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Recbrding the Past:

Hittite Historiography

‘Tarih’ kelimesi birden ¢ok anlam tasimaktadir. Bir yan-
da belirli bir zamam (yani gun, ay ve y1l) ifade ederken, diger
yanda bir konuyu gecmisi ve gelisimi i¢inde inceleyen anlate ola-
rak da kullanilmaktadir. ikinci tanimindan da anlasildig:
gibi ‘tarihin’ en basit esanlaml karsiliklarindan biri ‘gec-
mis’ olarak ifade edilebilir. Bu dustnceden yola cikarak,
“tarih yazicih@i’mi (historiografi) da, en yalin bicimiyle
‘gecmigin kaydedilmesi’, olarak ifade etmek mumkindur.
Ancak “gecmise yapilan her atif tarih yaziciligi midir?” ya
da “ne zaman tarih yaziciligindan bahsedebiliriz?” soru-
lar1 tartisma konusudur. Seters, tim Eski Yakindogu'nun
tarih yazicihgim irdelerken, Hitit tarih yazialgma genis
yer ayirmakla birlikte, sonucta Hititlerin “gercek bir tarih
yazicihigi’na sahip olmadigini ileri stirer. Ona gore Hitit-
ler gecmis donemlerini, tarihe olan meraklari ytzinden
kaydetmediklerinden, yani tarihi kaydetmek i¢in tarih
yazmadiklar icin, gercek bir tarih yaziciligindan da bah-
setmek miimkiin degildir (van Seters 1983: 122). Frahm
konuyu biraz daha acar: “daha ge¢ dénemlerin tarih ya-
zicih@1 prensipleri dogrultusunda, Eski Yakindogu’da bir
tarih yaziciligi s6z konusu degildi” (Frahm 1998: 990). Bu-
nunla beraber, eski dénemlerin tarih anlayisinin bugtinkt
seklinden farkli olmas: kadar dogal bir sey yoktur. Ancak
Yakindogunun belgelerinde, ‘modern tarih yazicihiginin’
temellerini yatmakta oldugu da bir gercektir.

Bu bilgilerin 15181 altinda, tarih yazicihiginin tanimi soyle
yapilabilir: Gegmis donemlerde meydana gelen kiltiirel, siyasi ya
da askeri olaylari, zaman ve mekan belirten, neden-sonug iliskisine
yer veren ve bu, olaylar: iyi bir kronolojik iskelete oturtan, genellikle

nesir tarzda yazlan, sahis ve yer isimleri gibi ayrintlara yer veren,

* Yrd. Dog. Dr., istanbul Universitesi Edebiyat Fakultesi, Eskicag Dilleri ve
Kiiltiirleri Bolimu, Hititoloji Ana Bilim Dal1 34134-Istanbul,
metinalparslan@gmail.com

Gecmisi Kaydetmek: Hitit Tarih Yazicilig:

METIN ALPARSLAN*

The word ‘history’ has in Turkish more
than one meaning. On one hand it defines a
specific time (that is in days, months and years)
and on the other it is used as a narrative tool
that investigates a theme with regard to its past an d
development. As the latter definition indicates,
one of the elementary synonyms for ‘history’
is ‘past’. From this point of view, historiogra-
phy, in its simplest form, is the act of “record-
ing the past”. But questions like “Is every ref-
erence to the past historiography?” or “When
can we exactly speak of historiography?” are
debated. When discussing the Near Eastern
historiography, Seters suggests that the Hit-
tites did not possess a “real historiography”,
though he does devotes a long chapter to it.
He argues that since the Hittites did not record
their deeds because of their interest in history,
thatis, they did not record past for past’s sake,
it is impossible to speak of historiography (van
Seters 1983: 122). Frahm, on the other hand,
is more explicit: “With regards to the histo-
riographical principles of the later periods,
the ancient Near Fast lacked historiography”
(Frahm 1998: 990). It is perfectly normal that
the concept of history in the past is different
from today and also a fact that the foundations
of modern historiography has its roots in the
ancient Near East.

In the light of these views then, one can give
the following definition for historiography: I
covers the writings that signify cultural, political and
military events with a sense of time and space in cause
and effect relationship. They integrate these events inlo
a solid chronological framework, written in prose with
details such as personal and place names for relevant

audience (Cancik 1976: 3 ff., Freydank 1984: 380
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ff., Carena 1989: 1 ff., Klinger 2001: 273).

Although the underlying cause for writing
a document is important, it is not relevant to
the essential elements of historiography. Thus
Seters’ concept of “recording the past for past’s
sake” is not correct (Strobel 2011: 255).

When and how the Hittite’s interest in their
history developed is impossible to tell, though
it probably began long before the introduction
of writing in the form of oral tradition. The
capital of Hattu$a has yielded 13 cuneiform ar-
chives thus far, which bear documents belong-
ing to the Hittite state thus making them “state
archives” in the strict sense. Apart from the
capital, archives were excavated in §apinuwa
(Ortakoy), Sarida (Kusakl) and Tapigga
(Masahoytik).

In addition to the clay tablets we also know
wooden ones, though no examples has been re-
covered at Bogazkdy. Nevertheless a find from
Uluburun shipwreck off Antalya-Kas gives an
idea (Fig. 1). The depression in the center of
the wooden tablet must have been filled with
wax and somewhat sealed with a string and a
sealed bulla (conical daycovcr). 3628 sealed bul-
lae from West Building at Nisantepe might in-
dicate an archive of these wooden tablets (Fig.
2).If true, we should admit a significant loss of
information, which undoubtedly covered his-
torical documents. In any case, we have to ac-
cept that the Hittite archival tradition is a cru-
cial element of historiography.

The earliest historical document in Hittite
is Anitta Text from the Old Kingdom Period,
which itself is a copy of the original. That it nar-
rates the period before the establishment of
the Hittite State, is an indication of a sense of
history among the Hittites. Later texts include
genres such as fiction (Tale of Zalpa), military
narratives (siege of the city of Ur§u) and decrees
(The Decree of Telipinu). To these we may also
add the historical summaries before the letters
of agreement. Apart from the above mentioned
examples there is another very important histo-
riographical document, i.e. the annals, which,
especially in the reign of Murdili II, became a
genre closest to the “modern historiography”.
Annals are written documents that list the his-
torical events annually making them chrono-
logically easy to comprehend. The word comes
from the Latin annus (year) and annals (annals).

These documents group events into years and

RECORDING THE PAST: HITTITE HISTORIOGRAPHY

bir ilgililer kesimi igin olusturulan yazilar, ‘tarih yazicihigr’ bash-
g1 alunda toplamak mamkundir (Cancik 1976: 3 vdd., Frey-
dank 1984: 380 vdd., Carena 1989: 1 vd., Klinger 2001: 273).

Bizce, bir belgenin yazilis sebebi mithim olmakla bera-
ber, tarih yaziciliginin gerekli unsurlari icin bir 6nem ifade
etmemektedir. Dolayisiyla Seters’in éne sirdigi gibi, ‘ta-
rih ancak tarih i¢in yazilirsa, gercek tarih yaziciligi adim
alabilir’ disiincesi bizce dogru degildir (Strobel 2011: 255).

Hititler’'in tarihe verdikleri énemin ne zaman ve nasil ge-
listigini séylemek, bugiin i¢in miimkin degildir. Biyuk bir
ihtimalle, yaziyla tanismadan uzun zaman evvel, sézli ola-
rak baslamistir. Yazinin kullanilmasi ile bu aliskanliklar ar-
tarak devam etmistir. Baskent Hattu$a’da simdiye kadar top-
lam 13 ¢iviyazili tablet arsivi bulunmustur. Ttm arsivler Hitit
Devleti'ne ait belgeleri tasimakta, dolayisiyla tam anlamiyla
‘devlet arsivleri’ oldugunu soylemekte fayda vardir. Basken-
tin diginda ise Sapinuwa’da (Ortakdy), Saris$a’da (Kusakli)
ve Tapigga’da (Masat Hoytik) da arsivler bulunmustur.

Kil tabletlerin yaninda, Hitit metinlerinden tahta tablet-
lerin varlig1 da bilinmektedir. Bugtne kadar Bogazkéy'de-
ki arkeolojik kazilarda maalesef bunun bir érnegi ele gec-
mis degildir, ancak Antalya-Kas aciklarindaki Uluburun
batiginda bulunan bir tahta tablet bize bu konuda bir fikir
vermektedir (Fig. 1). Tahta tabletlerin ortasinda yer alan
cukur kismi1 muhtemelen balmumu ile doldurulmus ve bir
sekilde iplik ve bir mihiirki bulla (konik kil topag) vasita-
styla mithtirlenmis olmaliydi. Nisantepe’'nin bati binasinda
bulunan 3268 mihiirlenmis kil bulla belki de boyle bir tah-
ta tablet arsivine isaret etmektedir (Fig. 2). Bu dogru ise
muazzam bir bilgi kaybinin séz konusu oldugunu distin-
memiz gerekir ve bu bilgi kayb1 kuskusuz Hititlerin tarih
yaziciligt konusunu da kapsamaktadir. Ancak her durum-
da Hititlerin bu arsivcilik geleneginin, tarih yaziciligi icin
son derece 6nemli oldugunu belirtmemiz gerekmektedir.

Hititce olarak elimize gecen en eski historiografik belge,
Eski Hitit doneminde yazilmis olan Anitta-Metni’dir. Metin
daha eski bir belgenin kopyasi olarak kabul edilmektedir.
Icerik acisindan Hitit Devleti'nin kurulmasindan énceki dé-
nemi anlatmasi, ilk donemlerden itibaren Hititlerin tarih bi-
lincinin olustugunu godstermektedir. Daha sonra yazilmis ve
tarih yazicihigi acisindan 6nemli olan metinlerin arasinda,
hikaye (Zalpa Hikayesi), savas anlatimi (UrSu kentinin ku-
satilmasi), ferman (Telipinu Fermani) gibi metinleri, ayrica
Hitit antlagsma metinlerinin basinda yer alan tarihsel ozet-
leri saymak gerekmektedir. Bunlarin disinda ise, Hititlerde

olduk¢a énemli olan bir historiografik belge tiirti daha bu-

HITTITES: An Anatolian Empire
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GECMISI KAYDETMEK: HITIT TARIH YAZICILIGI

Fig. 1a-b:

(a) Antalya-Kas aciklarinda bulunmus
olan Uluburun batiginda ele gecen
tahta tablet. Hititler de muhtemelen
benzer tabletlerde yaziyorlardi
(Fotograf: Cemal Pulak, Uluburun
Projesi-INA).

(b) Gegen yuzyila kadar okullarda da
kullanilan bir yaz1 tahtasi. Hititler
doéneminde ortast balmumu ile
doldurulmus oldugu tahmin ediliyor.
Buguin artik kullanilmryor olsa da,
yaklagik bir ytizy1l 6ncesine kadar
Hitit donemindekilere ¢cok benzeyen
“yazi tahtalar1” kullanilmaktayda.

he wooden tablet from the

(n
(a

H

s probably used tl
ium (Photo: Cemal Pulak,

Uluburun Project

(b) A blackboard from the last

in use today,
tite writing

tablets were used a century ago.

lunur ki, bu 6zellikle II. Mursili done-
minde ‘modern tarih yaziciligina’ en
yakin olan annallerdir. Kelimenin ko-
keni Latince'nin annus (=y1l) ve annales
(=y1llik) ifadelerine dayanir. Annaller,
tarihi olaylar1 yillara gore ayiran ve boy-
lece kronolojik olarak kolaylik saglayan,
bunu yaparken de konu olarak birlikte
islenmesi gerekenleri beraber kayde-
den yazili belgelerdir. Biz bugiin bu
tip belgeleri ‘annal’ kelimesi ile adlan-
diryor olsak da, Hititler bu belgelerin
icerigini pesnatar- kelimesiyle ifade et-
mislerdir. pesnatar- kelimesinin anlami
“erkeklik"tir. Ancak buradaki anlami
daha ziyade “icraat” olarak diigiinilme-
lidir. Bahsedilen kralin “erkek” olarak

“icra” ettigi kahramanhiklaridir.

Hitit tarih yazicihgi, cagdasi olan Mezopotamya tarih

yazicihgr ile karsilastirildiginda bazi 6nemli farklar ortaya

cikar. Mezopotamya tarih yaziciligi, 6nemli ol¢tide dini du-

stinceden etkilenmektedir. Tarih, onlar i¢in, din ile baglan-

t1l1, etik bir 6greti olarak 6nemlidir (Kammenhuber 1958:

146). Tarihi belgeler ise, daha ¢ok tanrilarin iyiligini kendi

tizerine cekme isteginin bir yan triiniydi (Speiser 1964:
217, Freydank 1984: 381). Hitit tarih yaziciliginda ise, bu

din faktorii azalirken, kralin yasal taht hakkini kanitlama

istegi 6ne cikmaya baslar (Freydank 1984: 384, Klinger

2001: 290). Mezopotamya’da tanri mektuplari, kral listele-

ri, yap1 yazitlar1 ve zafer yazitlar1 énemli rol oynarken, Hi-

titlerde bunlarin ¢ogu hi¢ bulunmaz. Sadece zafer yaziti

olarak degerlendirebilecegimiz az sayida belge [Yalburt

Z 1](7(

treat thematically close ones together. Although
today we name these documents as “annals”,
Hittites called their content as pesnatar, which
means “masculinity”. In this context it should
be translated as rather deeds, i.e. the deeds of
the “manly” king.

Compared to the Near Eastern parallels
the Hittite historiography shows some impor-
tant differences. The Mesopotamian tradition
was largely influenced by religious thought.
For the Mesopotamians history was an ethi-
cal discipline related with religion (Kammen-
huber 1958: 146). Historical documents was a
by-product of one’s desire to attract god’s fa-
vor (Speiser 1963: 146). By contrast, in Hittite
historiography the religious factor is far less
prominent, rather, a desire to vindicate the
kings’ legal right on the throne is observed
(Freydank 1984: 384; Klinger 2001: 290).
While letters to deities, king lists, building and
victory inscriptions play an important role in
Mesopotamia, most of them were not used by
the Hittites. Only a few documents that can be
regarded as victory inscriptions [Yalburt in-
scription (Fig. 3), Nisantepe inscription (Fig.
4)] exist. Mesopotamian historiography in
general is simpler and static, the Hittites on
the other hand, are more literary and narrate
more complex events (Cancik 1976: 14 ff. and
49, Freydank 1984: 384).

The above-mentioned Anitta texts deals with
the campaigns of Pithana and his son Anitta,
the kings of the land of Kus$ara. We do know
from the texts that the Hittite king linked them-
selves to the Ku$$ara dynasty. Thus it would

not be wrong to regard it as a document about
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Fig. 2:

Bir nesneyi mithiirlemek i¢in bir kil topagin tstiine
mithiir basilirdi. Mihtirlenmis bu konik kil topagina
Latince bulla denmektedir (Bogazkdy Kazist Arsivi)

In order to seal an object, the seal was pressed on a clay
lump. The sealed conical clay lump is called bulla in
Latin (Bogazkdy Excavation Archive)

origins of the Hittites. The narrative reminds a
battle report, but due to occasional mentions of
time (Saniya witti=in the same year) it is possi-
ble to say that some elements of the later annals
were beginning to emerge.

“The king of Kus$ara mightily came down from the
city and look over NeSa. He attacked the king of Nesa,
but did no harm to the people. He made them mothers
and fathers. After my father Pithana I suppressed a
revoll in the same year. Whichever country revolied, i
defeated them with the aid of god Sw” (CTH 1).

As the text indicates, Anitta not only re-
counts his deeds, but also his father’s. The con-
tent might have provided an example for the

future Hittite kings.

RECORDING THE PAST: HITTITE HISTORIOGRAPHY

yazit1 (Fig. 3), Nisantepe yazit1 (Fig. 4)] mevcuttur. Mezopo-
tamya tarih yaziciig1 genel olarak daha basit ve daha statik
islenirken, Hitit tarih yazicihgi daha edebidir ve buna bagh
olarak daha karmasik olaylar tarif edilir (Cancik 1976: 14
vd. ve 49, Freydank 1984: 384).

Yukarida degindigimiz Anitta Metni’nde, KusSara
Ulkesi’nin krallar1 Pithana ve oglu Anitta’nin seferleri ele
alinir. Hitit krallarimin kendilerini Kus$$ara hanedanina
bagladiklarin: yazili belgelerden bilmekteyiz. Bu nedenle
Anitta Metni’ni, kokenlerine dair bir anlatim olarak kabul
etmek yanlis olmaz. Anlatim bir savas raporunu animsat-
makla beraber, metin icinde yer yer gecen ‘zaman’ bahis-
lerinden dolay1 (Saniya Gitti > “ayn1 yilda” gibi) daha sonra
annallerde gorecegimiz zelliklerinin de olusmaya baslad1-
gin1 soylemek miimkindr.

“Rus$ara kral, kentten biiyiik bir kudretle inip, Nesa'yr bir gece-
de giicii sayesinde aldr. Nesa kralina saldvrdy ama Nesa halkina ko-
tiiliik etmedi. Onlary analar ve babalar yapti. Babam Pithanadan
sonra ise, ben aym yil icinde bir isyana bastirdim; hangi tilke ayak-
landy ise, onu tanr: Siv yardimayla yendim” (CTH 1).

Verdigimiz bu érnekten de anlagildig1 gibi Anitta sade-
ce kendi yaptiklarini tespit etmekle kalmamus, ayn1 zaman-
da babasinin icraatlarina da deginmistir. Metin bu icerigi
ile belki de daha sonra tahta gecen Hitit krallarina 6rnek
olusturmustur.

Tarih ve tarihi kaydetmek, Hititler i¢in son derece 6nem-
liydi. Hititler, tarihe verdikleri bu énemi degisik konular-
daki belgelerde gostermislerdir. Hititlerin ilk annal metni
niteligini tagtyan I. Hattusili'nin Hititce ve Akkadca olarak
yazdirilan annallerinde Hitit krali, sefer i¢in Firat nehrini

gecerken, Akkad krali Biiytik Sargon’a atifta bulunur:
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Fig. 3a:

Konya Ilgin’da
bulunan Yalburt
Anit1

The Yalburt
Monument in
Konya/Ilgin




R(;nya/llgm’da bulunan Yalburt Aniti. IV. Tuthaliya’nin icraatlarini konu alan
Luwi Hiyeroglifli yazit (IU Hititoloji Anabilim Dal1 Arsivi)
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Fig. 4: “.. ve Mala (Firat) Nehrimi (benden) To Hittites recording time and history was
Bogazkoy kenti icerisinde yer alan ) ) ) . ’
Nisantepe Yazit1, Hitit krali once kimse gggmedi. Ben Biiyﬁk kral, Tabar- important and this can be seen on various docu-
11. Suppiluliuma’nin icraatlarini konu it . P s ARl ; :
’ ments. In the first annalistic document of the
almaktadir (1U Hititoloji Anabilim na, onu yaya olarak gectim. Ordullar] yaya ‘
Dali Arsivi) Hittites, the Annals of Hattusili I written in

olarak gecti. Sarrugina (Sargon) onu gegti. . ] Y )
e f s R Hittite and Akkadian, the Hittite king refers to
T'he inscription of the Nisantepe =
Inscription at Bogazkoy is about

Hahha kentinin ordularimy yen[di Hahha

the great Sargon of Akkad while crossing the

emens o oo L entin se] hihi sey (D) yopmadt. e
Hittitology archive) Onu] yakip ykmadi. Dumam 36 gogiin “.and nobody had crossed Mala (Euphrates) be-
Firtina Tannisi'na [birakm]adi. (KBo 10.2 fore (me). I, the great king, Tabarna, have crossed it on
I1I 29-36) Joot. The army crossed it on fool. Sarrugina (Sagon)

crossed it. He defeafted] the armies of the city of Hah-

Bu atf, bir yanda Hititlerin tarih bilincini yansitirken,
ha, [but did not] harm [to the city of Hahha]. He did

aynizamanda erkenden gelismis tarihibilgileri farkl amaclar

ehil . not lay waste [to it]. He did [not lea]ve the smoke to the
icin kullanmalarina da 6rnek gosterilebilir. Hitit Devleti'nin ' » : : S —
¢ 8 Storm God of 36 skies” (KBo 10.2 III 29-36).

kurucusu kabul edilen I. Hattudili (MO 1650-1620), yaptig:

This reference to Sargon reflects the histori-

seferleri, o zamana kadar gelmis ge¢mis en buytk krallar- cal awareness among the Hittites and is an ex-
dan biri olarak anilan Sargon’un (MO 2324-2279) seferi ile ample of their use of historical information for
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various purposes. Hattusili I (1650-1620), the

founder of the Hittite State, boosts himself by
comparing his campaigns to those of the great
Sargon’s, who lived ca. 700 years before his day.
Cuneiform documents (CTH 310) has proved
that Sargon’s legendary real story (Sar tamhari=

The King of War) was being read in Hattu$a

and Hattusili’s reference is a clear indication of

Hittites’ sense of history.

Looking back to past for understanding and
legitimizing the present was important for the
Hittites just as for the Greeks (Strobel 2011: 251).
This is most clearly seen in the Hittite political
treaty documents. These include a brief history
of relations between the two sides of the agree-
ment, which gives us information on two states

otherwise lost to us. But the Hittite kings had a

RECORDING THE PAST: HITTITE HISTORIOGRAPHY

karsilagtirarak, kendi ‘propagandasinr’, kendisinden yakla-
sik yedi ytiz y1l 6nce yasamis olan bir krali érnek vererek ya-
pryor. Sargon’un, efsane haline gelmis bu gercek hikayesinin
(Sar tamhari = Savas Krali) Hattu$a’da ytizyillar sonra hala
okundugu, ayni1 kentte ele gecmis civiyazili belgelerle (CTH
310) de ispatlanmistir. I. Hattusili'nin bu alintilamasindan,
Hititlerin tarih bilinci agik bir sekilde gortilmektedir.

Simdiki zamani anlamak, a¢iklamak ya da yasallastir-
mak icin ge¢mise bakmak Eski Yunan tarih yazicilig1 icin
o6nemli oldugu gibi (Strobel 2011: 251) Hitit tarih yazicili-
g1 icin de buyltk 6énem tasimaktaydi. Bunu en net bir bi-
cimde Hitit siyasal antlasma metinlerinde gérmekteyiz. Bu
metinlerin basinda iki devletin, antlasmanin diizenlendigi
tarihe kadarki iliskilerini anlatan bir 6zet yer almaktadir.
Bu gecmise bakis sayesinde, bugtin her iki devlet hakkinda
zaman zaman bagka yerden elde edemeyecegimiz bilgilere
ulasabilmekteyiz. Ancak Hitit krallarinin bu bilgileri yaz-
dirmalarinin farkli nedenleri vardi. Onlar kendi menfaat-
lerini destekleyen iliskileri ‘iyi’ 6rnek gostermek, karsidan
gelen diismanca hareketlerini, yani kendilerine zarar veren
iliskilerini ise ‘kotli” 6rnek seklinde gostermek pesindeydi-
ler. Bununla beraber Hitit Devleti’'nin daha evvel yapmis
oldugu seferleri de hakli géstermek niyetindeydiler.

Antlasmalarda yer alan bu ‘ge¢mise bakis’ bazen en eski
doénemlere, Hitit Devleti’nin kurulus déonemine kadar geriye
gidebiliyordu. Hitit krali II. Muwatalli ile Wilu$a Ulkesi’'nin
krali Alak$andu arasinda yapilan antlasma boyle bir geriye
bakisa gtizel bir 6rnek olusturmaktadir (Fig. 5):

“Eskiden atalarvmzn  atass Lablarna] Arzawa Ulkeleri
ve Wilu[Sa ile savastigr zaman, onu] lebast yapt. Daha sonra
Arzalwa] Ulkesi yine diismanlik yaptr. Willusa] Ulkesi [ise] Hatti
Ulkesi'nden hangi [meseleden] dolay: ayrildiysa, bu mesele zaman-
asimana ugradigy i¢in (onu) [almads ve] Wilusa Ulkesi, Hat/ti]
Ulkesi'nden higbir sekilde [ay]rilmad:. Uzaktan Hatti Ulkesi kra-
lima yine sadik kaldilar ve o[nlara tekrar elgiler] gonderdiler...”
(CTH 76).

Yukaridaki pasajda da gortuldugi gibi Hitit krali IT. Mu-
watalli, Wilusa Devleti ile olan eski iliskileri anlatirken, Hi-
tit Devleti'nin kurulus dénemine, yani kendisinden yakla-
sik 300-350 yil kadar geriye gitmektedir. Bunu yapabilmesi
icin gorevli Hitit katiplerinin arsivde kayitlara bakmis ve
Wilusa ile ilgili belgeleri arastirmis olmalar: kuvvetle muh-
temeldir.

IV. Tuthaliya ile Amurru krali Saugamuwa arasindaki
antlasma metninde, ¢cogu antlasmalarin aksine, sadece Hi-

titAmurru iliskilerine degil, Bat1 Anadolu’daki Seha Nehir
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The treaty between the Hittite king
Muwatalli IT and Alaks$andu of Wiluga
(Bogazkoy Excavation Archive)

GECMiSi KAYDETMEK: HITIT TARIH YAZICILIGI

kesi kralr olan Masturiyi Muwatalli ald
ve onu eniste(si) yaptr. [ ] Ona kizkardesi
MasSanuzi’yi es olarak verdi ve onu Seha Ne-
hir Ulkesi'nde kral yapt. Muwatalli tanre ol-
dugunda (oldiigiinde) Muwatalli'nin oghu Urhi-TeSup kralds. [Son-
ra babam| Urhi-Tesup’tan kralhgr (zorla) aldi. Masturi ise ihaneti
planlads...”

Sonucta Masturi kendisini kral yapan Muwatalli’den
sonra tahta cikan oglu Urhi-Te$up’u degil, taht1 ondan gasp
eden III. Hattusili’yi destekler. IV. Tuthaliya’nin “Masturi
gibi yapma” derken Sauigamuwa’nin ihanetten sakinmasini
ogutlemek ister. Yani Ma$turi’nin yaptiklarini tarihe gecen
“kotia ornek” olarak géstermeye calismaktadir. Bagka bir
bicimde sdyleyecek olursak IV. Tuthaliya, Sauigamuwa’ya
“tarihten” ders ¢ikarmasini 6gutlemektedir.

Tanimimizda da belirttigimiz gibi tarih yazicilig1 siyasi
ve askeri olabilecegi gibi kiiltiirel de olabiliyordu. Oyle ki
Hitit kral IT. Muréili bir veba duasinda, tlkeyi kirip geciren
salgin hastaliinin nedeni olarak babasinin, Hitit tahtinda

bulunan Geng Tuthaliya’y: tahttan indirmesini géstermek-

reason for getting them written on the tablets.
They were after exemplifying the advantageous
relations as “good”, and hostile acts and damag-
ing relationships as “bad”, while justifying the
previous campaigns of the Hittite state.

This retrospective element in the treaties
could reach back to the foundation period of
the Hittite state. The treaty between Muwatalli
IT and Alak$andu of Wilusa is a good example
of this (Fig. b):

“Formerly, when Lab[arna], my forefather, fought
the Arzawa Lands and the land of Wilusa, he made
it his subject. Then, the land of Arza[wa] became hos-
tile again. For whatever reason the land of Willusa]
had separated from the Haiti, he [did not took] over
(it) since the matter has since lapsed [and] the land
of Wilusa never left Hatfti]. They remained loyal to
the king of Halti from afar and again sent [envoys to
them]...” (CTH 76).

While narrating the past relations with
Wilusa, Muwatalli goes back 300-350 years be-
fore his day, to the early years of the Hittite
state. To that end it is very likely that he looked
up the archives of the scribes and investigated
the documents on Wilusa.

Contrary to most treaties, the treaty between

Fig. 5: Ulkesi’nin de gecmisine atifta bulunu- Tudhaliya IV and Sau$gamuwa of Amurru not
Hitit krali II. Muwatalli ile Wilusa . o )
krali Alakiandu arasinda yapilan lur: only mentions Hittite-Amurru relations, but
antlasma metni (Bogazkoy Kazist v 24 o also to t St > Seha River Land i o
Arsivi) “... Masturi gibi yapma! Seha Nehir UL also to the history of Seha River Land in west:

ern Anatolia:

“Do not behave like MaSturi... Muwatalli took
Masturi, the king of Seha River Land and made
him (his) brother in law. [ ] He married his sis-
ter MasSunizi to him and made him the king Qf‘Sve/m
River Land. When Muwatalli became god (i.e. died),
his son Urhi-Tesup was king. [Then my king] seized
the kingdom from Urhi-Tesup. Masturi intended be-
trayal...”

In the end Masturi does not support Urhi-
TeSup, but the usurper Hattusili III. With his
remark “do not behave like Masturi”, Tudhaliya
wishes to advise §auégamuwa that he should
avoid betrayal and that he should learn from
the “history”. In other words, the kings tries to
prove Masturi’s deeds as a historical “bad exam-
ple”.

Historiography could be cultural as well as
military and political. For example, in a plague
prayer, Murdili II points to the dethroning of
Tudhaliya the Young by his father as the ulti-

mate cause of the plague CTH 378 I.A §2-3).

Apparently Muréili felt uncomfortable his fa-
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ther’s seizure of the throne and thought that
this resulted in divine anger. In another plague
prayer (CTH 378 IL.A §8) Mursili makes an im-
portant statement: “This is the way it is: The sins
of the father haunts the son. So my father’s sin is now
haunting me”. Mursili’s utterance indicates that
the king tries to understand today by looking
the past.

The Hittite archives from Bogazkoy and
the above-mentioned examples are proofs that
well-kept record were searched for various pur-
poses. In the view of these examples a conveni-
ent term would be van den Hout’s expression
“systematic management of past” (van den
Hout 2008).

Hittites’ sense of history is evident in the ar-
chives. They may include the original texts or
copies of them. This advanced archive system al-
lowed the Hittite kings to ground their actions
and explain them, or in some cases, to legiti-
mize their deeds. Naturally, Hittite kings were
not always objective.

Murdili II holds a special place in this re-
gard, since his reign is acknowledged as the pin-
nacle of Hittite historiography (Cancik 2002:
75, Hoffner 1980: 312, Dincol 1982: 40). Due to
the state of preservation we have only a small
number of texts and Mursili’s importance might
owe to the fact that his documents outnumber
g. 6).

(=2

those of other kings (Fi
His documents include annals, treaties,

prayers and decrees. Most of them maintain

traditional Hittite historiography, but three

of them stand out in terms of style and scope,

namely “Ten Year Annals of Murdili” (CTH
61.1), “Detailed Annals of Muréili” (CTH 61.2)
and “Deeds of Suppi]uﬁmna"n which deals with

the achievements of Mu s father.

The Ten-Year Annals of Mursili comprises of

366 lines and as the title indicates, it narrates
the first ten years of hisreign. The textis framed
by a prologue and an epilogue, which suggest
that the text was planned and coherent in itself.
The framing lines also gives the purpose:
“When I, M

Ay Sun, ascended the throne of my father,

I performed the festivals of my mistress, the Sun God-
dess of Arinna and celebrated them, before marching

against whatever neighboring enemy land had fought

with me. I raised my hand and told my mistress, the
Sun Goddess of Arinna: My mistress, the Sun God-
dess of Arinna! The enemies, who called me as a child,

insulted me. They tried to regain my mistress’, the Sun

RECORDING THE PAST: HITTITE HISTORIOGRAPHY

tedir (CTH 378 I.A §2-3). Anlasildig1 kadaryla II. Murdili
babasinin tahti gasp etmesinden rahatsiz olmus ve bunun
tanrilar: kizdirmis olabilecegini disinmektedir. Bir baska
veba duasinda (CTH 378 II.A §8) II. Mursili yine ayn1 konu
ile ilgili, bizim i¢in énemli bir aciklamada bulunmaktadir:
“Bu her zaman boyledir: Babasinan giinahr onun ogluna gelir. Be-
nim babamin giinah: (da) bana geldi.” 11. Mursili bu ifadesi ile
gecmise bakarak, simdiki zamani anlamaya calistigini acik
bir sekilde gostermektedir.

Ozellikle Bogazkdy'de aciga cikarilmig Hitit arsivleri
ile vermis oldugumuz alintilar iyi tutulmus kayitlarin ta-
randiginin kanmitidir. Bu ve oteki 6rnekleri goz o6ntinde
tutacak olursak van den Houtun “gecmisin sistematik
yonetimi’nden bahsetmesi son derece yerinde bir tanim
gibi gorinmektedir (van den Hout 2008).

Hititlerin tarih anlayist arsivlerinde acik bir sekilde go6-
rulmektedir. Bu arsivlerde orijinal metinlerin yer alabilece-
gi gibi bu metinlerinin kopyalar1 da bulunmaktadir. Oyle
ki tarihi icerikli bazi metinlerin ¢ok sayida kopyalari ele
gecmistir. Bu gelismis arsiv sistemi sayesinde Hitit krallar:
icraatlarini temellendirebiliyor ve aciklayabiliyorlardi. Bazi
durumlarda ise arsivlerden sagladiklar1 bilgi ile yaptikla-
rina mesruluk kazandirabiliyorlardi. Bu 6zellikleri goste-
ren metinlerde, Hitit krallarinin elbette her zaman tarafsiz
davranmalarini bekleyemeyiz.

Tarih yaziciligl konusunda, II. Mursili 6zel bir yere
sahiptir. Cogu bilimciye gore Hitit tarih yazicihginin, II.
Mursili déoneminde doruga ulastigi kabul edilir (Cancik
2002: 75, Hoffner 1980: 312, Dincol 1982: 40). Ancak yu-
karida da degindigimiz gibi Hititler zamaninda yazilmis
olmasi gereken tim metinlerin sayis1 géz éninde bulun-
duruldugunda, bugiin elimizde olan yazili belgelerin sayisi
son derece azdir. Bu nedenle II. Murdili'nin tarih yazicih-
ginin 6ne cikmasinin, kendisine ait belgelerin 6teki kralla-
ra oranla sayica daha fazla olmasindan kaynaklanmasi da
mumkindtr.

II. Munrdili’ye ait (Fig. 6), oldukca ytliksek sayida yazili
belge bulunmaktadir. Bunlarin icinde annal, antlasma,
dua ve ferman metinleri bulunmaktadir. Cogu metin,
Hititlerin geleneksel tarih yaziciligini devam ettirirken,
bunlar icerisinde ¢ metin bu cercevenin disina tasarak,
uslup ve kapsam olarak ayr1 bir énem arz etmektedir. Bah-
sedilen belgeler “Mursili'nin Onyil Annalleri” (CTH 61.1),
“Muriili'nin Ayrintili Annalleri” (CTH 61.2) ve yine kendi-
si tarafindan hazirlatilan ancak babasinin yaptiklarini ele

alan “Suppiluliuma’nin Icraatlari”dir (CTH 40).
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Murséili'nin Ony1l Annalleri toplam 366 satirdan olus-
makta ve adindan da anlagildig: gibi II. Mursili déneminin
ilk on yilin1 ele almaktadir. Metin, bir 6ns6z (prologue) ve
bir sonséz (epilogue) tarafindan cercevelenmektedir. On-
s6z ve sons6z kisimlarinin bulunmasi bize metnin planlan-
mus ve kendi i¢inde bir butiin olusturdugunu gostermekte-
dir. Annal metni cevrelenen bu kisimlarda ayni1 zamanda
metnin yazilis nedeni anlatilmaktadir:

“Ben, Guinesim babamuin tahtina oturdugum zaman ise; ¢ev-
redeki diisman tilkelerden hangileri benimle savastysa, herhangi
bir diisman vilkesine (karsi) ytiriimeden evvel; Beycem, Arinnanan
Giimes Tanrigasv'man diizenli bayramlarine yerine getirdim ve onlar
kutladim. Beygem, Arinnaman Guines Tanricasina elimi kaldirdim
ve soyle dedim: ‘Beycem, Arinna’nin Giines Tanrigasi! Beni ¢ocuk
diye caguran ¢evredeki diisman vilkeler, beni asagiladilar, senin,
Beycem, Arinna’min Giines Tanricasi'nan bolgelerini tekrar tekrar
almaya calismislardr. Beycem, Arinna’man Gilines Tanvicast, asa-
gwa yamma gel ve cevredeki bu diisman vilkeleri oniimde olduir!”
ve Arinna’mn Giines Tanrigas: benim soziimii dinledi. O asagiya,
yaraoma geldi. Babamin tahtwna oturdugum zaman, cevredeki bu
diisman vilkelering 10 yilda yendim ve onlar: éldiirdim” (KBo 3.4
119-29).

Onséziin bu son satirlarindan Onyil Annalleri’nin
yazilis amact ve on yilin sonunda elde edilen netice de
anlasilmaktadir. Mursili, tahta ¢iktigr zaman, devletin
ne denli zayif bir durumda oldugunu anlatmaya c¢abali-
yor. Kendisi kuctik yasindan dolayr asagilaniyor, ancak
Arinna’nin Gunes Tanricast’nin ge¢ kalmis bayramlarini
yerine getirerek onu kendi tarafina cekebildigini ifade
ediyor. Mursili tanricanin da yardimiyla, on yilin sonun-
da tim dismanlarini yenebilmis ve 6ldurebilmis olarak
karsimiza cikar. Onsozde yer alan benzeri bir ifade son-
s6zde de bulunuyor:

“Babaman tahtina oturdugumdan beri, on yil krallik yaptim. Bu
diisman ilkeleri on yilda kendi elimle yendim. Prenslerin ve beylerin
yendigi diisman tilkeleri ise, onlar buna dahil degil. Arinnamin Gii-
nes Tanrigas: bundan baska bana ne (gorev) verirse, onu gerceklesti-
recegim ve onu kaydedecegim” (KBo 3.4 IV 44-48).

Sonsozde Mursili, diismanlarin timint on yil icinde
yendigini tekrar ifade eder ve bu Onyil Annalleri’nde sa-
dece kendi icraatimin (basarilarinin) yer aldigini, prensle-
rin ve soylularin icraatlarinin ise, yer almadigini ilave eder.
Bununla beraber bu son ibarede tarih yaziciliginin dini
motifleri de gtizel bir sekilde géralmektedir. Mursili ileride
tanricanin kendisine verecegi gorevleri yerine getirecegini

soylerken, aym1 zamanda daha sonra yapacag tlim icraati-

Fig. 6:
Hitit krali II. Mursili’'nin mihtr baskisinin cizimi
(Bogazkdy Kazis1 Arsivi)

Drawing of the seal impression of Muréili I (Bogazkoy
T : 1 N :
Excavation Archive)

Goddess of Arinna’s lands. My mistress, the Sun God-
dess of Arinna, come down next to me and destroy the
enemies before me!” And the Sun Goddess of Arinna
heard my word. She came down next to me. When 1
ascended to the throne of my father, I defeated the hostile
lands in ten years” (KBo 3.4 1 19-29).

These last lines of the prologue hints at the
purpose of the document and the outcome af-
ter ten years. Here the kings tells how weak was
the state when he ascended the throne. He was
insulted because of his young age, but he man-
aged to draw the Sun Goddess of Arinna to his
side after celebrating her long delayed festivals.
With the aid of the goddess, Mursili was able to
defeat his enemies after ten years. Statement in
the prologue is repeated in a similar way in the
epilogue:

“Since my ascension to my father’s throne 1 reigned
for ten years. I defeated the enemies myself. As for the
hostile lands defeated by lovds and princes, they are
not included. I will fulfill and record whatever (duty)
the Sun Goddess of Arinna gives to me” (KBo 3.4 IV
44-48).

In the epilogue Muriili tells that he defeated
his enemies in ten years and the Ten-Year An-
nals includes his achievements, not those of
princes and elites. The last sentence also nicely
illustrates the religious aspect of Hittite histo-
riography. While announcing that he will ful-
fill the duties given by the goddess Mursili also

says the he will record all his achievements. The
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phrase “I will record” (kattan tehhi) is also worth
noting.

The Ten-Year Annals is a well-planned ef-
fort and also hits a high standard both themati-
cally and stylistically like Detailed Annals and
the Annals of guppi!uhuma. It is also holds a
special place as an interim report of Murdili
IT’s reign and no similar example has been re-
covered.

Contrary to Ten Year Annals of Murs$ili II,
we have only fragments of the Detailed Annals,
making it difficult to determine the years it
covers. Broadly speaking, the preserved parts
deal with 27 years. Like the Ten-Year Annals it
begins with Mursili’s ascension to the throne.
Thus it can be thought as a separate text rath-
er than the former’s continuation. It recounts
events and persons unmentioned in the Ten
Year Annals; describes unrealized plans and
the activities of the enemies (Cancik 1976: 107
ff.). Like the former there is a prologue, albeit
fragmentary. They also present some contex-
tual differences or contradictions. According
to the Ten-Year Annals, for example, Mursili
wins a victory over the Arzawan armies and
captures the civilian prisoners that took ref-
uge inn Arinanda in his third regal year. The
Detailed Annals, however, claim that the pris-
oners surrendered. Likewise, the Ten-Year An-
nals tell that the cities of Arip§a and Dukamma
were conquered in the tenth year of Mursili,
while the Detailed Annals tells that Dukamma
surrendered. Although these differences cast
doubt on Muréili’s credibility as a historiogra-
pher, we should not forget that he is one of the
parties. We cannot expect a full objective ap-
proach, but that does not diminish its value in
terms of historiography, only reminds us to use
them cautiously.

In terms of narrative, Detailed Annals pre-
serve some of the most elaborate examples. The
cause and effect sentences intermingle with
references to past, letters to and from the en-
emies, unrealized (irrealis) campaigns and their
causes.

The Deeds of Suppiluﬁuma is also frag-
mentary, though originally it comprised of at
least seven tablets. In contrast to the annals,
this document uses the third person singular
instead of the first. It is quite interesting that
Mursili only describes his father’s achieve-

ments. The text begins with §uppiluliuma I’s
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nin da tanricanin istegi dogrultusunda olacagini ilan eder.
Bir baska ilgin¢ nokta ise metnin sonunda yer alan “onu kay-
dedecegim” (kattan tehhi) ibaresidir.

Ony1l Annalleri son derece iyi planlanmais bir eser olmak-
la beraber, 6biir Ayrintili Annaller ve Suppiluliuma’nin Icra-
atlar1 metinlerinde oldugu gibi, hem icerik hem de tslup ac1-
sindan yuksek bir standarda sahiptir. Buna ilaveten Hitit an-
nalleri arasinda da 6zel bir stattiye sahiptir, ciinki II. Mursili
déneminin bir ara degerlendirmesini vermektedir. Simdiye
kadar buna benzer bir baska 6rnek ele gecmemistir.

II. Murdilinin Onyil Annalleri’nin aksine, Ayrintili An-
naller’den sadece parcalar elimize gec¢mistir. Bu nedenle
annallerin kac sene hakkinda bilgi verdigini anlamak kesin
olarak mimkiin degildir. Genel olarak Ayrintili Annaller’in
korunan kisminin yaklasik 27 yil hakkinda bilgi verdigi ka-
bul edilmektedir. Onyil Annalleri oldugu gibi, bu metin de
II. Murgili'nin tahta ¢ikist ile baslamaktadir; dolayistyla Onyi1l
Annallerinin devami olarak degil, bagimsiz bir eser olarak
dasiintilmelidir. Isminden de anlagilacag gibi metin, Onyil
Annallerinden daha ayrintilidir. Onyil Annalleri’nde hic
bahsedilmeyen olaylar ve sahislar burada anlatilmaktadir.
Planlanan, ancak gerceklesmeyen olaylar aktarilir, diisman-
larin hareketleri betimlenir (Cancik 1976: 107 vd.). Onyil
Annalleri'nde oldugu gibi, Ayrintili Annaller’de de, sadece
ktgtik bir kismi korunmus 6nsoz yer alir. Ayrintili Annaller
ile Onyil Annalleri arasinda bazi igeriksel farkliliklar ya da
tutarsizliklar goze ¢arpmaktadir. Onyil Annallerine gore or-
negin, Mursilinin 3. hiikiimdarlik senesinde Arzawa ordu-
larini yener ve Arinanda’ya kacan sivil esirleri de savas yolu
ile ele gecirir. Ayrintili Annaller’de ise, kagaklarin kendili-
ginden teslim oldugu kaydedilmektedir. Ayni sekilde Onyil
Annalleri'nde, onuncu yilinda Aripsa ve Dukkamma kentle-
rinin savagla fethedildigi yazilmakta, buna karsin Ayrintilh
Annaller’de Dukkamma’nin teslim oldugu belirtilmektedir.
Bu gibi farklarin olmasi, dogal olarak II. MurSilinin tarih
yaziciliginin gtvenilirligine kars: bir siiphe olusturmaktadar.
Ancak, Mursili'nin ayni zamanda ‘taraf’ oldugunu unutma-
mamiz gerekir. Dolayisiyla tamamiyla “nesnel” bir bakis acist
beklememiz yersizdir. Anlatimin yer yer tarafli olmasi eserin
tarih yaziciligi acisindan degerini alcaltmaz, sadece bu gibi
tarihi belgeleri dikkatle kullanmamiz gerektigini bize hatir-
latir.

Anlatim yéninden Ayrintili Annaller’de en karmasik
orneklerini géormek mumkiindir. Neden-sonug¢ ctimleleri
ic ice gecer, aralarinda eskiye atiflar siralanmakta, disma-

na gonderilen ve diismandan teslim alinan mektuplardan
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bahsedilmekte, gerceklesmemis (irrealis) harekatlar zikre-
dilmektedir ve bu harekitlarin hangi nedenle yapilmadig:
da aciklanmaktadir.

IT. Mursili Dénemi’nde kaleme alinan I. Suppiluliumanin
Icraatlari, Ayrintli Annaller gibi, sadece parcalar halinde
ele gecmistir. Metnin tiimil ise, en az yedi tabletten olusu-
yordu. Annal metinlerin aksine, bu metinde birinci tekil sa-
his yerine, t¢iinct tekil sahis kullanilmaktadir. Mursili'nin,
sadece babasinin icraatlarini anlatmasi ise son derece il-
ginctir. Metin 1. Suppiluliuma’nin, babasi Tuthaliya done-
mindeki icraatlariyla baglamaktadir. Hikiimdarlik seneleri-
nin sayilmamasi, annallerden ayrilan 6nemli bir noktadir.
Bununla beraber anlatim sekline bakacak olursak metin,
Mursili Annalleri'nden ¢ok farkli bir yapidadir. Karmagik
anlatimlara burada hi¢ yer verilmemekte ve seferler ardi
sira dizilmektedir. Bu nedenle metni “tarihi rapor” olarak
da degerlendirmek miimkindur (Klinger 2008: 37).

II. Murdili'nin neden babasinin icraatlarini yazdirdigi
konusu, yoruma aciktir. Yukarida Hitit tarih yazicihginin
amacinin sik¢a kendini ya da bir olay1 yasallastirma oldu-
gunu soylemistik. Muhtemelen II. Mursili'nin amaci da bu
yondeydi. Babasi 1. Suppiluliuma’nin Hitit tahtini zorla gasp
ettigini biliyoruz. Daha evvel II. Mursili'nin, bu gaspi, ba-
bas1 zamaninda baslayan ve kendi déneminde devam eden
vebanin nedeni olarak dasiindiigunii belirtmistik. Bunun-
la beraber babasinin tahti gasp etmesi, kendi mesrulugunu
da zan altinda birakmaktaydi. Kanimizca babasinin icraat-
larin1 yazdirmasinin nedenlerinden biri bu olmahdir.

II. Murgili Donemi “Hitit Tarih Yazicilig1” i¢in genellikle
bir doruk noktast olarak kabul edilmektedir. Ancak tarih
yazicithginin II. Murgili’den sonra da devam ettigini sOyle-
mekte fayda vardir. Ayrica, Hitit tarihsel metinlerinin kimin
icin yazildigini irdelemek gerekir. Yukarida verdigimiz ta-
nimda bunun “tarih yaziciligi’nin gereksinimlerinden biri
oldugunu belirtmistik. O halde Hitit krallarinin 6zenle
hazirlattiklart bu metinleri kim okuyordu sorusuna cevap
bulmamiz gerekir. Tk Hitit krali I. Hattusili’'nin yazdirmus
oldugu ‘vasiyetname’sinde (CTH 6) metnin kimlere hitap
ettigi acik¢a belirtilmektedir (§1):

“[Buyulk Kral Tabarna, asiller toplulugunun(?) askerlerine ve
onemli kisilere (soyle) dedi”.

Buradan da anlagilacagi gibi dinleyici Kkitlesi Hitit
Devleti'nin yonetici sinifi idi. Metnin devaminda ise (§22) I.
Hattusili halefi I. Muréili’ye soyle seslenir:

“Sana aktardigim sozlerimi (ieren) bu [tablleti senin ontinde

her ay (yiiksek sesle) okusunlar!”

deeds in the reign of his father Tudhaliya. Un-
like the annals, the regal years are not count-
ed, and the narrative style is different from the
Annals of Mursili. Complicated accounts are
absent and the campaigns are listed successive-
ly. Thus it can be seen as a “historical report”
(Klinger 2008: 37).

Why Mursili recorded his father’s deeds is
open to discussion. We have already mentioned
that the purpose of the Hittite historiography
was to legitimize itself or an event and this was
probably Mursili’s intent. We know that his fa-
ther Suppiiuliuma I had seized the throne.
Mursili thought that this event was the cause of
the plague that had broken out in his father’s
reign and continued in his day. On the other
hand Suppﬁulmma"s act also brought his legiti-
macy under suspicion. This must have been one
of the reasons that forced him to have his father’s
deed recorded.

The reign of Muréili IT is generally regard-
ed as a milestone for Hittite historiography,
but the tradition continued after the king.
However we should also study for whom the
historical documents were written and who
read them. In our description above we have
noted that this is an essential part of “histori-
ography”. In that case, we should find an an-
swer to the question “who was reading them?”
In his will (CTH 6), Hattus$ili I, the first king
of the Hittites, clearly states the addressee of
the document:

“(Thus) the [Grea]t King Tabarna spoke to the
council(?) of the noble, soldiers and important men”.

The passage makes it explicit that the ad-
dressee was the ruling class of the Hittite state.
Later in the text (§22) Hattusili addresses his
successor Mursili I:

“Let them read this [tabl]et (loudly) before you as it
conlains my words to you every month!”

The Detailed Annals of Mursili II also gives
a clue about the audience (KUB 14.17 23):

“Whoeuver hears this tablet [ ,] let him send”.

Unlike the first two examples, which define
the ruling class/nobles as the addressees, it is
difficult to deduce the audience from the latter,
though it must have been written for people in
certain positions.

We should admit that the Hittite kings never
intended to “write” history when recording it.
They did so in order to manipulate the history

to their advantage, justify themselves against the
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gods or the nobles, in other words to legitimize
their position and propagate themselves. That
they occasionally hid or falsified the truth does
not change the fact that they were sophisticated
historiographers in their time. We should not
forget that the history was at the hands of the
kings and they were subjective. The “modern his-
toriography” emerged only when the history was
began to be written not by the ruling classes but

the objective persons.
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