The Discovery of an
Anatolian Empire

| Bir Anadolu
Imparatorlugunun Kesfi

A Colloquium to Commemarate the 100" Anniversary of the
Decipherment of the Hittite Language
[Mprember 14* ond 15*, 2015; lsonbul Archoedlogical Museum — Library)

Editors / Edstrler
Meltem Dofan-Alparslan - Andreas Schachner - Metin Alparslan




The Discovery of an
Anatolian Empire

. Bir Anadolu
Imparatorlugunun Kesfi

A Colloquium to Commemorate the 100th Anniversary of the
Decipherment of the Hittite Language
(November 14th and 15th, 2015; Istanbul Archaeological Museum - Library)

Editors / Editorler
Meltem Dogan-Alparslan - Andreas Schachner - Metin Alparslan



The Discovery of an Anatolian Empire
Bir Anadolu jmparatorlugunun Kesfi

Editorler: Meltem Dogan-Alparslan - Andreas Schachner - Metin Alparslan

Kapak tasarimi: Tlknur Efe
Kapak fotografi: Metin Oral

Baski: Bilnet Matbaacilik ve Ambalaj San. A.S.
Dudullu Organize San. Bélgesi 1. Cad. No: 16 Umraniye-Istanbul
Tel: 444 44 03 * Fax: (0216) 365 99 07-08 ® www.bilnet.net.tr
Sertifika No: 31345

1. baska: Istanbul, Haziran 2017
ISBN 978-975-08-3991-7

Tirk Eskicag Bilimleri Enstittsii ]
Tstiklal Cad. Merkez Han No: 181 Kat: 2 34435 Beyoglu-Istanbul
Tel: 0090 212 2920963

www.turkinst.org
info@turkinst.org

Biitiin yayin haklari saklidir.
Kaynak gosterilerek tanitim i¢in yapilacak kisa alintilar disinda
yayincinin yazili izni olmaksizin higbir yolla ¢ogaltilamaz.

ICINDEKILER

Onsoz * 9
THE FIRST EXCAVATIONS AT BOGAZKOY/HATTUSA AND THEIR PRELUDE © 11

“Little by little the obscurity is being cleared away from the earlier history of
Asia Minor”. Searching for the Hittites, from Sayce to Winckler
Silvia Alaura ¢ 13

Otto Puchstein and the Excavation of Bogazksy
Lars Petersen ® 28

The First Period of Scientific Excavations at Bogazkdy-Hattusa (1906-1912)
Andreas Schachner © 42

The Tablet Finds of Temple | from the Early Excavations at Bogazkdy-Hattusa

(1906-1912)
Jared L. Miller o 69

BEDRICH HROZNY: LIFE AND ACHIEVEMENTS o 85

Bedfich Hrozny, the Decipherer of the Hittite Language
Sarka Velhartickg © 87

Hrozny’s Decipherment: Method, Success and
Consequences for Indo-European Linguistics

Elisabeth Rieken ® 95

Discovery of a Trade Center and Identification of the City of Kane$
Jana Siegelové ¢ 101

HITTITOLOGY IN GERMANY AND GREAT BRITAIN ¢ 109

History of Hittitology in Germany
Jérg Klinger ® 111



6 The Discovery of an Anatolian Empire / Bir Anadolu imparatorlugunun Kesfi

Before Hittitology - The First Identifications of the Hittites in England
Mark Weeden ¢ 119

Hittitology in Britain: O. R. Gurney
David Hawkins ® 130
HITTITOLOGY IN TURKEY e 137
Cumbhuriyet ve Hititoloji
Aygil Siel ® 139
The Foundation of Hittitology in the Istanbul University
Meltem Dogan-Alparslan e 147
CUNEIFORM COLLECTIONS IN THE MUSEUMS OF TURKEY e 157
Theodor Makridi Bey ve 1907 Bogazkdy Kazisi
Edhem Eldem ¢ 159

istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri Tablet Arsivi ve Bazi Disiinceler
Veysel Donbaz ¢ 193

Ankara Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesi: Bir Eti Mizesi
Cem Karasu ® 202
HITTITOLOGY IN FRANCE AND ITALY ¢ 217
French Hittitology: A History
Alice Mouton ® 225
Hittitology in ltaly
Stefano de Martino ® 232

EARLY EXCAVATIONS AT HITTITE SITES » 231

Searching for the Hittites in South Eastern Anatolia:
Zincirli and the Hittite Material Culture
Marina Pucci ® 239

Karkemish: 150 Years of Excavations and Researches at the Site
Nicold Marchetti 249

icindekiler

Alaca Héyiik Kazilari’nda ilk Yillar
Aykut Cinaroglu ® 255

A Kingdom and lts Capital in the Borderlands:

The Sir Leonard Woolley Excavations at Tell Atchana, Ancient Alalakh
Murat Akar ® 269

Contributions of Tcrsq;—GézIﬁkule to Hittite Studies
Asli Ozyar ® 279

FUTURE PERSPECTIVES FOR HITTITE STUDIES » 287

Hittitology at the Centennial Current Trends and
Future Directions in the Study of Hittite Culture
Daniel Schwemer ® 295

Virtual Tablets in 3D - From Documentation to Analysis

Gerfrid G.W. Miiller « 304

Constructing and Representing: A new project for 3D surveying of Hattusa
Natalia Bolatti Guzzo — Massimiliano Marazzi — Leopoldo Repola ® 313

Katilimar Listesi ® 337



Onsoz

Hititoloji’nin 100. yildéniimiine gahit olabilen bir nesil olarak, Hititcenin ¢6ztimlendigi
Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri catist altinda bu kutlamanin onuruna “The Discovery of an
Anatolian Empire / Bir Anadolu Imparatorlugunun Kesfi” baglikli uluslararasi bir sempoz-
yum diizenlemek ve yayimlamak bizler icin biiyiik bir onur kaynagidir.

Bedrich Hrozny 1914-1915 yillarinda, miittefik Avusturya-Macaristan ordusunun bir
subay1 olarak Osmanli topraklarinda bulundugu sirada, Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizelerinde (o
dénemdeki adiyla Miize-i Hiimayun’da) Bogazkoy kazilarinda bulunan civiyazili tabletleri
calisma imkani buldu. Tabletler, o dénemde hentiz okunamayan Hititceyi icermekteydi.
Hrozny, caligmalarinin sonuglarini Berlin’de Vorderasiatische Gesellschaft (Onasya Derne-
gi) icin verdigi bir konferansta bilim camiasi ile paylasti ve 15 Kasim 1915 tarihine rastlayan
bu konferansta Hrozny, Hititgenin ¢oziimiint de ilan etti. Meslektagi Ernst Weidner bu
tarihi, “Hititoloji’nin dogum giinii” olarak tanimladu.

Dolayistyla 100 yil sonra 2015’te sectigimiz 14-15 Kasim tarihlerinde diizenledigimiz
sempozyum ile —Arkeoloji, Tarih gibi bilim dallar1 ile kargilagurildiginda bile son derece
geng olan— Hititoloji’nin tam anlamiyla dogum giinii kutlanmistir. Bu vesileyle bir¢ok bil-
diride Bedfich Hrozny anilmus, hatta onun hayati ve ¢caligmalar: ayrintuli olarak ele alinmig-
tir. Ayrica Bogazkoy’deki ilk kazilari gerceklestiren Theodor Makridi de Istanbul Arkeoloji
Miizelerinin ilk kiirat6rlerindendi, caligmalar: sempozyumda sunulan bildirilerde ve dolayi-
styla bu kitapta yer alan makalelerde yer almaktadir.

Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri’nin olaganiistii bir atmosfer arz eden kiitiiphanesinde dii-
zenlenen sempozyumda sunulan 25 bildirinin yer aldig1 ve sempozyum ile ayn1 ad: tagtyan
bu kitap sayesinde, Hititoloji’nin 100. y1l kutlamasi, gelecek nesillere aktarilabilecektir.

Hititge bir Hint-Avrupa Dili olarak Anadolu’da giiniimiize yaziyla aktarilan ilk 6rnek-
lerini sunmakla birlikte, Mezopotamya’dan aldif1 ¢iviyazisina kendi Hint-Avrupa Dili’ni
uygulanmug, Hint-Avrupa Dillerinin de temelini Anadolu’da atmigtir. Bu alanlarda arastir-
ma yapmak tizere bir¢ok bilim insan1 Anadolu’ya gelip ¢aligmis ve halen de caligmaktadr.
Bu vesileyle Anadolu kiiltiirleri, uluslararas: bir sekilde tanitilmas: saglanmig ve bu sayede
Tirkiye pek¢ok dostu edinmigti. Bu caligmalarin sonuglari, Tiirkiye’de ve diinyanin bir ¢ok
iilkesinde uzmanlarin yetismesini saglamustir. Yillardan beri tilkemizde ve yurtdiginda ayni
alanda uzmanlar yetigtiren pek ¢ok kurum ve iiniversite birlikte ¢aligmaktadir. Bunun en
giizel gostergesi de bu sempozyumu diizenleyen kurumlardir: T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Ba-
kanlig Kiiltiir Varliklar: ve Miizeler Genel Midiirligi, Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri, Alman
Arkeoloji Enstitiisii, stanbul Universitesi Hititoloji Anabilim Dali, Tiirk Eskicag Bilimleri
Enstitiisti.

Hititoloji, Tiirkiye i¢in 6ncelikli bir bilim dali olmalidir. Ciinkii malzemesi Tiirkiye si-
nirlart icinde, Anadolu’dadir. Anadolu i¢in yapilan en tanidik tanimlama, onun bir “képri”
oldugu seklindedir. Oysaki tarihsel veriler ve bunlar icerisinde Hitit Uygarlig1 gostermekte-
dir ki, Anadolu bir kopriiden ¢ok toplumlarin yerlestigi, kiiltiirlerini yaydig: bir cografyadur.
Merhum Hocamuz Prof. Dr. Ali Dingol’un da séyledigi gibi “Anadolu, tizerinde yaganilmak
iizere segilen, kaybetmemek icin ihtirasla korunan bir toprak parcasidir”.

Sempozyum kapsaminda Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizelerinde bir de sergi diizenlenmistir.
Bu sergide, Bogazkoy’deki ilk kazilardan ¢ikan arkeolojik ve filolojik malzemeler ile el ya-
zistyla kaydedilmis ve miize tarafindan arsivlenmis olan ilk dénem caligmalari, raporlari ve
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yazigmalar1 da yerlerini almigtir. S6z konusu sergi, T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanhg Kiiltiir
Varliklar1 ve Miizeler Genel Miidiirliigii'niin destekleriyle ve Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri
Midiresi Sayin Zeynep Kiziltan’in denetimi alunda Miize Uzmanlar1 Giilcay Yagci, Mine
Dalmig-Pembe, Gokhan Yildirim, Elif Biiytikgencoglu, Simge Giires, Dincer Cefer, Miige
Ozcan, Uzeyir Altekin tarafindan hazirlanmustir.

“The Discovery of an Anatolian Empire / Bir Anadolu Imparatorlugunun Kesfi” sem-
pozyumunun gerceklesmesinde biiyiik katkilari olan miizenin teknik ekibine, simultane
ceviri kadrosuna ve bircok iste bizlere yardimer olan égrencilerimiz Burcu Ozer, Giilsim
Aktag, Metin Oral ve Tolga Pelvanoglu’a ve ek olarak bu kitabin hazirlik agamasinda, redak-
siyon igini tistlenen 6grencimiz Metin Oral’a tesekkiir ederiz.

Katilimeilarimizin Istanbul’a gelisini saglayan GRH Vakfi’na sagladigi maddi destek
igin tesekkiir ederiz. Ayrica katilimcilarimizin Istanbul’da konaklamasini saglayan Alman
Arkeoloji Enstitiisii Tstanbul Subesi’ne, Fransiz Anadolu Aragtirmalar1 Enstitiisii'ne ve Kog
Universitesi Anadolu Medeniyetleri Aragtirma Merkezi'ne sagladiklari yardimlar ve konuk-
severlikleri i¢in miitesekkiriz.

“The Discovery of an Anatolian Empire / Bir Anadolu Imparatorlugunun Kesfi” ulus-
lararast sempozyumunun bir kitaba doniigmesi ve bunun kisa zamanda gergeklegsmesi hi¢
kugkusuz ki Yap: Kredi Kiiltiir Sanat Yaymcilik sayesinde olmustur. Yap: Kredi Kiiltiir Sa-
nat Yayincilik’a, Genel Miidiir Sayimn Tiilay Giingen sahsinda giikranlarimizi sunmak isteriz.
Ayrica kitabimizin bir yayina doniigmesi agamasinda biiyiik yardimlarini gérdiigiimiiz Yapt
Kredi Miizesi Yoneticisi Saymn Sennur Sentiirk’e de tesekkiirii bir borg biliriz. Kitabimn ha-
zirlanmast bilindigi gibi sabirly, titiz ve uzun bir ¢aligma gerektirir. Bu siire zarfinda boyle
bir calisma gergeklestiren Yap: Kredi Kiiltiir Sanat Yaymecilik grafik tasarim bolimi cali-
sanlarma, Sayin Ilknur Efe basta olmak iizere tesekkiir ederiz.

Boliimler halinde tematik olarak makalelerin yer aldig: kitabimiza en 6nemli katkiyr da
pek tabii ki kanlimeilar yapmugtir. Bu vesileyle gerek sempozyuma gerek makaleleri ile kita-
bimiza katkida bunulan tiim kaalimcilara stikranlarimizi sunmak isteriz.

Organizasyon Komitesi
Meltem Dogan-Alparslan
Zeynep Kiziltan

Andreas Schachner
Metin Alparslan

The First Excavations at
Bogazkdy/Hattusa and their Prelude

General view of Hattusha, 1907
(photograph by E. Puchstein, archive of the German Archaeological Institute)
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ilfem

Fig. 14: Arm-Shaped vessel found in Level IB Temple (M. Akar).

that respect, the irony is hidden in the contradictory state of the published data. Accepting
the fact that the results of early expeditions added a new vision to how we interpret and see
the interaction between different geographical and cultural zones, in the last seventy years
of archeological research at Tell Atchana, the work that was done by Woolley provoked an
ongoing debate on the site’s stratigraphy and its chronological and historical integration
into the wider setting of the ancient Near East, Anatolia and the Levant.
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Contributions of Tarsus-Gozlikule to Hittite Studies

Asli Ozyar

In the 1930’s-1940’s an
ancient settlement mound
located in the southern
fringes of modern Tarsus
was excavated under the
auspices of Bryn Mawr
College, Pennsylvania
and the direction of Hetty
Goldman. Once on the
banks of the Berdan, clas-
sical Kydnos, the mound
known as Gozliikule was
a large riverine site in the
western part of the Cilician
plain (Fig. 1). Excavations

FeveaI.Ed th?t the site was Fig. 1: Location of Tarsus in the Cilician plain on the NE Mediter-
inhabited since the Neo-  ;1can coast of Turkey. From Duran, S., Biiyiik Atlas. Istanbul, 1937,
lithic period continuously 1970 edition, p. 29.

into modern times and

must be understood as the initial settlement, the starting point of a long settlement biog-
raphy which included Bronze Age, Iron Age, Hellenistic, Roman, as well as Late Antique
and Medieval phases (Fig. 2). The mound continued to be used in the Ottoman period and
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Fig. 2: Succession of stratified settlement remains shown in a reconstructed cross-section through the
eastern peak of Gozlikule. From Goldman 1956: plan 26.
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remains within contemporary urban Tarsus. Both Tarsus
and Adana, the urban center of the eastern Cilician plain
with its ancient settlement mound of Tepebag on the
banks of the Seyhan, classical Saros, preserve their ancient
names already attested in the second millennium BCE as
Tarsa and Adaniya.

Goldman (Fig. 3) was drawn to Cilicia in anticipation
of Bronze Age cultural contacts between inland and
coastal Anatolia and Syria as well as the Aegean. Inspired
by Gjerstad’s (1934) discovery of Mycenean pottery
during his 1930 Cilician survey, carried out as part of
the Swedish Cyprus Expedition, she decided to survey
the plain in search for a promising mound and selected
Gorzliikule. The Swiss philologist Emil Forrer who in 1924 1 2
Fig. 3: Hetty Goldman (1881-1972) had published his proposal to equate the term Ahhiyawa Fig. 5: View of Gézliikule from south, rising in the modern town of Tarsus.
Photo: Bryn Mawr College Archives. in newly deciphered Hittite with Homeric Achaians Photo: Tarsus-Gézlitkule Excavations Archive.

joined the team later briefly, as well (Mellink — Quinn
2004: 320). Intrigued by the implied Hittite contact with the Mycenean world Goldman
wanted to find out about the extent of Hittite impact on Cilicia. In other words the recently
established field of Hittite Studies influenced her interest in the plain and Aegean traces
in the philological and material record further guided her selection of Gézliikule during
the initial exploration season in 1934. There, the team had located in several trial trenches
Hittite as well as Mycenean pottery above promising earlier levels signaling stratified
continuity from prehistoric times.

Excavations at Tarsus-Gozlitkule began in 1935 as a joint project of the American
Institute of America, Harvard University’s Fogg Museum and Bryn Mawr College and
continued until January 1939 when field work was interrupted due to financial difficulties
and then halted during the Second World War. Work resumed in 1947 and came to an
end in 1949. By 1950 all finds had been delivered to the Adana museum, the only one in
the region at the time. In the meantime, in 1936, Hetty
Goldman was appointed the first female professor at
the Institute for Advanced Studies in Princeton where
she was able to devote herself exclusively to research
and documentation for the series of final publications From the Neolithi through the Bronze Age
(Mellink — Quinn 2004: 324). The second volume of - Fig. 6: Plan of Gézliikule mound with excavation areas Section A and B. From Goldman 1956: plan 25.
these presents the Hittite period as well as earlier levels .
and was printed by Princeton University Press in 1956
(Fig. 4).

The mound of Tarsus-Gézliikule rises ca. 20m above
the plain and is oriented East-West (Fig. 5). Stratified
levels containing Hittite period remains and finds were
uncovered in both Section A and B where excavations

EXCAVATIONS
AT GOZLU KULE, TARSUS

FPOLUME IF - PLATES Plan 35, Ceretval View wath Waddiags at Late Besae [l Ll

PRINGETON, NEW JERSEY

took place (Fig. 6). In Section A on the eastern summit PRIKCETON UNIVERSITY PRESS

1986

the partial remains of a monumental building once
erected on a stone foundation with mudbrick and
the occasional use of timber was excavated already
during the first season in 1935 (Fig. 7). The preserved Fig. 4: Title page of the second
southwestern half of the structure measures ca. 40 m X yolume of the final publications e s

25 m in other words ca.1000 m2. In the uncovered part  (Goldman 1956). Fig. 7: Late Bronze II architectural remains in Section A, LBIIa in the center and LBIIb
outlined in black on the right. From Goldman 1956: plan 22.
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Flan 23 Seccion B, Late Beoaze I

Fig. 8: Late Bronze I1a architectural remains in Section B, location of a later pit
(intrusion 36.69) marked. From Goldman 1956: plan 23.
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Fig. 9: Late Bronze IIb architectural remains superimposed on LBIIa building level in Section A. Adapted
from Goldman 1956: 22.

a large courtyard with two rows of altogether 14 rooms along its southern and western side
were revealed. The building was erected on a massive fill provided to level the ground into
which the deep foundations were subsequently sunk. A drainage channel below the floor
level allowed rainwater to flow away from the court and the deep foundations for the walls.
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Remains of a stone paved street curved around the preserved outer facade of the building
widening into a plaza in the west. A circuit wall running along the southern edge of the
summit has only been recognized in its function as a retaining wall supporting the terrace
fill for the monumental building, no superstructure was recovered. Goldman interpreted
this building as a temple comparing its walls to those of Temple I in Bogazkdy, but no cella
or monumental main entrance was discovered so that the identification remains tentative
although not unlikely. At the time of its discovery it was the only monumental building
located beyond the capital Hattusha and Alacahdyiik resembling potentially a temple and
clearly related to idiosyncratic Central Anatolian public architecture of the Hittite period.
Whether this building was a temple or served as the residence of a ruler, a palace, the finds
in the building indicate that it had been used both as a metal workshop, fragments of gold
leaf and a jewelry mold were found, and for administrative purposes as indicated by seal
impressions.

In Section B two large buildings with thick walls, the West House measuring a min. of
125 m? and the East House, atleast 550 m?, lined a 3m wide street running North-South (Fig.
8). Several seal impressed clay lumps or bulla as known from Hittite official administration
in the capital Hattusha were discovered in the East House indicating perhaps that this was
the office and residence of an administrator either in contact with or an appointed official
of Hittite governance (Yakar 2001: 40).

The Late Bronze Age Ila architectural remains of Tarsus-Gozlikule covering an
approximate time-span from the 16% to the 13t ¢. BCE do reflect planning and organization
beyond the means of ordinary, individual households. The monumental building in Section
A is built intentionally on a leveled and raised ground replacing earlier non-monumental
urban features. Neither the location nor the construction technique continue earlier
building traditions, but are introduced abruptly, on a grand scale, presumably erasing
features of earlier prime urban space. All this corresponds to developments as reflected in
Hittite archival documents, which portray the Hittite state expanding its political power
beyond the coreland into Cilicia.

The building remains of the following Late Bronze IIb period demonstrate another
sharp break in the use of the same area (Fig. 9). The monumental and official structures were
destroyed and above the ruins were built small-scale residential units with little apparent
overall planning. The residents of this building level had sunk a pit (Intrusion 36.69 marked
orange in Fig. 8) into the debris above the East House. In the course of the excavations it
soon became clear that the Mycenean ceramics, which had drawn Goldman to the site were
in fact mostly associated with level LB IIb and are dated to the Late Helladic IIIC period
following the collapse of established Mycenean polities in Greece. Current excavations at
Tarsus-Gozlitkule continue to investigate Late Bronze IIb levels of the settlement and it
has become clear that the ceramic plain ware assemblage in use during the Hittite control of
the site continued to be produced (Yal¢in 2005) in tandem with small amounts of Mycenean
Late Helladic ITIC material which chemical analysis revealed to be mostly locally produced
including some imports with a provenance from the East Aegean and Cyprus (Mommsen —
Mountjoy — Ozyar 2011).

The Tarsian excavations did not provide Bronze Age textual evidence, which identified
the name of the site. On the other hand there has never been any doubt that the name Tarsa
among the five cities or provinces of Kizzuwatna, whose elders approach the king with their
offerings as mentioned in the twelfth tablet of the Kizzuwatnean Issuwa festival (obv. line
21 ff.) refers to what later becomes classical Tarsos/Tarsus as described in Strabo, XIV,
5,13-15, an urban center through the Medieval and Ottoman into the contemporary period
keeping its ancient name (Lebrun 2001: 87). The Goldman excavations did not locate an
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Fig. 10: Late Bronze II Seals and Seal Impressions with Anatolian Hieroglyphs. From Gelb 1956: fig. 401,
405.

archive dating to the period of Hittite control of Cilicia, nevertheless the discovery of a
land-deed (see below) points to the existence of archival practices at the site as of the mid-
second millennium BCE.

No doubt the most important contribution of Tarsus-Gozliikule to the early period
of Hittite Studies were the excavated seals and seal impressions dating to the Hittite
Period (Fig. 10). I. J. Gelb published 9 seals and 56 seal impressions, most impressed on
intentionally shaped lumps of clay, one on a vessel handle and one on a tablet (the land-deed
tablet) in the final publication volume of the site (Fig. 10, 11, 12, 13). At the time of their
discovery these did “form the second largest collection of excavated Hittite hieroglyphic
seals; only the seals [seal impressions] found at Bogazkdy exceed in number those found at
Tarsus.” (Gelb 1956: 242) In other words, shortly after the Gozliikule corpus of sealings
was begun to be excavated in 1935 and published in annual preliminary reports, in 1936
the largest closed deposit of sealings numbering 200 and dating to the Hittite period in
Building D of the palatial complex of Biiyiikkale in Bogazkoy (Giiterbock 1940, 1942) was
discovered and rapidly published, thus serving as a point of departure for Hittite glyptic
studies. The Tarsian corpus was published in the final excavation volumes by Gelb based on
the Bogazkdy material, but the prompt preliminary publication of the material by Goldman
(Goldman 1935: 5351, 1937: 281, 1938: 36-39) and by Goetze (Goetze 1936: 210-214, 1937:
387 f.) together with the publication of seals and sealings excavated 1927-1932 in Aligar,
also published by Gelb (Gelb 1935: 73-35) informed Giiterbock in his studies resulting in
the pioneering two volumes on the Bogazkoy glyptic (Herbordt 2005: 1-2). About twenty
years later Laroche revisited the seals and made further progress with deciphering names
and titles of the seal owners (Laroche1958: 252-260).

Most of the 9 seals and 56 sealings were excavated in fill layers or in intrusive pits, few
were associated with a structure. About two thirds (4 seals and 43 sealings) were retrieved
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Fig. 11: Late Bronze II Seals and Seal Impressions with Anatolian Hieroglyphs.
From Gelb 1956: fig. 402, 406.
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Fig. 12: Late Bronze II Seals and Seal Impressions with Anatolian Hieroglyphs.
From Gelb 1956: fig. 403, 407.
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Fig. 13: Late Bronze II Seals and Seal Impressions with Anatolian Hieroglyphs. From Gelb 1956: fig. 404, 408.

Seal of Prince Kulama
= conical bulla

i, with stamp
* 9 bi-convex seals total

* 6 red serpentine

2

tear-shaped.
Y pyramidal bulla
impressed with a

{ * 1 red stealite
N seal ring

* 1 black slealite

P + 1 yellow clay

W conical bulla

|r { = cylindrical bulla attached o

| F land-deed .

= talblet E—
Fig.14: Different shapes of seal impressed lumps Fig.15: Number and materials of biconvex seals
of clay or bullae (from Bogazkdy).From Herbordt ~ from LBA II levels of Tarsus-Gézliikule. Photo and
2005: 34 fig. 11 a-c; 38 fig.18a. drawing from Goldman 1956: fig. 407 nr. 48.

from Section B and of these several (2 seals and 3 sealings) either from the East or the
West House and 26 sealings were discovered in a feature published as Intrusion 36.69,
which incidentally also contained the preserved half of a land deed tablet impressed with a
so-called Labarna-Seal. Less than one third of the seals and sealings were found in Section
A, among these only a single sealing (Nr. 7 on Fig. 10) was published as directly associated
with the remains of the monumental structure (Gelb 1956). Most of the seal impressions
were applied on standardized, small, conically shaped lumps of clay, referred to as bulla
(Herbordt 2005: 25), originally formed around the knotted end of a string (Fig. 14). The
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Fig. 16: Seal Impression of Ishputahsu, from Gelb Fig. 17: Seal Impression of Puduhepa, from Gelb
1956: 401, 405. 1956: 401, 405.

string, which did not preserve, would have been attached to a sealed object (van den Hout
2010: 265 ff.; Waal 2011: 309) including perhaps wooden tablets (Herbordt 2005: 36-39).
It has also been proposed that witnesses mentioned on land deed tablets would have signed
the document by impressing their stamp seal on bulla presumably hanging from as many
strings as there were witnesses (Bittel 1951: 169 f.; Giiterbock 1997b: 30; Herbordt 2005:
27), (Fig. 11). Just as with the more recently discovered Nisantepe-Corpus (Herbordt 2005:
33) this type of bulla was also the most common type among the Tarsian corpus. As in
Nisantepe, the Tarsian corpus also contained perforated tear-shaped (Gelb 1956: Cat. Nr.
58), pyramidal (Gelb 1956: Cat. Nr. 42) and cylindrical clay lumps (Gelb 1956: Cat. Nr. 65)
with multiple seal impressions, including impressions of seal-rings and stamped impressions
of cylinder-seals (Fig. 14). Lebrun (2001: 92) draws attention to the frequency of princes
and princesses and other figures of high rank among the titles of the personal names found
on the Tarsian seals and bulla, for example to the name of Sahurunuwa (Goldman 1956:
250, fig. 402, 406 no.40), as read by Laroche (Laroche 1958: 256) (Fig. 13). Sahurunuwa is
a prince and the chief wood tablet scribe and also bears the titles chief shepherd and chief
of the heavily armed right wing during the reign of Hattushili III (van den Hout 1995: 138,
151). He was the recipient of a deed by Tudhalya IV discovered in Tempel I in Bogazkéy
(Imparati 1974: 5ff.) and was listed as one of the witnesses in the famous Bronze Tablet,
the grant treaty concluded between Tudhalya IV and Kuruntiya, the ruler of Tarhunta$3a.
Sahurunuwa is also attested as the father of Tattamura, who is listed as one of the witnesses
in the Ulmi-TeSup treaty. His daughter Tarhuntamanawa seems to have married into the
prestigious scribal family of Mittanamuwa, as she is attested as the wife of Alihe$ni (Dogan-
Alparslan 2007: 250; van den Hout 1995: 80).

All nine excavated seals are of the standard and most common, pierced, bi-convex type
with Anatolian Hieroglyphic signs carved in taglio on both sides (Fig. 15). Six are published
as made of red serpentine, two of red and black steatite, respectively, and one of yellow clay.
While the seal impressions may belong to consignments or tablets sent to Tarsus the seals
are more likely to be the possession of officials residing or active at the site of discovery.
Among these there is for example the seal of a prince Kulama (Goldman 1956: 252 and fig.
407 Nr. 48) as pointed out by Lebrun (2001: 92). At least one of these seals (Gelb 1956:
Cat. Nr. 5) was discovered in later Iron Age levels and probably attests to the continuation
of sealing practices into the first millennium.

Gelb (Gelb 1956: 242) continues in the final publication by stating that “[a]lthough the
collection makes no sensational contributions to the decipherment of Hittite hieroglyphic,
the sheer size of the collection has resulted in a number of important discoveries in the
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Fig. 18: Land-deed tablet. Photo of tablet and drawing of seal impression: Goldman 1956: fig. 404, 408, nr.
64. Transcription, transliteration and translation from Goetze 1939.

historical and epigraphic fields, which have been recognized almost from the moment the
seals were first found. Enough to mention here that the Isputahsu seal [...]Jcontributed
greatly to the localization of the Kizwatna land in Cilicia [...]; and that the Putu-Hapa seal
[...]was instrumental in establishing on a secure basis the syllabic value pu for a previously
unreadable sign in the Hittite hieroglyphic writing (cf. Gelb, 4.7.4. XLI [1937], pp. 289-
291.)”. Among the Tarsian seal impressions were three whose historical significance were
recognized early on. One is the seal impression on a conical bulla of a ruler of Kizzuwatna,
Isputahsu (Gelb 1956: Cat. 1; Giiterbock 1997a: 143 ft.), (Fig. 16) who is known to have
signed a treaty with the Hittite king Telipinu (Catalogue du Textes Hittites= CTH No. 21).
Jasink notes about this sealing (Jasink 2001: 48) that formally it may have been imitating Old
Hittite Kingdom period royal seals known as Labarna- or Tabarna-seals because like these,
the cuneiform legend of the Tarsian seal around the rim states his title “Isputahsu, the great
king, the son of Pariyawatri”. The inclusion of the Luwian name of the ruler’s father, the
name of the son is in Hittite, established a two generation geneaology of a dynasty ruling
in Kizzuwatna during the mid-second millennium. The Isputahsu sealing was discovered
during the first season of excavations at Tarsus in Section A, although probably not in the
remains of the monumental structure, as only the depth of the find location is specified in
the catalogue.

The second seal impression of a historically attested figure was made with the seal of
Puduhepa (Gelb 1956: Cat. 15) on a conical bulla (Fig. 17) found in Section B, in the above
mentioned pit (Intrusion 36.69), which contained large numbers of conical bullae (Goetze
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Fig. 19: Pot marks on Late Bronze II monochrome ware.

1937: 287f.; Goetze 1939) including the Sahurunuwa sealing. Puduhepa is the famed spouse
of the Hittite Great King Hattusili III also known as the queen who independent of her
husband corresponded on her own terms with the Egyptian pharaoh Ramesses II. This
is one of the few impressions of her personal seal attested outside of Hattusha. She also
owned and used a seal, which she shared with her husband the Great King as was common
for Hittite rulers and their wives, the Queen, but the Tarsian impression is made with her
personal seal.

The third seal impression, although anonymous, does also belong to a royal figure.
The impression of a Labarna- or Tabarna-seal was preserved on the recovered upper half
of a clay tablet, a land deed found in the same intrusive pit as the above mentioned bullae
(Gelb 1956: 253 fig. 404 no.64). (Fig. 18) The seal impression consists of two concentrically
inscribed lines in cuneiform and a separated central field with three symbols: a rosette, a
triangle and a crossed loop or the Egyptian ankh sign. The exterior line has been translated
as “Seal of the Tabarna. The Great King.” and the interior line as “Whoever changes (the
document) shall die.”, thus this conforms to the typical curse formula (Goetze 1939: 3).
The tablet specifies a donation regarding at least two estates where the names of both male
owners are in Hurrian. At the time of its discovery in 1938, the Tarsian land deed was the
only Hittite document to have been found beyond Hattusha other than the so-called Arzawa
letters written in the Hittite language found among the Egyptian diplomatic cuneiform
archive from Tell el Amarna in the late 19% century. To date the deed still remains one of
two found outside of the Hittite capital Hattusha. Among the preserved corpus of Hittite
texts such deeds or charters form an exceptional category in that they were neither stored
with long-term documents, which often existed in multiple copies, nor with the short-term
group, but stored separately along with perished objects which had been sealed with clay
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Fig. 20: Small rock crystal figurine of a standing male. Goldman 1956: fig. 456

bulla (van den Hout 2011: 909). Van den Hout further notes that deeds found in the capital
city are unique documents with no other copies in the capital city archives, but that it is
likely that the grantee also received a copy similar to the original charter, which he thinks
would explain the circumstances of the only two deeds found outside of the Hittite capital,
in Tarsus and Inandik Tepe.

The date of issue of the Tarsian charter continues to be discussed. First published by
Goetze (1939: 4) as belonging to the Younger Hittite Kingdom the tablet was redated based
on the typology of the seal impression by Giiterbock (1940: 53-55) then Riemschneider
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(1958: 321-330) to before or after Telipinu that is the Old Hittite Kingdom Period. Later
studies by Beal (1986: 425), Easton (1987: 24), most recently Wilhelm(2005: 275-276) and
Riister-Wilhelm (2012: 50-51) did not move it later than Telipinu.

The fact that the deed was found in a pit together with large numbers of bulla indicates
that prior to its deposition all these must have been archived for many generations probably
at this very site, as was the case with all such charters (van den Hout 2011: 903). It implies,
in other words, that the practice of long-term storage of deeds and objects sealed with bulla
did exist at Tarsus as it did in Bogazkdy and thus confirms the textually attested Hittite
impact in Cilicia as of the Old Hittite Kingdom period.

Moving down the scale from complex scripts to simple signs, among the published
pottery of the Hittite period levels dug between1935-1939 a series of vessel fragments,
altogether 37, were included specifically because they bore incised marks, which had been
applied before firing (Fig. 19). The Tarsian collection was the first to be published and
is part of a growing corpus of pots with marks that are encountered in the Hittite core
lands as well as affiliated regions beyond. The marks mostly consist of simple signs, for
example lines, chevrons, crosses, arrows or triangles, although some are clearly related to
Anatolian Hieroglyphs. The widespread use of such pot marks during the Hittite period
took some time to draw attention beyond mere documentation. It was not until Gates
(2001) offered to explain their function as an indication of centrally controlled, standardized
ceramic production of the Hittite polity based on similar finds from the Late Bronze Age
levels at Kinet Hoyiik, the Hittite seaport Izziya. More recently Glatz (2012) analyzed the
accumulated corpus of Late Bronze Age Anatolian prefiring pot marks, as she refers to
these, and her results lead her to conclude that the marks differ regionally and seem to
indicate regional production organization.

The most noteworthy contribution of the early excavations at Tarsus to Hittite art and
visual studies was in form of a small figurine found in the LB IIb fill of Section B (Fig. 20).
This figurine made out of rock crystal remains unique and is one of the rare examples of a
figure in the round. Goldman (1956: 342-344) explains that the cone above the head must
have supported a headgear of precious metal and that the slight upward slant towards the
front in the base suggests that it would have been mounted on a base made of a different
material, not unlike the deity on the well-known ceremonial axe from Sarkigla. Together
with the overlifesize Alaca limestone statue they give us a range and scale of Hittite statuary
in the round (Ozyar 2006: 133).

In concluding, it can be said that by 1939 Hetty Goldman had succeeded to confirm
with her excavations at the mound of Gozlitkule in Tarsus the Hittite impact on Cilicia
thus achieving her goal to do so. Her fieldwork contributed in a lasting way to the discovery
of the Hittites by revealing in material evidence their sphere of influence beyond the core

land.
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