy

of Kudara, chose

Fig. 2) as his capital some time arour

ccount of its str

1650 BC, prob

Jocation (Schachner 2012b, 2011a, 2011b), The

selected the name Hattudili, meaning

1

» Hattus himself, and thereafter the

city was ruled by the Hittites, whose state was

the most ps to have been established
in Centr ia. Archacological data shows
that the material culture of the early Hittites
including architecture and ceramics, evolved
without interruption from those of carlie

So the beginning of the Hittite pe riod

y by a new i

n cuneiform doc

changes occurred. However, dur

first century of Hiuite rule the monumental

aged by

Ils encirclin

1 during the reign of King

self expl 1SN
mself explains i

a surviving text {
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i ak ondizi sovle- Fig 6:
Metni'ne dayanarak lanetlendigi soyle S Hon ey
nen Karum Dénemi kenti ile ilk Hitit yangnla tahrip olmus binadaki
; egyalar

krali 1. Hattudili tarafindan, “sozde”

yeniden kurulan sehir arasinda, yer- ' ‘:.L,. :
lesimin neredeyse bir yazyil boyunca
kullamlmadig: dusanilmistar (Bittel
1€8
laneti su sekilde ge¢mektedir:

58). Yazih metinlerde Anitta'min

“Ve ben HattuSa'yt firtinals bir gecede aldvm, ne var ki bu
rada elime gecen bir sey olmads. Kenti yaktiktan sonra yaba-
ni otlar ektirdim. Benden sonra kral olacaklardan her kim,
Hattuia'yt yeniden canlandirirsa goklerin Firtma Tanns

A. Dincol).

onun belastm versin” (gevir

Ancak yeni arkeolojik verilerin ipginda Anitta'min lane-
tinin ne kadar sire gecerli oldugu dasincesi tekrar deger-
lendirilmelidir. Hem son yillarda bulunan yazih belgeler
hem de maddi kitltiiriin izleri ve karbon tariblendirmeleri,
her iki donem arasinda belki uzun bir zaman olmadigini
3-68). Yazih kaynaklar-

gostermektedir (Schachner 2011b: ¢
¢aki efsanevi aktarimlara karsin, elimizdeki ipuglan Nefa
(bugtnki Kiiltepe) krah Anitta'min MO 1750 civarinda
Hattu¥'u fethetmesinin ardindan, burada kismen tahrip

edilmis bir yerlesimin éncekinden daha kiiciik bir ol¢ide
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Fig. 7: yasamina devam ettigine isaret etmek-

Eski Hitit Dénemi'nde kurulan .
ve sehrin timini cevreleyen sur tedir,

sisteminin sehir kapilarindan birinin

bt Yazilh kaynaklara gore, kokeni as-
havadan gorinimi ;

hnda Ku$ara kentinde olan Hitit hane-

Aerial view of one of the gates in

the defensive

115 that we

e built danhginimn ilk resmi krali I. Hatrusili,

around the city in the Early Hittite

Period  BoZazkdy'deki yerlesimi (Fig. 2), MO
1650'den sonraki yillarda olumlu stra-
tejik konumu nedeniyle kendine bas-

kent se¢mis olmahdir (Schachner 2012b, 2011a, 2011b).
“Hattusah” anlamina gelen bir ismi kendine secen kral,
artik Hititlerin Hattu$a’s olan kentte, Orta Anadolu'da
ilk kez bu kadar giclii bir devletin kurulusunu ilan et-
mistir. Arkeolojik veriler goz dniinde tutulursa Eski Hitit
Dénemi'nde maddi kiltaran (ornegin; mimari ve kera-
mik) daha énceki donemlerden kesintisiz gelistigi goralar.
Dolayisiyla Hitit doneminin baslamas: ilk olarak sadece
¢iviyazih kaynaklardan bilinen iktidarin degismesiyle an-
lagilmaktadir. Kiltiirel anlamda cok belirgin bir yeniligin
vasanmadig) donemin kalintlarindan belli olmaktadir, Hi-
tit egemenliginin ilk yizyihnda bile gelecekteki amtsalliga
isaret eden nitelikte ve sehrin thmini kapsayan bir sur sis-
temi (Fig. 7) ve onunla iliskili olan Kesikkaya'nin giineyin-

deki anitsal yap ile buyak bir bugday ambarinin insa edil-

In the early Hittite period there is as yet no
trace of any radical change in the layout of the
city’s neighborhoods and dwelling types (Neve
1979). Although the physical devclopment of
the scttlement was slow. with the adoption
of cuneiform by the state during the reign of
King Hatwidili 1, the religious, political and
administrative principles of Hittite culture
began to emerge.

During the Early Hittite period Hattusa was
typical of cities in other Anatolian principalitics,
butat latest in the mid-16" century BC we begin
1o see the changes that were to transform the
city into a unique metropolis. This was a period
when fundamental changes ook place not just
in Hattusa but throughout the lands ruled by
the Hittites (Schachner 2009, 2010). In Central
Anatolia the cultural traces of the Kirum
period are seen in the settlement mounds that
were continuously inhabited from the Early
Bronze Age onwards, showing that no changes
had yet taken place in the settlement system
However, in the Hittite period an important
change takes place: many settlement mounds,

such as Kitltepe, Acemhéyiik and Karaho

Konya, which had been scttled in earlier times
were now abandoned, while new settlements
were founded in the second half of the 16™
century BC, such as the Middle Hittite cities of
Kusakl and Ortakay.

T'he most striking example of this develop-
ment apart from Hattusda is the city of Kusakly,
which was built according to a specific plan
(Miller-Karpe 2006). These changes, which at
present are illustrated by just a few settlements,
show that the Hittites introduced a completely
new concept of settlement planning to the cities
they founded in Central Anatolia, and created
a unique settlement system that was at the hub
of their empire. The large granaries and dams
found in many newly established Hittite cities
were based on a solid economic foundation that
was unprecedented: they were the key to the
power of the Hittite state since they provided
control over the supply of both grain and water
(Schachner 2009, 2010).

In the capital Hattusa this process can be
observed in the southern expansion of the city
that began in the second half of the 16% century
BC. Not only did the area covered by the city
double (Fig. 3), but by means of 2 completely

new planning approach that made use of the
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natural wpography, several neighborhoods se-
pareated from each other by means of the land-
scape and each with a different function were
established on the newly occupied land. Dur-
ing this period Hattuga began 1o change from
a typical Anatolian city into a metropolis of an
empire that operated at an international level
(Schachner 2011a).

The most striking example of this plann ing
concept is the temple area located in a large
natural basin in the centre of the Upper City
(Fig. 8). There are over two dozen temples
organized zlong regularly planned streets
that form the nueleus of the Upper City, The
cult buildings identified here are the clearest
examples of how Hittite temple architecure
developed its distinctive features (Miller-Karpe
2003). From the irregular plans of the early
buildings, they evolved over time to consist of
a portal, large courtyard with a colonnade on
at least one side, and cult rooms arranged with
extraordinary symmetry. Many cities temples
were built according to the same plan. The
earliest temples are located on natural terraces
that are conspicuous from a distance. Later they
formed reference points for the street system
established on the bottom of the basin and for
the temples built alongside,

The Hittite period Upper City —or New
City~ does not consist of temples alone (Fig. 9).
Both to the southwest and east of the temple
area are artificial water reservoirs of different
sizes set on natural terraces, Seasonal rises and
falls in the ground water level were exploited
by Hittite architects to fill these TESErVOIrs, as
an effective precaution against the ever-present
risk of drought (Wittenberg and Schachner
2012). From the middle of the 16" cenwury BOC
struciures of this type are found in Hartuda
and many other Hittite cities. These and the
large granaries that begin to appear at the
same period served as a counter-balance to the
challenges of the central Anatolian environment
(Schachner 2009, 2010). Supply structures of
this kind form one of the basic elements of the
new Hittite urban landscape.

When we look at the Upper Gity as a whole,
itis clear that official buildings dominated from
the time it was first built (Figs. 8-9). As well
as the temples and supply structures already
mentioned, various other buildings constructed

on the racks within this urban area belong to this
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digini gormekteyiz (bke. s, 333, Fig. 18). Elimizdeki karbon
tarihlendirmeleri bu genis caph ve biitiin sehri kapsayan
projenin en azindan bir kisminin bir ihtimalle Hantili adh
kralin déneminde (vaklasik MO 1600 yillarinda) kendisi-
nin de bir metinde anlatog gibi gerceklestigini gésterir
(Seeher 2010: 28-32),

Hitit Dénemi’nin baginda sehrin mahallelerinin diizen-
lenmesinde ve konut sekillerinde kékli bir degisiklik hentiz
izlenmemektedir (Neve 1979), Yerlesimin fiziki yapisindaki
gelismeler yavas ilerlemesine ragmen, kral I. Hattusili da-
neminde devlet ditzeyinde kullamlmaya baslanan civiyan-
siyla birlikte, Hitit kiltironan dini, sivasi ve idari kurallar
koyulmaya baslanmistir,

Eski Hitit Dénemi’'nde Anadolu beyliklerinin lipi‘k bir
sehri gériinimiinde olan Hattuéa'da, kenti esi benzeri ol-
mayan bir metropol haline getiren degisiklikler, MO 16,
yy'im ortalannda net bir sekilde goriilmeye basglanir. Bu
dénem sadece Hattusa'da degil biitin Hitit dlkesinde te-
melli bir degisim siirecidir (Schachner 2009, 2010). Orta
Anadolu’da, Kirum Dénemi'nin kiilviirel izlerinin Eski
Tung Cagi'ndan itibaren sirekli verlesim olarak knllanilan
hévitklerde de garalmesi, yerlesim sisteminde daha dnceki
dénemlere gore bir farklihgin olmadigini gosterir, Ancak
Hitit Dénemi'ne gelindiginde énemli bir degisiklik gori-
lir: daha onee iskin edilmis pek cok héyiikie (drnegin;
Kiiltepe, Acemhéyiik, Kenya-Karahéyak gibi) biten yasam,
MO 16. yy'i ikinci varisinda yeni kurulan birgok verlesim-
de fﬁrncgin: Rusakh, Or takdy ve benzeri Orta Hitit Done-
mi sehirleri) devam etmeve baglar.

Hatrusa'nin yam sira bu gelismenin en belirgin ornedi

onceden planlanarak insa edilmis Kusakl sehridir (Maller-
Rarpe 2006). Heniiz sadece birkag yerlesimden anlasilan
bu degisiklikler, Hitit Devleti'nin, Orta Anadolu'da yepveni
bir yerlesim anlayigiyla bir¢ok sehir kurdufunu ve hovlece
imparatorlugun cekirdegini kapsayan ozglin bir verlesim
sistemi olusturdugunu gostermekiedir. Bircok yeni kuru-
lan Hitit kentinde goriilen biayitk hububat depolar ve su
barajlari, daha once gérillmermis saglam bir ekonomik re-
mele dayali olup su ve hububat uizerindeki kontroliin sag-
lanmasiyla Hitit devleti icin iktidarin teknik bakimdan te-
melini olusturmustur (Schachner 2009, 2010).

Baskent Hattuda'da bu siirec dzellikle MO 16, yy'mn ikin-
i yarismda baslayan, sehrin guneye dogru geniglemesinde
izlenebilir. Bu gelismelerle sehrin yazolciimi sadece ikive
katlanmaimas (Fig. 8), aym zamanda kazamlan alanda daha

once hi¢ goriilmemis bir planlama anlayisiyla dogal topog-
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rafya kullanlarak, islevlerine gore bir
birinden ayri bircok mahalle de kurul-
mustur. Hattua bu donemde Anadolu
modelli bir kentten, uluslararas: dazey-
de hareket eden bir imparatorlugun
metropoliine donismeye baslar (Schachner 2011a).

Bu planlama anlayisimn en belirgin 6rnegi Yukan
Sehrin ortasinda biiyiik bir dogal canakta kurulan tapi-
nak mahallesidir (Fig. 8). Diizgin planlanms sokaklarda
yer alan iki dizineden fazla mabet, Yukar Sehrin cekir-
degini olusturmaktadir. Burada tespit edilen kutsal vapi-
lar, Hititlerin tapimak mimarisini 6zgan bir sekilde gelis-
tirdiklerine dair en belirgin 6rncklerdir (Miller-Karpe

2003). Zamanla duzgun olmayan planlardan olaganustii

bir simetriye dogru degisen vapilar, anitsal bir giris, ge
nis ve en azindan bir tarafinda revakh bir aviu ve kutsal
oda(lar)dan olusmakta ve pek cok schirde yer alan tapi-

naklarda genellikle benzer plan uygulanmaktadir. Bu se-
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ern ponds
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The city walls arc an example of another
structure of significant symbolic importance
(Fig. 11). Apart from its defensive function,
this structure, particularly the gates of the
Upper City, with their unique curved shape
of the entrances, located at places through
which everyone had to pass to enter the city
clearly emphasize the technical capabilities

and achievements of the Hittite ki

gs (Figs.

g

12:13). It is also thought that passing through
these gates was an important part of festi
val processions. In the Hiuite belief system
these gates served to protect the gods within
the city and the organized civilization estab-
lished by the kings acting on the gods’ behalf
from the chaos outside it. The importance of
these structures is clearly demonstrated by the
gate known as Yerkapi, which is in a sense the
crown of the city, located at the highest point

overlooking both the residential areas and the

kilde planlanmis tapiaklarin en eski- Fig. 9

Yukan Sehrin genel plam

leri, belirgin ve uzaktan algilanabilen

dogal teraslarda kurulmus olup daha V9 b ioper
sonra canagin duzliginde kurulan so-
kak dizeni ve ona bagh olan tapinak-
lar icin belli referans noktalar: olusturmuslardir.

Hitit Dénemi Yukar: $ehri —ya da Yeni Sehir- sadece
tapinaklardan olusmamaktadir (Fig. 9). Tapmak'mahalle-
sinin hem gineybatusina hem de dogusuna dogal teraslar
halinde degisik ebatlarda suni su hazneleri yerlestirilmis-
tir, Mevsimsel farklarla yiikselen ve alcalan taban sularini,
bu yapilar doldurmak i¢in kullanan Hitit mimarlar: boyle-
ce, daima varolan kurakhk tehlikesine karsi etken bir mii-
cadele yontemi gelistirmislerdir (Wittenberg-Schachner
2012). MO 16. y

cok baska Hitit kentinde goriilen bu tir yapilar, ayni za-

"in ikinci yansindan sonra Hattuia ve pek

manda ortaya ¢ikan biiyiik hububat depolariyla birlikte I¢

Anadolunun cografi eksikliklerinin dengelenmesini sagla-

HITTITES: An Anatolian Empire

159



HATTUSA, HITIT IMPARATORLUGU’NUN BASKENTI

musur (Schachner 2009, 2010). Bu tar

tedarik yapilar, Hititlerin veni kentles-
mesinin temellerinden birini olustur-
maktadir.

Yukar:1 Sehrin timiine bakacak
olursak bu alanda ilk kurulustan itibaren resmi yapilarin
agirhkta oldugu anlasgilmaktadir (Figs. 8-9). Bahsi gecen
tapinak ve tedarik yapilarimin yam sira 6zellikle bu sehir
alaminda bulunan kayabklarda goriilen cesitli yapilar bu
gruba girer (Schachner 2011c). Yenicekale (Fig. 10), Sari-
kale ve Taanikkaya'daki yapilar degisen planlar nedeniyle
farkh fonksiyonlara sahip olsalar da yap: teknigi ve kurul-
duklan yerler itibariyla, devletsel islevlere sahip olduklan
taruisilamag; Sarikale ile 7 no.lu tapinak ve benzer bir sekil-
de Yenicekale ile 30 no.lu tapinak arasinda yakin ve acik¢a
planlanmus iliskiler de goralar.

Bu yapilarin cogunun islevlerine dair heniiz net bilgi-
lere sahip degilsek de, ozellikle Yenicekale'nin (Fig. 10),
islevi netlik kazanan Nisantepe'yle olan mimari benzerlik-
leri nedeniyle, krallarin 6hi ve ata kaltiinde 6nemli bir rol
oynayan ““¢kekur olarak adlandinlmis yapi olma ihtimali
kuvvetlidir (Schachner 2011c). Hattuda'y: oteki Hitit sehir-
lerinden belirgin bir sekilde ayiran bu tir mimari ornek-
ler, 6zellikle Yukan Sehir'de gorualar.

Sehir surlari, yine yiksek bir simgesel deger ve éneme

sahip bir baska yap1 6rnegidir (Fig. 11). Savunma geregi-
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entire surroundings, and thereby symbolizing
the way Hittite culture looked both inwards
and outwards. (Schachner 2011b: 163) (Figs.
3, 14).

Buildings constructed on rocky outcrops,
the curved upper parts of the gateways, a
quarter consisting of over thirty temples, and
structures like Yerkapt are among the features
that so far have never been identified in other
known Hittite cities. Both the monumental
architectural techniques and indicators of
their functions demonstrate that structures of
this kind bad functions closely related to the

Hittite concept of the state, and by symbolizing

¢ power played a key role in the formation
of the ideological foundation of Hittite culture,
a shared mentality, a common identity, and,
perhaps most important of all, the legitimacy of
kingship.

The concentration of buildings with repre-
sentative functions in the Upper City meant that
the older Lower City changed more slowly and
only partially during the Hittite period (Figs. 15

16). It is evident from the w

y the Great Temple
in particular and the storage buildings related
to it take the place of dwellings that developed
in a traditional way, which this part of the city
evoived in a deliberately planned fashion. This

temple, whose date of erection is not yet known

HITITLER: Bir Anadolu imparatorlugu

for certain, was built on a broad terrace in the

Lower City, together with surrounding storage

structures and a large administrative building

giving this part of the city a cc letely new ap
pearance (Fig. 17) (Neve 1995/96; Schachner
2011h: 71-82). It was divided from the western

and northern sections of the city by a new inner

and new roads built on a partially regular

plan connected it with Buyikkale where the
royal palace was Jocated

As the new centre of this part of the city, it
superseded the Great Temple, which is the most

important building in the Hittite lands (Fig. 7).

Formerly it was \v.-\mi‘m-:i that this building

was not constructed until the 13" century

BC. From the characteristics of the plan and
similarities 10 the plan of the Temple of the
Storm God in Kusakli whose date is known, it

is clear that it belongs to the middle stage of

the form development for religions buildings
of this kind (Mialler-Karpe 2008). Therefore

.ms probable that this temple and related

it se
qew building in this part of the city dates from
Lhe late 16" or first half of the 15" century BC

Although itis not the largest Hittite building,

it is notable for the construction technique and

above all for the size of the monolithic stonework

(Fig. 18). The plan characteristics, portal

colonnaded courtyard and cult room comply

1 Anatolian Empirt
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nin yani sira bu yapit, ozellikle Yukart E:l-“:xl‘;”ﬂmmnu —
Sehrin kapilari, baska hicbir yerde go- surlars. Hitit surlarinin donemindeki

gorandmind gercekgi bir bicimde
rilmeyen, st yuvarlanlmis gecislerle vansitmakiadir.

Hitit krallarinin imkanlar ve basarila-

rim acik bir sekilde ve herkesin gecmesi ;u‘r‘”‘"‘l‘” J
gerektigi bir yerde ortaya koymaktadir

(Fig. 12-13). Bu kapilarin aym zamarda

bayram alaylarinda onemli gegisler olarak kullanildig da
disinilmektedir. Hitit inang danyzsinda bu kapilar, seh-
rin icindeki tanrilari ve onlarn adina hareket eden kralla-
rin kurdugn medeni diizeni sehrin disindaki kaostan koru-

k gegisleri saglamaktadir. Bu yapilarin onemi, sehrin

en yiiksek yerinde, hem mesken alanlarina hem de tim
gevreye hakim olan ve boylece Hitit medeniyetinin ice ve
disa dogru yonelimini simgeleyen, bir bakima sehrin taci
olan Yerkapr ile agikca géslerilmeklcdir (Schachner 2011b:
163), (Fig. 8, 14).

Kaya kiitleleri tizerindeki yapilar, gecitlerin nasti yuvar-

kin tanmaktan olusan bir ma-

latilmig sehir kapilar, 307
halle ve Yerkap gibi yapilar simdiye kadar bilinen 6teki Hi-
tit sehirlerinde gorilmeyen bina tirleri arasindadir. Hem
amitsal mimari teknikleri hem de islevleriyle ilgili ipuclan,
bu tiir yapilarin, Hitit devlet anlayisiyla yakindan ilgili is-
levlerinin oldugunu ve devletin giicina simgeleyerck Hitit
kiiltiiranin ideolojik temeliyle, ortak bir mantalitenin olus-

masinda ve belki en onemlisi kralin mesrulugu icin onemli

— — 16l
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with the standard Hitsite plan, except that —l2 1= | e 21 . NERNENENEYE
there are two cult rooms arranged parallel o = =
one another. Although there is no explanatory : 4 2

inscription, it is logical to assume on the basis L =
of texts and in particular the carved reliefs a1 &
the open air temple of Yazilikaya that these wo [*
H
cult rooms were used 1o worship the two most -
4 ) & |
tmportant deities of the Hittite pantheon, rhe A

storm god of Hattuda and the sun god of the city
of Arinna (Neve 1995,96) i

Yazilikaya is located about 2 km northeast of
the city and like the Grear Temple is a major

sacred site hriu:ngin; to the Hittite capital, This

natural cliff had been used for rituals since

the 3 millenium BC, and with (he addition of i [
Structures in front of it was transformed into
4 temple that is unique in the Hirtite world in
. i f O x edir, Fig. 14
2 terms of bath its location and carved reliefs on bir rol oynadiklarim gostermektedir. IF ¥ $gr 53 3
{a) Yukari Sehir'in bat kismur . { Hattusa sehrinin simgesel taci:
bulunan Arslanl k the rock face (Seeher 2011). The temple as we Amtsal  igleviere sahip  yapilarin Yerkaps
orasyon éneesi h e ; x Loy
Bl sttt see it today dates from the 13" century BC. The en cok Yukari Sehir'de bulunmasy- Ver BeSabaha
() kapimn tahribau sirasir v 7 Yerkapy, the symbolic crown of

an arslan baginin

yangimla yok

relief carvings of Hittite deities can be regarded la eski kent olan Asag1 Sehir, Hitit Hasizba

as decorations of the most important spaces in

mis sorraki hali

yeniden insa ed)

Dénemi’nde daha vavas ve kismen de- Fig. 15:
? Asag Sehrin genel plan:
gismektedir (Fig. 15-16). Sehrin bu kis-
reliefs in room A illustrate the encounter and N ; i Plan of the Lower City
minn da bilingli ve planh bir sekilde

{a) The Lion Gate on the west
the Upper City before
te following
vad that

this open air temple (Fig. 19). In particular the
side ¢

restoration; (b) The

reconstruction of the lion ! convergence of the king with the gods at spring
was destroyed by fire. ; ) = gelistirildigi ozellikle Biy ik Tz ak ve
testival rites perfor med b\'lhrkmg and probably gelistinldigi 6zellikle uyu apinak ve

F 3

| facax adlasdinun o also at enthronement ceremonies ( ig. 20). All onunla iliskili kurulan depo vapilarinin geleneksel olarak
Kral Kaprsi olacak adlandisslan schir : s
Kaprsimin hava nimi the reliefs in room B relate 1o ceremonies held gelismis konutlarin yerini almasindan anlasilmakiadir. He-
Aerial view of the city gate known as
the King’s Gate — - 163
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) : Fig. 16:
Asaf Sehrin genel bir gorinami

Vie

e Lower City

Asag: Sehrin MO |
yy'lardaki olas: g

niz kesin olarak belirlenemeyen bir do-
nemde, Asag: Sehir'de genis bir terasta
kurulan bu tapinak, cevresindeki depo
yapilar: ve biyik bir idari binayla, sch-
rin bu kisim yepyeni bir gortniim ka-
zanmaktadir (Fig. 17) (Neve 1995/96,
Schachner 2011b: 71-82). Yeni bir i sur-
la sehrin bati ve kuzey bolimlerinden

ayrilan bu kisim, kral saravinin bulun-

dugu Biyiikkale'ye dogru yonelmis yeni ve kismen diizgiin

planlanmas yol glizergahlaryla da donatilmistr,

Sehrin bu blimiinan yeni merkezi olarak, Hitit din-

164

following the king’s death, so many scholays

believe that this is one of the “Vhekur structures
where commemorative rituals were held for
& G g - :

Tuthaliya IV in particular (Fig. 21). In the light

of these functions, it is clear that Yazihikaya was

both of religious significance and played an
important role in the legitimacy of the Hittite

kir

Yazilikaya, the Greac Temple and the many
temples of different sizes built in the Upper

City lent a sacred identity 1o the capital city

of the Hittites, who described themselves as

the ‘people of a thousand gods'. Hittite sacral

arc r F 5 © i i
chitecture has its own style that is easily

disting: able from that of other cultures. As

well as the distincrive plan features, the large
windows in the cult rooms show that Hittite

temples were used in a very different way from

ose of neighboring cultures, and that their

rm of worship also differed significantly

Research over recent years at Yazlikaya
and the area between the castern walls of the

city have identified a settlement consisting of
sisting c

buildings of different shapes arranged fairly far

apart (Schachner 2011b: 99-109). T'he existence
of two large dam reservoirs or artificial ponds

in this area demonstraces ¢

it the land around
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Hanuga was intensively farmed and that in

appropriate spots there were small-scale

irrigation systems for gardens. In the rocky area

known as Osmankavas: just outside the city walls
on the north side is the only necropolis found
so far. Excavations here have shown that while
some of the graves are simple burials, others
are in the form of urns containing the ashes of
cremations, Study of finds at Osmankayasi has
revealed that while burial customs conform to

what already know from Hittitc texts, only

middle class peaple were buried here,

The city s highest rock plateau of Biyiikkale,
which was the Hittite political centre, was

h

enlarged in several stages from the 17" century

BC onwards, giving the area a distinctive form
{Fig. 22) (Schachner 2012a). The area was
divided from the city by a wall and in its final
form dating from the 14" and 13" centuries
consisted of three large courtvards surrounded
by detached buildings, each with a different
form and function. This distinctive palace

architecture indicates that the Hittites evolved

a style of their own that was a departure from
both the cultures that preceded them and
neighboring cultures (Fig. 2%). A viaduct
stretching from the plateau facing Biyiikkale
to the first courtyard of the palace enabled
the king to ride into the palace in his chariot.
There ave two other entrances, on the west and
southeast side of Buyukkale. The courtyards
that form the main structure of the palace are
divided from each other by both structural
separators and noticeable gradations of status
Entrances and exits to the courtyards are not
aligned in the same direction, so making it
casier to control those who entered
Instructions  to  the MESEDI guards
responsible for guarding the king provide

information about how the palace was
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yasimn en onemli mimari érnegi olan Bu-
yuk Tapinak yerini almaktadir. Daha evvel
ancak MO 13. yy'da kuruldugu éne siiriilen
bu yapinin, plan ozellikleri ve Kusaklh'da
kesin tarihlenen Firtina Tannis: tapinagi-
nmin planina benzerlikleri nedeniyle bu tir
dini yapitlarnin form gelisiminin orta asa-
masina gore diizenlendigi anlagilmaktadir

(Miiller-Karpe 2003). Bu nedenle bu ma-

Fig. 18:
Asagt Sehir'deki Biyik Mabet'in
gorinumi

View of the Great Tem 1 the
Lower City
Fig. 19:

Yazilikaya actk hava tapinaginin
plan:

temple

bet ve ona bagh olarak da kentin bu boliimiiniin yeniden

dazenlenmesinin, MO 16. yy'in sonuna dogru va da 15.

yy'm ilk varisinda gerceklestirildigi ihtimaline isaret et-

mektedir

Hitit diinyasin en biyiik yapis1 olmasa da yap: teknigi

ve Ozellikle kullamlan monolitik taslanin buyuklaga goze

carpmakitadir (Fig. 18). Plan 6zellikleri, anitsal giris kapsi,

buyuk revaklr bir avlu ve kutsal odayla Hitit standart pla-

nina uysa da iki adet ve birbirine paralel olarak konulmus

kutsal odasimin olmasi bu yapimn ézelligidir. A¢iklayic

herhangi bir yaziun bulunmamasina ragmen, bu iki kiilt

odasinda Hitit tanr1 dinyasinin en onemli iki tannsina

~Hattusa kentinin Firtina Tanns: ve Arinna kentinin gii-

nes tanncasi— tapinildigini bazi yazih kaynaklar ve ozel-

likle Yazihkaya agik hava tapinagindaki betimlemelerin

ipginda disinmek manukhdir (Neve 19/

HITTITES: An Anatolian Empire
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Sehrin yaklasik 2 km kuzeydogusunda yer alan Yazilika-

va da Biiyitk Mabet gibi Hitit bagkentinin énemli bir kutsal
alamdir. MO 3. binyildan beri ritiieller i¢in kullanilan dogal
bir kayaligin éniindeki yapilarla tapinaga cevrilmesi ile Hitit
dinvasinda benzersiz bir konumda olan Yazihikaya, sahip ol-
dugu kabartmalarla da esi benzeri olmayan bir yapidir (See-
her 2011). Giiniimiize kadar korunmus son haliyle MO 13, yy
Hitit inamigindaki tanrilan gérebildigimiz bu agik hava tapi-
naginda yer alan kabartma betimleri, tapinagmn en 6nemli
odalannn sasit olarak nitelendirilmelidir (Fig. 19). Ozellik-
le A odasinda kralin baharda gergeklestirilen bahar bayrami
ritiielleri ve bityak bir ihtimalle tahta gelmesi sirasinda bu-
rada yapilan térenler, bir nevi de krahn tannlarla bulugmas
ve bittimlesmesi betimlenmektedir (Fig. 20). B odasindaki
betimlerde ise titmii kralin 6liimiinden sonraki torenlerle il-
gili oldugundan, bircok bilim insam tarafindan burada ézel-
likle TV, Tuthaliya i¢in anma ritizellerinin gerceklestirildigi
ve ¥éhekur yapilarindan biri oldugu disiindlmektedir (Fig.
21). Bu islevlerin isiginda Yazihkayanin dini manasinin yani
sira, Hitit krallannin megrulugu icin de 6nemli bir konuma
sahip oldugu anlasilmakeadir.

Yazihiks

Sehir'de kurulan ¢ok sayida tapinak, kendilerini “Bin tan-

Buyak Mabet ve farkli ebatlarda Yukar:

il halk” olarak adlandiran Hititlerin

baskentine kutsal bir anlam yiklemis
Fig. 20: )
a tapinagimn A olup Hitit dini mimarisi, kendine has

odasindaki ana sahne

islubuyla farkl kiltirlerden kolayca
ayirt edilebilir bir yapiya sahiptir. Plan
azelliklerinin yam sira kutsal odalarin
biiyiik pencerelerinin olmasi, Hitit ta-
pmaklarinin komsu kaltirlerden cok

farkh bir bicimde kullamldigin ve tan-

kaya openair temple rilara tapildigim gosterebilir.

HITITLER: Bir Anadolu Imparatorlugu
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kapr/ galer
=]

viyadik / viaduct p

wr | m

[ = [or [ w20 \4;‘su|.\ulm‘xuiu' sue [ 30 |30 | 351 | a2 | o

sed (Schachner 2012a). This informatio Yazilikava ile sehrin dogu surlan Fig. 23

- ‘ =i ¢ . Hitit kral sarayinin MO 4. ve 13
correspor o an  unusy degree  with arasindaki alanda son yillardaki aras- vy'lardaki hali
armalarda cok sik olmayan ancak,

vine birbirinden farkh sekillere sahip

yapilardan olusan bir yerlesim tespit

edilmistir (Schachner 2011b: 99-109).

H) and two other related buildings (B and Bu alanda iki by

ik baraj veya suni havuz bulunmasi,

hag Hattusa'in cevresinin yogun bicimde tarim icin kullanil-

refigious functions. Only certain fur ries digini ve uygun olan yerlerde kaciik ¢aph bahce sulama

the large por 1 the sistemlerinin de bulundugunu ortaya koymustur., Sehrin

tam kuzeyinde, surlara daha yakin ancak yine de surlarin
disinda Osmankayasi olarak adlandirilan kayalik bir bol-

gede, simdive kadar bilinen tek mezarhk alam incelene

bilmistir. Burada basit toprak mezar gomiilerinin yamsira

Fig, 22

nd F on the northwest side of the courts olitlerin yakildiktan sonra killerinin kondugu urneler de
Hitit kral sarayinin bulun t { L rd

tespit edilmistir, Osmankayasi'nda incelenmis 6l gomme

ving ¢ ers adederi, metinlerden anlagilan geleneklerle ortiisse de, bu-
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luntulardan, burada halkin ancak orta halli kisminmin go-
mildigini de girmekreyiz.

Sehrin en yiitksek kaya platosunda, Biyiikkale'de ise Fi-

tit siyasi merkezi MO 17, yy'dan itibaren gesitli basamaklar-
da genisletilerek dzgin bir formla belirginlik kazanmagtr
(Fig. 22) (Schachner 2012a). Bir surla kentten ayrilan ve
MO 14. ve 13, yy'a ait nihai sekilde iic genis avlu etrafinda
dizilen, her birinde Gzgiin bir form ve isleve sahip bagumn-
sz yapilanyla Gzghin bir anlayis sergileyen saray mimarisi,
Hititlerin hem kendilerinden daha énce hem de cafdas
olduklart komgu killtdrlerinkinden farkli bir tarz geligtir-
diklerine isaret etmektedir (Fig. 23). Biyiikkale'nin kar-
sisindaki platodan baglayan ve sarayin ilk avlusuna kadar
uzanan bir vivadiikle kralin saraya ath arabasiyla girisi sag-
lanmaktadir. Biyiikkale'nin bat ve giineydogusunda birer
girig daha bulunmakiadir. Saray yapisinin ana striitktarini
temsil eden avlular yapisal ayiraclarla beraber belirgin sevi-
ye farklariyla birbirinden ayirt edilmistir. Avlulara giris ve
cikaslar karsihikly aym yonde olmadign icin giren bir insan
daha kolay kontral altinda rutulabilmektedir.

Krali korumakla gérevli MESEDI askerlerinin gérev ta-
limat, sarayin ne sekilde kullamldif hakkinda bilgi ak-
tarmaktacir (Schachner 2012a). Bu bilgiler nadir gériilen
bicimde arkeolojik verilerle ortismektedir. Civivazili met-
ne gire sarayin ilk avlusu daha ¢ok umuma acik bigimde
bagvurulanin kabulii ve mahkeme icin kullanilmisur (Fig.
23). Burada biyitk bir depo yapisi (H binasi) ile onunla
iligkili, kimi tarafindan dini fonksiyona sahip oldugu di-
siinillen iki bina (B ve C binalan) daha meveuttur, Biiytk
bir kapayla ayire edilmis ikinci avluya sadece baz gorevliler
girebilmis ve burada argiv (A binasi} ve bazi idari yapilarin
yam sira kralin kabul mekimmn (D binasi) da bulundugu
anlasilmistir. Bazi bilim insanlart, sitinlu bir hol ile ikiye
bilinmis aym avlunun kuzeybansinda, tiim sehre hikim
bir konumda bulunan, E ve F binalarinda kralin ikamet et-
tigini diginmektedir,

Aym metinden Biayvikkale'de gesitli kutsal alanlar ve
atdlyelerin de bulundugu anlagilmaktadir. Kamlarla aciga
cikarulan yapilarda bu fonksiyonlann nerede oldugunu
tespit edemedigimiz icin H. G. Giterbock bunlarin bazla-
rimm (Grnegin hesia-olarak adlandirilan bir katsal mekén)
sabit olmayan bir mimariyle kuruldugunu énermistir.

Bu saray yapisini, 6zgin mimarisinin yaninda onemli
kilan bir bagka dzellik de argivlerinde barindirdign ¢iviyazn-
Ir tablet koleksivonlandir. Sehrin baz baska nokialarimda
da sayica énemli olan civivazili tablet argivieri bulunmus ol-

The same text reveals that there were various
cult arcas and workshops at Biiylikkale. Since
those buildings that have been excavated have
provided no evidence of their function, H.G.
Giiterbock suggests that some of them (such as
the cult building called “hesta-) may not have
had a fixed architectural form

Another imporiant feature of this palace
complex apart from its distinctive architecture
is the collections of cuneiform tablets kept in
its archives. Although considerable numbers of
cuneiform tablet archives have been discovered
in other parts of the city (for example in the
House on the Slope and Great Temple), itis the
archive in building A that provides the most
valuable information about the political and
religious life of the Hiuite state, and constitutes
one of the greatest of Hattusa's contributions to
the history of mankind {Fig. 23).

The choice of Hattus: the {new) cenire of

the Hittite dynasty in the 17" century BO must
have been based principally on its strategic
location. At that time even the Hittites could
not have foreseen that this would become the
capital of an empire, but they rapidly expanded
the territories they controlled and by the 16%
century BC at the latest they had forged a new
state model which superseded that of earlier
city states. When they made contact with Syrian
and Mesopotamian cultures they began to
construct symbolic and monumental buildings
in their capital city. Although we cannot yet
precisely date the course of this development,
it transformed the appearance of Hattusa and
the cenral region of the empire. Over time
buildings reflecting the new ideology of the
state were constructed in the city, which gained
incontrovertible primacy with respect tw the
unique self-image and mentality of the Hirtite
Empire. Above all the sanctuaries and buildings
reflecting the splendor of the empire and
serving an important function with regard o
the legitimacy of kingship were identified with
the Hittite Empire, becoming an inseparable
part of its political structure. Consequently
in the eves of the Hittites Haruda occupied
a special place among their cities, and even
though the kings sometimes spent short periods
living elsewhere, it undeubtedly remained the
principal capital in ideclogical terms.

Hattuda was not just the imperial capital
because itwas the place where the king lived, but
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rather because of its crucial and irreplaceable
functions relating to the ideology and mentality
of the Hittite state, as symbolized by many
buildings not found elsewhere (Schachner
2011b: 114-118). Some of these buildings or
building complexes include the palace with
its unique form, the temple quarter, buildings
built on rockslike Yenicekale, buildings re]aLm‘g
to the death, commemoration and ancestor cult
of past kings (for example, Nisantepe, rooms 1
and 2), Yamlikaya and Yerkap.

This  situation becomes clear when
Tarhuntadia, thought to be situated in
southern Anatolia, became the new capital
in the first quarter of the 13" century BC. In
the words of King Muwatalli, the move to the
new city was made ‘with the statues of all the
ancestors and gods’ Yet within a generation
Muwatalli's successors moved back 1o Hattuga,
demonstrating that no other city could fill its
role in the Hittite ethos, mentality and system of
government {Schachner 2011b: 114-118).

Can this brief lapse in Hattuia's role as
capital be seen in the archaeological record of
the time? It is possible that at the period when
the capital moved 1o Tarhuntasisa, most of
the temples in the Upper City at Hattuda had
already fallen out of use and the area turned
inw potteries (Fig. 24) (Schachner 2011b: 94-
94), because the abandonment of a place like
the temple quarter so essential to the function
of the state as described in the written sources
can only be explained by a radical event that
distupted the entire religious system. In the
second half of the 13" century BC, after most
of the temple quarter had been given over to
potteries and the capital moved back to Hautuga,
some new buildings serving the functions of
the temple quarter and related areas were
built at Guneykale and Nisantepe (Fig. 25).
The building on Nisantepe rock and rooms
no. 1 and 2 and temple no. 31 at Ganeykale
must have been constructed in order to restore
the former prestige of the capital and ensure
continuity (Schachner 2011h: 94-99), The
proximity of Chambers No. 1 and 2 and temple
no. 31 indicates that these were related toa cult.
In particular the hierogiyphic inscription in
Charmber No. 2 shows that this building, like
that on Nisantepe rock, may have played a role

in commemoration rituals for the dead king,

All these initiatives can be inter preted as
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masina ragmen (Omegin; Yamac Evi ve Bityiik Tapinak'ta)
devletin siyasi ve dini uygulamalari hakkinda énemli bil-
giler tasiyan yazmih belgeler iceren bu arsiv (A binasi),
Hartuéanin insanlik tarihine kattin en énemli kiltiirel
hazineler arasindadir (Fig, 23).

MO 17. yy'da Hauusa'nin ilk olarak Hitit hanedanmnm
karargalu olarak secilmesinde stratejik ke agirhk-
I eldugu tahmin edilebilir. O dénemde buramn bir impara-
torluk bagkenti olacagim sahipleri bile tahmin edemezlerdi,
Ancak kontrol ettikleri topraklar hizla genigleten ve boyle-
ce daha éneeki sehir devletleri modelinden VAzZgecip en ge¢

MO 16. yy'da yeni bir devlet modeline gegen Hititler, Gzel-
likle Suriye ve Mezopotamya kaltarleriyle temasa gectikle-
ri zamanda kendi baskentlerini simgesel ve anitsal nitelikli

vapilarla donatmaya basl lardir. Bu gelismeyi heniiz her
ayrntiyla tarihlendiremesek de Hatrusa'va ve imparatorlu-
gun gekirdek hélgesinin timiine veni bir giriinim kazan-
dirmusur. Béylece zaman icerisinde baskent secilen ve yeni
devlet anlayiinin ideolojisini yansitan yapilarla donanlan
kent, Hitit imparatorduguna dzgiin, kendine bakisi ve zih-
niyeti icin vazgecilemez bir énem kazandirmigtir, Ozellikle
kentreki kutsal alanlar, imparatorlugun ihtisamin yansitan
ve kralin mesrulugu icin énem tagiyan yapilar, Hitit Impara-
torlufu ile Gzdeslesmis, siyasi yapidan aynilmaz bir biitiin ha-
line gelmistir. Bu nedenle Hititlerin géziinde herhangi bir
kent olmayan Hattusa'nin, kral burada zaman zaman kisa
stirelerle ikamet etmemis olsa da, ideolojik bakimdan vazge-
cilmez bagkent oldugu siphesizdir.

Hattusa’nin, imparatorluk baskenti olmas sadece kra-
hn konakladig yer olmasindan ziyade, Hitit devletinin ide-
olojisi ve zihniyeti icin dnemli ve veri degistirilemez iglev-
lere sahip olmasindan ve bu durumun bircok, baska verde
gorilmeyen yapilarla simgelenmesinden kaynaklanmakra-
dir (Schachner 2011k 114-118). Sz konusu yap1 ya da yam
topluluklarindan bazilar: sunlardir; Ozgiin formuyla saray
yapisi, tapinak mahallesi, Yenicekale gibi kayalara kurulan
vapilar, gecmis krallarin 6, anma ve arta killti ile ilgili ya-
pilar (drnegin; Nisaniepe, 1 ve 2 no.lu oda), Yazilikaya veya
Yerkapi gibi mimari unsurlar,

Bu durum MO 13 yym ilk ceyreginde, baskentin yeri-
nin, kral Muwatalli'nin ifadesivle, “tim atalarn ve tanﬁla-
min heykelleriyle” Anzdolunun gineyinde oldugu tahmin
edilen Tarhuntadéa’ya tasinmasiyla fark edilir, Cinkit hemen
sonraki krallanin Hattua'va bir nesil gibi kisa bir siire iceri-
sinde tekrar dénmesi, buranin, Hitit idari sistemi ve disiin-

ce dinyasindaki yerinin baska bir verle daldurulamadigin
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Yukart Sehir'de cn geg MO 15,
yvm ortalaniada bir diziaoe  2011b: 114-118).

tapmaklarin cogunun yerini Hattuda’mun baskent iglevini kisa bir

By the mid-13" century BC potteries
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aik bir gekilde gostermistir (Schachner

almgli.
sireligine kaybetmis oldugu dénem
most of the wemplesin arkeolojik verilerde acaba gorilebilir
theURRETE e Bir ihtimalle baskent isleverinin
Tarhuntassa'ya tagindigi  donemde,

Harruga'da Yukan Sehir'deki tapmaklarin bircogu kulla-
mim dis1 kalmig ve bu alanlarda ¢omlekgi atdlyeleri yerleri-

ni almgur {Fig. 24) (Schachner 2011b: 94-04), Clinkn sade-

ce vazil kaynaklarda gecen sekilde kéklil ve ozellikle tim
dini sistemi altiist eden bir nedenle Yukan Sehir’deki ta-
pinak mahallesi gibi devletin fonksiyonu icin esas olan bir
mekamn bu sekilde islevini kaybetmesi agiklanabilir. MO
15, yy'in ikinci yarisinda, vani tapinak mahallesinin biryiik
bir biliumi atdlyelere dénistirilditkien ve bagkentin yine
Harttuia'ya taginmasindan sonra, daha énce tapinak ma-
hallesi ve onunla iliskili alanlardaki fonksivonlar temsil
eden baz vapilarin Giiney Kale ve Nisantepe olarak adlan-
dirlan alanlarda yeniden kurulmasi gize carpar (Fig. 23).
Nigantepe kayahgmin fzerindeki yapr ve Gineykale'de
bulunan 1 ve 2 nolu odalar ile 31 numaral: tapmak, bu
dénemde bagkentin eski itibarinin ve devamhlifinin sag-
lanmas amaciyla insa edilmig olmalidir (Schachner 2011b:
44-99). 1 ve 2 no.lu odala

bu vapilarin bir kiilile iliskili olduguna isaret etmektedir.

ile 31 no.lu tapmagm yakinhg,

Ozellikle 2 no.lu odadaki hiyeroglifli yazit bu yapinin Ni-
santepe kayalifn Gzerindeki gibi 6lmiis kraln anma ritiiel-
lerinde bir rol aldigin akla getirir.

archaeological evidence of attempts to resolve

the crisis of le

deposal of Murdili HI by Hattusili 11, and

iimacy that began with the

continued with his successors Tuthaliva IV and
Uppiluiluma 11.

While new buildings still were being
consiructed in the second half of the 157

century BC in some parts of the city, the first

traces of deterioration in the Hittite state system
as a result of economic crises and domestic
political problems can he seen in other parts
of the city. K. Bittel, who directed excavations
at Bogazkoy/Hattuda for many years, and many
other scholars,for decades took the view that the
Hittite Empire was destroyed by a major enemy
incursion. Butin the light of new historical and
archacological evidence revealed by excavations
at Bayikkaya in the 1090s, it is now evident
that the fall of the Hittite Empire was far more
complex {Secher 2001). The combinarion of
many factors, including rivalry for the throne
and other dynastic problems, the destruction of
states throughout the Eastern Mediterranean
coastal region, and adverse climatic condirtions
in the Tate 2 millennium BC brought about the
collapse of the empire and abandonment of the
capital soon after 1200 BC.

Although descriptions of some of these
events can be found in written documents,
archacological data for the late period at
Hattuia is inadequate. Excavations demonstrate
that many of the buildings in the ity were
destroyed by fire, but the absence of all buta few
finds indicates that the fires ook place after the
buildings had heen abandoned. There are no
traces of an enemy attack, nor is it clear whether
the fires all occurred simultanconsly. This data
is interpreted by |. Secher as a process of decay
during which the state structure unravelled,
leading to the abandonment of public buildings
(Secher 2001). During this time all artifacts of
practical use were removed, leaving behind only
those that were not of vital importance, such as
cuneiform tablets.

In conclusion, archaeological and written
evidence suggests that the weak economic
and social structure of the late Hittite empire
disintegrated gradually rather than suddenly
as the result of a single catastrophic event like
war or invasion. While the Hittite system had
succeeded in overcoming diverse difficulties

arising from the natural conditions of central
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Bitin bu girisimler [II. Muréili'nin
I1I. Hatwéili tarafindan tahttan uzaklas-
trlmasiyla baslayan ve Hitit imparator-
lugunun sonuna dek hitkiim  siren 1L
Hatmuili ve varisleri IV, Tuthaliva ile IL
Suppiluliuma’mn mesruluk krizini cozme
cabalarinin arkeolojik izleri olarak deger-
lendirilebilir.

MO 18 yyin ikinci yansinda sehir bir
taraftan yeni yapilara kavusurken, baska
birgok alanda ekonomik krizler ve i¢ siyaset
sorunlanndan kaynakh Hitit devler siste-
minin gevsemesinin ilk izleri de gorilmeye

F\E 25
MO 13, yy'in son ¢eyreginde kral sarayimn
gineyindeki tepe dzerinde yeniden kurulan mahalle

The neighbourhood that was rebuilt in the Tast quarter
of the 13" ¢century on the hill south of the royal palace

Anatolia for a period of more than 400 years
this final disintegration was caused by domestic
upheavals, drought and other consequences
of climatic change, over-use of natural
resources and the failure to adapt to political
developments that led to the destruction of
many Eastern Mediterranean states at the end
of the Late Bronze Age. Evidently a variery of
internal and external factors contributed 1o the
downfall of the Hittite Empire in a relatively
short period of time. From the first appearance
of signs that the state was in decline to the
time when public buildings belonging to the
central government fell derelict was probably

just 20-30 years, This process of decay resulied

in the complete destruction of Hittite culture
in central Anatolia at the beginning of the 12
century BC and the complete disappearance of
Hiuite langnage. However, as demonstrated by
Early Iron Age finds, it should not be assumed
that the population abandoned the region
entirely, although evidence from the Early
Iron Age does show that Hittite government
and urhan life completely disintegrated. This
indicates that Hittite imperial culture as
represenied by Hattuda in particular did not
exert a lasting impact on the cultural history

of central Anatolia, since it was unable to alter

baslarur. Uzun bir sire, basta uzun yillar
Bogazkoy/Hattuda kazilarimn baskar{l@m
yirriitnils K. Birrel olmak fizere bircok bi-
lim insani, Hitit Imparatorlugu'nun disaridan gelen bivyiik
bir taarruzla yikildigim distinmigse de, 1990°h willarda
Biiyilkkaya'da yapilan kazilarla ¢ofalan taribsel ve arkeolo-
jik verilerin isiginda, Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun sonunun gok
daha karmagik oldugu anlasilmakiadir (Seeher 2001). Hem
hanedanhgin i¢inde olan serunlar ve raht kavgalan hem de
Dogu Akdeniz'in kuy) bélgesindeki genel yikimlarla, iklim
sartlarnmn MO 2. binyihn sonuna dogru olumsuzlagmasiyla
baglanul pek cok sebebin bir araya gelmesi, imparatorlu-
gun dagilmasina ve baskentin MO 1200 den sonra kisa bir
siire igerisinde yok olmasina sebep olmustur.

S konusu gelismeler yazih kaynaklarda ayrintih aktaril-
masina ragmen, arkeolojik veriler, Hargamim son donemle-
ri hakkinda yeterince bilgi vermemektedir. Kazlar kenticki
yapilarin birgogunun yangmn sonucu tahrip oldugunu gés-
termigse de ele gecen buluntularn son derece az olmas, bu
yaplarm ancak bogaluldiktan sonra yandig: ya da yakildigi-
na isaret ermekte; Ghiir taraftan hichir yerde disardan bir as-
keri saldin izi gorillmeyip sdz konusu yangmlarin thmuaniin
aym zamanda gergeklesip gerceklesmedigi de kesin olarak
bilinememektedir. Bu veriler, J. Seeher tarafindan, devlet ya-
prsumin cdzilmesi ve buna bagh olarak resmi binalarin terk
edilmesi ile kendini gosteren bir ¢okme streci olarak deger-
lendirilmektedir (Secher 2001). Bu zaman igerisinde, yeni-
den kullanilabilecek esyalarin timil taginmis, sadece hayati
éneme sahip olmayan egyalar (drneffin civiyazih tabletler)
geride birakilmigtir.

Sonug olarak, arkeolojik veriler ve vazilh kaynaklar, Hi-
titlerin cok saglam olmayan ekonomik ve sosyal yapisiin,
savas ya da istila gibi minferit bir hadise sonucunda degil,
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vavas ve kademeli bir sekilde cozildigiine isaret etmek-
tedir. Bu durum, 400 yildan uzun bir stire boyunca, Orta
Anadohrnun dogal sartlarmdan kaynaklanan gesitli zor-
luklann fistesinden gelmeyi saglamms Hitit sisteminin, ig si-
vasetle ilgili sorunlar, kurakhiklar bagta olmak fizere iklim
degisiklikleri, dogal kaynaklarin haddinden fazla tikertil-
mesi ve Geg Tung Cagi'mn sonlannda Dogu Akdeniz'deki
birgok devletin yikilmasina sebep olan sivasi yapisal gelisme-
lere ayak uyduracak sekilde geligtirilememis olmasimin hir
sonucudur. Biylece Hitit Imparatorlugu'nun nispeten kisa
bir siire icerisinde cékilsiinde, birgok ic ve dis fakidriin bir
arada etkili oldugu anlagiimakiadir. Devietin giig kaybetti-
gini gosteren ilk belirtilerin ortaya cikmasindan, merkezi
yonetime ait resmi yapilarin yerle bir olmasina kadar gecen
siire, muhtemelen sadece vaklagik 20-30 vl kadardur. Bu ¢o-
kizg siireci, MO 12, yy'n baslarinda Orta Anadolu’da Hitit
dili ve kitlrarimon tamamen yok olmasivla sonuglanmustir;
ancak bununla birlikte ~Frken Demir Cagi buluntular isi-
ginda anlasidig Gzere— buradaki halkin bolgeyi timiiyle
terk ettigi digiiniilmemelidir. Obir taraftan Erken Demir
Cafn kahnnlan, Hitit Dénemi idari ve kentsel yasammn
tiimiyle yok oldugunu gostermektedin. Bu durum dzellikle
Hattusa'da karsimiza ¢ikan Hitit Tmparatorluk kitltriindn,
uzun vadede Orta Anadolunun kitltir tarihin fara etkile-
medigine ve bu bélgenin cografya ve topografyasina daya-
nan esaslarim degistiremedigine isaret etmektedir,

Hitit Devleti'nin yikilmas:, bir kiiltiiriin ve buna ait di-
lin, 20. yiizy1l baslarinda, arkeologlar ve filologlar tarafin-
dan yeniden kesfedilinceye kadar, insanhgin hafizasindan
tamiyle silinmesine sebep olmusgtur. 1834'te ilk kez Bauh
bir gezgin Bogazkdy yakinlarindaki genig harabeyi gorap
birkac sene sonra bir kitapla paylasnginda, buramn MO
2, binyilda Misir Ulkesi ile yarisan bir imparatorlugun bas-
kenti olduunu kimse akla getiremezdi. 1906'ya kadar pek-
cok gezgin ve bilim insaninin, Bogazkoy'de yaptign arastir-
malar ve buradaki yiizey buluntularinin Yakmdogunun
birgok bélgesinde, 19, yiizyilin ikinci yarisinda yogunlasan
arkeolojik caligmalar sayesinde hizla pekigen bilgilerle kar-
silastinlmast, buraya olan ilginin artmasina ve Klasik Cag-
lar éncesine ait dénemli bir merkez oldugunun anlasilmass-
na sebep olmustur. Ancak sadece Istanbul Arkeoloji Mazesi
adina Rum kékenli bir Istanbullu olan Theodor Makridi ve
dogu filolojisi uzmam Alman Hugo Winckler'in katlimiy-
la, 1906'da baslatilan kazilarda bulunan civiyazilh tabletler
sayesinde, Hattuga adli bu bityiik sehrin, bir imparatorlu-
gun baskenti oldugu ispatlanabilmistir.

factors arising from the geographical and
topographical conditions of the region.

The collapse of the Hinite staie meant
that Hittite culture and language fell into
oblivion until rediscovered by archaeologists
and philologists at the beginning of the 20
century, The extensive ruins near Bogarkoy
were first noticed by Charles Texier. a French
traveller in 1834, and when his book was
published a few years later, none of his readers
can have been aware that this was the capital of
an empire that had rivalled the Egyptians in the
2 millennium BC. Until 1906 many travellers
and scholars studied the ruins at Bogarkoy
and comparison of the surface finds here with
the rapidly expanding volume of information
produced by archaeological research in many
parts of the Near East during the second half
of the 19" century led to heightened increase in
the site and the realization that it was a major
centre of civilization that pre-dated classical
antiquity. However, it was not until cuneiform
1ablets were revealed by excavations launched in
1806 by Theodor Makridi, an Otwoman of Greek
extraction, and Hugo Winckler, a German
expert on oriental languages, on behalf of the
Istanbul Archaeclogical Museum that it was
possible to prove that this great city of Hattusa
had heen an imperial capital,
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