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Assur Kenti ve Assur Krallig: Tarihine
- Genel Bakis

The City of AsSur and the

Kingdom of Assyria:
Historical Overview

Assur medeniyetinin arkeolojik kesfi MS 19. yazyil ortalarinda
baslamistir (Larsen 1996). O zamanlarda Osmanh imparator~
lugu topraklarinda gérev yapan Fransiz ve Ingiliz diplomatlar
ile ticari temsilciler bos zamanlarinda Musul kenti ¢evresinde
kesif gezileri yaparken; Ninive, Kalhu ve Dur-Sarrukin’deki
kralivet kentlerinin kalinularimi ortaya ¢ikarmiglardi. Eski
Ahit ile guchi bir baglantis1 olan bu kayip medeniyetin kes-
fi, Paris ve Londra'da bir yandan halki egiten bir yandan
da imparatorluklarin diinyay! sarsan giiciinii ortaya koyma-
y1 amaclayan biyuk mizelerin kurulmasiyla aymi zamanda
gerceklesmis ve hem Louvre'da hem de British Museum’da
Assur galerileri olusturulmustu. Bu miizelerden esinlenerek
1891°de Istanbul’da Miize-i Hitmayun adiyla kurulan impara-
torluk miizesinde de kurulusundan itibaren Assur eserlerine
ayrilmig bir béliim yer almaktadir.

Assur arkeolojisinin MS 19. yiizyildaki kahramanlik cagin-
dan bu yana, ¢ogu Irak, Suriye, Israil ve Tiirkiye'de yer almak-
la beraber Iran, Libnan ve Urdiin’de de bulunan bircok As-
suryerlegiminin tespit edilmesi ve kazilmasiyla 6nemli bilgiler
elde edilmistir (MacGinnis, Wicke, Greenfield 2016). Ancak
Assur tarihi ve kiiltiiriine dair bu denli ¢ok bilgi sahibi olma-
mizin astl nedeni, Assurlularin yaygin olarak kil ve tas gibi
dayanikh malzemeler tizerine yazmig olmalaridir.

Assur Anayurdu ve Cografyasi

Assur Kralhigi'nin anayurdu buginkii Kuzey Irak'ta yer al-
maktadir (Racdner 2011a). chgen bicimli bu bélgenin sinir-
larimi G¢ biytik kent belirler: Gineyde modern Tikrit’in he-
men kuzeyindeki Kalat Serkat harabelerinin ait oldugu Assur
kent, kuzeyde tizeri modern Musul kentiyle 6rtiillmiis Ninive
ve doguda modern Erbil kentinin altinda kalan Arbail. Akde-
niz ikliminin etkisi altindaki bolgede yagis rejimi, tarim icin
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T'he archaeological discovery of Assyria began in
the mid-19" century AD (Larsen 1996). Ar that time,
French and British diplomats and trade delegates sta-
toned in the Ouoman E Ipare Hse d then spare time
1o explore the region around the city of Mosul and
uncovered the remains of the royal cities of Nineveh,
Kalhu and DuorSarruken. The discovery of a lost
civilization with a strong Biblical connection coin-
cided with the creaton of grand musenms in Pars
and London thar sought 1o educate the public while
simultaneously demonstrating the imperial powers'
hold over the world, and Assyrian galleries were cre-
atecl in both the Louvre and the British Museum. In-
spired by these musenms, the Imperial Museum in
istanbul was established in 1891, since its foundation
with an Assyrian section

Since the heroie age of Assyrian archaeology in
the Y ecentury, many more Assyrian seltlements
have been identified and excavated, most extensively
in Iraq, Syria, Israel and Turkey, with further sites in
Iran, Lebanon and Jordan providing imporrtans in-
tormation (MacGinnis, Wicke, Greenfield 2016). But
it 15 beecause of the Got that durable clay and swone
were the Assyrians’ most comimon writing materials
that we know s muach about their history and cul-

re.

The Assyrian Heartland and its
GQUgI"{lIJh}"

I'he Assyrian heartland (Radner 201 1a) lesin what is
today northern Irag: It is the triangle defined by the
cities of Addur (Qala‘at Shergat, just north of modern
likrit) in the south, Nineveh (covered by the modern
city of Mosul) in the north and Arbail (covered by

maodern Erbil) in the east. The region offers excel-
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'HE CITY OF

lent conditions foragriculture, as the Mediterranean
chmate and resultant good rainfall i ns al
the reliable exploitation of the fertile soils

I'he mverie traflic network formed by the east

erm wibutaries of [igt mpo

wa Lab rivers, links the region topether and 1
nects il with the Mesopotamiar y \ §
tohaand the Persian Gulf. The neighbouring regions
10 the north and east are dominated by the mountain
ranges of Taurus and Zagros that offer silver, iron
timber and stone as well as pastures for cattle and
horses. Westwirds he the steppe linds of the Jez
rahy, good grazing grounds for sheep. To the soutl

15 the I'il‘-mt ATy A €5 a1 whose
promise of prosperity is closely linked to the ability
to matntain large scale and labour mtensive artificial
.H']"l:_:.ii o, and therelore to the political organisation
of the region,

There i not only excellent economis potential
tor local production, but also for tade. The Assyr
wn heartland is situated at a4 key node of the I« ng
chstance road network. Fi'\E]':. the route that Tuns
thraugh Nineveh. along the southern fringes of the
Taurus mountam FANET CONNCECs the ir':_{il-'l 1o the
Mediterranean coast or, il one crosses the Tur Abdin
rang<e or follows 1}!-. I -.ll=]||.~.-l b, '!'\;_- | '_1|-||'i'.‘. ards

at Karkemish, to Anatohia. Several passes across the
Zagros Mountains lIII\I\E‘ access o Iran and, fu
ther on, Central Asia [\rnulll\_'_ the winter, the routes
through the Taurus and the Zagros ranges are im
}).u\.l‘ih' because of snow, and thas offered good pro-
tection to the heartland, as die the river Tigris to the

west (Fig. 2)

HISTORICAL OVERVIEW

verimli topraklardan istifade edilmesine olanak taniyan mii-

kemmel kosullar sunmaktadir.

Kigctik ve Blaylik Zap Suyu basta gelmek tizere Dicle'nin

dogu kollarimin clusturdugu nehir sebekesi bolgenin bagdas-

tirtct unsurudur. Bu nehirler, ayn1 zamanda bélgenin Ana-

dolu ile Basra Korfezi arasinda yer alan Mezopotamya diin-

vasiyla da baglantisini saglar. Kuzey ve dogudaki komsu bal-

gelerde giimus, demir, kereste ve tas kaynaklarimin yani sira

sigir ve atlar icin otlaklar da sunan Toroslar ve Zagros Daglan

hakimdir. Batya dogru, koyun otlatmaya uygun topraklariyla

Cizre bolgesinin bozkirt uzanir, Giineyde ise Firat ve Dicle’nin

taskin ovalari yer alir ki bu nehirlerin vaat ettigi refah, yogun

emege dayal biiytik 6lcekli yapay sulama sistemleri kurabile-

cek ve isletebilecek nitelikte bir iktidar gerektirdiginden bol-

genin siyasi orgutlenmesi de bu yonde sekillenmistir,

Bolge yalmzca yerel iretim icin degil ticaret icin de mi-

kemmel bir ekonomik potansiyele sahiptir. Assur anayurdu,

uzun mesafeli yol aglarimin kilit noktalarindan birinde yer

almaktadir. Oncelikle, Ninive'den gegerek Toros Daglari'nin

glney eteklerini takip eden yol, bolgeyi Akdeniz kiyilarina

baglar. Yine bu yol iizerinde yer alan Tur Ab-
din Daglari gecilerek ya da Karkams'tan ku-
zeye dogru Firat (Fig. 1) boyu takip edilerek
Anadolu’ya ulasihr. Zagros Daglari’nda yer
alan gecitler Iran'a ve ardindan Orta Asya'ya
erigsme imkéni saglar. Kis boyunca karla kaph

olmalar: nedeniyle gecit vermeyen Toroslar ve

Fig. 1:
Firat Nehri Vadisi,
Ataturk Barap’nin ganeyi

(Foto: K. Karoglu).
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Fig. 2: Zagros Daglari, baudaki Dicle Nehri gibi, As-
Yeni Assur Donemi'nde
Mezopotamya ve cevresi

(K. Kéroglu).

sur anayurdunu korunakh kilmisur (Fig. 2).

Assur Kenti ve Tanr1 Assur
Assur tarihi, bayuk olasilikla modern Irak'in

Mes

wghibor

ypotamia and

i g Tegans

Assyrian

o

TUrIng the NeG-:

Period (K. Korof giineyindeki Simer kentlerine kuzeyden ge-
len ticari mallar: temin etmek i¢in bir tica-
ret merkezi olarak, MO 3. binyilin baslarinda
kurulmus Assur kentinde baslar. Assur hem bu kentin hem
de buraya egemen olan tapimagin adandig tanrinin adidir.
Tanr: Assur ve Assur kenti birbirinden ayrilamaz: ¢iinkii bu
tanri, Dicle Nehri'nin bu mevkide yer alan biiklimiiniin ts-
tinde yakselen yaloin kayalhigin Kisilestirilmesidir. Vadiden 40
m yuksekte yer alan ve bir geminin burnunu andiran kabaca
ucgen bicimli sarp Assur kayaligi, insanlara korunakh ve el-
verisli bir yerlesim kurma olanag: sunmustur. Kent gelistikee,
kuzeyinde ve dogusunda yer alan sarp yamaclar ile asagida
Dicle’nin sagladig1 dogal savunma, hilal seklindeki bir sur ile
tamamlanmis ve yaklasik 65 hektar: kapsayan kapali bir alan
olusturulmustur.

Assur'un yamacin tepesindeki tapinagi, oncelikle kentin
ve daha sonra Assur tilkesinin kalbiydi. Bu tapinak farklh za-
manlarda farkl isimlerle tammmaktaydi. MO 2. binyilin erken

The City of As$ur and the God A§fur

_'\_ﬁ‘i\"llilil ||I‘\'[l||\u ]IllelI.‘: IIII [1']!" citv oi .'\‘_\Eil.l'l '.k'lllllh

el

was founded early in the 3 millenninm BC, most

likely as a trading emporium te supply the Sumer

ian cities in the south of modern by aq with merchan

dise from the north. The name AfSur refers as much

to the city as 1o the deity of the same name whosi

The gor and the

per-
towers high above
Jul] ke the prow « of a

n:|1||:|, the inu','\hl\ 1|'i;131f_l|||].|| crag of Asfur rises 40 m

temple dominated that city 1 A&duy

city of Asfur are inseparable, as the deity is the

sonification of a rocky « Tag thai

a bend of the river Tigris, Sha
above the valley, providing shelter and opportuni
ties for the people that settled there. As the city de
veloped, the natural defences provided in the north
and east by the rock cliffs and the Tigris below were
completed with a crescent-shaped fortification wall,
resulting in an enclosed area of c. 65 hectares
AsSur's shrine

of the cit

of the o1 the
land ol It
as Eamkurkurra
Wild Bull of the La

200 millenninm Bl

at the top Ag was

heart y and later the AS&ur.
was known under several names:
*The

early

House of the nds” in the

Cand as Eharsagkurkurra

"Honse of the Mountain of the Lands”™ in the later

2 pillenniwm and as Esarra *“House of the Uni-

in the 1" millenniam

145)

verse”

102,

(George 1993: 66, 101-
Ihese names are all in the Sumerian lan-

goage that was spoken in the south of Iraq in the

F* millennium BC when the city of Asfur was first
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0 AD, In the 129 century Bl
i, thowahit o have Lived a millen-

at that iime o« et th ap of the oae (Gravson

1987: 185}, The

YL ruler was ci

priest, le ndmg him rehgaious as well as politienl au
SUCCESN0TS | |-| I.:_‘: [t |'.|||'_'|<-
i duty to care for the god's temple and numes
msceriptions found 1 Té
n at the sanctuary
millenniinnm BC onwirds, tex-
yertoclical-

realm of the !\I.'.-'I'\'II \kkad, then under a local ruler

ane later of the kings of Ur, now ruled by a southern

SSUR AND THE KINGDOM OF ASSYRIA: HISTORI(

evresinde “Ulkenin Yabani Bogasinin Evi”
anlamina gelen Eamkurkurra, MO 2. binyi-
lin gec evresinde “Ulkenin Daglarinin Evi”
anlamina gelen Ehursagkurkurra ve MO 1.
binyilda “Evrenin Evi” anlamina gelen Esarra
isimleri kullanilmistir (George 1993: 66, 101-
102, 145). Assur kentinin ilk kuruldugu MO
3. binyilda Irak’in giineyinde konusulan Sii-
mer dilindeki bu isimler, daha ge¢ dénemler-
de torensel ve bilimsel metinler kapsaminda
kullanilmaya devam etmistir.

Assur tanrisimin (Fig. 3) biricik tapinag-

Fig. 3:
Kanath giines sembolu
icinde tanr figird,
IL. Assurnasirpal dénemi
{© Trustees of the British
Museum).
he winged sun-dis
dating to the reign of

1 11

nin mekani olan Assur kenti (Andrae 1977), tanriya ait top-

raklarin merkezini olusturuyordu. Binlerce yil boyunca, yak-

lasik MS 240 yilinda bu mekandaki yapilarin son hali yerle bir

edilene dek, kent halk: bu kutsal alanin bakimini tistlendi.

MO 12. yiizyila tarihlenen kaynaklarda, o dénemde yamacin

ustinu kaplayan devasa tapiak kompleksinin énciisti olan

ilk yapilar bitintnt, bin yil 6nce yasarmg oldugu distni-

len Uspia adinda bir yoneticinin inga ettirdiginden bahsedil-

mektedir (Grayson 1987: 185). Assur hikimdarn, Assur'un

yeryuzundeki vekili olarak kabul edilir ve ydonetme gticiiniin

kendisine tanrimn inayetiyle bahsedildigine inanihrdi, Aym

I'HE ASSYRIANS: Kingdom of the (God AgSur from Tigr

o Taurus
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zamanda Assur'un basrahibi de olan hiikiimdar, baylece hem
dini hem de siyasi otoriteye sahipti. Hem bir ayricalik hem de
bir gorey olarak tanrinin tapinaginin bakimi Uspia ve halefle-
rine aitti. Bu kutsal alanda, alan iginde gerceklestirilen insaat
caligmalarinin évilldagi cok sayida yazit bulunmustur.

Yazih kaynaklar, kentin MO 3. binyilin ortalarindan iti-
baren defalarca merkezi giineyde yer alan biiyiik devletlerin
himayesine girdigini ortaya koymaktadir (Michalowski 2009).
[k olarak Akkad krallarinin yonetim alanina giren Assur
kentinde daha sonra yerel bir yonetici hitkiim stirmils ve ar-
dindan kent Ur Hanedani tarafindan atanan gtineyli bir vali
tarafindan yonetilmistir,

Eski Assur Donemi:
Kolektif Hiikiimet Gelenegi Olan Bir Kent Devleti
MO 2000 yillarinda Ur Kralhgi'min parcalanmasindan sonra
Assur yine bagimsiz bir kent devleti haline gelmigtir. Halkin
konustugu dil Assurcaydi. Assurca, modern Arapca, Ibrani-
ce ya da Siryanice (Aramice) gibi Semitik bir dildir. Assurca,
Assur'un gtineyindeki bolgelerde kullanilan Babilce ile yakin-
dan iligkili olmakla beraber Babilceden farkhdir. Eski caglarda
valnizea Babilce “Akkadca” olarak amilmaktaydi. Gliniimiizde
isc hem Assurca hem de Babilce, cogunlukla Akkad dilinin
lehceleri olarak tanimlanmaktadir; ancak, modern terminolo-
ji bu dillerin eski kullanimina uygun degildir. Her iki dil de
civiyazisi kullanilarak yazilimis olmakla beraber, bu dilleri yaz-
makta kullanilan ¢iviyazisi isaretleri birbirlerinden farkhidir ve
nzmanlar bu farklari kolaylikla ayirt edebilmektedir.
Bagimsizhktan sonra kentin ydnetimi yerel hanedanlara
gecmis; ancak bu yerel beyler, Akkad ve Ur hiikiimdarlarinin
aksine, kendilerini kral olarak tasavvur etmemislerdir. Bunun
yerine, yonetici kisinin, esas egemen olan Tanr: Assur'un adina
hikamdarlik ettigini ileri sirmislerdir ki bu egemenlik anla-
yistnn MO 2. binyilin baslarina tarihlenen bir yazitta gecen “As-
sur kraldir ve Silulu Assur'un temsilcisidir” ifadesi acikca orta-
ya koymaktadir (Grayson 1987: 12-13). Siyasi iktidar, Assur hii-
kitmdari ile halkin toplu iradesini temsil eden kent meclisinin
yam sira, her yil secimle atanan ve secildigi yila ismini veren
limum unvanh bir yetkili arasinda paylasilmaktaydi (Dercksen
2004). Bu uygulama eski ¢aglarda diinyanin farkli bolgelerin-
de, genellikle Atina ve Roma gibi gucli bir kolektif hiikiimet
gelenegine sahip topluluklarda karsimiza cikmaktadir. Limum
yetkilisi, her yil dontisimli olarak ileri gelen Assurlu ailelerin
reisleri arasindan secilmekte ve en azindan baslangicta kura
(ya da oylama) ile belirlenmekieydi. MO 19. yiizyila tarihle-
nen meveut kaynaklardan, Assur Devleti’nin siyasi kurumlari
nispeten acgik bir sekilde ortaya ¢ikmaktadir. Mario Liverani
(2011: 263) yakin zamandaki bir degerlendirmesinde, Assur
Devleti'nin yonetim bicimini, “[hitkiimdarin] temsil ettigi bir
monarsi, kent meclisinin temsil ettigi bir demokratik iktidar
ve lmuwm'un temsil ettigi bir aristokratik iktidardan” olusan bir
“karma hikiimet” olarak nitelendirmistir. Buttin bu kurumlar

The Old Assyrian Period:

A City State with a Tradition of
Collective Government

After the disintegration of the kingdom of sy around
2000 BC, A%ur was again an independent city-state,
ltsinhabltants spoke Assyrian. 1tis a Semitic lang nage,
like modern Arabic, Hebrew or Syriac (Aramaic). As-
syrian is chistinct from, albeit closely related o Babwylo-
nian, which was used in the regions south of Asur In
anticuity. only the latter was called “Akkadian”, Today
both Assyrian and Babylonian are usually described
as dialects of the Akkadian language, but this modd-
em terminology does not correspond to the ancient
usage. The cuneiform script was used to record both
languages although the respective signs look guite dif-

ferent and are easy to distinguish for experts.

{ Fud 1|||.'1t_‘:_)l:‘nlh'1”'l'f hereditary local rulers gow-
erned the citve but thev did not style themselves as
kings. as the overlords from Akkad and Ur had done
Instead, they asserted that "AlSur is king and Silulu
is representative of AsSur,” as one mscription of the
early 2 millennium BC puts it {(Grayson 1987 12-
13). The god Affur was conceived as the sovercign in
whose name the human roler governed. Assur's re-
gent shared power with the collective citizen body in
the city assembly and an oificial chosen yearly called
Lrmume (Dercksen 2004) whose name was used o date
the vear, in a practice attested also elsewhere in the an-
cient world, for example in Athens and Rome, typical-
ly in comununiries with a strong tradition of collective
government. The office was held m annual rotation
by the head of one ol the major Assyrian families and
at least originally, determined by lot (or possibly vote)
During the 19" century BC, the Assyrian pelitical in
stitutions emerze relatively cleardy from the available
sources. Mario Liverani (2011: 263) has recently de
scribed the Assyrian “mixed constatation™ as compris-
ing “a monocratic power repres: nted by the [ruler].
an aristocratic power represented by the fimum and a
democratic power represented by the ity assembly”
All these institutions were maintained untl the end of
the Assyrian Empire in the late ™" century BC.

However, even better attested than the political
institutions are the family-run merchant firms base
in ASfur that established a network of profitable
trading colonies in Anatolia in the early 2% millen-
nivm BC (Fig. 4). The Assyrian traders operated in a
Vsl _'_'|l'{l‘,"|,!pt]1l..l1 area and maintained bases in over
a dozen Anatolian realms as Far north as the Black
Sea and as fior west as the Afyon region (Bas JAMOVIC
2011). Transport costs and raxes, but not time and
distanice, derermined where business was going to be
Irlf‘fll.-hh Iif the price was r1'_1']1! the Assyrian mer-
chants werve willing o travel very far, ASSur's involve-
ment in Anatolia ceased when the local emergence of
large territorial states rohbed the trader collective of
the legal and political basis thar male long-distance
tracle lucyative

The best documented of the Assyrian trading
colordes was situated in the lower wwn of the ancient
city of Kanes, modern Kiliepe Ll':l';]_;fu 2008). The ar-
chives of the Assyrian merchanis ar Kanes allow the
reconsiruction of their business and private acnvities
1y amacing detail, Their clay tablets, Inscribed in

the Assyrian language and cuneiform script, docun-

ASSURLULAR: Dicle’den Toroslar'a Tanri Assur’un Krallig:
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trent the traders’ lives at "The Harbour™ (korum, the MO 7 yﬁzylhn gec safhalarinda Assur impara[orlugu'“un y[]u..
wsuad Assyrian word for a trading post) of Kanes, and 1151113 dek muhafaza edilmistir.
especially the organization of their business enter- " s
pfisPS. But these documents also BivVE ||.~:_‘.:'||1 into the Ancak Assurllﬂarm Sl}"aSl kurumlarmdan COk daha IYl

contemporary city of Affur, where only very limited bilinen Yf’ﬂﬁ- MO 2. bi“)’lllfl baslarinda Assur kentinde aile

evidence for this period has been uncovered due to sirketi olarak 6rgﬁr.lenmi; tliccarlarin kurdugu ve bol kazanc
IRtk stisascee luter nornpstional levels ¢over sagladiklar, Anadolu'ya bir ag gibi yayilmis ticaret kolonileri-
the relevant archacological layers. Fortunately for us,

dir (Fig. 4). Assurlu ticcarlar, kuzeyde Karadeniz'e, batidaysa

the Assyrians based abroad were keen 10 stay closely
Informed sbout news from home and corvesponded Afyon bolgesine kadar uzanan genis bir cografi bolgede faa-
extensively with family members and business assocr- Iiyet gésl_ermis ve Anadolu loprakla.rmda bir dlelnC}"l i':l.}'klﬂ

ates in Asdur, sinaply called “The City™ (afum). There-

ticaret merkezi kurmuslardir (Barjamovic 2011). Ticaretin ne-
fore. most of what we know about ASdur's political

rede karh olacagini zaman ve mesafe degil, ulasim maliyetleri

and social cdroumstances derives from the Kaned ma

terial. During that time the designation "Assyrian ve vergiler belirlemistir. Kar pay1 yiliksek oldugu takdirde As-
referred only to the city of Afdur and its inhabitants surlu tiicearlarin cok uzak diyarlara dahi seyahat etmekten ka-

The oldest I'-“““"IJ“"\-“”T "'l'”“""']“"""""""' cmmadiklarr anlasiimaktacdir. Assur kentinin Anadolu’daki
::\:::Eir{l Irliilljltdll;'-l;lgl!:-_t ‘\IH”HrIIlll:l‘illj::‘l]llrl:.lll ;\I :"‘! I‘||~‘|II[:|"‘| girisimleri’ }?erei mcrkez}crden gliacmk dogan balgesel dev-
R Gune 1o this tine whien incame from thie hooming letlerin ortaya ¢cikmasiyla sekteye ugramis ve ticari kolektifin
tride colonies in Anatwlia swelled the coffers of the evvelce ticareti karli kilan hukuki ve siyasi temelden yoksun
gity, The earliest recovered building inscriptions be kalmasiyla bu girisim sona ermistir.

long to the period of the foundation of these colonies i . 5 oy .
iy Assur ticaret kolonileri arasinda en iyi belgelenmis olani,
and were written in the name of Erisum L They de-

I b i vl disdicaed 2. vew throne for-tha bugtnki ismiyle Kiiltepe olarak bilinen 6ren yerinde tespit
god ABsur and how private houses were cleared away edilmis Kanig'in asag1 kentinde yer ahyordu (Ozgiic 2003).
in orgler to increase the area reserved for the sancta- Assurlu tiiccarlarin Kanis'te bulunan BTQiVlCI'i, onlarin tica-

ary. About the Asfur shimne, EnSum writes: : 5 1 e i =i ?
ri ve kisisel etkinliklerini hayret verici derecede ayrintili bi-

Fiie name of that temgle & “Wild Bull’, thi ¢imde tanimlamamiza olanak saglar. Civiyazisiyla ve Assurca
name of the door 15 ‘Proiective Goddess', the vazilmig bu kil tabletler, tticcarlarin Kanis Karum'undaki ya-
name of the lockis *Be Strong!’ and the nume ol samlarini ve 6zellikle de ticari igletmelerinin
the threshold is "Be Alent]™ [(Grayson 1t O 0 T z i
orgiitlenme bi¢imini belgeler. “Liman” anla-
The sanctaary and its constituent parts were col mina gelen karum SE)ZCﬁgﬁ Assurcada all%l!a— F‘%J{L " ’
i ; fne A S . B MO 2. binyilda Assur ile
sidered animate, even sentient, They and all objects geldlgl uzere ticaret merkezleri icin kullani- Anadolu arasindaki yollar
used in the temple were created and maintained by lan bir tabirdir. Diger taraftan bu be]gelcr’ (K. Kéroglu).
expert craftsmen; builders, carpenters, smiths, gold u - N
J i s Assur toplumuna dair de bilgi vermektedir, Roads contecting A
smiths, scribes and athers. These temple craftsmen 2

were also respe msthle for the fashioning and awaken Kentin erken dénemlerine ait tabakalar daha ::.I.” IIH"I;;:..Il:;::.:_:Illli{._:llq he

ing of the statues of Afdur and the other gods revered gec caglarda insa edilmis anisal yapilarin al- (K. Kérofiu)
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tinda kaldigi icin, bu déneme ait arkeolojik kanitlar stmirhidir.
Neyse ki uzak ulkelerde yasayan Assurlularm anayurtlarinda
olup bitenlerden haberdar olma konusundaki hassasiyetleri
sayesinde bilgi dagarcaigimiz zengindir; ¢iinki kisaca “Kent”
(alum) olarak bahsettikleri Assur’da yasayan akrabalan ve
is ortaklar ile sitkhikla mektuplasmiglardir. Bu nedenle, As-
sur’daki siyasi ve sosyal sartlar hakkinda bildiklerimizin ¢ogu
Kanig'te ele gecen kaynaklara dayanmaktadir. Bu dénemde
“Assurlu” sifau yalnizea Assur kenti ve bu kentin halk: i¢in
kullanilmistir.

20. ylizyihn baslarinda gerceklestirilen arkeolojik kazilarda
aciga cikarilan Assur Tapinagi'min heybetli kerpic yapisinin
korunabilmis en erken kalintilari, kentin hazinesinin Anado-
lu'daki ticaret kolonilerinden edinilen gelir sayesinde dolup
tasugi doneme tarihlenmektedir. Ele gecen en erken yap: kita-
beleri ticaret kolonilerinin kurulus dénemine aittir ve 1. Erisum
tarafindan yazdinlmisur. Bu yazitlar, hiikimdarin Tanr: Assur
i¢in yeni bir taht yaptirdigini ve kutsal alana ayrilacak araziyi
genisletmek i¢in buradaki 6zcl konutlar yiktirdigini aktarmak-
tadur. Erisum, Assur Tapmag hakkinda sunlan yazdirmistir:

O tapinagimn adh “Yabani Boga”, kapinin adi “Koruyucu
Tanrica®, kilidin ad1 “Gigli Ol!” ve esigin adi “Dikkatli
Ol!™ (Grayson 1987: 20).

Tapinagin ve kutsal alan olusturan unsurlarin canh oldugu-
na ve hatta hissedebilme vetisine sahip olduguna inanmilmak-
taydi. Tapiak yapisi ve burada kullamilan nesneler, ingaat
ustalari, marangozlar, metal esya yapimcilan, kuyumcular,
katipler gibi uzman zanaatkarlar tarafindan tretilmis ve ba-
kimlar: yapilmistir. Bu tapinak zanaatkarlan, Tanr Assur’un
ve kentte tapimilan diger tanrilarin heykellerinin bicimlen-
dirilmesi ve ayaga kaldinlmasindan da sorumludur, Kentin
esas hitkiimdan olan Tanri Assur, tarihin hicbir doneminde
Assurlular tarafindan ibadet edilen tek tann olmamasina rag-
men halk icin her zaman 6zel bir yere sahip olmustur.

MO 18. yiizyildan itibaren, Assur kenti yine biiyik bolge-
sel devletlerin egemenligi aluna girmis, ancak kendine 6zgu
kaltdirel kimligini gagla bir bigcimde korumaya devam et-
mistir. Kentin en taninmis iki yabanc hitkiimdarindan biri,
cgemenlik surdiigni donemde yerilen (Galter 2002-5), ancak
daha sonraki Assur krallar tarafindan kurgusal bir ata ola-
rak kabul edilen (Yamada 1994) Samsi-Adad ve tuniinii Co-
dex Hammurabi olarak bilinen yasalarina borg¢lu olan Babilli
Hammurabi'dir (Charpin 2012).

Orta Assur Dénemi:

Assur Kralhigrnin Ortaya Cikis:

Assur'un buytik siyasi olusumlarin biinyesinde bir kent devieti
olarak yasami, kentin tizerinde en son egemenlik kuran ve As-
surlularca Hanigalbat olarak bilinen Mittani Devleti’nin MO
14. ytizyilda diisiise gecmesiyle sona ermistir. Bu stirecten do-

at the city. At no point was Asfur the enly deity wor-
shipped by the Assyrians although as their true over-
lord, he alwavs held a very sped ial |n-‘\\ilir-“ meleed,
Fram the 18" century BC onwards, the city of
\#ar came again under the direct control of larges
regtonal states bul retained a strong cultiral dentity,

Its most Famous foreign ralers were Samsi-Addu, whe

wasreviled atvthe tme (Galier 2002-5) but afterwards
adopted as an imaginary ancestor by the later Assyr
ran kings (Yamada 1994), and Hammuorabl of Baby-
lon, best known for the ]r.‘-':"]\'|.|ll\:' collection of the

Codex Hammurabi (Charpin 2012

The Middle Assyrian Period: The
Emergence of the Kingdom of Assyria
I'he age of the city-state embedded in larger political
structures ended when ASsur's last sovereign power
Mittani (Hanigalbat to the Assyrians) went into de-

cline in the 14" century BC. The rulers of AfSur used

the power vacuum to establish their city as the centre
of a territorial state that soon came to incorporate
mast of what is teday northern lrag. Asfur-uballin

| was the first ruler 1o adopt the title of king (Faist
2000: 16-18). Since then, Assyria, or the “Land of
Asiur”, as it was known then., was conceived as a terri-
torial state and a hereditary monarchy. But as betore,
the Assyrian roler was consicered AsSur's human
agent, invesited by the deiv's grace with the power
o vitle, and at the same time also hiz head jar it:rel,
lending him religious as well as political authorivy.
All Assyrian kings without exception were members
of one parucular tamily originally from the city ol
Ad8ur, regardless of whether they had been appoint
ed crown prince and inherited the crown or whethes
they had taken the throne as usurpers (Radner 2010:
26-27). The realm became soon the dominant powes
of northern Mesopotamia, as Assyria defily played
the game of international diplomacy, carelully navi-
gating relntions with states like Babylonia and Egypt
o turther s own ends.

The wiangle between Asfur, Nineveh and Arbela
constituted the heartland of a state that subsequendy
poverned much of the Middle East. Whenever re-
Fions were integrared as provingces, their inhabitancs
were counted as “Assyrians”, |II.H'I|“t'|:| :|rl<_-ui-.-:_‘||1 ally by
Ltheir contribution 1o the ‘.\o'|.]'~'.1:1l|n|1 L;'{ni ASsur, By the
lage 13 century BC, Assvria controlled most of Mit-
tani’s former holdings (Tenu 2009), and the borders
of the kingdom reached in the west the Euphrates
and m the north the Upper Tigris, A cadet line of the
roval family was given the hereditary office of King
of Hanigalbat (Cancik-Kirschbuum 1999; 220-221),
the Assyrian designanon for Mittant, and vuled the
western part of the kingdom, quite possibly residing
in the city of Dur-Katlimmu on the Khabur river.

In the south and novchwest, Assyria asserted i
sl !:n'rllru'.:ll‘- and on the baulelicvld over its mamm
compeatitons the Babvionian and Hittite Lll.l,;-l-'-nn.
In the late 13" century, the Assyrian king Tukult-
Ninurta | crushed the Hittite woops in the Battle
of Nihiriva (possibly Kazane Hoyak) on the Balikh
river and changed the pelitical balance irrevocably
in Assyrin's favour (Cancik-Rirschbaum 2008), Later,
lie defeated the Babylontan king Kastiliasa in battle

and brought him and his court as hestages to Assyvria
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while he himself took on the title of King of Babylon
{(Yamada 2003). After the aged Tukulti-Ninurta was
mutdered by his sons, the main line of the Assyrian
house caused its own extinction in the course ol a
lengthy struggle for power that saw three of the as-
sassinuted ruler's sons take the throne lor brief pe-
rinds of time. But despite these inner problems, the
kingdom of Assyria prevailed, now under the rule of
the western cadet line of the royal house (Cancik-
Kirschbaum 1299). The office of King of Hanigalbat
was abolished

When Babyloniaand Hatti weakened and, in the
latter case; completely disintegrated dunng the time
of the great migrations marking the end of the Late
Bronze Age from about 1200 BC onwards, the politi-
cal and social organisation ef then former tervitories
changed drastically. Assyria, too, incurred great ter-
ritaorial losses in the 11" century BC although the
kingdom at first was able to hold off artacks. To a
certain extent, Tiglath-pileser 1 (1114-1076 BC) was
able to exploit the werkness of his rivals in Babvlonin
and Anatolia as he campaigned successfully in these
regions but also Assyria was beleaguered. According
to his mscriptions, Tiglath-pileser repelled an mva-
ston of the Mushki people (us the Assyrians called
the Phrygians), who had come down from the Uppe:
Tigris region into the Mesopotamian lowlands i his
accession year, and later on crossed the Euphirates 28
times to-engage the Aramaeans in battle, preventing
them from entering Assvrian territory (Fig. 5). But
some were already successful, as chronicle texts show
which mention famine and the dispersal of Assyrian
settiements (Baker 2014: 20). Uinder Tiglath-pileser’s
successors, the Upper Tigris valley, the regions east
of the Euphrates and along the upper reaches of the
Lower Zab in Iragi Kurdistan were lost.

The loss of direct termtorial control over the west
ernand eastern parts of the kingdom and the result
ant changes in the regional political setup resulted in
specific local responses which on the basis of texrual
sources and archaeological exploration can be besi
analysed for the Khabur region in northeastern Syria
(Kithne 2009; Pongratz-Leisten 2011: Novak 2013)
Recent discoveries help to bring this period of transi-
tion to light also in the Upper Tigris valley (Radner,
Schachner 2004: 115-118; Matney 2013) and on the
Lower Zab (Pappi 2012: 601-608; Soldl # al 2018)
Butl absolute control was maintained over its well
protected heartland, without any significant threats
o the Assyrian monarchy and the kingdom's admin-
istrative and ideological strucrure

I'hronghomt that rime, all Assyrian subjects had
to participate jointly in the care for the god Astur.
In this way, the realm was delined as the commu-
nity of Agsur's warshippers. [t was the privilege and
duty of the servams of AfSur w pro ide their god
with regular sacrifices that were presented to ham in
the form of a daily feast (Manl 2013). Sheep, cattle
and poultry and other ingrediens fos these meals
namely barley, wheat, emmer (hulled wheat), sesame,
honey and seasonal fruit including .ll}lj]--\ unel fips
were periodically delivered from all regions of has do-
minion o the sanctoary, These ingredients were not
especially rare and could easily have been procured

by other means, That they had to be provided, in rela

gan iktidar boslugundan yararlanan Assur hiikiimdarlari, kisa
stirede kenti bugtinki Kuzey Irak topraklarinin biiyik kismim
kapsayan bir bolgesel devletin merkezi haline getirirler. I. As-
sur-uballit, kral unvamini kullanan ilk yoneticidir (Faist 2010:
16-18). Bu donemden itibaren Assur Kralligi, ya da metinlerde
anildig sekliyle “Assur Ulkesi”, bir bolgesel devlet halini alir
ve yonetim bicimi verasete dayanan kralliga déntisir. Fakat
daha 6nce oldugu gibi, Tanr Assur’un yerytziindeki temsilci-
si olduguna inanilan ve yonetme giicini tanrinin inayetinden
alan Assur hitkiimdari, ayni1 zamanda Assur’'un basrahibi de
oldugundan hem dini hem de siyasi otoriteyi elinde bulundu-
ruyordu. Ister veliaht prens olup miras yoluyla tahta hak kazan-
mis olsun, ister zorla yonetime el koysun istisnasiz butin Assur
krallan1 kokeni Assur kentine dayanan tek bir ailenin iiyesi
sayilmiglardir (Radner 2010: 26-27). Assur krallarimin ulusla-
rarast diplomasi oyununu ustalikla oynayip Babil ve Misir gibi
biiyak devletlerle iliskilerini kendi emelleri dogrultusuna ce-
virmeyi basarmalar sayesinde Assur Devleti, kisa siire ig¢inde
Kuzey Mezopotamya'nin baskin giicli haline gelmistir.

Assur, Ninive ve Arbail arasindaki tiggen, daha sonra
Ortadogu'nun biyiik kismini ydnetecek olan bu devletin ana-
yurdunu olusturuyordu. Egemenlik altina alinan bolgeler,
devletin yeni eyaletlerine donastiiriildigiinde bu bolgelerin
yerlesik halk: da Assurlu sayihiyordu ki bu tanimlama ideo-
lojik olarak devletin yeni mensuplarinin da Tanr1 Assur'un
ibadetine katkida bulunmalarina dayandirilarak mesrulasu-
rilmist. MO 18, yiizyilin sonlarina dogru Assurlular, Hani-
galbat olarak adlandirdiklar1 Mittani'ye ait topraklarin biayuk
kismim ele gecirmis (Tenu 2009) ve kralligin sinirlar batida
Firat boylarindan kuzeyde Yukar: Dicle’ye dek ulagmisti, Bu
donemde, kralivet sitlalesinin bir koluna, kalitsal bir makam
olan Hanigalbat Krali unvam verilmis (Cancik-Kirschbaum
1999: 220-221) ve kralligin bausi biiytik olasihikla Habur Neh-
ri izerinde yer alan Dur-Katlimmu kentinde ikamet eden bu
yoneticinin sorumlulugu altina girmisti.

Assur Kralhgi, giineyde ve kuzeybatidaki baghca rakipleri
olan Babil ve Hitit kralliklar: karsisinda siyasi ve askeri alanda
fistiinlik saglamistir. MO 13. yiizyihin sonlarina dogru Assur
krali I. Tukulti-Ninurta, Balih Nehri Gizerinde, muhtemelen
Kazane Hoyiik'te meydana gelen Nihiriya Savagi'nda Hitit or-
dularimi bozguna ugratmis ve bolgenin siyasi dengesi geri do-
niilemeyecek bicimde Assurlularin lehine degismisti (Cancik-
Kirschbaum 2008). Daha sonra, Babil krali Kastiliasu’yu da sa-
vasta yenilgiye ugratan Assur kral, Kastiliasu'yu ve maiyetini
rehin alip Assur topraklarina sirmaus, kendisini de Babil Kra-
i ilan etmisti (Yamada 2003). Yaslanan Tukulti-Ninurta'nin
kendi ogullar tarafindan éldiirtilmesinin ardindan, suikasta
ugrayan huktmdarin ii¢ oglu da kisa sireligine tahta citkmis
ve kardesler arasindaki uzun sireli taht mucadelesi Assur
Hanedanimin asil soyunun kendi neslini tiiketmesiyle so-
nuclanmisti, Ancak, bu i¢ sorunlara ragmen, Assur Kralligi
bolgedeki siyasi gucuni bu kez kraliyet ailesinin bat1 kolunun
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egemenligi altinda strdirmigtii (Cancik-Kirschbaum 1999). tively small quantities but regularly, from all across
Bu dénemde Hanigalbat Krali makami da feshedilmisti. ' pc —
MO 1200 yillarindan itibaren, Son Tung Cagr'nin sonunu _ ! ; : _
belirleyen biiytik goclerle beraber Babil ve Hatti tilkelerinde \ &1t - . e co .I , oil
siyasi otorite zayiflamis ve hatta Hitit Imparatorlugu tama- pressers
men parcalanmis, sonug olarak bu boélgelerin siyasi ve sosyal
organizasyonu buytk olciide degismisti. Baslangicta saldiri- . _
lar1 savusturmakea basarih olunsa da MO 11. yazyilda Assur .y B — | o ol e
Kralligi'nda da bayuk ol¢ekli toprak kayiplar meydana gel- und celebration of d daily feast in honour of the deity
misti. MO 1114-1076 yillart arasinda hiikiim siiren 1. Tiglat- wits at the core of temple worship, they were natiirally
pileser, diizenledigi askeri seferler sayesinde Babil ve Anado- G P
lu’daki rakiplerinin zayifliklarindan bir nebze yararlanmay s : ) & |
basarmis olsa dahi, sonunda Assur topraklan da kusatilmigt. 004: Joannés 2018), as the dishes were called once
Yazitlarinda aktardigina gore, Tiglat-pileser, tahta ¢iktig yil thiey had been removed from the offering table, could
Yukar: Dicle bélgesinden Mezopotamya'ya inerek akin eden B o g g S
Muski kabilelerini geri piiskiirtmeyi bagarmis, ardindan da e ; :
Aramilerle savasmak icin Firat't 28 kez gecerek Ry .,l_.. der. re . is the earthly rep -.
Assur topraklarina girmelerini engellemisti af the god AsSur, naturally topped the list of recipi

epirs that incladed wemple statl and digniaries [rom

Fig. 5: (Fig. 5). Diger taraftan, kroniklerde kithktan

Birkleyn Cayi, I. Tiglat- . . s B acrass Lhe
Pnc_..,:,. kub‘immafmn ve Assur yerlesimlerinin dagilmasindan bahse-

yapildif kaya cephesi dilmesine bakilacak olursa, bu akinlarin kralli- asnsideralils distanees Tust e el & ingred

(Kabartma icin bkz. o .
Schachner, Orta Assur ga verdigi zararlar ortadachir (Baker 2014: 20). ents from which they had been prepared. It was niol

Fig. 6). Tiglat-pileser’in haleflerinin yonetimi altinda,
Yukar Dicle Vadisi, Firat'in dogusundaki bol- LB _ e _
geler ve Kuzey Irak’taki Kiacik Zap Suyu'nun e Posoiy e Ko R

Middle Assyrian Fig; 6) yukari boylar: kaybedilmistir. ian officials together and (o the god, no matter how

10 |
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Far away from his temple they were based. Even once
abandoned as the political centre in the 9" century
B, the city of ASSur never lost its fundamental ideo-

logical imporiance.

The Neo-Assyrian Period: The Creation
of an Empire
In the political discourse of the 10" century BC, the
Alamaeans, one of the populations attested on the
move in the sources of 11" century BC, were cast in
the role of the destructive intruders, whose unlaw-
fully Suatched tervitories must be absorbed back into
the kingdom of Assyria, their rightful owner. Its in-
ner stability and the realm’s comparatively large
extent, greatly exceeding the new neighbour states
gave the kingdom an advantage in the subsequent
wars of conquest. Dedicated military campaigns be-
gan in the 10 century under Assur-dan 11 (934-912
BE) and especially his son Adad-nerari 11 (911-89]
BO), when contemporary Assyridn sources promi-
pently cite the duty to recreate the lost realm and to
rescue those Assyrians who had been left behind the
retreating borders (Grayson 1991: 151-162).

By the mid-9" century BC, Assyria’s former max-

mum extent had been re-established, But whereas

mh

Assyria’s extent mirrored it boundaries in the 12

gentury BC, its role in the wider region was mark
edly different (Radner 20014 1035-108). Assyria was
no loneer surronnded by states of comparable size
and manpower but by much smaller principalities,

The migrations at the end of the Bronze Age that
had led to a temporary reduction of Assyria’s size
e seen the end of its farmer peers, including the
Hittite state, the New Kingdom of Egypt and the

kingdom of Babylonia. Once Assvria had reclaimed

the territories it had lost, primarily in the west and
north of the core area, it exceeded in extent and
manpower its neighbours many times over, I the
territory of modern Turkey, the following provinces
were established (Radner 2006a: nos. 12, 14, 18, 2§,

24,96, 28, 32)

B398 BC: Ragumatn, prabably the region around

Viransehir

896 BC: Nasibina, madern Nusaybin, and the
surrounding region

885 BC: Sahuppa, the region west of Cizre,

882 BC: Tushan, modern Ziyaret Tepe near Bis
mil, and the surrenmding region

866 BC: Amedi, modern Divarbakin, and 1l
surrounding region,

856 BC: Harran nmear Sanhuria and the s
rounding region, fivst w8 the northern parl of
the Border March of the General (tortanu), later
in the 8" century BC as a separate provinee (Fig
G)

#8505 BC: the southern part of Sirnak provinee
around Silopi and Uludere, as the Border March
Of the Treasurey (masenn

The military success ol the re -G est allowed the
Assyrian king to assume the role of hegemon over the
neighbouring states. Moreover, the ereation of 4 new
capital city at Kalhu (modern Nimrad) during the

£ f e ko L 1 Ol i M
reien of Assurnasirpal 11 (B83-854 BC) reconlipured
5 |

Kralhigin, bati ve dogu kesimleri tzerindeki dogrudan
kontroliiniin kayb: ve bolgesel siyasi diizende meydana gelen
degisikliklerin sonuclari, her bélgede kendine 6zgi tepkiler
dogurmustur. Bu boélgeler arasinda, yazili kaynaklara ve ar-
keolojik aragtirmalara dayanarak en iyi incelenebilecek olani,
Ruzeydogu Suriye’deki Habur bolgesidir (Kihne 2009; Pong-
ratz-Leisten 2011; Novak 2013). Ayrica, yeni arastirmalar bu
gecis doneminin Yukan Dicle Vadisi'nde (Radner, Schachner
2004: 115-118, Matney 2013) ve Asag1 Zap boylarindaki (Pap-
pi 2012: 601-608; Soldt vd 2013) yansimalarina da 1sik tutar.
Diger taraftan, Assur monarsisi ve kralligin idari ve ideolojik
yapisi kayda deger bir zarar gérmemis, kralligin mazbut ana-
yurdunda mutlak kontrol strekliligini korumustur.

Biitiin bu zaman boyunca, tiim Assur halki Tanr: Assur’un
bakimina beraberce katilmak zorundaydi. Bu minvalde, kra-
liyetle yonetilen tlkeler ve toplumlar Assur’a ibadet eden-
ler toplulugu olarak tanimlanmaktaydi. Tanri Assur'un
hizmetkarlar icin, her giin dizenli bir bicimde Assur’a ada-
nan golenlerde kurbanlar sunmak bir ayricalik ve gorevdi
(Maul 2013). Koyun, sigir ve kiimes hayvanlarimin yani sira,
tanriya sunulan bu ziyafetlerde yer alan arpa, bugday, kabuk-
suz bugday (emmer), susam, bal, elma ve incir gibi mevsim
meyveleri ve diger besin maddeleri kralhigin egemenlik ala-
mindaki bolgelerin hepsinden diizenli olarak tapinaga gon-
derilmekteydi. Bu sunularin pek de ender rastlanmayan ve
kolaylikla baska yollardan da tedarik edilebilecek besin mad-
deleri olmalar dikkat gekicidir. Nispeten kiictik miktarlarda
ama duzenli olarak, kralligin dért bir yanindan ve bazen ¢ok
uzak mesafelerden saglanmis olmalar lojistik olarak mantiga
aykiridir; ancak, bu uygulamanin ideolojik 6nemi son derece
biiytiktiir. Besin maddeleri Assur’a ulastuktan sonra kasaplar,
firincilar, bira ve yag treticileri gibi tiimt erkek olan tapinak
gorevlileri malzemeleri isler ve daha sonra Tanri Assur’a su-
nulacak yemekleri hazirlard:, Belki ilk bakista, mutfak go-
revlilerinin rahiplik makaminin alisilageldik cagrisitmlariyla
bagdasurilmasinin gic oldugu distintlebilir; ancak, tanri-
nin adina yapilacak ginlik solenlerin torensel hazirhiginin ve
bu kutlamalarin tapinaktaki ibadetin ozina olugturdugu géz
oninde bulundurulursa, bu yetkililerin dogal olarak ruhban
sinifina mensup oldugu anlasilabilir.

Tanrilarin yemeklerini koklayarak tikettiklerine inanildi-
gindan, soélen Bittiginde sunak masasindan kaldirilan yiyecek-
ler Assur'un ziyafetinden “artan yemekler” olarak addediliyor
ve tekrar dagitilabiliyordu (Parpola 2004; Joanneés 2013). Artan
yemeklerden hangilerinin kimlere dagitilacag: kat1 bir proto-
kole gore belirlenmisti ki et par¢alari en seckin payda olarak
kabul edilmekteydi. En basta dogal olarak Tanr Assur’un yer-
yuziindeki temsileisi kabul edilen Assur hitkiimdar: olmak tize-
re, ziyafetten pay alanlar arasinda tapinak gorevlileri ve eyalet
valileri gibi yiiksek riitbeli memurlar yer aliyordu. Yemeklerin
bu memurlara ulastirilabilmesi icin, daha énce hazirlanma-
larinda kullanilan besin maddeleri gibi, uzak mesafelere ta-

11

THE ASSYRIANS: Kingdom of the God Agsur from Tigris to Taurus



ASSUR KENTI VE ASSUR KRALLIGI TARIHINE GENEL BAKIS

sinmalar gerekiyordu. Bu tanrisal sélenden nasiplenmek bir
nimet addedildiginden yiyeceklerin artik tazeliklerini yitirmis
olmalar: sorun tegkil etmiyordu. Assur'un yemegini bu sekilde
paylagmak biiytik bir ayricalikti ve bu uygulama tapinaktan ne
kadar uzakta olurlarsa olsunlar Assurlu yetkilileri birbirlerine
ve tanriya baghyordu. MO 9. yiizyilda bir siireligine sivasi mer-
kez olmaktan cikmasina ragmen Assur kenti, hicbir zaman asli
ideolojik onemini kaybetmedi.

Yeni Assur Donemi:

Bir Imparatorlugun Yaratilma Siireci

MO 11. yilizyihn yazili kaynaklarinda gocebe topluluklardan
biri olarak amlan Aramiler, MO 10. yiizyilin siyasi soylemin-
de karsimiza tahripkar istilacilar olarak cikar. Dénemin yazih
kaynaklarinda, Aramilerin haksizca ele gecirdikleri toprak-
larin onlardan geri alinip bu topraklarin hakl sahibi Assur
Kralhigina geri kazandirilmasi gercktigi vurgulanmstir,
Kralligin i¢ istikrar ve yeni komsusu oldugu devletlerin bo-
yutlarim katbekat asan simirlarinin genisligi, daha sonraki
fetihlerde de kralliga Gistiinliik saglamistir. MO 10. yiizyilda,
bir yandan II. Assur-dan’in (MO 934-912) hiaktamdarlig: za-
maninda baslayan azimli askeri seferler, oglu Adad-nirari'nin
(MO 911-891) yonetimi alunda da tiiom hiziyla devam etinis,
diger taraftan donemin yazih kaynaklarinda da sikhikla kay-
bedilen topraklam geri kazanip Assur’un kralligim bastan
yaratmanin ve gerilemis sinirlarin 6tesinde mahsur kalan As-
surlulari kurfarmanin gerekliliginin bir goérev oldugu vurgu-
lanmistir (Grayson 1991: 131-162).

MO 9. yiizyilin ortalarinda Assur Kralligi, daha 6nceki en
genis sinirlarina tekrar kavusmustu. Fakat Assur alkesinin
boyutu MO 12. yiizyildaki sinirlarmi yansitsa da kralhigin bu
smurlarin 6tesindeki genis cografyada tistlenecegi rol belirgin
bicimde degismisti (Radner 2014: 105-108). Assur artik kendi-
siyle kiyaslanabilir boyutlara ve insan giiciine sahip devletler
tarafindan degil, daha kiicik beylikler tarafindan cevrele-
niyordu. Tun¢ Cagi'min sonunda Assur'un smrlarinin gegi-
ci olarak daralmasina yol acan gogler, Hitit Imparatorlugu,
Misir'in Yeni Krallik siilalesi ve Babil Kralhig1 da dahil olmak
iizere eskiden dengi olan siyasi giiclerin sonunu getirmisti.
Assur Devleti, 6zellikle ¢ekirdek bolgesinin bausinda ve kuze-
yinde kaybettigi topraklari geri aldiginda, sinirlarinin genis-
ligi ve insan guch agisindan komsularindan fersah fersah ileri
duruma gelmisti. Bugiin Turkiye simirlar icinde kalan top-
raklarda sirastyla asagidaki eyaleter kuruldu (Radner 2006a:
no. 12, 14, 18, 23, 24, 26, 28, 32):

- MO 898: Rakamatu, olasilikla Viransehir civarindaki
bolge.

- MO 896: Nasibina, bugiinkii Nusaybin ve ¢evresi.

- MO 885: Sahuppa, Cizre ilgesinin bansindaki bolge.

- MO 882: Tushan, Bismil yakinindaki Ziyaret Tepe ve cev-

resi.

12

ilso Assyria's inner political organisation dirastically
and in the King's favour, The move away from Adsun
to Kalhu was a deliberate act of emancipation from
the god Assur whose temple remained the nucleus
of the Assyrian stite. But at Kalha, the king had no
rival m importance and prominence, mirmored by
the fact that the vroyal palace is by far larger than the
sturraunding temples while at ASur, the god’s temple
15 of course the dominant strocture in the entive citv,
Beyond that, a sustained and extensive programmnie
of reloc abing us popuianons o best serve state in-
terests boosted the entire Assyrian heartland's eco-
nomic and cultural position in the wider region Fhe
state in the resultant form s today called the “Assyr
ian Empire”

A central strategy for achieving the state’s cohs
sion saw, after a ||r-n"1|u| of transition in the 9" cen
tiry BC, the total abolishhment of local dynasties in
the newlv integrated |II!I\i]|"r'.‘G and their replace-
ment with governors without hereditary claims from
the core region (Radner 2011h: 559-361). Whenever
a new king ascended to the throne. he assigned all
state offices anew, incloding posts as governors and
ambassadors. He could either veappaint his prede-
cessors’ officials or make new choices. The officials
all received a copy of a signet ring engraved with the
universally recognised imperial emblem: the king
slaying & rampant lion (Radoer 2008; 487-490), This
ring served as a svmbol of their office and asa toal to
act in the king's stead. It enabled them (o issue com-
munds in the king's stead while stressing that they
were his men. Bound by loyalty oaths. the officials
allegiance 1o the King was further protected by the
fact that from the 9" centry BC onwards, many of
them were ennuchs, whose family links had been sev.
erechand replaced by the patronage of the roval fam
ily. Eunuchs were the preferred choice for the highest
administrative and military appointments, at the ex-
pense of the members of the old urhan elites. Thei
sterility also effectively prevented the emergence ol
new local dynasties and moreover avoided competi-
tion with the royal clan. No state office but that of the
king was hereditary

I'he client siates, siretching from modern lsrael
to western Iran, continued to be ruled by local dy-
nasts who were bound to the Assyrian king by oath
and treaty (Radner 2006b: 551-358), which often
included dynastic marriages. Assyria’s hegemony
was re-affirmed throughout the 9" and early BY
centuries BC through routine visits of allied rulers
and their delegations ar the imperial courtar Kalhu
but also by annoal campaigns of the Assyrian forces
mio the border regions. Although Assyria’s conirol
aver ils provinces was never in any danger, its he-
gemony over the Middle East came 1o be seriously
threawened by rwo rival powers over the course of
the Tirst halfl of the 8" century BC. Urartn was based
just across the mountain barrier of Taurus and Za-
gros in castertn Turkey, Armenia and northwestern
Iran while Kush was much further away, centred on
Sudan and Upper Egypr, but with a pronounced ap-
petite for a gquiring control over the Eastern Medi-
terranean. In the presence of these sirong and per-
suasive alternatives, the loyalty of the client Kings to

their Assyrian overlord was not always guaranteed.
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Portraying themselves as the hews of the New King
dom ol Egypt, the rulers of Kush (Lohwasser 2014)
attempted (o gain control over all regions previousl

under New Kingdom dominion, which had i

the southern Levant. Urartu (Salvim 2014)
ather hand, achieved control over the Cancasus pas
sages into Anatohia and lran, and its strong geopo
litical position gave it much influence over the states
in these regions. Urartu started to explore ways, by
military and diplomatic means, 1o dominate the

Euphrates passage from Anatolia into Syvia and the

maountain passes linking Western lrun with Meso
potamia, unsettling Assyria's hold over the long

distance network.

In 764 BC, the year of his accession, ASsur-
nerari V (7564-745) losi a key confrontaton with
Urarty in a pitched battle fought in northern Syria

(Fuchs 2012: 140, 153-1564), most likely in the ter

ritory of Assyria’s Jong-standing client state Arpad
There was no Urartan invasion and Assvria did not
lase any directly controlled erritory, but the defeal
seems (o have paralysed Assyra for a decade. Assu

nerari was eventually ousted in @ putsch thar staried
at Kalhu (Zawadzki 1994), the seat of roval power,
with the support of some of the lighest staie cad-
res, including the governors of ASsur and Kalhu
Many ather governors and high-ranking state offi-
cials were replaced, in all likelihood because they
had been executed alter the successtul usurpation

isolatiomist [areign policy

I sharp contrast to the
of previous years, the new leadership under king

Tiglath-pileser IT1 (744-727), a son ol AsSur-nerari

embarked on a decades-long on all frontiers ol

sy
the Assynan state against formes
that had proven te be too receptive to Urartian o)
Kushite overtares. or powers like Damascus and Bit-

Yakit in the south of Babyloniz that had grown pow-

crful themselves. Alter an initial clash with Urartu
in 748 BC, again in the rerritory of Arpad, direct
canfrontations with the northern rival were avoided

but there were many wars i-'.-!,jn;u‘-,'.

client kingdoms

- MO 856: Amedi, bugiinkii Diyarbakir i &

Guintimiizde Harran
{Foto: K. Koroglu).

ve cevresi.

- MO 856: Harran, Sanhurfa yakinin-
daki Harran ve cevresi; 6nce Gene-
ralin (turtanu) sinir bélgesinin kuzey
kesimi olarak, ardindan MO 8. yiiz-
yilda ayn bir eyalet olarak (Fig. 6).

— MO 850'li yillar: Sirnak ilinin giiney kesiminde Silopi ve
Uludere civarlari, Haznedarin (masennu) sinir bolgesi
olarak.

Kaybedilmis topraklarin yeniden fethiyle ortaya konulan as-
keri basarilar Assur kralini komsu devletler izerinde egemen
konuma tasidi. Dahast, II. Assurnasirpal (MO 883-859) done-
minde Kalhuw'da (bugiinkiit Nimrud) yeni bir bagkent kuru-
larak kralligin siyasi ic orglitlenmesi de kralin lehine bastan
asag yeniden yapilandinldi. Baskentin Assur’dan Kalhu'ya
tasinmasi, tapinagt Assur Devleti'nin cekirdegini olusturan
Tanr1 Assur’dan kurtulus yontinde atilmus bilingli bir adimda,
Assur kentinde Tanri Assur'un tapinag tim sehre egemen
konumda iken, Kalhu'da inga edilen saray, adeta kralin éne-
mini ve énceligini yansitircasina, ¢evredeki tapinaklardan
cok daha bayiiktii. Bunun étesinde, devlet cikarlan gozetile-
rek planlanan uzun siireli ve kapsaml bir yeniden yerlestirme
programi ¢ercevesinde, kralhik topraklarinda yasayan halklar
teheir edilerek esas Assur anayurdunun bu genis cografyada-
ki ekonomik ve kultirel konumu giiclendirildi. Bu siirec sonu-
cunda ortaya ¢ikan devlet yapisi bugiin “Assur Imparatorlu-
gu” olarak adlandirilmaktadir.

MO 9. yiizyilda yasanan bir gecis déneminin ardindan,
devletin butiinligana saglamay: 6ngoren merkezi strateji so-
nucunda, yeni ele gecirilen eyaletlerin yerel hanedanlan ta-
mamen ortadan kaldirilmis ve devlet merkezi tarafindan bu
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eyaletlere hichbir kalitsal yonetim hakkina sahip olmayan vali-
ler atanmigtir (Radner 2011b: 359-361). Tahta ¢ikan her yeni
kral, valiler ve elciler de dahil olmak {izere titm devlet makam-
larina yeni memurlar atamigtir. Krallar zaman zaman ken-
dilerinden énce gorevde olan yetkilileri tekrar atamis ya da
yeni memurlar secmisglerdir. Tim devlet yetkililerine géreve
getirildikleri zaman imparatorlugun amblemi olan sahlanmis
bir aslani 6ldiren kral motifinin iglendigi bir mihir yizigin
verildigi anlasilmaktadir (Radner 2008: 487-490). Bu yiizik,
yetkililerin makamlarinin bir simgesi ve kral adina hareket
etmelerini saglayan bir aractur. Devlet memurlar1 bu mithir
sayesinde, kralin yetkilileri olduklarimi vurgulayarak kral adi-
na emir verme hakkin elde etmislerdir. Sadakat yeminlerinin
yant sira, devlet memurlarimin krala baghliklar1, MO 9. yuz-
yildan itibaren cogunun hadim edilerek aile baglarinin kopa-
rilmasi ve kralin himayesi altina girmeleri sayesinde gtivence
altina ahnmistir. Ozellikle en yiiksek idari ve askeri makamlar
icin, kentlerin kadim soylu ailelerine mensup bireylerden ise
hadimlar tercih edilmistir. Kisirliklar: nedeniyle soylarini de-
vam ettiremeyecek hadimlarin tercih edilmesinin en 6nem-
li nedeni, bu sayede kraliyet silalesine rakip olabilecek yeni
yerel hanedanlarin yikselmesinin énlenmis olmasidir. Sonug
olarak, krallik haricinde kalitsal olarak babadan ogula gecen
tek bir devlet makami bile birakilmamastir.

Bugiinkii israil'den Bati fran’a dek uzanan cografyadaki
vasal devletler, Assur kralina yemin, siyasi antlagmalar ve bir-
cok durumda oldugu gibi evlilik yoluyla bagh yerel hanedanlar
tarafindan yonetilmeye devam etmistir (Radner 2006b: 351-
358). Assur Imparatorlugunun egemenligi, MO 9. ve 8. yiiz-
yillar boyunca miittefiklerin yoneticileri ve elcileri tarafindan
Kalhw’daki imparatorluk sarayina yapilan diizenli resmi ziya-
retlerin yani sira, Assur ordusunun sinir bélgelere diizenledigi
seferlerle de gliclendirilmistir. Assur'un eyaletleri tizerindeki
otoritesi hicbir zaman tehlike altinda olmamakla beraber, MO
8. yuzyilin ilk yarisinda Ortadogu Gzerindeki hakimiyeti iki
buyk rakip gtic tarafindan ciddi bicimde tehdit edilmistir. Bu
iki siyasi giicten biri olan Urartu, Toros ve Zagros Daglari'nin
olusturdugu dogal sinirin hemen ardindaki Dogu Anadolu,
Ermenistan ve Kuzeybati Iran topraklarinda yer almaktaydi.
Diger giic Kus Kralhig: ise ¢cok daha uzaklardaki Yukari Mi-
sir ve Sudan’da bulunmakla beraber Dogu Akdeniz havza-
si uzerinde 1srarct hikimiyet kurma emelleri nedeniyle bir
tehlike teskil etmistir. Bu ghiclii ve ikna edici alternatiflerin
varhigi nedeniyle, vasallarin Assur hikiimdarina sadakatle-
rinin giivencesi zaman zaman tehdit altinda saglanmistir.
Kendilerini Misir'in Yeni Kralligimin mirascisi olarak goren
Kus hitkkiimdarlan (Lohwasser 2014), evvelce Yeni Krallik yo-
netimi altindaki tiim bélgeler tizerinde egemenlik kurmaya
cahgmiglardir ki Giiney Levant bu bélgelerden biridir. Diger
taraftan Urartu, Anadolu'ya ve Iran’a gecisi saglayan Kafkaslar
uzerindeki gecitleri kontrolii altina almis ve gliclii jeopolitik
konumu sayesinde bélgedeki devletler tizerinde haur sayilir
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The ensuing period of expansion ook up most of

the 2™ hall of the § the rei

century BC, during
of kings Tiglath-pileser [ and his sons Shalmaneser
V' (726-722) and Sargon 11 (721-705), and saw the an-
nexation of many former client states as provinces

I'he incorporation of these territories doubled the

directly controlled holdings of the Assyrian state,
now by far the geographically most extensive polity
of the Middle East and the Mediterranean. By 700
BC, Assyria’s provincial system included most of the

client states of the ninth century and stretched from

the Mediterranean shore to Hamadan in Iran, from

Cappadaocia to the Persian Gulf In the

territories
taken up by modern Turkey (Fig. 7)., the following
Assyrian provinces were established (Radner 2006a

nos. 135, 49, 52, 55, 57T, 58, 62):
738 BC: Kullania, modern Tavinat in the south-
ern Hatay, and the surrounding region.

c. 725 BC; Sam’alla, modern Zincirli in the west-

ern Gaziantep, and the surrounding region

£ 720 BG; Que; the region around Adana

(17 BU; Barkemish and the surrounding re-
gion

713 BO: Tabal in the region of Kayser!, Nevsehir
and Nigde; this provinee was lost again already
in 711 BC the only annexed '.:';_-'_i'JI [ ‘.t':._::'.ill
|||:|n'|:t'|‘|r51_'li--_'. h1¥] I]llli.L]'-.' after iis IHeTFrraton

inta the provincial system

711 BC: Margasu, modern Kahrainanmarag

and the sus r.":1l'.|||2.'..': regiomn.

708 BC: Samsat and the surrounding region, as

the Border March of the General of the Lef
hand Side (tartanu Sunely)

While the newly created provinces of the 8" century

BC were on the same level as the old provinces, all

were eclipsed in fmportance by the imperial centre
with the ‘1]-!'.1i'i|'\' between the seat of roval powet
and the rest of the empire ever-increasing The spoils
of war paid for the creation of two capital cities

first Dur-Sarmuken “Sargon's Fortress” ( Khorsabad)

(Fig. 8) during a brief period under Sargon IT and
then Nineveh from the reign of his son Sennach-
erib (T04-681 BC) onwards (Reade 2011). Sargon's

unexpected and ideologically problematic death on

the batileficld in Tabal, southeast of the Great Salt
Lake, meant that the city so intimately connected o
his persona (in name but also design; even its meas-
urements were¢ meant to encode the king's name)
was abandoned by his successor Sennacherily who re-
placed Dur-Sarriken as the seat of royal power with
the pragmatic choice of Nineveh. Based primarily on
location and long-distance braffic links, this city was
after the incorporation of the west into the provincial
system the obvious choice for the Assvrian Empire's
political centre. Nineveh was massively expanded
into a city of gigantic dimensions, without equal any
where in the empire: with 750 hectares enclosed by
fortilication walls it boasted double the area of the
already enormous cities of Kalhu (380 hectares) and
Dur-Sarruken (315 hectares).

Despite adding no new provinces to the Assyrian
state, Sennachertb had more people moved acrosy
the empire than any of his predecessors (or anv of
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his successors, for that matter). On the basis of his

inscriptions, he resettled close to halfa million peo-
PIt, and almeost half of them came from Babylonia
lﬁ}ded 14979;20-21). Many deportees (Fig. 9) were

testined for Nineyeh whose new size called for ad-

ditional settlers. The move to Nineveh and its en-

lrgement was accompanied by the comstruction of
Jm extensive neiwork of water reservoirs, canals and

agueducts (Ur 2005) designed to release the water

fiom some seasonal tributaries of the Tigris, which
only carry water after the spring snowmelt, gradu-
ally and all year round to Nineveh, guaranteeing
sufficient water supplies for the new megaciry and
its inhabitants.

In the T century BC, the Assyrian Empire was the
unrivalled political, cconomic and cultural power ol
the Middle East and the wider Eastern Mediterranean
region, But this period did not witness much territo-
lj-'i'al-_ga.in, as the political focus had again shifred back
tt exercising indirect control over allied states, The
Assyrian Empire influenced, and often dominated,

bﬁiﬁc&], cultural and égconomic affairs hetween Su-

din, inner Anawolia and central Iran. Even Lydia in

Waestirn Turkey was a client state under its king Gyges

Fig 7
Yeni Assur Donemi'nde Giineydogu Anadolu
(K. Kéroglu, H. Damigmaz, A, Tan),

Southeast Anatolia during the Neo-Assyrian Period
(K. Koroglu, H. Damgmaz, A, Tan).

bir etkiye sahip olimustur (Salvini 2014}, Urartu, Anadolu’dan
Suriye'ye gecisi saglayan Firat izerindeki gecitleri ve Bati Iran’
Mezopotamya'ya baglayan dag gecitlerini kontrol altina almak
adina diplomatik ve askeri yollara bagvurmus ve Assur’'un uzun
mesafeli ticaret aglan tizerindeki kontroliinii zorlastirmistir.
V. Assur-nirari (MO 754-745) tahta ¢ikugi yil, Assur ordu-
lar1 Urartularla tarihi énemi biiyiik bir catismada kars: kar-
siya gelir (Fuchs 2012: 140, 153-154). MO 754 yilinda Kuzey
Suriye'de ve bityiik olasilikla uzun zamandir Assur’a bagimh
bir vasal devlet olan Arpad’in topraklarinda gerceklesen bu
meydan savasinda Assur bir toprak kaybina ugramaz. Ancak,
Urartular Assur topraklarini iggal etmemis olsalar da bu sa-
vasta ugranilan yenilgi on y1l boyunca Assur’u felce ugratmis
gibi goriinmektedir. Bu savagi takiben, kraliyet merkezi olan
Kalhu'da baslayan ve Assur ile Kalhu valilerinin de aralarinda
bulundugu bircok ytiksek riitheli devlet gérevlisinin katildig:
bir komplo sonucunda Assur-nirari tahttan dustralar (Za-
wadzki 1994). Basariya ulasan bu darbenin ardindan, biiyiik
olasilikla idam edilmis bir¢ok yiiksek rutbeli devlet gorevlisi
ve valinin yerlerini yeni bir kadro almistir. Assur-nirari’nin
ogullarindan biri olan III. Tiglat-pileser’in (Mé 744-727) hi-
kiimdarhg1 hoyunca, énceki yillarin izolasyon taraftari dig po-
litikasina tam tezat teskil edecek sekilde, imparatorlugun tiim
sinirlarinda hem evvelce Assur'a bagimh olup Urartu veya Kug
ile yakinlagsmaya meyleden vasallar hem de Sam ve Babil'in
giineyinde yer alan Bit-Yakin gibi kendileri giiclenmeye bas-
lamis devletlere kargt onlarca yil siiren savaslara girisilir. MO
743 yihnda yine Arpad topraklarinda Urartu ile yaganan bir
catismanin ardindan kuzeydeki bu rakip ile dogrudan bir sa-
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vasa girmekten kacinilmig olsa da bir¢ok vekélet miicadelesi
yasanmisgtir.

Sonraki yillarda, ITI. Tiglat-pileser ile ogullar: V. Salmanas-
sar (MO 726-722) ve I1. Sargon'un (MO 721-705) hitkiimdarhg:
boyunca siiren genisleme dénemi, MO 8. yiizyihn ikinci yarisi-
min biytk bolimtnii kapsar ve bu dénemde 6nceden impara-
torluga bagh vasal devletlerin ¢cogu birer eyalet haline gelir. Bu
yeni bolgelerin imparatorluga katilmasiyla Assur Devletinin
dogrudan egemen oldugu topraklar ikiye katlamir ve boylece
Assur imparator?ugu Ortadogu'nun ve Akdeniz'in en etkili
siyasi giiciine déniisiir. MO 700’°e gelindiginde, 9. yiizyilin va-
sal devletlerinin cogu Assur'un eyalet sistemine dahil edilmis,
Assur'un egemenligi alundaki cografya Akdeniz kiyilarindan
Iran’da Hamadan’a ve Kapadokya'dan Basra Korfezi'ne uza-
nan topraklar: kapsar hale gelmistir. Bugiin Tiirkiye sinirlari
icinde kalan topraklarda (Fig. 7) sirasiyla su eyaletler kurul-
mustur; (Radner 2006a: no. 13, 49, 52, 55, 57, 58, 62):

~ MO '788: Kullania, Hatay'in giineyinde yer alan Tayinat
verlesimi ve cevresi.

- MO 725 (yak.): Sam'al, Gaziantep ilinin batisinda yer
alan Zincirli Hoytigt ve cevresi.

- MO 725 (yak.): Que, Adana ili civarindaki bolge.

— MO 717: Karkamis ve cevresi.

~ MO 713: Tabal, Kayseri, Nevsehir ve Nigde illerini kap-
sayan bolge. MO 711 yilinda kaybedilen bu bolge, eyalet
sistemine dahil edildikten sonra bu denli kisa siirede
tekrar bagimsizligina kavusan tek boélgedir.

—~ MO 711: Margasu, Kahramanmaras ili ve civari,

— MO 708: Samsat ve cevresi, Sol Tarafin Generalinin (tur-

tanu Sumely) simir bolgesi olarak.

MO 8. yiizyilda imparatorluga katilan yeni eyaletler eski eya-
letlerle es seviyede olmakla beraber, siirekli genislemekte olan
imparatorlugun tiim bu bolgeleri deger acisindan, kraliyet
guictinii barindiran imparatorluk merkezinin golgesindeydi.
Savas ganimetleri, iki yeni baskentin insa edilmesi icin har-
canmisti: Once I1. Sargon’un hitkiimdarligi sirasinda kisa sii-
religine kullanilan ve “Sargon'un Kalesi” anlamina gelen Dur-
Sarrukin (Horsabad) (Fig. 8) ve ardindan oglu Sanherib’in
(MO 704-681) hikiimdarhigindan itibaren kullanilan Ninive
(Reade 2011). Sargon'un, Biyiik Tuz Goli’'niin gineydogu-
sundaki Tabal’da, savas alaninda, beklenmedik bir anda ve
ideolojik acidan kusku uyandiran 6litmil, isminden tasarimin-
daki 6l¢iilere kadar her agidan kralin kisiligiyle bagdasik bas-
kentinin terk edilmesiyle sonuclanmisti. Kralin oglu ve ardih
olan Sanherib kraliyet merkezini Dur-Sarrukin’den cok daha
pragmatik bir secim olan Ninive've tasidi. Aslen konumu ve
uzak mesafeli yollarla baglants: nedeniyle tercih edilen bu
kent, bat1 bolgelerinin eyalet sistemine katilmasimin ardin-
dan Assur Imparatorlugu’nun merkezi olmak icin en elverisli

secimdi, Ninive genisletilerek imparatorluk icinde esi henzeri
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{(Fuchs 20010). Only ravely. if there was grave concern
by ."\.'ii'\li'i 5 CCOTNO. ||;l .|||-'| '-Il'lll'l[':' SECLITY, Were new
provinces established, In addition to the creanon of
the pravince of Sidon 1in modern Lebanon, Sennach
erib’s son and suceessor Esarhaddon (680-669) an-
nexed the Kingdom of Subria. a butfer state an the
Border with Livarti, and split it into the two final As-
syrian provinces (o be established on modern Turkish
territory (Radner 2006a; nos. 64, 66):

675 BC: Uppumn. the region east of the Batman

Cav around Lice

B75 BU: Kullimeri, the region west of the Bar

man Cay aronnd Batman.
Generally speaking, the Assyrian monarchy was
most vitlnerable at the moment when the |\.J||_!_',' died
or when he was considered too frail or otherwise un-
fit for rule (abdication was not an option), before
supreme power had formally been passed on to his
successor on the occasion of the New Year celebra-
tions (In March/April) at the ASSur temple in ASdur
Parricide and framicide did not disqualify from

kingship, and therefore succession wars are not in-

frequently attested. The obvious solution was to pre-
vent such conflicts from happening altogether by
cementing the succession betore the ruler’s death
At least by the 7 century BO, succession oaths im-
posed on the imperial subjects were designed to
:_"I::II antee ill;l' It:"'.' -'-}IIJ"III‘I‘."' CTOWIL !Il imnce Il‘-.'l‘.ll'l

eventually suceeed as King without epposition.

While earlier examples are known only [rom very
fragmentary manuseripts (Frabhm 2009: 1289-135),
the succession treaty imposed by Esarhaddon in 672
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Fig, 8

Dur-Sarrukin kentinin ug boyutlu ¢izimi.

THE CITY OF ASSUR AND THE KINGDOM OF ASSYRIA: HISTORICAL OVERVIEW

Thyee-cimensional rendering of the cliy ol

Dur-Sarruken (Loud, G

Altman, C. B., Khorsabac

L The Citadel tnd the Toun, Chic ago 1938, Gl ago
Udversity feess, P 1)
BC survives in at least nin copies lound in Kallia,
i Copy from Kullania (Tavinat io the Hatay) and a
fragment from Adiur, These manuscripts show how
the same treaty was used to hind both seare afficials
appoeinted by the King in the Assyvian provinees and
client rulers in the adjoining regions and interna
peripherica (Lauinger 2012), The tablets, which
were scaled with the seals of god A&Sur, wert et O
display in local shrines (like the one excavated in
Tayinat) where they were meant o be treated “like
agod", as the text of the treaty specifies. In this win
the god Adlur manifested itsell far away from his
[{'lll[_rlt' in Asiur and we have 1o duly Emphasise the
smportance of these sacred tablets lor Assyrian state
ideology and the cali 1 AT

A key strategy in asserting Assyrian power over
the client states was the attempt (0 combine frag-
meénted political landscapes wito larger regional
states, as attested e.g. in Babvlonia (Frame 1992
in Elam (Waters 2000), and in Egypt where L:
arthaddon’s and Assurbanipal’s backing of the local
dynasts of Sais resulted in reation of the 26
Bynasty (Perdu 20085). This policy was undonbiedly

olmayan devasa bir kent haline getirildi. Sur duvarlan icin-
de kalan kesimi 750 hektara ulasan bu kent, dénemin muaz-
zam biiytiklikteki kentleri olan Kalhu (380 hektar) ve Dur-
Sarrukin’in (315 hekuar) iki kau biyaklugundeydi.

Assur Devleti'ne yeni eyaletler kazandirmamis olsa da San-
herib kendisinden énce ya da sonra gelen krallara nazaran
imparatorluk icinde cok daha fazla insami yurtlarindan etti.
Yazitlarinda anlaulanlara gore, hemen hemen yarisi Babil
topraklarindan gelen yaklasik yarim milyon kisiyi tehcir ede-
rek baska bolgelere yerlestirdi (Oded 1979: 20-21). Siirgiinle-
rin ¢ogu, genisleyen boyutlar: nedeniyle yeni yerlesimcilere
ihtiya¢ duyulan Ninive kentine getirilmisti (Fig. 9). Ninive'nin
aldig gocler ve kentin genisletilmesiyle eszamanh olarak, su
depolama havuzlari, kanallar ve kemerli su yollarimi iceren
genis kapsamh bir sebeke tasarlanarak (Ur 2005), Dicle’nin
yalmizea karlarin eridigi bahar aylarinda akan mevsimsel kol-
lar1, bu mega kentin niiffusunun su ihtiyacim tim y1l boyunca
dengeli olarak saglayabilecek bicimde 1slah edildi.

MO 7. yiizyilda Assur Imparatorlugu, Ortadogu ve genis
anlamyla Dogu Akdeniz havzasinda rakip tanimayan en bii-
yuk; politik, ekonomik ve kiltiirel gii¢ haline gelmisti. Ancak
bu dénemde imparatorlugun sinirlart pek de genislemedsi;
cunkii bir kez daha miittefikler tizerinde dolayh yollarla bas-
ki kurmaya yénelik siyasi stratejilere doniildii. Assur Impara-
torlugu Sudan, ic Anadolu ve Iran’daki devletler arasindaki
politik, kiiltiirel ve ekonomik iliskiler tizerinde etkili oldu ve
hatta baski kurdu. Tiirkiye'nin batisinda yer alan Lidyalilar
bile krallar Gyges doneminde Assur'un vasal devleti haline
gelmisti (Fuchs 2010). Cok ender olarak, ancak Assur'un po-
litik ya da ekonomik giivencesini ciddi bicimde tehdit edecek
bir durum ortaya ¢iktiginda, yeni eyaletlerin olugturulmasina
basvuruldu. Bugiinka Libnan’da kurulan Sidon eyaleti hari-
cinde, Sanherib'in oglu ve ardih Esarhaddon (MO 680-669)
Urartu simininda yer alan Subria Krallgi'm imparatorluga
baglt bir tampon kralliga déniistiirdii. Subria topraklar: bo-
linerek iki eyalet haline getirildi ki bunlar imparatorlugun
bugiunkt Tirkiye sinirlar: icinde kalan topraklarda kurdugu
son iki eyalettir (Radner 2006a: no. 64, 66):

- MO 673: Uppumu, Batman Cay dogusunda Lice civarlari.
— MO 673: Kullimeri, Batman (Cay batisinda Batman ci-

varlari.

Bir genelleme yapacak olursak, Assur monarsisinin en sa-
vunmasiz oldugu zamanlarin, Assur’daki Tanm Assur
Tapinagi'nda mart/nisan aylarinda yapilan Yeni Yil kutlama-
lar1 sirasinda kralin yiice yonetim guiciiniin resmi olarak dev-
redilmesinden 6nce, kralin 61dagii ya da krallik yapamayacak
denli zayif diistiga anlar oldugunu goritiriiz. Taht terk etme-
nin bir se¢enek olmadig: bu kralhik ideolojisinde, baba ya da
kardes katli de tahta hak kazanmanin 6niinde bir engel tes-
kil etmedigi icin, veraset savaslarinin hi¢ de seyrek olmadigi

THE ASSYRIANS:; Kingdo

f the God AsSur from Tigris to

= 17

Tuurus



ASSUR KENTI VE ASSUR KRALLIGI TARIHINE GENEL BAKIS

gorulir. Dolayisiyla kral 6lmeden 6nce tahun virisini kesin-
lestirmek, olasi taht kavgalarimi énlemek icin gelistirilen bir
¢oziim olmustur. En azindan MO 7. ylzyildan itibaren tim
imparatorluk tebaasinin veliaht prensinin verasetini kabul et-
tigine dair ant icmesi zorunlu kilinarak olas: bir muhalefetin
ontline gecilmesi hedeflenmistir. Daha erken ornekler ancak
bolitk poérciik metinlerden bilinmekle beraber (Frahm 2009:
129-135), MO 672’de Esarhaddon tarafindan dayatilan vera-
set antlasmasinin en az dokuz kopyasi Kalhu'da, bir kopyasi
Kullania’da (Hatay'da Tayinat) ve bu metnin bir par¢as: da
Assur’da bulunmustur. Bu metinler, aymi antasmanin hem
kral rarafindan eyaletlere atanan devlet memurlarina hem de
kirsal kesimlerde ve komsu bolgelerdeki vasal krallara dayatil-
digini gostermektedir (Lauinger 2012). Tanr: Assur’'un mith-
rii ile mithiirlenen bu tabletler, Tayinat kazilarinda bulunan
Ornegin de ortaya koydugu gibi, yerel tapinaklarda sergileni-
yor ve antlasma metninde belirtildigi tizere bu tabletlerin “bir
tanri gibi” muamele gormesi bekleniyordu. Bu sayede uzak
diyarlarda Tanr Assur, Assur’'daki tapinagindan kendini gos-
termis oluyordu ki Assur devlet ideolojisinin yayilmasi ve im-
paratorlugun biitiinligiiniin saglanmas: acisindan bu kutsal
tabletlerin 6nemi son derece bityuktii.

Assur Devleti’nin vasal devletler tizerinde egemenlik kur-
mak i¢in kullandigi en etkili stratejilerden biri, Babil (Frame
1992), Elam (Waters 2000) ve Misir'da oldugu gibi kiciik
siyasi olusumlara bolinmiis arazileri biiyuk bélgesel devlet-
lere doniGstirme cabasiydi, C“)rneg‘in Misir’da, Esarhaddon
ve Assurbanipal'in deste§i sayesinde yerel Sais beyleri 26.
Hanedan’a doniistii (Perdu 2003). Kuskusuz bu strateji, yerel
gug dengelerini sadelestirerek Assur emelleri dogrultusunda
kolayca yonetilebilecek liderleri belirlemek icin gelistirilmisti.
Ancak, bu bélgelerde birligin tesviki ve hatta zorla kabul etti-
rilmesi, sonunda bu yerel giiclerin Assur Imparatorlugunun
cokiiy stirecine katkida bulunmasina ya da en azindan impa-
ratorlugun ¢okiistinden fayda saglamalarina da énayak oldu.

MO 670’1 yillarda Esarhaddon’un, krala ihanetle suclanan
veya suphelenilen devlet gorevlilerinin iki kez toplu infazin
emretmesi, Assur imparatorlugu'nun yavas yavas ilerleyen, sii-
riincemeli ¢okiis stirecinin ilk belirtileridir (Radner 2003). Bu
donemde, siyasi ve ekonomik giic buayiik dlcide kralin maiye-
tindeki gozdelerinin eline gecmis, eyalet valileriyse diglanmisg-
tr. MO 640’1 yillardan itibaren Misir gibi vasal devletlerin As-
sur hitkiimdarh@inin ellerinden sessizce kayip gitmesine goz
yumulmustur. Assurbanipalin (MO 668-627) uzun hitkiim-
darhg bitmek fizereyken meydana gelen bir veraset savasi,
imparatorlugu 620’li yillarda felce ugratms (Radner 2011b:
375) ve sonug olarak Assur'un kendi topraklar tzerindeki
egemenligi o kadar zayiflamisur ki, imparatorluk merkezine
bu denli yakin olan Babil bile bagimsizhigini ilan edebilmistir.

MO 616'dan itibaren, giineyden Nabopolassar yonetiminde-
ki Babil ordular: ve dogudan Kyaksares liderligindeki Med bir-
likleri tarafindan gelen iki yonli saldirilar, Assur'un cekirdek

designed o serve Assyrian interests by clarifying
and simplifying the power relationships and their
management. Yet promoting and even imposing
unification also swengthened (hese areas and al-
lowed them o contribute to, or at least profit from,
the collapse of the Assyrian Empire

Sympioms of a creeping and protracted decline
of the Assyrian Empire are evident since the G70s
BC when Esarhaddon twice ordered mass executions
among state officials guilty or suspected of reason
against the crown (Radner 2008). Much political
and ecomomic power came o be concentrated in the
hands of the king’s favourite courtiers while the gov-
ermnors of the provinceswere sidelined. Since the 6405
B, client states such as Egypt were allowed to quietly
slip out of Assyria's control. After a war of succession
in the wake of the very long reign ol Assurbanipal
(668-627 BC) had paralysed the realm in the G205 B(
(Radner 2011h: 375), Assyria’s grip over its holdings
weakened w the extent that nearby Babylonia could
gain independence

From 616 BC onwards, a two-pronged attack,
from the south by the Babylonian army under
Nahopolassar and from the east by the Median
troops under Cyaxares, completely destabilised the
Assyrian core region ( Joannes 2008; Melville 2009)
The conguest and sacking of Afur in 614 BC de-
stroyed the empire’s ideological nuclens, the temple
of the god AsSur, while the fall and ruination of Nin-
evelh in 612 BOC shattered the empive’s administrative
and political centre and left it a smouldering ruimn
I'he gruesome results of the excavations at some of
Nineveh's city gates showed that the bodies of the
fallen defenders hiad never been cleared away (Pick-
waith 2005). At Kalhu, bodies of 180 executed men
were dumped in a well providing the citadel with
drinking water (Oates, Oates 2001: 101), 103) and il-
lustrate a desire to destroy and spoil, rather than ap-
propriate, the Assyrian heartland. The core region
last, the re mupoants of the Assyrian army withdrew to
the western and northern part of the Empive where
fighting continued for several vears. Among other
sources, a recently excavated letter from Tushan (Zi-
varct Te pein thie E']r!.m Tgris valley) Hlustraces the
increasingly desperate fight for survival well (Parpo-
la 2008: 86-95), With the involvement of Babylonia,
the Medes, Egypt and the Northein Tranian state of
Mannea, the conflict was an interregional war that
destabilised the Middle East for two decades before
the Babylonian Empire emerged as the dominant

power and Assyriay hein

Fig. 9:

Lakis (Lachish) kentinden strgin
edilenleri gosteren kabartma

(@ Trustees of the British Museum).

Relief showing the deporiees from Lachish

I'rustees ol the British Museuin).
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bolgesinde istikrarin bozulmasiyla sonuclanir (Joanneés 2008;
Melville 2009), MO 614’te Assur kenti isgal edilip yagmalanir-
ken imparatorluk ideolojisinin cekirdegini olusturan Assur
Tapinagr'min da yikilmasinin ardindan, MO 612'de imparator-
lugun idari ve siyasi merkezi olan Ninive de diser ve yakilip y1-
kilir. Ninive kazilar: bu yrkimin dehset verici boyutlarim ortaya
koymustur; oyle ki, kentin bazi kapilarinda yapilan kazilarda
kenti savunurken dismius askerlerin cesetlerinin bile kaldinl-
madigt anlasilmisur (Pickworth 2005). Kalhu kazilarinda ise
infaz edilmis 180 erkegin cesetlerinin sitadelin i¢me suyu ku-
yusuna auldig saptanmisur (Oates, Oates 2001: 100, 103). Bu
bulgular istilacilarin amacinin Assur anayurdunu ele gecirmek
degil, yakip yikmak oldugunu gostermektedir. Anayurtlar
kaybedildikten sonra, Assur ordusundan geriye kalan kuvvet-
ler imparatorlugun bati ve kuzey bolgelerine cekilir ve savas
birkag yil daha devam eder. Diger kaynaklarin yan sira, Assur
Donemi'nde Tushan kenti olarak bilinen Yukarm Dicle Vadi-
si'ndeki Ziyaret Tepe kazilarinda bulunan bir mektup, giderek
artan caresizlik icinde hayatta kalma miicadelesini gozler onii-
ne sermektedir (Parpola 2008: 86-95). Kuzey Iran'da yer alan
Manna Kralligi, Medler, Misir ve Babil'in de dahil oldugu ¢ans-
malar tim Ortadogu’yu yirmi yil boyunca sarsan uluslararas:
bir savasa donfsiir; ta ki Assur'un mirasgisi ve bolgenin hikim
giicit olarak Babil Imparatorlugu’'nun ortaya ¢ikigina kadar.

Imparatorlugun Ardindan Assur Tarihi
imparatorlugun cokiligiiniin ardindan Assur anayurdundaki
nafusun bayik kismi Babil topraklarina yerlestirilir. Nabo-
polassar ve halefi Nebukadnezzar, bagkent olan Babil kentini,
Kalhu, Dur-Sarrukin ve Ninive gibi Assur’da yaraulan ilk or-
neklerle kiyaslanabilecek bir imparatorluk merkezine donits-
tartrler. Bundan sonra genis ¢capli ve masrafh sulama sistem-
leriyle tasinan igme suyu sayesinde yasanabilecek muazzam
Assur kentlerinin bakimini kimse fistlenmez. Boylece, bakimi
yapilmayan kanallar ve kemerli su yollar: harap olur ve bir
daha kullanilamayacak hale gelir. Assur Devleti’ni tekrar can-
landirma yolunda da hi¢bir adim atilmaz. Fakat bir “impara-
torluk” modeli ortaya koyan Assur Imparatorlugu'nun idari
teknikleri, ilerleyen caglarda genis bir cografvada ortaya ¢i-
kan bircok devlet tarafindan benimsenir ve kendilerine uyar-
lamr.

Ancak yine de Assur tarihi sona ermez (Radner 2017). Bir
yandan Assur tarihi sirgiinde devam eder. Giliney Babil top-
raklarindaki Uruk kentinde yasayan kiictik bir grup Assurlu
miilteci, MO 6. yuzyilda Tanri Assur'a adanmis kiigak bir tapi-
nakta ibadetlerini sitrdiiriirler. Hatta MO 2. ytizyilda kent Se-
leukos Imparatorlugu'nun egemenligi alundayken Assurlula-
ra ozgii bazi ayinlerin ve bilim dallarinin yasatldig goriilar.
Diger yandan, Assur kentinde Tanr1 Assur’un tapinag da MO
539 yilindan sonra, ¢cok kacik olcekli olmakla beraber, tekrar
kurulur. Kyros Silindiri'ne gore, bu tapmagin kurulmasina
Babil'i ele geciren Pers krali Bityiik Kyros izin vermistir:

20

Assyrian History after the Empire

Most of the Assyrian heartlands population was
rescttled m Babvlonia where Nabopolassar and his
successar Nebuchadnezzar vransformed their capiral
Babylon into an imperia] centre to rival its Assyrian
prototypes in Kallu, Dur-Sarruken and Nineveh. No
one took over the maintenance ol these cities whoss
enormous size and population could voly be upheld
with extensive and expensive regional irrigation
systems supporting the fresh water supply. Without
upkeep, canals and dlElll'l]m ts sool fell into decay,
never to be used again. No attempl was ever made
to re-establish an Assvinan state. However, the Assyr-
ian Empire 1!!'1!'\'jlli‘l.| a blueprint of "Empire” lor the
successor states 1n the wider ;r_'_r-_'.iun which .I']Hi.‘('.:l_':
and adapted many of Assyria’s adminisuative tech
nologies.

Assyrian history was not over, though (Radner
2017). On the one hand, it continued in exile, In the
southern B.‘qi)_\']nniun 0 ilj.- of Uruk, a group of Assyr-
ian f':-:11.||t'i:ﬂf"-. maintained io the 6™ century BC a
small shrine devoled 1o god ASuy, and much lates
in the 2" century BC, when the city was part of the
Seleuwcid i'-.lllp'ln- I\'E‘-i-.-| Assyrian traditions in cult
and s¢ h--!.\i'--]rz|n were still ]J;'.';:.'fl-ﬂl. And in AfSur,
the temple of its god was re-established after 539 BC,
albeit on a much more modest scale. According o
the Cyrus Cylinder 3.1.<.'-11::.>_ conguere d Babylonia,
Cyrus the Great, kin_-__; of Persia Hl'i\l!h‘n‘l !rn"tllli'w.-;inlli
to do 50

“From Babylon I sent back to their places, o
the sanctuaries across the river Tigris whose shrines
had earlier become dilapidated, the gods wlho lived
therein: to Abdur, Susa, Akkad, Einunna, Zamban,
Meturan, Der, as far as the border of Gutium (i.e
Zagros mountain range), | made permanent sanctu-

aries for them. 1 collected to

rether all of thei peo-

ple and retwmed them to their seitloments” (Cyrus
Cylinder, 1. 30-82. Edition: Finkel 2013a: 6-7; Finkel

Im this small shrine, documenis pertaining to the
god and his sanctuary from the early 2 millenninm
BC uniil its destruction in 614 BC were assembled
and demonstrate a keen awareness und appreciation
of the city's glorious past. In the 1" century AD, when
the city AiSur had found wealth and prominence as
4 trading centre in the kingdom of Hawra, the shrine
was again rebuilt on a monumental scale. The names
of its inhabitants still invoked the god Addur, al-
though they were linguistically Arabic; their inscrip-
tons were now written in Aramaic,

At that time, there was already a well-established
Christian community at Hawa, and perhaps Chris-
tanity was alko practiced in Adfur. In any case,
while the mew emple and ASSur’y cult fell victim to
the Sassamian conguest of the kingdom of Hatra in
about 240 AD, the Eastern Churches flourished sub-
sequently and loc al Christian traditions found new
roles for prominent Bgures and sites of Assyrian his-
tory, quite separnte from the information recorded
in the Bible, Hence, the city of Aur and King Sen-
nacherib appear m the legend of the fourth century
AD marovr Saint Belhinam (Novak, Younansardaroud
2002 who converted to Christianity after local holy

man Saint Matthew (in Aramaic, Mar Matta) had mi
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: |1|' healed his sister. Sennacherib was casi as
ham s roval father who ordered the prince’s ex
In turn, the king was strock by a disease and
cured when he agreed to be baptised by Saint
lew 1 the city of Adsar. Grateful, Sennacherib
'-'fmmdcd the monastery of Deir Mar Matta near
il.-one of the centres of the Maphnanare of the

st (e, the Syriac Orthodox Churches east of the
._ ATES 3.

M". Syriae Christan groups of the Eastern
31,‘:"-‘ from the former Assyrian territories (Ne-
aﬂd_]ncobltﬂij identify themselves as “Assyr-
{ . The origins of this view remain a maner of de-
fﬁt_c.})'m they predate the spectacular archaeological
Mﬂfthc mid-19" century that put Assyria on the
me the rest of the world and initiated the ongo-

f-h;gg;_rcdiscavcw of Assyria's millennia long history

THE CITY OF ASSUR AND THE KINGDOM OF ASSYRIA: HISTORICAL OVERVIEW

Babil’den kendi ilkelerine, Dicle Nehrinin otesindeki
kutsal mekinlarina génderdim, tapinaklar: yerle bir edil-
mis olan, daha once oralarda yasayan tannlari: Assur'a,
Susa'ya, Akkad'a, Esnunna'ya, Zamban'a, Meturan'a,
Der'e, Gutium'un sumrlarnina (yani Zagros Daglari’na)
dek. Onlar i¢in kalicr tapinaklar yaptirdim. Onlarm tiim
halklarimi topladim ve yerlesimlerine geri gonderdim
(Kyros Silindiri, 30.-32. dizeler. Edition: Finkel 2013a: 6-7;
Finkel 2013b: 132).

Bu kiicitk mabette, tanriya ve kutsal alanina dair MO 2. bin-
yilin baslangicindan MO 614’te tapinagin yikimina kadarki
surede yazilmis metinler bir araya getirilmistir ki bu arsiv,
kentin gorkemli gecmisinden ne clenli haberdar olundugunu
ve bu gecmise duyulan hayranhg: da gozler 6niine serer. MS
1. yazyilda Hatra Kralhgi'nimn bir parcast olan kent bir ticaret
merkezi olarak zenginlesip 6nem kazandiginda, tapimak amit-
sal boyutlarda tekrar insa edilir. Konustuklar1 dil Arapca ve
yazitlarda kullandiklar: dil Aramice olmakla beraber Tanr
Assur’un adi kent halkinin isimlerinde anilmaya devam eder.

Hatra'da bir stiredir bliytk bir Hiristiyan toplulugun yaga-
digr bu dénemde, Hiristiyanhk'in Assur’a da ulagmis olmasi
mumkandiir. Her haliikarda, Sasanilerin Hatra Kralligi'm
MO 240 yillarinda ele gecirmesiyle yeni tapimak yikihir ve
Assur kalti son bulur. Akabinde, Dogu Kiliseleri gelismeye
baslar ve yerel Hiristivanhik geleneklerinde Assur tarihinin
onde gelen kisiliklerine ve yerlesimlerine, Eski Ahit'te yer alan
hikayelerden tamamen farkli yeni roller bicilmeye baslanir,
Bu sekilde, 6rnegin Assur kentine ve Kral Sanherib'e MS 4.
ylzyila ait sehit Aziz Behnam efsanesinde rastlanir (Novak,
Younansardaroud 2002). Aramice Mar Matta olarak taninan
yerli ermis Aziz Matthew tarafindan kiz kardesi bir mucize
eseri iyilestirilince Hiristiyanhk' kabul eden Aziz Behnam'a
dair bu hikiyede Sanherib, Behnam’in babas1 olarak karsi-
miza cikar, Prens Behnam'in idam edilmesini emreden Kral
Sanherib, bunun Gzerine amansiz bir hastahga yakalanir ve
ancak Assur kentinde Aziz Matthew tarafindan vaftiz edilme-
yi kabul edince iyilesir. Minnettar olan Sanherib, Musul ya-
kinlarindaki Deir Mar Matta Manastrim kurar ki bu manas-
ur Firatin dogusundaki Stiryani Ortodoks Kiliselerine bagh
Dogu Mafriyanlarin énemli dini merkezlerinden biridir.

Giniimiizde hala, eski caglarda Assur Imparatorlugu’na
ait topraklarda yagsayan Nasturiler ve Yakubiler gibi Dogu
Kilisesi'ne bagh Siiryani Hiristiyan gruplar, kendilerini “As-
surlu” olarak tammlamaktadir. Bu gorasiin kokeni halihazir-
da tartismali bir konudur. Ancak yine de bu Assurlu tanim-
lamasinin, 19. yuzyilin ortalarinda Assur’u dinyaca meshur
eden ve Assur'un binlerce yillik tarihinin stiregiden kesfini
baslatan olagantisti arkeolojik bulgulardan énceye tarihlen-
digi acikur.

Ceviren: G. Bike Yaziciogiu
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