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PREFACE

The following is an analysis of the purpose of overlapping, parallel texts in the Hittite
festival corpus. It examines through a case study of four Old Hittite manuscripts of
the KLLAM Great Assembly the phenomenon of contemporaneous festival texts de-
scribing the same festival at different levels of detail or abbreviation. It will be argued
that the multiple perspectives of dramatic action found in Hittite festival texts repre-
sent a functional specialization connected to their use as administrative tools in the
supervision of the festival program. The study consists of seven chapters. Chapter 1
gives a survey of the theory and research history on the Sitz im Leben of the Hittite
festival corpus and presents the hypothesis of functional specialization of Hittite
festival texts. Chapter 2 examines the current classification of the structure of Hittite
festival texts, focusing especially on the category of outline tablets. Chapter 3 con-
tains text editions of the relevant sections of the four Old Hittite KLLAM manuscripts
under examination. A synoptic presentation of the same manuscripts in transcription
is given in Appendix 1. Chapter 4 contains philological commentary that spans more
than one manuscript, and also discusses the specific and systematic differences be-
tween the texts. Chapter 5 gives a commentary on the different components of the
drinking ceremony in the KL.LAM texts and parallel festival texts, with an overview of
the formulaic structure of the drinking ceremony presented in Appendix 2. Chapter 6
presents a methodology for classifying festival texts by functional specialization and
discusses the functional differentiation of the previously edited manuscripts. Finally,
Chapter 7 provides a summary and conclusions. A glossary is included afterwards for
the preceding text editions.

The research for this book was carried out under the auspices of the Corpus der
hethitischen Festrituale project (abbr. HFR), led by Prof. Dr. Daniel Schwemer (Wiirz-
burg) and Prof. Dr. Elisabeth Rieken (Marburg), at the Akademie der Wissenschaften
und der Literatur, Mainz. The HFR project is a twenty-one-year academic initiative
aimed at a comprehensive database of the Hittite festival text corpus, with text edi-
tions and studies on all aspects of the life of Hittite festivals. It is anticipated that fu-
ture studies arising from the HFR project will provide the basis to refine or reject the
paradigm presented herein of a user-oriented, functional specialization of Hittite
festival texts. While not every festival will have as deep a textual-historical tradition
as the KLLAM-festival, nor as wide an array of manuscript types, the functional
perspective offers a way to further differentiate some texts of the daunting and often
repetitive mass of the Hittite festival corpus. It may be hoped that the results of the
HFR project’s investigations will show the festival-documentary system of the Hit-
tites, the greatest legacy of their administrative empire, to have evinced the same
rationality and historical circumspection that elsewhere marks the Hittite spirit.

The author would like to acknowledge the efforts of the HFR leaders and StBoT
series editors Daniel Schwemer and Elisabeth Rieken for their invaluable comments,
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corrections, and suggestions. Gary Beckman is also to be thanked for acting as the
outside reviewer for the StBoT series for this volume. Thanks are also owed to the
readers who have contributed their time at various draft stages, especially to Theo
van den Hout and Charles Steitler, who read and commented on the entirety of the
book, and Fabio Bastici, Michele Cammarosano, Carlo Corti, and Robert Marineau,
who gave helpful feedback on matters of philology, argument, and style on individual
chapters. Needless to say, any remaining errors, omissions, or infelicities are the au-
thor’s own.

James M. Burgin
Wiirzburg, April 2019



1. HISTORY OF RESEARCH AND THEORY
OF HITTITE FESTIVALS

1.1 Assumptions and Hypothesis

The present study is built upon two assumptions. The first assumption is that as ob-
jects of tradition, Hittite state festivals did not vary excessively in their performance
from year to year. In the absence of a rupture of tradition or the influence of a for-
eign cult, changes accumulated slowly over the course of generations.! The second
assumption is that within a given period there was only one ritual ‘reality’ prior to
and behind the various manuscripts of a Hittite festival, so that contemporary texts
prescribe the same ritual action, albeit in different ways. If these two propositions are
true, it follows that the variations, even in describing the same scene, that are readily
observable in texts from the same festival and chronological stratum must reflect
multiple perspectives of the same underlying festival action.

While the assertion of specialization of Hittite festival texts is not new, being im-
plicit in the categorization of festival texts as ‘outlines’, ‘main texts’, ‘ration-lists’,
‘recitation tablets’, etc. (see schemata of Singer 1983 and Schwemer 2016 in
2. Typologizing Hittite Festival Texts), the theory has not been taken to its logical
conclusion. If, as in the modern communis opinio, Hittite festival texts are accepted as
practical administrative documents, so that text-production was not unmotivated and
recorded detail not superfluous, then the multiplicity of perspectives found in the
festival tablets implies a multiplicity of uses and, it may be surmised, users.

The four Old Hittite manuscripts of the KLLAM Great Assembly edited in this vol-
ume provide an excellent test case for a multi-perspective/multi-user theory of Hittite
festival texts. The KL.LAM-festival is an ideal candidate for testing the theory due to its
relatively compact nature and high standard of prior scholarship. The texts under
consideration have been for the most part individually well edited, though as will be
seen, much information can be gained from comparison among the four manuscripts.
Additionally, since the texts (per the Konkordanz der hethitischen Keilschrifttafel)
come from roughly the same Old Hittite time period, and hence prior to the large-
scale influx of foreign influence in the Hittite state cult, it is unlikely their differences

1 The impetuses and rate of change in the Hittite festival tradition have not yet been explored. As
briefly discussed in van den Hout (forth.) logistical and ideological reasons may have driven the edito-
rial process recorded in the colophons of the festival texts. It can be imagined that the oracle process
also introduced changes to the festivals, but the frequency, extent, and granularity of detail of oracle-
induced alterations require will future research to address. It is held in this study, though, that logis-
tics, ideology, and oracle results are insufficient to explain all of the differences found in contempo-
rary texts of the same festival.





