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least partially—the dichotomy between ongoing stereotypes and actual individuals.

Keywords: lexical study – foreigners – contact – classifiers

3



Susan Cohen
Not so vile? Rhetoric and Reality in Egyptian-Levantine Relationships 
in Sinai during the Old and Middle Kingdoms 73

Abstract: Egyptian official text and image traditionally described and presented the peoples of
the southern Levant using specific rhetoric, hyperbolic language, and canonized visual repre-
sentation designed to highlight the concept of “Asiatic” subjugation to Egyptian sovereignty.
However, while the majority of public monuments and official accounts provided this formal
rhetoric, excoriating the “vile Asiatic” in a manner consistent with the Egyptian worldview,
other evidence suggests that the reality of Egyptian relationships with southern Levantine peo-
ples did not always conform to the official policy of bellicosity and disdain, and further, that the
nature of this relationship changed over time in keeping with contemporary geopolitical cir-
cumstances. Specifically, the inscriptions found in Sinai dating to the Old and Middle Kingdoms
that provide both textual and visual description of foreigners from the southern Levant reveal
significant differences in the view and treatment of “Asiatics” in each period that can be linked
with changes in the southern Levant. Examination of these inscriptions from both Old and Mid-
dle Kingdoms, together with analysis of contemporary developments in the Bronze Age south-
ern Levant, provides further insight into the interconnections between these regions.

Keywords: Sinai – Asiatic – southern Levant – inscription – Old Kingdom – Middle Kingdom

Katrien De Graef
It Is You, My Love, You, Who Are the Stranger. Akkadian 
and Elamite at the Crossroads of Language and Writing 91

Abstract: Of old, a patchwork of different peoples and cultures existed within the territory of Western
Iran, subjected to political and military dominance and/or influence from neighbouring
Mesopotamia. As a result of a continuous interaction and balancing between Mesopotamian and
Elamite traditions, values and influences in political, legal, economic and administrative matters,
a basic duality of cultures evolved throughout the second millennium BC. This paper focusses on
the legal and administrative formulas used in the documentary texts from Sukkalmaḫ Susa, which
seem to be for a great part typically local: some, although written in correct Akkadian, clearly reflect
local legal practices, others even include Elamite expressions. It is clear that this is neither just a ques-
tion of a simple transfer of formulas nor a comparison of two legal systems. The use of Elamite
phrases and expressions as well as Akkadian phrases and formulations only used in texts from Iran
(but not in texts from Mesopotamia) proves we are dealing with a bilingual and bicultural society.

Keywords: Akkadian – Elamite – Sukkalmaḫ State – biculturality

Elena Devecchi
A Reluctant Servant: Ugarit under Foreign Rule during 
the Late Bronze Age 121

Abstract: The epigraphic finds from Ugarit always represented an unvaluable source of infor-
mation on the relationship between this rich Syrian kingdom and the Hittites, who ruled over
it during the 14th and 13th century BC. While the interaction between Ugarit and Ḫatti seems to
have been relatively easy and smooth during the first decades of Hittite dominance, the rela-
tionship between vassal and foreign overlord starts to fray towards the mid of the 13th century
BC.  The recently published Akkadian texts from the so-called “House of Urtenu” provide now
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Interactions with the indigenous peoples of the Western Desert, especially in Dakhleh Oasis,
conveys the reliance the Egyptians had on others as foreigners in a non-Egyptian region. These
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other regions close to the Nile Valley, such as the Sinai. As non-natives of the Western Desert,
the foreignness exhibited by the Egyptians belies the true nature of their initial presence in this
region, and can be linked to the articulation of the dominant ideological conventions and icono-
graphic expressions promulgated by royalty and the elite during the Early Dynastic Period. 
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sources, preserved on both sides.
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foreigners. Given the political changes in the region of Aštata in the late 14th century BC, when Emar
entered the sphere of the Hittite Empire, special attention will be given to the Hittite influence on
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sources overstated the impact of this invasion since no widespread post-Akkadian destructions
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are attested at archaeological sites. As this paper will show, this did not stop notable archaeolo-
gists of the 20th century from seeking “Gutian” traits in ancient material culture, using stereo-
types that very much echo ancient Mesopotamian sentiment.
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with the help of informants. Nevertheless, indications of cultural background can be observed
in how it shapes material culture. In this paper two different modes, “embodied cultural au-
tomatism” and “conscious cultural choice”, are distinguished and applied to material culture
from Lachish, including architecture, burial practice, the ceramic assemblage, and epigraphic
finds. It is concluded that while the ruling elite appear to have been local Canaanites, at least
some individuals of Egyptian origin, probably engaged in administrative tasks, seem to have
been present at the site. 

Keywords: cultural identity – Late Bronze Age – southern Levant – Egypt – Tel Lachish
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not exist at the time of Tuthmose III. In fact, the geopolitical situation in the Levant in the 15th

century BC was radically different from a century later: while Tuthmose III campaigned sys-
tematically between Canaan and northern Syria, Amenhotep III no longer had this necessity,
and military activity was limited to a few, targeted operations. This paper suggests that the anal-
ysis of the evidence should include not only the Egyptian royal inscriptions and the Amarna
letters, but also contemporary archives from the Egyptian provincial centre in Lebanon at Kāmid
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Preface

“The Crossroads III – A Stranger in the House. Foreigners in Ancient Egyptian
and Near Eastern Societies of the Bronze Age”, has been held at the Faculty of
Arts, Charles University (Prague) between September 10 and 13, 2018.

The main objective of the conference was to enhance our understanding of
“foreignness” in ancient societies of the Near East and Egypt between the end of
the Chalcolithic period and the end of the Late Bronze Age. 

Our goal, while organizing the conference, was to bring together archaeolo-
gists, philologists, as well as historians to obtain a balanced insight into the his-
torical, social, cultural and economic aspects of “foreignness” of the respective
regions (Mesopotamia, Anatolia, Levant, Egypt) at this particular moment in time.
We are firmly convinced that the dialogue between experts of various disciplines
is not only highly desirable, but it is also a necessity for gaining a deeper and
meaningful understanding of complex social dynamics.

We thus tried to collect papers that treated the topic of “foreignness” from ar-
chaeological, historical, iconographic and philological points of view, suggesting
to the contributor a series of possible research questions: Who is a foreigner, and
how do we recognise foreigners in ancient societies? What is the role of foreigners
and how did foreigners and indigenous population(s) interact? What can be said
about foreigners as enemies of the state, and about foreigners as allies? What did
it mean to be a “foreigner” in an ancient Near Eastern society? And what were
the ways of communicating of individuals and societies?

The number of papers we have received, and their quality showed that this
topic is very relevant in the contemporary academic discourse, and that there is
a widespread desire to explore and discuss it.

This desire was well reflected already in the paper of the keynote speakers
that opened the conference. In particular, Clemens Reichel discussed the charac-
terization of the Gutians as attested in the sources of the later third and early sec-
ond millennium BC, and he reassessed the scale and impact of the “Gutian
invasion” taking into consideration more recent historical and archaeological ev-
idence. Seth Richardson reviewed the terminology attested in Old Babylonian
texts to refer to social roles that may have been at least in part associated with for-
eigners, and then discussed the general conceptual construction of “strangers/
strangeness” in the Old Babylonian period. Regine Pruzsinsky, instead, explored
how one can identify foreigners in the Late Bronze texts from Emar, and what
such texts tell us about their interactions with the local societies. Elena Devecchi
offered a reassessment of the latent conflict between the Ugaritic elite and their
Hittite suzerains in the final phase of the Late Bronze Age on the basis of the doc-
uments found in the “House of Urtenu”. Kevin McGeough used insights from
critical theory derived from the discipline of geography to explore “foreignness”
and foreign identity, by examining examples of micropublic interactions in
a urban reality like that of Ugarit. Finally, Jana Mynářová reassessed the evidence
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for the presence of Egyptians living in the Near East during the Bronze Age, with
special attention given to the Late Bronze Age sources, discussing it in relation
with both Egyptian and Near Eastern official documents.

The 26 papers and 6 posters that were presented at the conference declined
these topics in multiple different ways. Some decided to approach the discussion
from a theoretical perspective, or to present and discuss theoretical frameworks
that could be used to explore at least some of elements underlying the concept of
“foreignness”. Others investigated sociocultural dimension involved in the pres-
ence of foreigners, or in their interactions with local communities. Some papers
focused on specific case studies, some looked for foreigners in archaeological ev-
idence or written sources, while others turned to languages and linguistics, ex-
ploring the social interactions hidden behind the spread and circulation of
loanwords and wanderworts, or assessing the meanings and connotations of terms
used to refer to various foreign groups. Cases from Egypt, Mesopotamia, Anatolia
and the Levant, covering the whole of the Bronze Age have been discussed. The
wide range of perspectives, and their combination within the frame of the con-
ference often stimulated that multidisciplinary dialogue that was the primary aim
of this third edition of Crossroads.

This book collects some of the twenty most significant contributions presented
at the conference. The contributions are here presented in alphabetic order, as the
numbers of interconnections that could be highlighted among them makes any
attempt to group them somehow limiting and counterproductive: we, as the edi-
tors, believe that all these papers are part of a single coherent ensemble, and we
wish to present them here as such.

In Prague on July 21, 2019
Jana Mynářová, Marwan Kilani, 

and Sergio Alivernini
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lung Kairo (Wiesbaden)
SEL                                 Studi Epigrafici e Linguistici sul Vicino Oriente Antico (Verona)
Si                                    Field numbers of tablets from Sippar, held in the collections of

the Archaeological Museum, Istanbul
SSLL                               Studies in Semitic Languages and Linguistics (Leiden – Boston)
StBoT                             Studien zu den Boghazköy-Texten (Wiesbaden)
StMed                            Studia Mediterranea (Pavia)
StOr                                Studia Orientalia. Edidit Societas Orientalis Fennica (Helsinki)
SVJAD                           A.P. Riftin, Staro-vavilonskije juridičeskije i administrativnye doku-

menty v sobranijach SSSR. Moscow: Izd. AN SSSR 1937.
TA                                   Tel Aviv (Tel Aviv)
TLOB 1                          S. Richardson, Texts from the Late Old Babylonian Period. Journal

of Cuneiform Studies Supplemental Series 2. Boston: ASOR
2010.

TLOB 2                          S. Richardson, A Texts from the Late Old Babylonian Period 2.1:
Sales of Slaves and Cattle. In prep.

TLS                                 Tangent Line Style
TMH                              Texte und Materialien der Frau Professor Hilprecht Collection,

Jena (Leipzig – Berlin)
TUAT N.F.                     Texte aus der Umwelt des Alten Testaments. Neue Folge (Güt-

tersloh)
TVOA                            Testi del Vicino Oriente antico (Brescia)
OREA                            Oriental and European Archaeology (Vienna)
UAVA                            Untersuchungen zur Assyriologie und vorderasiatischen Archäo -

logie (Berlin)
Ug.                                 Ugaritica (Paris)
UF                                  Ugarit-Forschungen (Münster)

23

Abbreviations



UM                                 Sigla in the collections of the University Museum, University
of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia

UMM                             University Museum Monograph (Philadelphia)
Urk. I                             K. Sethe, Urkunden des ägyptischen Altertums I. Urkunden des

alten Reiches. Lepizig: J. C. Hinrichs 1903.
Urk. IV                           K. Sethe, Urkunden des ägyptischen Altertums IV. Urkunden der

18. Dynastie, Heft 1–16, Leipzig: J. C. Hinrichs 1906–1909; 
W. Helck, Urkunden des ägyptischen Altertums IV. Urkunden der
18. Dynastie, Heft 17–22. Berlin: Akademie-Verlag 1955–1958.

VB                                  Vorderasitische Bibliothek (Leipzig)
VS                                   Vorderasiatische Schriftdenkmäler der Königlichen Museen zu

Berlin (Berlin)
WA                                 World Archaeology (London)
Wb.                                A. Erman – W. Grapow, Wörterbuch der ägyptischen Sprache. 

I–VII. Leipzig: Hinrichs’sche Buchhandlung 1926–1931.
WAW                             Writings from the Ancient World (Atlanta, GA)
WdO                               Die Welt des Orients (Wuppertal – Göttingen)
WP                                 White Painted
WPWM                         White Painted Wheel-made
YES                                Yale Egyptological Studies (New Haven)
YOS                                Yale Oriental Series (New Haven)
ZA                                  Zeitschrift für Assyriologie und Vorderasiatische Archäologie

(Leipzig – Berlin)
ZAR                               Zeitschrift für altorientalische und biblische Rechtsgeschichte

(Wiesbaden)
ZAW                               Zeitschrift für alttestamentliche Wissenschaft (Berlin)
ZDPV                             Zeitschrift des Deutschen Palästina-Vereins (Stuttgart – Wies-

baden)

24

Abbreviations



A RELUCTANT SERVANT: UGARIT UNDER FOREIGN RULE 
DURING THE LATE BRONZE AGE

Elena Devecchi (University of Turin)*

Since their first discoveries, the epigraphic finds from Ugarit (modern Ras Shamra)
provided a unique insight into the relationship between the Hittite kingdom and
one of its most important Syrian vassals. These texts constitute an exceptional cor-
pus, because Ugarit is the only Hittite vassal whose archives cover its political 
history in such great detail and for the whole period of Hittite domination. The
texts found at Ḫattuša, the Hittite capital, contribute very little to our knowledge 
of Ugarit, and the few references to Ugarit that do appear in the Hittite texts are of
little use in reconstructing the relationship between that city and Ḫatti;1 conversely,
other Hittite vassals (in Syria as well as in Anatolia) are amply represented in the
documents from Ḫattuša, but often we have no sources from the vassals them-
selves. Indeed, if Ugarit’s archives had not been discovered, we would barely know
that it was part of the Hittite kingdom, not only because of the paucity of references
to the city in Hittite textual sources, but also because Hittite dominion over Ugarit
is not reflected in the material culture of the site, where objects of possible Anato-
lian origin are extremely rare (Genz 2006; Glatz 2013: 36–43).

The recent publication of Akkadian texts discovered in the so-called “House
of Urtenu” (Lackenbacher – Malbran-Labat 2016) adds valuable information on
the interaction between Ugarit and Ḫatti in the final phase of the Late Bronze Age.
The new evidence reinforces the impression that the last kings of Ugarit regularly
tried to shirk their obligations towards their Hittite suzerains and at the same time
provides a different historical framework for some events known from earlier tex-
tual finds, altogether allowing a better understanding of the occasions on which
the kings of Ugarit showed insubordinate behaviour and of the Hittite response.

Even though this contribution focuses on the last decades of Ugarit’s history
in the second half of the 13th century BC, it will be useful to quickly recall its earlier
history as a Hittite vassal in order to appreciate how the interaction between sub-
ordinate and overlord changed over time.

* This paper was written within the framework of the PRIN-project (2015) “L’Anatolia antica: politiche
imperiali e culture locali tra XV e VII secolo a.C. Problemi di etnicità, assetti urbani e territoriali, tra-
dizione e innovazione”.

1 Ugarit is attested only in the following handful of Hittite texts: KBo 1.10+: letter of Ḫattusili III to Ka-
dašman-Enlil II (CTH 172); KBo 16.39+: fragment of a historical text (CTH 215); KUB 26.66: inventory
of metals, tools, and weapons (CTH 242); KUB 42.84: acknowledgment of receipt (CTH 247); KUB
15.35+ and KBo 35.170: ritual for Ištar of Nineveh (CTH 716); KUB 15.34: evocation ritual (CTH 483).
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Ugarit became part of the Hittite empire around 1330 BC, in the wake of Sup-
piluliuma I’s military campaigns that led the Hittites to overpower the kingdom
of Mittani, previously the leading power in the area, and then conquer northern
Syria. At that time, Niqmaddu II (ca. 1350–1315 BC) was on the throne of Ugarit.
We do not know the details of the Hittite conquest of his kingdom, since the doc-
uments recovered in the “international archive” of Ugarit’s royal palace inform
us only of the events that followed Ugarit’s subjugation, not of those that led to
it.2 It seems, however, that Ugarit did not resist the Hittites and remained loyal to
its new overlord even when a group of neighbouring Syrian kings (the kings of
Mukiš, Nuḫašše, and Niya)3 revolted against Suppiluliuma and, by invading
Ugarit, tried to involve Niqmaddu in the rebellion. However, Niqmaddu refused
to participate and his loyalty was rewarded by Suppiluliuma, who issued edicts
granting Niqmaddu territories on the border with Mukiš as well as the right to
retain fugitives who might have entered his country from Mukiš and Nuḫašše
(Devecchi 2012: 640–643; 2013: 85–87).

Little is known about the rule of Ar-Ḫalba (ca. 1315–1313 BC), Niqmaddu II’s
successor. To explain his presumably very short reign, it has been suggested that
he had been plotting against Ḫatti at the time of the Egyptian-supported rebellion
of the Syrian vassals during the reign of Muršili II and therefore was deposed rel-
atively soon after his accession (Singer 1999: 637–638). A travertine vase bearing
the name of Horemheb discovered at Ugarit (RS 17.420+17.421) has been tradi-
tionally interpreted as evidence supporting Ugarit’s alliance with Egypt and its
involvement in the rebellion (Lagarce 2008: 268–269, 274–275). However, it is pos-
sible that Ḫatti and Egypt were at peace during at least part of Horemheb’s reign,
thus one should at least consider the possibility that Horemheb’s vase reached
Ugarit during such a period (Devecchi – Miller 2011: 145–146). In that case, its
presence at Ugarit would be an indication that the coastal kingdom was naturally
exploiting this favourable situation and entertaining friendly relations with a Hit-
tite ally (Devecchi 2015: 120). Lastly, there is no conclusive evidence supporting
Ugarit’s involvement in the rebellion and, as Itamar Singer suggested, “Ar-ḫalba’s
prompt disappearance could simply have been caused by non-political circum-
stances, such as sudden illness and death” (Singer 1999: 638).

As far as we know, Niqmepa, the next king of Ugarit (ca. 1313–1260 BC),
remained loyal to the Hittites throughout his entire reign. He was a contempo-
rary of no less than four Hittite kings (Mursili II, Muwatalli II, Mursili III, and
Ḫattusili III), none of whom seems to have had reason to complain about his
behaviour. Most importantly, Niqmepa was ready to fight alongside the Hittites
on the occasion of the crucial battle of Qadeš against Egypt (see Singer 1999:
644 with n. 122).

2 For this dating of the documents issued by Suppiluliuma I for Niqmaddu II, see Devecchi 2013 with
references to previous literature.

3 Referred to either as “the kings of Nuḫašše and the king of Mukiš” (CTH 45 and 47) or by their per-
sonal names: Itūr-Addu, king of Mukiš, Addu-Nīrārī, king of Nuḫašše, and Aki(t)-Teššup, king of
Niya (CTH 46).
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While the interaction between Ugarit and Ḫatti seems to have been relatively
easy and smooth during the first decades of Hittite dominance, towards the mid
of the 13th century BC the relationship between vassal and overlord starts to fray.

A certain disregard for Hittite authority is first shown by Ammistamru II (ca.
1260–1235 BC), who had a relatively long reign towards the mid-13th century BC
and was a contemporary of Ḫattusili III and Tutḫaliya IV. This is witnessed by an
episode recorded in two Akkadian letters sent by Takuḫli, a representative of
Ugarit at the court of Karkemiš, to his master, who is simply addressed as the king
of Ugarit but with all likelihood should be identified with Ammistamru II.4 In the
first letter (RS 17.383),5 Takuḫli complains to his lord about the dispatch of a load
of inferior stone instead of genuine lapis lazuli to the king of Karkemiš, who is
infuriated: 

(10–11)What is this matter you repeatedly wrote about to the king (of
Karkemiš), saying: (12)“Herewith I sent you some lapis lazuli”? (13)The king
became very angry (14)and took it out on me, saying: (15–17)“Is this (man) not
making fun of me? He picked up some kammu-stone from the ground 
(18–20)and sent it to me saying ‘Herewith I sent you some lapis lazuli’!” (…)
(28–29)Now, find from somewhere lapis lazuli and send it to the king: 
(30–31)may the king not become (even more) angry towards my lord!6

Takuḫli subsequently sends a second message urging his lord to look for some
lapis lazuli (RS 17.422),7 noting that the king of Karkemiš is very upset but a ship-
ment of lapis lazuli would restore Ammistamru to his good graces. Interestingly,
Takuḫli stresses that “until now, they have not been unfriendly to me in the Land
of Ḫatti” and implores his lord to save him from the embarrassment this situation
is causing him.

This episode is representative of a rather contemptuous attitude on the part
of the king of Ugarit towards the king of Karkemiš, who was the highest Hittite
authority in Syria. This is quite surprising, considering that Ammistamru II was
the protagonist of a serious diplomatic incident that must have put him in a rather
awkward position within the Hittite empire. I refer to Ammistamru’s well-known
decision to divorce the so-called “fille de la Grande Dame”, who was a daughter
of Bentešina, the king of Amurru, and of the Hittite princess Gassuliyawiya, there-
fore a direct descendant of the Hittite royal family. This issue is the subject of
a number of documents exchanged between Ugarit, Amurru, Karkemiš, and Ḫatti,
which testify to the great trouble that it must have caused for all involved parties
(Kühne 1973; Arnaud – Salvini 1991–1992; Singer 1999: 680–681). At last, the con-
flict was resolved in favour of Ammistamru with the endorsement of the Hittite
authorities, who probably were mainly concerned about the mutual relations of

4 On the career of Takuḫli(nu) and the synchronism with Ammistamru II, see Singer 2011b: 152ff.
5 Editio princeps: PRU 4, 221–223; see Lackenbacher 2002: 91–92.
6 If not otherwise indicated, all translations of Akkadian texts are of the present author.
7 Editio princeps: PRU 4, 223–225; see Lackenbacher 2002: 92.
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their vassals and wanted to make sure “that possible damage to the stability of
Syria caused by this affair was kept to minimum” (van Soldt 2010: 202).

We do not know whether the “lapis lazuli issue” reported in Takuḫli’s letters
should be dated to before or after Ammistamru’s divorce from the “fille de la
Grande Dame”. If it took place while he was still married to her, one could argue
that it was precisely this prestigious marriage that emboldened him to cheat the
king of Karkemiš; but if it took place after Ammistamru repudiated the “fille de
la Grande Dame”, i.e. after the Hittite king Tutḫaliya IV and the king of Karkemiš
Ini-Teššub spent so much energy to resolve the complicated diplomatic crisis
caused by his divorce, such deceitful behaviour would have been perceived as
a real outrage by the Hittites.

Ammistamru was succeeded by his son Ibiranu (ca. 1235–1225/20 BC), who
quickly got into trouble with the Hittites. In a  letter by the Hittite prince
Piḫawalwi (RS 17.247; PRU 4, 191), Ibiranu is scolded because he did not pay
a visit to the Great King upon his ascent to the throne of Ugarit and is urged to
quickly send messengers with presents for His Majesty and for Piḫawalwi:

(6–7)Since you have assumed kingship in Ugarit, (8–9)why have you not come
to the presence of His Majesty? (10–11)And why didn’t you send regularly
your messengers? (12–15)Now, His Majesty is very angry about this matter.
(16–18)Now, send your messengers quickly to the presence of His Majesty
(18–20)and send presents for His Majesty, together with presents for me.

This, as we shall see, is a recurrent issue: paying regular visits and sending
presents to the Hittite court were among the duties of Hittite vassals, explicitly
ratified in the treaties imposed upon them, and the last kings of Ugarit constantly
tried to evade these obligations.

Another document, however, is often cited in the secondary literature as evi-
dence of Ibiranu’s treacherous behaviour towards the Hittites. I refer to the famous
letter of an Assyrian king, probably Tukultī-Ninurta I, discovered at Ugarit in the
so-called “House of Urtenu” (RS 34.165).8 The letter reports on an Assyrian victory
against the Hittites and is usually thought to have been written in the wake of the
battle of Niḫriya, which probably took place during the reigns of Tutḫaliya IV and
Tukultī-Ninurta I (Singer 1999: 689 with previous literature; Bányai 2011). The text
is usually interpreted as the Assyrian king’s overture for the cooperation of 
Ibiranu, whose name is traditionally restored in the position of the addressee in
Obv. 2 (Klengel 1999: 281; Singer 1999: 689; Dietrich 2003: 118–119; Schwemer 2006:

8 See the editions in Lackenbacher 1991: 90–100 and Dietrich 2003, and the translation by Schwemer
2006: 254–256. The poor state of preservation of this text’s opening lines makes it difficult to identify
sender and addressee. The content suggests that the sender was an Assyrian king, either Salmanassar
I or Tukultī-Ninurta I (see most recently Llop 2015: 249 n. 25 for a review of the different opinions).
Even though the Assyrian origin of the letter was called into question because of its palaeographical
and linguistic features (Mora – Giorgieri 2004: 17 n. 86 with references to previous literature; d’Al-
fonso 2006: 307), I will maintain the identification of the sender as the Assyrian king Tukultī-Ninurta
I as a working hypothesis.
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254; Glatz 2013: 32). However, a different solution was put forward by Lorenzo
d’Alfonso, who proposed to restore in Obv. 2 the name of the pharaoh Ramesses
II ([a-na mRi-a-ma-še-ša ma-a-i da-ma]-na) instead of Ibiranu’s name ([a-na mI-bi-ra]-
na) and suggested that the letter might have been intercepted in Hittite-controlled
territory while on its way to Egypt (d’Alfonso 2006: 304 n. 3). This possibility fits
very well with the fact that the Assyrian king addresses his counterpart as “my
brother” (Obv. 6), a  title which would be very unusual if the addressee was
a “small king”, such as the king of Ugarit. Furthermore, as already noted by the
text’s editor, not even the name of the addressee’s country is certain: instead of
LUGAL KUR ˹Ú˺-[ga-ri-it], the traces at the end of Obv. 2 permit a reading LUGAL KUR
u[ru…] (Lackenbacher 1982: 149), which can be restored LUGAL KUR u[ruMi-iṣ-ri]. An-
other element that renders the identification of Ibiranu as the letter’s addressee
less certain is the find spot of the tablet it was discovered in the so-called “House
of Urtenu”, which yielded almost exclusively documents from the reigns of Niq-
maddu III and Ammurapi. In any case, there is no evidence suggesting that Ibi-
ranu actually defected to Assyria, unless one assumes that he was the king of
Ugarit whom the Hittites exempted from contributing a military contingent in the
war against Assyria (RS 17.059), and that this decision was motivated by the Hit-
tites’ mistrust of his loyalty.9 Thus, the above-mentioned letter of Piḫawalwi re-
mains the only source witnessing tensions between Ibiranu and the Hittites, which
resulted in the usual tug-of-war between the king of Ugarit and his overlord, the
former trying to elude his vassal duties and the latter trying to bring him into line
by talking tough.

With the reign of Niqmaddu III (ca. 1225/20–1215 BC) we enter the phase of
Ugarit’s history that is now amply documented by the texts of the so-called
“House of Urtenu”. As we shall see, Niqmaddu challenged the patience of the
Great King and of his representatives in Syria on several occasions and on differ-
ent matters. Even though it is difficult to reconstruct the chronology of these
episodes, one gets the impression that they might have recurred throughout Niq-
maddu’s whole reign.

Following the (bad) example of his father Ibiranu, Niqmaddu too irritates the
Hittites with his reluctance to comply with his most basic duties: paying a visit to
the Hittite court and sending presents. He is reprimanded for this by Puduḫepa,
the famous Hittite queen who played a major political role during the reigns of
her husband Ḫattusili III and of her son Tutḫaliya IV. The Ugaritic version of a let-
ter sent by her to Niqmaddu (RS 17.434+)10 contains the following complaint:

9 See d’Alfonso 2005: 174–176 for this reconstruction of the political background behind the issuing
of the edict RS 17.059. The name of the king of Ugarit who received the edict is not preserved: it
could have been either Ammistamru II or Ibiranu.

10 See Singer 2011a: 656ff. for the identification of Puduḫepa as the wife of Ḫattušili III, here acting as
Queen Mother during the reign of Tutḫaliya IV.
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(1–2)[Messa]ge of Puduḫepa, [Great] Quee[n, que]en [of Ḫatti: To] Niq-
maddu say: (…) (5–13)Concerning the fact that you have sent to the royal
palace your message (as follows): “Now, [I?] hereby remit [the g]old of my
tribute [to] the Sun [and] as for you, the M[R]T that you stipulated in the
tre[aty, certainly] you will receive it,” (…) But to me you have not come
[… and] your messenger-party you have not sent to me. (translation
adapted after Pardee 2002: 96).

In this context, one should mention also a letter of the king of Karkemiš to
Ammurapi, Niqmaddu’s successor, which recalls an episode that happened dur-
ing Niqmaddu’s reign (RS 34.136 = RSO 7 7). The king of Karkemiš complains to
the king of Ugarit about an unsatisfactory shipment of presents to Ḫatti and re-
minds him of what transpired during the reign of his father:

(25–29)When your father, the son-in-law of His Majesty, was in Ḫakapišša
and in Kizzuwatna because of the presents, (30)how did they treat him? 
(31–32)Didn’t they put his servants into fetters?

The letter refers to the father of the current king of Ugarit as “the son-in-law
of His Majesty”; this points to Ammurapi as the addressee of the letter, since it
was his father Niqmaddu III who married the Hittite princess Eḫli-Nikkal, prob-
ably a daughter of Tutḫaliya IV, and was therefore a son-in-law of the Hittite
king.11 Singer (1999: 695–696) contextualized this letter by assuming that “Even-
tually, Niqmaddu must have managed to appease the angry Hittite king, for a Hit-
tite princess was given to him in marriage. Marital connections with the imperial
family were usually considered as a great privilege for a vassal king, but surely
they were no less in the interest of his suzerain. The Hittite king and his resource-
ful mother may have thought that a suitable match would provide a good possi-
bility of keeping an eye on this assertive vassal”. If this was the goal the Hittites
hoped to achieve through the presence of Eḫli-Nikkal at the court of Ugarit, they
must have been deeply disappointed. In fact, one of the recently published Akka-
dian letters from the “House of Urtenu” shows that Niqmaddu’s behaviour did
not improve much after his prestigious marriage. RSO 23 38 (RS 94.2562) is a letter
whose sender and addressee are unknown, but its content allows one to assign it
to the correspondence between Ḫatti and Ugarit and, more precisely, to the mes-
sages sent to Niqmaddu III, since it refers to his position as son-in-law of the Hit-

11 The events related to this marriage have been the subject of different reconstructions. Most scholars
identified the king of Ugarit who married Eḫli-Nikkal with Ammurapi (see e.g. Dijkstra 1990; Klen-
gel 1992: 148; Klengel 1999: 301, 303; Beckman 1999: 183–185; Lackenbacher 2002: 126–130; Glatz
2013: 34), but it was also convincingly argued that she was married to Niqmaddu III (Singer 1999:
701–704). The second hypothesis has now been conclusively demonstrated by the letter RSO 23 23,
addressed by a Hittite prince to Eḫli-Nikkal after the death of her husband (Lackenbacher – Mal-
bran-Labat 2016: 51–52). This letter also shows that the documents recording the division of Eḫli-
Nikkal’s patrimony between her and the kingdom of Ugarit (see Nougayrol 1956: 208–210; Beckman
1999: 183–185; Lackenbacher 2002: 126–130) were not issued because the couple divorced, but be-
cause Eḫli-Nikkal left Ugarit after she became a widow.

126

A Reluctant Servant: Ugarit under Foreign Rule during the Late Bronze Age



tite king. The message deals with an individual whom the king of Ugarit should
deliver to the Hittites:

(17ʹ)(If) you will not give (him) to him, (18ʹ)do not rely on your being a son-
in–law: (19ʹ)considering how you treat the Hittites, (20ʹ)if you do not deliver
that servant of mine, (21ʹ–22ʹ)on the day you will come to me, you will see
how I will treat you!

The reference to a future visit might suggest that the letter’s author was the
Hittite king, who was expecting Niqmaddu to travel to Ḫatti to fulfil his vassal
duties. This passage clearly demonstrates that the presence of a Hittite princess
at Niqmaddu’s side was not enough to spare him the reprimands of the Great
King, nor did it render him more submissive.

In fact, other Akkadian letters from the “House of Urtenu” supply ample new
evidence about Niqmaddu’s insubordination. In RSO 23 4 (RS 94.2352) Niqmaddu
is scolded by the Hittite king, who must have been Tutḫaliya IV, for his behaviour
towards Zuzulli, a courtier (LÚ ša SAG) of the king12. The Great King regards this
behaviour as so outrageous that he can hardly believe what he heard:

(1–2)Thus speaks His Majesty, the Great King: say to Niqmaddu. (3)Now, I,
His Majesty, have heard this: (…) (5–9)you have hampered? Zuzulli, the
courtier of the king, who came to you, and did not allow [him] to enter
your country. (10–12)Now, I, His Majesty, cannot believe this statement 
(13–14)but if (this) statement is true and you have inter[fered? with] the
courtier of the king, (…) (15–16)be [aware] of how much you did wrong to-
wards His Majesty. (…) (22–25)And if Zuzulli will send a (negative) report
to His Majesty, be aware that a punishment will be imposed upon you.

As a courtier of the king, Zuzulli belonged to the innermost circle of high of-
ficials who were closely involved in the state administration, which explains why
the latter was so upset about the fact that Niqmaddu did not show the respect
due to him.

Another troubling issue produced a whole dossier of letters dealing with the
pressing request for troops and chariots in order to carry out some “works” (KINmeš)
at Alalaḫ.

First of all, one should consider a letter of the king of Karkemiš to Niqmaddu
III (RSO 23 31 = RS 94.2079+2367), which gives a clear and vivid image of what
was going on:

12 I prefer Miller’s (2013: 294–295) cautious approach in rendering this title as “courtier”, rather than
“eunuch” (favoured by Peled 2013), since it is still open to debate whether or not the Hittite ša rēšis
were castrated; both studies refer to previous literature It is possible that Zuzzulli was at the service
of the king of Karkemiš: see most recently Bilgin 2018, 331-332.
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(1–4)Thus speaks the king [of Karkemiš]: to Niqm[addu], king of Ugarit,
say: (5)may you be well! (6–7)Didn’t His Majesty entrusted to you the (re)con-
struction of Alalaḫ? (8–10)(Then), why are your troops not carrying out the
works at Alalaḫ? (10–13)And (even) if you send your troops to Alalaḫ, they
stay for 5, 6 days, then get up and disappear. (14–16)Now, herewith I am
sending you the scribe Madī-Dagān: (16–18)give him 200 men (lit. troops)!
(18–19)If you do not give (them) to him, be aware: (20–22)I will write to His
Majesty and (his) punishment will be inflicted on you.

Thus, the Hittites were upset because Niqmaddu was failing to complete some
works at Alalaḫ with which he had been entrusted. The nature of these “works”
is not very clear: this letter speaks of “(re)construction” (raṣāpa), while other texts
in the dossier suggest that his duties included also the plantation of orchards and
the digging of canals. In any case, the issue seems to be required urgent attention,
and the king of Karkemiš threatens to inform the Hittite king about Niqmaddu’s
noncompliance and promises that he will be duly punished by the overlord. 

Not only the king of Karkemiš, but also the uriyanni, one of the highest officials
of the Hittite kingdom,13 repeatedly writes to Niqmaddu about the same matter.
Among the three letters of the uriyanni dealing with this problem, one in particular
(RSO 23 28 = RS 94.2578) echoes very explicitly the content of RSO 23 31:

(32–35)Herewith: in Alalaḫ, there are neither chariots nor troops of yours in
Alalaḫ. (35–37)Did they not entrust to you the works in Alalaḫ? (37–38)Then
give orders (about it) accordingly! Now, herewith (39–41)I am sending you
the scribe? Madī-Dagān: give him 200 men (42–43)who will carry out the
works in Alalaḫ!

The connection between this letter and the message of the king of Karkemiš
is quite obvious, as the two texts are phrased almost identically. Another frag-
mentary letter of the uriyanni to Niqmaddu mentions Alalaḫ and warns the king
of Ugarit that “the punishment of His Majesty will be inflicted on you!” (RSO 23
30:44–46).

Niqmaddu III, however, did not seem to be terribly bothered by these threats.
In fact, further texts testify to his tenacious reluctance to comply with his orders
and the consequent frustration of the Hittites in this matter. RSO 23 32 (= RS
94.2389), for instance, is a letter whose upper half is missing, leaving the identity
of sender and addressee unknown. However, what remains of the message is
enough to assign it beyond doubt to the dossier about the “Alalaḫ issue” and to
hypothesize that it was another letter sent to Niqmaddu either by the king of
Karkemiš or by the uriyanni,14 as demonstrated by the following lines:

13 I follow Lackenbacher – Malbran-Labat 2016: 63 in understanding mú-ri-ia-an-ni as a title, rather
than as a personal name, despite the presence of the personal determinative; on the office of uriyanni,
see most recently Pecchioli Daddi 2010 and Bilgin 2018: 176–190.

14 The text’s editors favor the second possibility (Lackenbacher – Malbran-Labat 2016: 69).
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(13ʹ–15ʹ)Once, twice I gave you instructions about the troops that have to
carry out works in Alalaḫ, (16ʹ–17ʹ)but you would not listen to my words!

Similarly, another fragmentary letter whose sender and addressee are un-
known can be assigned to this dossier because it deals again with Alalaḫ (RSO 23
33 = RS 94.2506) and says: 

(3ʹ–5ʹ)Does His Majesty not treat you as a son of him? Then why don’t you
listen to [his] wor[ds]?

The new evidence provided by these texts allows a different interpretation of
another Akkadian letter from the king of Karkemiš to an unnamed king of Ugarit
discovered in the “House of Urtenu” and published in 1991 (RSO 7 6 = RS 34.143).
Here, the king of Karkemiš accuses the king of Ugarit of having mislead him by
claiming that his troops were camped in Mukiš,15 while according to the king’s
informers Ugarit’s troops were located in the northern part of the kingdom of
Ugarit; the king of Karkemiš also accuses Ugarit’s king of having refused to send
chariots and horses, adducing the excuse that they were in poor shape, and of
having kept for himself the best mariyannu-troops while sending to the king of
Karkemiš only worthless soldiers. 

Singer (1999: 723–725) suggested that the historical background for this letter
was an attack of the Sea Peoples during the reign of Ammurapi, at the end of the
13th – beginning of the 12th century BC, and proposed to link it with a rather frag-
mentary message in Ugaritic sent by a certain Iriri-Šarruma to the queen of Ugarit,
which mentions the presence of enemies in Mukiš (RS 16.402 = KTU 2.33; see
translation in Pardee 2002: 105–106).

While this possibility cannot be ruled out conclusively, RSO 7 6 has so many
points in contact with the newly published Akkadian texts from the “House of
Urtenu” that it seems quite likely that they deal with the same issue. Therefore,
I believe that RSO 7 6 dates to the reign of Niqmaddu III and should not neces-
sarily be regarded as evidence for some impending danger in Mukiš, given that
it can be connected to the construction works that needed to be carried out by
Niqmaddu’s troops at Alalaḫ.

There is no explicit evidence about the conclusion of this arm-wrestling be-
tween Niqmaddu and the Hittites on the “Alalaḫ issue”, and we must rely on ar-
chaeological and textual argumenta ex silentio. While the nature of the “works”
entrusted to Niqmaddu is not entirely clear, the recent archaeological excavations
carried out at Alalaḫ did not reveal traces of major construction works that could
be associated with this undertaking. The results of the archaeological excavations
rather suggest that “Atchana’s final phase of widespread Bronze Age habitation
ended by around 1300 BC with the exception of the temple area, and that most of

15 Zeeb 1992 gives a different interpretation of RSO 7 6: 7–8, but I retain the translation of Malbran-
Labat 1991: 28, which was followed also by Singer 1999: 723; this interpretation is now supported
also by the phrasing of RSO 23 28:34–35.
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the site lay deserted throughout the 13th century with only a resettlement some-
time in the mid-12th century, the Iron Age” (Yener 2013: 12), thus long after Niq-
maddu III and the Hittites were exchanging messages about this matter.

Furthermore, with the exception of the imprisonment of Niqmaddu’s emis-
saries in return for the delivery of insufficient presents (cf. RSO 7 7 above), we do
not know of any other form of punishment inflicted upon Ugarit during his reign.
Thus, we can imagine that the Great King reluctantly accepted Niqmaddu’s re-
fusal to comply with his duties and eventually refrained from trying to impose
his will on this unruly vassal.

Certainly, one would expect the Hittites to have been terribly annoyed by 
Niqmaddu’s behaviour. It is therefore surprising to find a positive description of
Niqmaddu’s reign in the Ugaritic version of a later letter sent by the Hittite king
to Ammurapi, Niqmaddu’s successor (RS 18.038). Here, His Majesty (probably
Suppiluliuma II) complains about Ammurapi’s behaviour by contrasting it with
that of his father in a sort of “historical prologue” (Fink 2006) to the letter:

(1–4)Message of the Sun: to Ammurapi say: With the Sun everything is well.
(5–8)Before the Sun’s [fa]ther, [your] fath[er], his servant, did indeed dwell
submissively; for a se[rvant] indeed (and) his possession was he, and [his]
l[ord] he did indeed guard. My father never lacked g[rain], (but) you, for
your part, have not recognized (that this was how things were). (transla-
tion by Pardee 2002: 94–95)

Amazingly enough, despite Niqmaddu’s troubled relations with the Hittites,
one generation later he was regarded – or at least presented – as a paragon of
virtue, the submissive and faithful vassal par excellence.

With Ammurapi (ca. 1215–1190/85 BC), the Hittites face again the same old
problems: the last king of Ugarit is reprimanded for not paying a visit to the Great
King and not sending enough presents. The “presents issue” is recorded by the
above-mentioned letter of the king of Karkemiš, which recalls the imprisonment
of Niqmaddu’s emissaries as a warning (RSO 7 7 = RS 34.136): 

(5–7)Your messenger you sent to Ḫatti and the presents you sent to the
Greats (8–9)are very scarce. Was it me who told you: “May the presents 
(10–11)you send to the Greats be scarce”? (11–15)Didn’t I write to you as follows:
“Send to the Chief Scribe an extraordinary present, don’t send him one
less than extraordinary”? (16–18)So, precisely with regard to him didn’t you
send such presents? (19–20)Why do you act like this?

The “visit issue” is dealt with in the above mentioned letter sent by a Hittite
king, most likely Suppiluliuma II (RS 18.038), where Niqmaddu is surprisingly
presented as a compliant vassal, while Ammurapi must be reminded that:

(11–16)Now you also belong to the Sun your master; a serv[ant] indeed, his
possession are you. But [yo]u, for your part, you have not at all recognized
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(your responsibility toward) the Sun, your master. To me, the Sun, your
master, from year to year, why do you not come? (translation after Pardee
2002: 95)

The same letter addresses also another matter that Ammurapi is apparently trying
to evade: the dispatch of grain to Ḫatti.

(17–21)Now, concerning the fact that you have sent a tablet to the Sun, your
master, regarding food, to the effect that there is no food in your land: the
Sun himself is perishing.

While Ḫatti’s need of grain is a recurring topic in several cuneiform texts
from the final phase of the Late Bronze Age and has been interpreted as evi-
dence for an actual food shortage in Anatolia,16 it has been suggested that the
claim that grain was lacking in Ugarit was simply an excuse for not complying
with the Great King’s request (Singer 1999: 717). However, also in this case the
new evidence from the “House of Urtenu” offers new data which allow to re-
view this reconstruction: in fact, a letter from Egypt records a request for grain
by the king of Ugarit because his country is indeed “very hungry” (RSO 23 40
= RS 94.2002+2003).

This and a few other letters exchanged with Egypt at the time of Ammurapi17

have been interpreted as evidence that Ammurapi’s relations with Egypt were
too intense and friendly. Two of them, in particular, record repeated declarations
of loyalty by the king of Ugarit towards Pharaoh Merneptah, who is addressed
as Ammurapi’s “lord”. This raised understandable doubts about the propriety of
Ammurapi’s behaviour towards Ḫatti: the Syrian kingdom was seeking help and
protection from a  still powerful Great King who could guarantee him much
needed grain supplies, while his Hittite overlord was losing his grip on his terri-
tories and was himself struggling with a food shortage (Singer 1999: 708–715).
This does not imply that Egypt and Ugarit had concluded a formal alliance at this
time, as suggested by Morris (2015), because one should remember that a Hittite
vassal was allowed to entertain diplomatic contacts with other Great Kings, as
long as they were Hittite allies (Devecchi 2015). Since at this time the Pharaoh was
at peace with Ḫatti, Ugarit’s correspondence with Egypt does not necessarily con-

16 See de Martino 2018 for a recent review of the relevant sources; as the author stresses, the evidence
supports the possibility that Ḫatti suffered from temporary shortages of food, but should not ne-
cessarily be linked to a long-lasting situation of emergency; see also Miller in press.

17 The relevant Akkadian texts are two letters of Merneptah? to Ammurapi? (RSO 14 1 = RS 88.2158,
RSO 23 40 = RS 94.2002+2003), a letter of Sethi II to Ammurapi (RSO 23 41 = RS 94.2176), and a letter
of Beya “Chief of the troops of the Great King, King of the Land of Egypt” to Ammurapi (RSO 14
18 = RS 86.2230); for the Ugaritic texts, see Pardee 2002: 99ff. I agree with Arnaud’s (2001: 278) cau-
tious approach in regarding Beya’s letter simply as evidence for contacts between Egypt and Ugarit
with no major political implications, because only the letter’s heading and greeting formula are pre-
served, while the content is completely lost; Morris (2015: 343) sees it instead as evidence that a pact
between Egypt and Ugarit had indeed been forged, because “were the two countries not militarily
allied at that time, the reason for this correspondence would be difficult to discern”.
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stitute treacherous behaviour tout court, but could rather represent an attempt to
exploit all available diplomatic channels in a context of general uncertainty and
insecurity. As for Ammurapi’s addressing the Pharaoh as his “lord”, that is what
diplomatic etiquette required of a small king writing to a Great King.

There are no further sources reporting on Ammurapi’s insubordination, and
indeed other texts witness his rather obliging attitude towards the Hittites. Two
parallel letters of the Great King and of Pendi-Šarruma, a very high-ranking offi-
cial at the Hittite court (RSO 23 8–9), to Ammurapi report that the Great King is
“very happy” (ḫadi danniš) about a dispatch of excellent lapis lazuli and the fact
that Ammurapi “showed respect” (tuktabitanni) to His Majesty, who finally saw
his authority acknowledged.

The interaction between Ḫatti and Ugarit in the final phase of the Late Bronze
Age is characterized by some recurring patterns. The last three kings of Ugarit
(Ibiranu, Niqmaddu III, and Ammurapi) are regularly scolded because they do
not comply with two basic obligations of a good vassal: paying visits and sending
presents to the Hittite court. Niqmaddu III seems to have been the most problem-
atic offender: he is also accused of hindering Hittite officials from fulfilling their
duties, of ignoring the orders that are given to him and refusing to carry out some
works at Alalaḫ, and in general of not treating the Hittites with respect. Perhaps
precisely because of his assertive attitude, the Great King gave a Hittite princess
in marriage to Niqmaddu, whom he perhaps hoped would have a positive influ-
ence on his recalcitrant vassal. As we saw, though, even this was not enough to
bring him into line.

Such behaviours prompted the reaction and intervention of individuals at all
levels of the imperial hierarchy: the kings of Ugarit are reprimanded directly by
the Hittite king and queen, by the king of Karkemiš, by princes, and by high offi-
cials such as the uriyanni. All of these figures complain repeatedly and even
promise harsh punishments, but we know of only one occasion when a punish-
ment was actually carried out and Niqmaddu III’s emissaries were imprisoned
because of some issue related to the delivery of presents.

How shall we explain the accommodating reaction of the Hittites? It certainly
depended to some degree on the growing weakening of royal authority that char-
acterized the reigns of the last Hittite kings. The origin of this crisis18 might be
sought in the coup d’état through which Ḫattusili III seized power from Urḫi-
Teššub/Mursili III and the consequent rift within the Hittite royal family and
court, but other factors played a role as well: the conflict with Assyria on the east-
ern border of the empire, security problems in western Anatolia, perhaps an at-
tempt of the king of Tarhuntašša to seize power in southern Anatolia, the general
instability caused in the whole region by the migrations of the “Sea Peoples”, and
maybe even a shortage of grain.

18 For a recent overview of the factors that might have contributed to the fall of the Hittite kingdom,
see de Martino 2018; cf. Miller in press, who is sceptical about the possibility of identifying any evi-
dence for a collapse in the textual documentation from Ḫattuša.
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In this situation, the Hittite kings must have been reluctant to invest any energy
in an exemplary punishment against Ugarit, even though they probably had the
military strength to do so; in fact, despite the difficulties they were facing, the last
Hittite kings were still able to conduct successful military campaigns, which led
them, for instance, to annex Alašiya/Cyprus during the reign of Suppiluliuma II.
However, campaigning to conquer new territories was worth the effort, while in
the larger scheme of things, the troubles caused by Ugarit might have been re-
garded as minor inconveniences that could be tolerated, as long as they remained
confined to forms of “disobedience and delay” (Glatz 2013: 35) and did not pre-
cipitate an overtly aggressive rebellion that threatened the entirety of the kingdom.

As we saw, the kings of Ugarit did not lack occasions for betraying their over-
lords and siding with different enemies: with other Syrian vassals, who rebelled
against the Hittite authorities during the reigns of Suppiluliuma I and Mursili II;
with Egypt, again during the reign of Mursili II and also afterward, until the peace
treaty between Ḫattusili III and Ramesses II inaugurated the age of the so-called
Pax Hethitica; and finally with Assyria, mainly during the reign of Tutḫaliya IV.
However, as far as we can tell, they never graduated to open revolt. It rather seems
that they simply tried to exploit Ḫatti’s growing weakness to their own advantage,
perhaps in order to bargain for better economic treatment or more freedom, with-
out necessarily planning to subvert the established order. This might be the reason
why even Niqmaddu III could be presented in the end as a good subject, who
“dwelt submissively and guarded his lord”: he could be accused of being a reluc-
tant servant, but not a disloyal one.
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