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Abstract 
In the cuneiform Hittite texts there are attested 21 place-names located on the territory of 
Išuwa. The investigation of archaeological sites of the region shows that their number was 
definitely incomparably more.  

In the article are collected place-names of Išuwa attested by name. The list is assorted 
according to their appearance in the texts. In numerous archaeological sites there have been 
registered cultural layers which cover a long period of functioning from the Early Iron Age 
to Middle Ages that testify in favor of continuity, regardless the ethnic affiliation of their 
population (Hinzuta-Andzit, Pališna-Palin, Tahhiša-Degiq). 
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The Upper Euphrates region was one of the earliest centers of the historical 

Armenian Highland where the process of urbanization took place at quite an early 
date, along with the Kura-Araxes (Early Transcaucasian) culture. The first urban 
centers of this region date back to the Chalcolithic period (V mill. BC)1. During the 
succeeding periods (Early and Middle Bronze Ages), archaeological excavations 
carried out at the Upper Euphrates sites both to the east and west of the river (espe-
cially in Arslantepe-Malatya) unequivocally testify in favor of the assumption that 
in most of them cultural continuity is apparent.  

With the rise of the Hittite kingdom and appearance of cuneiform texts, - our 
knowledge of the area under study has significantly increased. In the earliest Hittite 
texts which go back to the very beginning of the Old Hittite kingdom some locali-
ties of later Išuwa are mentioned (URUHatra and URUHe/inzuta, see below, in the 
text).  

The Hittite cuneiform texts report on the existence of small chiefdoms of the 
Upper Euphrates region from the end of the XV century BC until the end of the 
XIII century in the context of the eastern expansion of Hatti. These political entities 
usually appear under the general designation of Išuwa. The texts point to the exist-
ence of a wide network of settlements in the region. Although the settlements of 
Išuwa were mostly small in size, the rich natural resources of this region2 and fa-
vorable conditions for the development of agriculture3 would seem to support the 

                                                            

 The article was submitted on May 8, 2023. The article was reviewed on June 6, 2023. 
1 For the sites where the earliest layers have been identified, see [28]. 
2 For the map of Išuwa-Malatya, - see 2: Karte 4. Rich deposits of metals are located in Išuwa and 

neighboring regions: copper (Erganimaden), iron (Divriği and Hasançelebi), and tin (Malatya plain, 

Keban, Elazığ-Kharberd, and Baskil) [30:103]. 
3 The plains of Malatya and Altınova posses with excellent agricultural potential. For example, still in 

the first half of the XIX century the British diplomat J.Brant who visited this part of the Ottoman 
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view that their economic potential was quite significant. Furthermore, Išuwa was 
located on the junction of Eastern Highlands, Asia Minor, and Syria-Mesopotamia, 
that is it was an important contact zone. None of the migrations of antiquity di-
rected from East to West and from north to south bypassed Išuwa and, consequent-
ly, it resembles a unique link between the ancient Near Eastern centers of civiliza-
tion (on the role of Išuwa as a contact zone see [19]). The consequences of this ge-
ographical position of the Upper Euphrates region could apparently be observed in 
the linguistic situation of the region when one tries to study the onomastic data of 
Išuwa attested in the Hittite texts. Among these materials names belonging at least 
to several linguistic groups could be distinguished4. Definitely, a part of migrants 
moving through the territory of Išuwa should have settled down here, a reality that 
is fully attested archaeologically first from the late Early Bronze Age, and later at 
the close of the Late Bronze Age [22]. 

 

Toponyms of Išuwa 

Two lists of the settlements of Išuwa dated to the first half of the XIV century 

BC are preserved in the texts of the Hittite kings Arnuwanda I and Šuppiluliuma I, 

not to mention those attested in later texts.  

First list - KUB XXIII 72+5 (the order of the toponyms is given according to 

their enumeration in the text). 
URUŠullamma, URUZanzaliya, URULillima, URUHinzuta, URUWattarušna, URU-

An(?)/[.....],  URUTahhiša, URUAlatarma, URUPališna, URU [...............],URUMararha, 
URUTahišna, URUHalma. 

All these place-names are supplied with the determinative URU (“city, settle-

ment”) [6; 16] for all attestations and suggested locations). Among these toponyms 

four are attested also in other Hittite texts (Šullamma, Hinzuta, Wattarušna, 

Alatarma). In regard to URUAlatarma, let us mention that in one of his early papers 

J.Miller suggested a more southerly location in the upper flow of the River Balih 

[25:33]. 

In another passage of this same text five more place-names are listed. They 

only partially correspond to the above-mentioned list. These are: 

KUR URUIšuwa 

KUR URUPahhuwa 
URUZuhma 

KUR URUH[urri] 
URUMaldiya 

 

                                                                                                                                                       

Empire, wrote that in the plain of Kharberd wheat yields 1:12-16 [3:207]. More favorable conditions 

for agricultural activities could be found in the Malatya plain, since here the climate is milder and the 

landscape is flat. 
4 For multilingual character of the personal names reported in the Hittite texts, see [18]. 
5 For the full edition of this text see [17; 23:9-44; 29]. 
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Three toponyms of this second list are preceded by the determinative KUR 

“country” (KUR URUIšuwa, KUR URUPahhuwa, KUR URUH[urri]6), which probably 

indicates that they represented not a single place-name but rather bigger adminis-

trative units (“countries”). KUR URUZuhma has been compared with matSuhme of 

Assyrian texts [16:104-105]. As to 
URU

Maldiya, its identity with Malatya (modern 

Eski-Malatya to the west of the Euphrates) could not be doubted. 

If we consider that Pahhuwa, Zuhma and H[urri] could hardly belong to Išu-

wa, then it could be assumed that the place-names of the first list might represent 

the part of Išuwa of the second list.  

Second list - KBo XVI 427. 
URUMalitiya, URUManzana, [URUHin]zuta, URUŠinuwa, URUArihuwa, URUMezzari, 

URUHatima 

Two place-names of this list are attested in the first one (URUMalitiya = 

URUMaldiya, [URUHin]zuta = URUHinzuta). Only one of the remaining five is attested 

in other Hittite texts - URUŠinuwa, which appears in KBo IV 138, in the context of 

the AN.TAH.ŠUM festival.  

Of special interest is URUMezzari which in the dictionary of Hittite toponyms 

since long has been erroneously compared with the Hittite form of Egypt - KUR-

Mizri [6:274]. For this toponym the possible identity with Mazara of the Peutinger 

map has been suggested [20:313f.]. The latter was located about 40 km to the east 

of the crossing of the Euphrates. Actually, none of the place-names of this second 

list, except URUMalitya, could be located with confidence ([16] for references on 

texts and suggested locations).  

In sum, based on the proposed locations of these two settlements (URUMalitiya, 

[URUHin]zuta), this list includes the territories to the west and east of the Euphrates. 

Besides two lists, in other Hittite texts two more place-names are preserved.  

1. URUHatra (KBo II 46 Obv. 15’; KUB VI 45 Obv. II 64/VI 46 Rev. III 31; 

KBo IV 13 I 44’; KBo VI 3 III 15; KBo VI 6 Obv. 20’; KUB XXVII 1 Obv. I 56; 

KBo VI 2 III 12; KUB XLVII 64 II 26?). The location in Išuwa seems proved, but 

there remain some concerns regarding its exact location. 

2. URUKuwarpiša (IBoT II 129). Currently any location could not be suggested. 

Summarizing the place-names of Išuwa attested in the Hittite texts, one should 

mention that their number reaches 21 (including one of the first list whose name is 

lost due to the damage).   

                                                            

6 But see [10:3] who reads it as Ku[mmaha]. 
7 The nature of this text remains obscure to date. H.Klengel suggested that it is a report of some Hit-

tite dignitary addressed to the Hittite king where he describes the situation in Išuwa [15:85]. He also 

dates the text with the period of Šuppiluliuma I. But later this date was doubted and the period of 

Arnuwanda I or Tudhaliya II was proposed [31:396-397, also 7:79]. It seems that in this badly dam-

aged text the author describes some military operation. For the full edition of the text see [8:581-585]. 
8 This text lists the gods of several regions and settlements located in the zone of the influence of the 

Hittite Empire, among them the “gods of Šinuwa” (KBo IV 13 I 45’). 
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In later periods (Classical, Medieval, and modern) the names of some of these 

toponyms continue to figure at least linguistically. Indeed, their proposed identity 

with the II mill. BC place-names could not be taken as proof that they correspond 

geographically. Anyway, some such correspondences deserve attention. 
URU

Hinzuta. It has since long been identified with the early medieval Armeni-

an province (H)anzit in the neighborhood of modern Elazığ [1:32]. 
URUPališna. It most probably corresponds to the region of modern Palu (medi-

eval Armenian Pałin)9. It was compared with the Byzantine Palines /kastron Palios 

[11]. 
URUŠinuwa. = Sinis Colonia of Roman sources to the north of Malatya, mod-

ern Söyütlü [11; 9:119, Anm. 11]10. 

URUTahhiša/Tahišna. Classical Digisene11, which back in the XIX century was 

compared with the early medieval Armenian province Degik' in Sophene (final k’ 

is a plural suffix).  

In addition to the written sources, the impressive list of those archaeological 

sites on the proposed territory of Išuwa should be attached with the representation 

clear layers of the Bronze Age occupation.  

Studies of these sites which had begun with the salvage archaeological exca-

vations carried out in 1968-1970 (which precedes the building of the Keban and 

Karakaya dams on Karasu and Muradsu)12 show that the territory of Išuwa was a 

heavily populated region not only in the Late Bronze Age but in the Early Bronze 

Age as well. Most recently, during the archaeological investigation of the sites in 

this region, particularly in the area lying to the south and east of Elazığ, the exist-

ence of 17 new sites (in total 38 sites are located in Uluova district)13, was estab-

lished, not to mention those which currently remain under the waters of the Keban 

reservoir [28]. 
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