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dependencies, which had been created through local prac-
tices of greetings, gift-giving, fosterage, and hostage-taking. 
According to King, Bactrian elites acted as powerbrokers not 
only for the benefit of their imperial overlords, but also for 
their own profit. Their mediating role allowed them to amass 
power, prestige, and wealth which reinforced their stance in 
local hierarchies so that their families could thrive across 
generations and across imperial transitions. King sketches an 
overall situation of regional autonomy and local aristocrats 
as the real agents of power, with the explicit remark in line 
with Bracey that this did not represent a weakness of empire, 
but rather the norm of imperialism in these regions. 

The papers of this volume form a good reflection of recent 
and critical scholarship on empires in relation to ‘ancient 
Afghanistan’ and broader Central Asian regions, illustrating 
a wider scholarly trend towards assessments of agentic het-
erogeneity, flexibility, and strategies of indirect and soft 
power employed by ancient empires in various geographical 
contexts – not only those in mountainous and marginal 
regions. Despite (or perhaps as a consequence of) the head-
strong title ‘rule and resistance’, the chapters in this volume 
articulate well the many shades in between, inviting prob-
lematization of the conditions and causations of direct and 
indirect rule. To what extent is indirect rule a form of resist-
ance to rule? Does indirect rule imply that no resistance to 
empire can exist? Is resistance a cause or an effect of rule? 
This volume entertains these questions without clear answers, 
provoking critical reflections about the ways we think about 
empire and power. 

By way of conclusion, I end this review with a small yet 
important historiographical note. Although the volume suc-
ceeds in bringing together an impressive group of scholars, 
each critically engaging with the theoretical agenda laid out 
by the editors, it is rather striking that no scholars from 
Afghanistan or Central Asia are included in this collection of 
papers. Of the eleven contributors, all seem to be Western 
scholars: six of them based in the US, while five are from 
Europe (France, Austria, and the UK). In a volume on ‘the 
Limits of Empire in Ancient Afghanistan’, I should point out 
the missed opportunity by the editors to invite and include 
scholars from modern Afghanistan and adjacent countries, 
particularly in light of Barfield’s paper which strongly asserts 
continuities of the past and the present. Apart from this, 
I should say as an ancient historian in a field heavily domi-
nated by archaeologists and numismatists, that the papers in 
this volume form a refreshing, historically and theoretically 
engaging contribution to the study of ancient ‘Afghanistan’ 
and Central Asia.
Albert-Ludwigs-Universität Freiburg,� Milinda Hoo
May 2021
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GLATZ, C. — The Making of Empire in Bronze Age Ana-
tolia. Hittite Sovereign Practice, Resistance, and Nego-
tiation. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2020. 
(27 cm, XIII, 371). ISBN 978-1-108-49110-5. £ 75.00.

As the author of the book under review writes, the Hittite 
kingdom has often been neglected by those researchers who 
have engaged the ancient empires either through a compara-
tive approach or within the framework of global history. 
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Furthermore, general books on the kingdom of Hatti usually 
focus on its political history, such as Trevor Bryce’s volume 
The Kingdom of the Hittites (Oxford 2005), and thus a com-
plete treatment that combines the textual record with the 
archaeological evidence has been lacking. 

This book contains ten chapters. The first chapter, “Empire 
is always in the making,” introduces the reader to the study 
of Hittite culture. The author surveys several ancient and 
modern “empires” and challenges the idea of empires as 
monolithic structures. Instead of asking whether the Hittite 
state qualifies as such an empire, the author chooses to focus 
on “the Hittite imperial network” and to examine the “polit-
ical production” and strategies of subjugation used by the 
Hittite kings. Hittite sovereign practice is seen by Glatz as 
a continuous attempt to incorporate conquered territories and 
communities into a well-connected network.

Chapter 2, “Empire at home,” briefly describes the envi-
ronment in which the Hittite kingdom developed. Trying to 
reconstruct a diachronic “mental geography” of the Hittite 
ruling elites, the author distinguishes between an early period 
when the capital Ḫattuša coincided with the whole state and 
a later period when the core of the kingdom was considered 
to consist of at least two main regions, namely the upper and 
the lower land.

The central role played by Ḫattuša in Hittite royal ideol-
ogy is examined in the third chapter. The process that led to 
the formation of centralised polities in Anatolia was not 
a Hittite innovation but had already started in the Middle 
Bronze Age. The author here mentions Kültepe/Kaneš/Neša 
and the archaeological and textual documentation that this 
site has provided. When dealing with King Anitta and the 
well-known text that narrates his achievements, she argues 
that this document is “an origin myth” that “creates rather 
than recalls” historical events. Although it is undoubtable 
that this text was preserved and copied by Hittite scribes 
because it celebrated the most remote past, it is not true that 
all the preserved fragments of the Anitta texts are Late 
Bronze Age copies; in fact, manuscript KBo 3.22 is consid-
ered one of the oldest texts in Hittite (see A. Kloekhorst and 
W. Waal, “A Hittite Scribal Tradition Predating the Tablet 
Collection of Ḫattuša?”, ZA 109 [2019], 189-203). Thus, 
I would not completely deny the historical value of this 
document. 

As the author writes, the choice of Ḫattuša as the capital of 
the kingdom remains “an intriguing question”, although its 
“dramatic topography” had undoubtedly fascinated the first 
rulers of the Hittite dynasty. The precise moment when 
Ḫattuša became the administrative and political capital is at 
the centre of a historical debate. As is well known, Beal 
argued that Ḫuzziya I had already resided in Ḫattuša, whereas 
Kloekhorst assumed that Neša was the capital during the reign 
of this king, although this is not supported by the archaeo-
logical evidence from Kültepe (R. Beal, “The Predecessors of 
Hattušili I”, in G. Beckman, R.H. Beal and G. McMahon eds., 
Hittite Studies in Honor of Harry A. Hoffner Jr., Winona Lake 
2003, 24-25A; Alwin Kloekhorst, Kanišite Hittite, HdO 
1/132, Leiden and Boston 2019, 258-262).

The third chapter, “Sovereign performance”, concerns the 
role played by religious festivals in the political and eco-
nomic organisation of the Hittite state. The author’s assump-
tion that the scenes depicted on the İnandiktepe vase might 
refer to “the requisition of agricultural surplus” from the 
estate of this site is attractive, although the interpretation of 

the depicted images remains a difficult task and there are no 
clear connections between the images and the description of 
the festival in the written documents (see S. de Martino, 
“The Celebration of Hittite Festivals in Comparison with 
Archaeological Evidence”, in G.G.W. Müller ed., Liturgie 
oder Literatur? [StBoT 60], Wiesbaden 2016, 91-103).

The fourth chapter, “The Pontic shatter zone”, is of great 
interest. It offers an in-depth analysis of the distribution of 
settlements in northern Anatolia and the relations among the 
Kaška tribes and the Hittite government. The archaeological 
sources are the only ones available if one aims at writing the 
Kaška history from a Kaškean emic perspective, since these 
peoples have not left any written documents. The author 
poses the question whether the mention of the Kaška in the 
Hittite texts indeed refers to a single specific ethnic group, 
or whether it is instead “merely an imperial fabrication”. 
Thus, the label “Kaška” might refer to those peoples who 
lived in the Pontic region and were not fully controlled by 
the Hittite central power.

The fifth chapter, “Nesting faults”, investigates the func-
tion of the Hittite landscape monuments. I disagree with the 
author concerning the identity of Kuwalanamuwa, who was 
the patron of two monuments, namely the İmamkulu and the 
Hanyeri reliefs. Glatz identifies him with an official who was 
active during the reign of Muršili II. This assumption implies 
that the earliest monumental reliefs bearing Hieroglyphic 
Luwian inscriptions were carved by Hittite dignitaries before 
the practice was adopted by the kings of Ḫatti. Instead, 
I argue that Kuwalanamuwa might be identified with an offi-
cial who lived in the late 13th century BC and is documented 
in several texts and sealings. This personage also occurs in 
some tablets from Ugarit and was clearly a powerful and 
ambitious official, as A.R. Burlingame recently wrote (“New 
Evidence from Ugaritic and Hittite Onomastics and Pros-
opography at the End of the Late Bronze Age”, ZA 110 
[2020] 196-211).

The contested eastern periphery is at the centre of the sixth 
chapter (“Arresting geographies – ambiguous edges”), which 
gives a complete overview of the archaeological data on the 
Euphrates region. The area of Malatya and the region of 
Išuwa had indeed been a theatre of conflict between Ḫatti 
and Mittani before, and later with Assyria. The creation of 
the kingdom of Išuwa by Muwatalli II, who installed his 
brother Halpašulubi on the throne, certainly aimed at solving 
the problem of the political instability of this region.

The seventh chapter, “Discipline and différence”, is 
devoted to the Hittite administrative apparatus, including the 
practice of sealing documents and the officials who owned 
a seal. Theo van den Hout has made a significant contribu-
tion on this topic in his recent book A History of Hittite Lit-
eracy (Cambridge 2020).

The eighth chapter, “Plain things”, deals with ceramic pro-
duction. The function of the pre-firing potmarks is carefully 
taken into consideration here. The author stresses the fact that 
only a very few potmarks are preserved and contests the 
assumption that they were intended “to convey any specific 
post-firing information”. Furthermore, Glatz argues that Late 
Bronze Age Anatolian pottery does not show the features of 
a production that was directly controlled by the central gov-
ernment; instead, it represents the “outcomes of more com-
plex, localised process of partial mimesis and mixing”.

The fall of the Hittite kingdom and the survival of 
the peripheral regions are the topics of the ninth chapter, 
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“Ceasing Empire”. In the tenth chapter, “Concluding 
thoughts”, Glatz reaffirms the main aim of the volume: 
“I wanted to move beyond this main empire-centric perspec-
tive to wrestle more vigorously from the available archaeo-
logical and textual records and define more explicitly the 
tensions of the Hittite imperial [network] in the making”. 
Indeed, the vantage point from which the author surveys Hit-
tite Anatolia is more complex than usual; it does not privi-
lege the documents produced by the Hittite royal chancellery 
but also gives space to all the available evidence coming 
from the peripheral areas. In short, the landscape and mate-
rial analysis in this book challenge the image of a Hittite 
Einheitsstaat, the “well-oiled” institutional apparatus not 
only able but also willing to control and homogenise all the 
aspects of its’s subjects’ live. According to the author, such 
sweeping abstraction is the result of overly enthusiastic read-
ings of imperial self-narration.

In conclusion, we are grateful to Claudia Glatz for this 
extremely significant contribution to our knowledge of Hit-
tite Anatolia and for demonstrating how productive a more 
complex and transdisciplinary methodology of research can 
be.

University of Torino –� Stefano de Martino
Department of History
September 2021
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GÖRKE, S. and C.W. STEITLER (eds.) — Cult, Temple, 
Sacred Spaces. Cult Practices and Cult Spaces in Hittite 
Anatolia and Neighbouring Cultures. Proceedings of the 
First International HFR Symposium, Mainz, 3–5 June 
2019. (Studien zu den Boğazköy-Texten, 66). Harrasso-
witz, Wiesbaden, 2020. (24,5 cm, XVI, 375). ISBN 978-
3-447-11486-8. € 88,–.

Avec ce volume collectif, les deux éditeurs scientifiques 
inaugurent une nouvelle série de publications qui sont 
prévues en marge du projet allemand HFR  : «  Das Corpus 
der hethitischen Festrituale: staatliche Verwaltung des 
Kultwesens im spätbronzezeitlichen Anatolien  » dirigé par 
Elisabeth Rieken et Daniel Schwemer. Il s’agit des actes 
d’un symposium qui s’est tenu à l’Académie des Sciences et 
de Littérature de Mayence en juin 2019. Le volume est sub-
divisé en trois grandes parties  : 1) «  Festivals and Temples 
in Anatolia and Neighbouring Cultures  » (p. 1-80)  ; 
2)  «  Archaeological Approaches to Sacred Spaces  » 
(p.  81-220)  ; 3) «  Anatolian Philological Perspectives on 
Cult Practices and Spaces  » (p. 221-375). Ces subdivisions, 
bien qu’annoncées dans la table des matières, ne sont pas 
reprises dans le corps du livre. 

G. Beckman («  ‘He has made the Labarna, the king, his 
administrator.’ The Role of the Hittite Monarch in Festival 
Performance  », p. 1-11) réexamine brièvement les fonctions 
du Grand Roi hittite dans les fêtes cultuelles. Il insiste sur le 
caractère honorifique des responsabilités cultuelles du sou-
verain pendant les deux grandes fêtes étatiques de saison 
(l’AN.TAH.ŠUM et la fête nuntarriyašha-). De manière ana-
logue, J. F. Quack («  Festrituale im Alten Ägypten. Ein 
Überblick mit dem Versuch einer Systematik  », p. 13-34) et 
N. Heeβel («  The King in Ritual Action. The Assyrian Royal 

Temple Rituals  », p. 57-70) montrent tous les deux que le roi 
jouait aussi un rôle central dans les fêtes cultuelles de 
l’Égypte et de l’Assyrie anciennes. Dans les deux contextes, 
et tout comme en Anatolie hittite, idéologie royale et religion 
d’État sont étroitement imbriquées.

H. Niehr («  Die Ritualtexte aus Ugarit. Eine Einführung 
aufgrund der Archiv- und Bibliothekszusammenhänge  », 
p. 35-56) présente l’ensemble des textes de rituels et de fêtes 
cultuelles d’Ougarit, sans distinction entre eux, contraire-
ment à la tradition hittitologique. Certains de ces textes 
relèvent bel et bien du culte étatique, comme c’est le cas, par 
exemple, des descriptions du culte des rois défunts, alors que 
d’autres sont plutôt des rituels à pratiquer en cas de crise 
(rituels d’exorcisme, notamment). C. Ambos («  Babylonian 
Temple Rituals of the 1st Millennium BC  », p. 71-80) insiste, 
quant à lui, sur le discours religieux émanant des rituels de 
fondation de temples babyloniens. Ce discours met l’em-
phase sur l’agent divin qui est au cœur du culte.

A. Schachner («  The Great Temple at Ḫattuša. Some Pre-
liminary Interpretations  », p. 105-158) réexamine la fonction 
du Temple I de Hattuša à partir du plan des fonctions et des 
fouilles récemment reprises sur ce site. Il en déduit un lien 
fonctionnel clair entre le plan de ce temple et celui des bâti-
ments à usage domestique, ce qui fait écho aux données tex-
tuelles désignant le temple comme «  maison de la divinité  ». 
Pour lui, le bâtiment central du complexe, à savoir le Temple 
I à proprement parler sans les magasins associés, hébergeait 
plus de deux divinités, peut-être toutes les divinités majeures 
d’un panthéon d’État, et ne comportait pas d’espaces à fonc-
tion économique, contrairement aux autres temples hittites 
connus. Par ailleurs, l’auteur suggère que le Temple I et les 
grands bâtiments qui lui sont associés dans la Ville Basse ont 
été construits à la fin du XVIIe ou au tout début du XVIe siècle 
av. J.-C. R. M. Czichon («  Die ‘tiefe Quelle’ von Nerik 
(Oymaağaç Höyük)  », p. 159-178) décrit le grand puits sou-
terrain qui a été mis au jour à partir de 2009 sur le site 
archéologique d’Oymaağaç (la ville hittite de Nerik). Cette 
construction monumentale est remarquable à bien des égards, 
à la fois par ses dimensions et par son double fonctionne-
ment  : approvisionnement en eau et lieu de culte en lien avec 
le dieu de l’orage de Nerik, comme en témoignent les textes 
hittites. Cette double fonction d’un point d’eau rappelle ce 
que l’on connaît des bassins de Hattuša et d’ailleurs (voir 
Y.  Erbil et A. Mouton, JNES 71, 2012, 57). A. Müller-
Karpe («  Kulthandlungen und Kultpersonal in hethitischen 
Palästen  », p. 179-220) propose d’identifier de grandes 
pièces des complexes palatiaux d’Alaca Höyük, Ortaköy, 
Maşat Höyük et Kayalıpınar comme étant des halentu(wa)-, 
c’est-à-dire des lieux destinés à héberger la Grande Assem-
blée (šalli aššeššar) pendant les fêtes cultuelles.

Y. Cohen et E. Torrecilla («  Hittite Cult in Syria. Reli-
gious Imperialism or Religious Pluralism?  », p. 221-230) 
cherchent à déterminer la nature de la relation, dans la Syrie 
sous domination hittite, et plus particulièrement à Emar et 
Ougarit, entre représentants du pouvoir hittite et culte local. 
À Emar, les textes montrent que la tutelle politique hittite 
allait de pair avec l’introduction du culte étatique hittite dans 
la ville  : plusieurs tablettes mentionnent expressément les 
dieux du pays de Hatti parmi les bénéficiaires du culte pra-
tiqué sur place. Les administrateurs hittites ne négligeaient 
pas pour autant le culte local, qu’ils considéraient comme 
faisant partie de la religion d’État. La situation ainsi décrite 
est comparable à celle connue dans les «  provinces  » 


