
edition (vol. 2: 598) have been omitted (though the reference to a source in which
they can be found has been retained).

Fourth, the new edition provides more detailed treatment of ambiguous vocabu-
lary (a perennial problem plaguing students of Ugaritic given the language’s poor
attestation) and offers a greater number of alternative definitions. For example,
the authors gloss mlhṃt as ‘war’ (vol. 2: 542) but cite the alternative interpretation
‘bread offerings’ in 1.3.III:15 (as proposed by Bordreuil and Pardee 2009: 329), in
contrast to the second edition (vol. 2: 548), which does not include the latter reading.
(Note, however, that this variant interpretation is not provided in other citations of
the same excerpt; thus, when it appears under the lemma q-r-y ‘meet’; ‘present’ (vol.
2: 704), only the first translation is given). Similarly, the authors gloss bṯ in 1.2 IV
28 as ‘be ashamed’ (vol. 1: 249), from the root b-(w)-ṯ (cognate with Hebrew √ שׁוב
‘be ashamed’), but provide the alternative interpretation ‘scatter’, from the root b-ṯ-ṯ,
as supported by Bordreuil and Pardee (2009: 305). Again, the second edition (vol. 1:
252) does not mention the latter interpretation.

Finally, the new edition incorporates clearer acknowledgement of uncertain trans-
lations; for example, the lexeme mḫ is glossed as ‘feel exuberant’ (?) (vol. 2: 532),
whereas the second edition (vol. 2: 538–9) lacked the question mark indicating the
doubtfulness of the reading. (See Adam Miglio’s 2009 review of the second edition,
Journal of Near Eastern Studies 68/1, 51–2, for discussion of its occasional failure
to indicate questionable meanings.)

The changes incorporated into the new edition are overwhelmingly positive; one
extremely minor exception to this trend might be the decision to remove the original
foreword, which provided a short overview of the history of Ugaritic lexicographical
scholarship that could have been useful for readers of the new version lacking access
to the previous editions.

Like its predecessors, the third edition of the dictionary is an invaluable tool for
anyone with an interest in Ugaritic, and the improvements to the layout, accuracy,
and comprehensiveness are such that it will be of benefit to owners of the first or
second edition as well as to new users. The only real drawback to the dictionary
remains its high price, which renders it relatively inaccessible to many potential
readers, particularly students. It is to be hoped that Brill will decide to issue a paper-
back version, which would make this essential work more affordable for those
wishing to acquire it.

Lily Kahn
University College London

ALWIN KLOEKHORST:
Accent in Hittite: A Study in Plene Spelling, Consonant Gradation,
Clitics, and Metrics.
(Studien zu den Boǧazköy-Texten 56.) xxxv, 716 pp. Wiesbaden:
Harrassowitz, 2014. E98. ISBN 978 3 447 10208 7.
doi:10.1017/S0041977X15000737

The book under review deals with the secondary effects of the Hittite word accent
(p. 6) as sources of information on the Hittite accent system. Following a short intro-
duction (pp. 1–10), the studies of these sources are arranged in three parts: (1) plene
spellings that indicate vowel length, which arises or is kept under the accent
(pp. 11–540); (2) lenition and fortition of consonants, which are conditioned by
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certain positions relating to the accent, e.g. lenition between unaccented vowels
(pp. 541–96); (3) the syntactic behaviour of clitics and the metrical features of cer-
tain word classes (pp. 597–639). The fourth part, entitled “Conclusions and results”,
consists mainly of a brittle, but extensive, list of “all Hittite words that have been
treated in this book, and, if determinable, the place of the accent” (pp. 641–98).
The author’s results, if accepted by the community, are not only highly relevant
to the understanding of the Hittite accent system itself, but also to the reconstruction
of the accent patterns of the Anatolian and Indo-European proto-languages,
Anatolian being the fifth branch of Proto-Indo-European from which information
on the inherited accent can be extracted.

The author starts out from the assumption (based on the reflexes in Vedic, Greek,
Balto-Slavic and Germanic) that the proto-language had a free accent (either stress
or pitch). Since Lydian, another Anatolian daughter language, probably had a free
stress accent, Kloekhorst puts forward as a working hypothesis “that also in
Hittite each word in principle had only one accented syllable” (p. 5) and undertakes
to find evidence for the position of the word accent (free or fixed) and its type (stress
or pitch). The author claims, however, that evidence for a specific sentence accent is
extremely rare so it hardly plays a role in the discussion. But his remarks on the
imperative forms on pp. 94 f. and 208 f., where he convincingly explains the
plene spelling in those forms as being due to an emphatic intonation pattern within
the sentence, show that there might be other instances of such intonation patterns
with emphasis on nouns or noun phrases. A way to explain exceptions to the results
below seems to be discarded too rashly.

The study is based on an unusually large corpus of 280,000 words collected by
the author himself and supplemented by attestations listed in Hittite dictionaries. The
texts were categorized according to their palaeographic dating (Old, Middle and
(Late) New Script). One result of the study, which the author asserts but which is
not proven by evidence is “that younger copies of older compositions almost always
reflect the spelling (and therefore the phonetics) of the language stage of the period
in which the tablet was written on” (p. 9, but see p. 199 for an example of the oppos-
ite attitude of the scribe).

The empirical studies are carried out with great philological knowledge and enor-
mous diligence. This is especially true for the 500 pages of Part I on plene spelling,
i.e. the spelling of vowels with an extra vowel sign (e.g., še-e-er as opposed to the
non-plene spelling še-er). After Kimball’s unpublished dissertation (1983) on Hittite
plene writing this is the first comprehensive attempt at collecting and interpreting the
evidence. The results are many and interesting. Owing to limitations of space, only a
single example can be given. The author’s method is to provide statistics on the spel-
ling of each vowel (/a, e, i, o, u/) in each position (word-initially, open and closed
syllable, etc.). Three groups emerge for e after consonant in open syllables: plene
spellings in over 90 per cent of the attestations; mixed spellings (30–50 per cent
plene); and virtually no plene spellings. For Old Hittite, this is interpreted as a three-
way contrast reflecting long, half-long and short e, and as going back to long
accented *e, *eh1 and i-diphthongs, short accented e, and their unaccented counter-
parts, respectively. According to the author, the lack of most of the earlier plene
spellings in Neo-Hittite is the outcome of shortening (while other scholars would
presumably interpret it as purely graphic, i.e. a change in spelling conventions).
Three exceptions of varying plausibility are stated: loss of accent in adverbs; sec-
ondary accent shift in verbal paradigms; and lengthening of *e before PIE mediae.
The last group consists of only three examples, including *dheg ́hōm ‘earth’, which
would normally (because of *ǵh) be regarded as a counter-example, but the recon-
struction of which is changed to *dheǵōm for this very reason. Therefore, it will be
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necessary for future research to discuss each result in detail before either accepting
or dismissing it.

A serious drawback of this book is that previous scholarship is often cited only
eclectically. Readers unfamiliar with the field will get the impression that many of
the etymologies cited are the author’s own suggestions. Even if he had made the
effort to check them in his own Etymological Dictionary of the Hittite Inherited
Lexicon (Leiden and Boston: Brill, 2008) this will not be remedied, because that
book suffers from the same (already much criticized) deficiency. Why, for instance,
would Sidel’tsev’s well-known article on the spelling of the nominative plural in
-(e)-eš not be cited when treating the ending on pp. 79–89? (Andrej Sideltsev, “A
new morphonological rule for Middle Hittite?”, in A. Kassian and A. Sideltsev
(eds), Studia Linguarum 3. Moscow: Languages of Slavonic Culture, 2002,
pp. 21–80, https://www.academia.edu/10376111/). It is wholly inexplicable to the
present reviewer why the author, through a ubiquitous negligence of other scholars’
achievements, spoils his otherwise so well-deserved praise for a book that is full of
new information, that abounds in original ideas and that will function for decades as
a point of reference for all future work on the topic.

Elisabeth Rieken
Philipps-Universität Marburg

JANE A. HILL, PHILIP JONES and ANTONIO J. MORALES (eds):
Experiencing Power, Generating Authority: Cosmos, Politics, and the
Ideology of Kingship in Ancient Egypt and Mesopotamia.
(Penn Museum International Research Conferences 6.) xxx, 448 pp.
Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Museum of Archaeology and
Anthropology, 2013. £45.50. ISBN 978 1 934536 64 3.
doi:10.1017/S0041977X15000841

The reviewed book approaches one of the central subjects in Assyriology and
Egyptology from an interesting perspective. Aware of the variety of aspects studied
by previous researchers, the editors explain in the introduction that exploring king-
ship in this book is not about synthetic studies replete with comparisons of major
manifestations of royal power in both cultures.

Instead, they allowed contributors to address any topic falling into three thematic
areas: cosmos (pp. 33–182), exploring the ruler’s relationship to the gods and his
maintenance of cosmic order; politics (pp. 185–328), revolving around the econom-
ic and administrative role of the crown; and landscape (pp. 331–423), meant to illu-
minate the interplay of the cosmic and political roles of kingship as shown in the
king’s manipulation of the physical space of his realm.

E.F. Morris (pp. 33–64) and L.D. Morenz (pp. 121–49) consider the visual repre-
sentations of kingship on ceremonial objects from Predynastic Egypt (the Narmer
Palette, the Scorpion macehead, ceremonial semiophores). Through a close reading
of the symbolic language of those artefacts, both scholars offer semiotic analyses of
messages which subsequently formed the mainstay of Egyptian royal ideology: the
king is not an ordinary human, he is chosen by the gods to achieve unity between
Upper and Lower Egypt, to bring abundance, to protect Egypt from enemies and to
extend her territory.
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