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TARYAT, TES VE SINE USU YAZITLARI ARASINDAKI DiL
BiLIMSEL VE TARIHI BAGLAR UZERINE BAZI NOTLAR

Volker RYBATZKI*

0zet:

Onceki arastiricilar, Uygur Bozkir Kaganligi 'min Tes, Taryat ve Sine Usu Yazitlari
araswinda yakin bir tarihi ve filolojik baglanti oldugunu varsaymaktadir. Bu tartismada
bu ii¢ yazitin kronolojisi, bir yenisi sunulan sonugla elestirel olarak incelenmistir.
Filolojik benzerliklerle ilgili olarak, bu ii¢ yazitin islevinin ayni olmadigi ger¢eginden
otiirti, varsayilandan ¢ok daha az oldugu gosterilmistir. Sine Usu Yaziti mezar
yvapiswyla iliskiliyken, Taryat ve Tes Yazitlari yazili sinir isaretleri tiiriindendir.

Anahtar kelimeler: Uygur Bozkir Kaganligi, runik yazitlar, Tes, Taryat, Sine Usu,
kronoloji, filolojik iliskiler, tarih verme.

Some Notes on the Philological and Historical Relations
Between the Terx, Tes and Sine Usu Inscriptions
Abstract:

Previous scholars have been assuming a close historical and philological
connection between the Tes, Terx and Sine Usu inscriptions of the Uighur steppe
empire. In this discussion the chronology of the three inscriptions is critically
examined with the result that a new one is offered. With regard to the philological
similarities it is shown that these are much less than has been supposed which is due
to the fact that the function of the three inscription is not identical. Whereas the Sine
usu inscription is connected with a grave structure, the Terx and Tes inscriptions are
kinds of boundary stones with inscription.

Key words: Uighur steppe empire, runic inscriptions, Tes, Terx, Sine Usu,
chronology, philological relations, dating.
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Bu makalede iglenen fikrin hikdyesi olduk¢a uzundur ve sirasiyla 1971
ve 1982 yillarinda taninmus iki Tiirkolog tarafindan yayimlanan iki makaleye
dayanir. Ilki Sir Gerard Clauson tarafindan Tonyukuk Yazitlarina Dair Bazi
Notlar ad1 altinda yayimlanmigtir. Bu makalede Clauson, Kiil Tigin ve Bilge
Kagan Yazitlariyla karsilagtirmali olarak Tonyukuk Yaziti’nin kronolojisini
ele almaktadir. Ilkine gére daha cok ses getiren ikinci makale ise Sergey
G. Klyastorniy tarafindan yazilmis ve 1982°de Terhin Yaziti bashg altinda
yayimlanmistir. Bu makalede (1982.338) Klyastorniy Terhin Yaziti’'nin dil
bilgisel yapisinin genel itibariyla eski Tiirklere ait runik yazitlara benzedigini
ve Mogon Sine Usu Yaziti’'ndaki metinle bu 6zdes olma derecesindeki
benzerligin, Terhin Yaziti’ni ele aldigimizda G. Ramstedt, H. Orkun ve S. E.
Malov’un konuyla ilgili goriislerine atifta bulunmamizi miimkiin kildigindan
bahsetmektedir. Yazinin devaminda bu diisiincenin dogruluguyla ilgili bazi
bilgiler verilecektir.

Bilindigi tizere, Uygur Devleti Mogolistan’in bati ve orta kisimlarmi
kapsayan bir alan {izerinde, 692°de ilteris Kagan’in kurdugu ikinci Goktiirk
Devleti’nin ardindan kurulmustu. 742 ve 744’li yillarda Uygurlar iilkelerini
Basmil ve Karluklularla birlikte sekillendirdiler. Bu donemin sonunda
Uygurlar Mogol cografyasia kesin olarak yerlesip Basmil ve Karluklulari
iilkeden cikardilar.

Uygurlarin Mogolistan tarihi acisindan 6nemli olmasinin bir¢ok sebebi
vardir. Uygur Devleti’nin, Cin’in Tang Hanedanligi’yla ve cesitli Batili
tilkelerle olan askeri, kiiltlirel ve ekonomik iligkiler i¢inde oldugu ve 761-
762 yillar1 arasinda Manihaizm’i devlet dini olarak kabul ettigi bilinmektedir.
Bu gelismeler, Uygur devlet politikasin1 kendinden onceki ikinci Goktiirk
Devleti’nin politikasindan farkli kilmigtir. Ikinci Goktiirk Devleti’nin,
gocebelige yatkin, yerlesik olma karsit1 ve Tiirk olmayan her seyin uygunsuz
oldugunu varsayan bir politikast vardi. Bu yaklasim Kiil Tigin’in ya da
Tonyukuk’un yazitinda goriilebilir. Bilge Kagan, Kiil Tigin Yaziti’nda birinci
ve ikinci kaganliklar arasindaki zamandan su sozlerle bahsetmektedir:

Kiil Tigin (G 5-8. satirlar)

(5.) Iliskileri diizelttim, altin, giimiisii, islenmis kumas1 sikintisiz Sylece verir.
Cin halkinin s6zii hos, ipegi yumusak imis. Hos s6zii, yumusak ipegi [ile] aldatip,
uzak halklar1 6yle yaklastirir imis. Yaklastirip yerlestirdikten sonra kotiiliiklerini
[o] anda diisiiniir imis.

(6.) Tyi bilge kisiyi, iyi alp kisiyi yiiriitmez imis. Bir kisi yanilsa soyuna, kavmine,
bebeklerine degin barindirmaz imis. Hos sdziine, yumusak ipeklisine aldanip
cok Tiirk boyu 6ldii. Tiirk boylari 6leceksin. Glineyde Cogay Yis’a, Togiiltiin
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(7.) ovasina yerleseyim dersen, Tiirk boylar1 6lecek[sin]. Orada kotii kisi soyle
Ogretir imis: “Irak isen ise yaramaz ipek verir, yakin isen iyi ipek verir” deyip,
Oyle ogretir imis. Bilgi bilmez kisi o s6ze inanip yakina varip ¢okea kisi 61dii.

(8.) O yerlere varirsan, Tiirk boylar1 dlecek[sin] sen. Otiiken yerinde oturup
haberci kervan) [gonderir] isen, hi¢ sikintin olmaz. Otiiken Y1s’ta oturursan ebedi
il tutup oturacak[sin]. Tiirk boylari, sen toksan agligi toklugu umursamazsin. Sen
bir doyarsan a¢ligi umursamazsin. Boylesi oldugun (...) (Tekin 1968.261-262)

Bahsedilen sebeplerden 6tiirli, Uygur Devleti eski Tiirk devletlerine gore
kiiltiirel ve ekonomik agilardan diger milletlerle daha ¢ok etkilesim iginde
bulunmustur. Fakat Uygur devlet politikasinda, Tang Hanedani’na An-Lu-
San (756-757) ayaklanmasinda verilen askeri yardim esnasindakine benzer
Cin karsit1 diislincelerin varligi goriilmektedir. Dahasi, Mogolistan tarihi
acisindan bu saydiklarimizdan daha 6nemli olacak diger vakalar da mevcuttur.
Kirgizlar Uygurlar1 840’ta maglup ettiklerinde, Uygurlar Mogolistan’dan
ayrilmaya ve Dunhuang ve Turfan bolgelerine yerlesmeye karar verdiler.
Diger taraftan, Kirgizlarin Mogolistan’a yerlesmek gibi bir fikri yoktu ve
Mogolca konusan halklar ortaya ¢ikan bu etnik ve siyasi boslugu yavas yavas
doldurdular. Uygurlarin Mogol cografyasinda hiikiim siiren son Tiirk devleti
olmasinin bir sebebi de budur. Uygur Devleti’nin ardindan, 6zellikle Bat1 ve
Orta Mogolistan’in etnik yapisi hizli bir sekilde Mogollagmistir. Bu durum,
baska bir calismamda daha gosterdigim Orta Mogolcanin gelisim siirecini
hazirlamigtir (Rybatzki 2010).

Uygurlara donecek olursak, Uygurlarin yazili eserleri nelerdir? Burada,
sadece Mogol cografyasindan yazitlarla ilgilenece§im. Manihaist doneme ait
olabilecek bazi belgeler, gerek konumuzla alakali olmamalarindan, gerekse
bu belgelerin gercekten Uygur Devleti zamaninda yazilip yazilmadigmin
kesin olmamasi sebeplerinden 6tiirii bu ¢alismaya dahil edilmemistir (bunun
icin krs.: Rybatzki 2000).

Bu yaziya dahil olan Tes, Taryat (Tariat, Terh) ve Sine Usu Yazitlarinin
aralarinda yakin tarih1 birlik bulunmaktadir. Yine de, Klyastorniy’in savundugu
diisiincenin aksine (6nce krs.), ve yazinin devaminda da gdsterilecegi iizere,
bu yakinlk cogunlukla ifade edildigi kadar biiyiik capta degildir. Dahasi,
amag ve yerle ilgili bir farkliliktan da s6z edilebilir. Sine Usu Yazit1 bir mezar
alaniyla ilgiliyken Tes ve Taryat Yazitlarinda durum bu sekilde degildir.
Anlasilacagi lizere, bu ii¢ yazitin ortaya ¢ikis tarihi yaklasik 5-10 sene gibi bir
zaman araligia denk gelir, ancak sadece Sine Usu Yaziti’nin mezar alaniyla
ilgili olarak dikilmesinden 6tiirii, yapilis amaglari birbirinden farklilik gosterir.
Uygur Devleti’yle iliskilendirilen diger yazitlarsa bahsedilen bu ii¢ yazittan
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biiyiik 6l¢iide farklilik gostermekte, bazilarimin bu zamana ve bu devlete
ait olup olmadig1 hakkinda da belirsizlikler devam etmektedir. Ilk olarak,
Mogol Imparatorlugu’nun eski baskenti olan Karakum’un kuzeyinde yer alan
Karabalgasun’da bulunan yazit1 ele almamiz gerekiyor. 1889°da kesfedilen
bu yazit Uygurlarin Manihaizm’le tanigmalarindan bahsetmektedir. Yaziti
onemli kilan en 6nemli sey, 821°li yillara kadar devlet yonetiminde bulunmus
tiim yoneticilerin listesinin yazili olmasidir. Yazit eski Tiirk dilinde, Sogdca
ve Cince yazilmigtir (Orkun 1936: 85; Schlegel 1896; Hansen 1930). Bu ii¢
metinden Eski Tirk¢ede yazili olan1 neredeyse tamamen yok olmus, Cince
olani ise iyi muhafaza edilmis durumdadir. Sogdca metnin durumu ne Cince
metin kadar iyi ne de Eski Tiirkce metin kadar kotiidiir. Ayni bolgede daha
kisa ve sadece Eski Tiirk¢e yazilmis baska bir yazita rastlanmistir. Buna
uygun olarak, bu yazita Kiigiik Karabalgasun Yazit1 ismi verilmistir. Ne
zaman yazildig1 tam olarak belli degildir (Osawa 1999: 144). Gobi Colii’ ndeki
Sevrey Yaziti’'ndan, parcali halde, Eski Tiirk¢e ve Sogdca olmak iizere iki
dilde yazilmis baska bir metin karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir (Klyastorniy & Livsig
1971). Uygur Devleti i¢in tek dilde yazilmig yazitlar karakteristik olsa da bu
yazitin Uygur Devleti yazitlar arasina alinmasinin sebebi iki dilde yazilmis
olmasidir. Diger bircok yazit da bu anlayisla Uygurlara atfedilmistir. Ancak,
buna benzer iligkilendirmeler bilimsel esaslarca desteklenmemektedir. Bu
guruba ait yazitlara 6rnek olarak, Kutuk-Ula’nin runik metni (Tryjarski &
Hamilton 1975) ya da Sogd-Uygur yazistyla yazilan Ulaangom Yazit1 (S¢erbak
1995) gosterilebilir. Ad1 gegen bu ikinci yazit, bolge disinda kesfedilen diger
yazitlara kiyasla igerik olarak Giiney Sibirya’daki runik yazitlara oldukca
benzerlik gostermektedir. Sonug olarak, Uygur Devleti’nin son zamanlarina
ya da Mogolistan’daki kisa Kirgiz hakimiyetinin baglarina gelen bir zamanla
iligkilendirilen Suci Yaziti’'ndan bahsetmemiz gerekmektedir (Orkun 1936:
155-159). Yine de bu Uygur degil, Kirgiz yazitidir.

Tes, Taryat ve Sine Usu Yazitlar1 Uygur Devleti’nin iki kaganinin
zamanini kapsar. Devletin ilk yoneticisi iilkeyi 747’ye kadar yoneten Kiil
Bilge Kagan’dir. Ardindan adi, Tdnridd-Bolmis El-Etmis Bilgd Qayan ya da
El-Etmis Han, Cin kaynaklarina gére Moyen-cor, olarak gecen oglu Bilge
Bayun-cur kagan oldu. 747’den 759’a kadar iilkeye hiikmetti ve bu ii¢ yazitta
adindan sikca bahsedilmektedir. Muhtemelen 713 ya da 714 te dogdu. Uciincii
yonetici ise bu kitabelerde adindan dogrudan bahsedilmeyen ve iilkeyi 759-
779 yillar1 arasinda yoneten Bogii Kagan’dir. Bazi yazitlar diktirdigi tahmin
edilmektedir. Bu kagan Cin kaynaklarinda Mouyu Kehan olarak gecmektedir.
Hamilton’a gore (1990: 25), Karabalgasun Yazitr'min Cince kisminda
Bogii’niin ismi Kiin-Tdyridd Qut-Bulmis El-Tutmis Alp Kiiliig Bay [Qayan]
olarak okunmalidir (Rybatzki 2000: 230-239).
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Sine Usu Yazit1, Orgodétii isimli bir dagm, Mogoitu adinda kiigiik bir nehrin
ve Sine Usu Goli’niin dolaylarinda yer almaktadir. 1909’da G. J. Ramstedt ve
S. Pélsi tarafindan kesfedilmistir. Daha 6nceden de bahsettigimiz gibi, bu yazit,
diger iki yazittan farkli olarak, bir mezar alaniyla baglantili olarak ikinci Uygur
Kagani El-Etmis Bilgd Kagan anisina dikilmistir (Halén 1982: 58-61). Yazitta
sadece El-Etmis Bilgd Kagan’in yasamiyla ilgili olaylar anlatilmamakta, ilk
Uygur hiikiimdar1 Kiil Bilge Kagan’dan da bahsedilmektedir. Burada yazil
olan tarihler, yazitin kronolojisini ¢6zmekte faydali olmaktadir: yilan yil 741,
qoni yil 743, becin yil 744, tagiyu yil 745, it yil 746, layzin yil 747, kiiskii yil
748, bars yil 750, ulu yil 752, ve yilan yil 753.

Yazit ilk olarak Mogolistan’in kuzeybatisinda bulunan Hovsgol
Aymak Bolgesi’ndeki Hangay Dagi’nin batisindaki Tes Nehri (Tesiin Gol)
havzasindaki Nogoon-tolgoy isimli bir tepede bulunmaktaydi. Bugiin,
yazit Ulan Batur’da muhafaza edilmektedir. Yazit zaten 1915 yilinda B.
Y. Vladimirtsov tarafindan kesfedilmis, ancak bu kesifle ilgili bir yazi o
zamanlarda yayimlanmamistir. 1969 ve 1975 yillarinda Mogol-Rus ortak
arastirma ekiplerince tekrar aragtirilmistir. Yazit tek bir satirinda bile biitiinliik
olmayacak derecede oldukga parcali bir halde bulunmustur.

Taryat Yazit1, Terhin Cagan Nuur Golii’ne yakin Hangay Dagi’nin kuzeybati
kismima diisen Terhin Gol isimli vadide yer almaktadir. Yazit 1957°de
Mogol arkeolog C. Dorzsiiren tarafindan kesfedilmistir. 1969 ve 1970’teki
arastirmalarda yazitin baska parcalart da kesfedilmistir ancak tepe kismi
asla bulunamamistir. Yazit yapay bir ylikselti tizerinde yer almasina karsin
bu ytikselti yazitin bir mezar alani tizerinde oldugu anlamina gelmemektedir.
Yazitin ana kismi oglu Biigii Kagan tarafindan El-Etmis Bilge Kagan adina
yazdirilmigtir.

Bu ii¢ yazit arasindaki tarihi ve kronolojik iliskiye dair tam manasiyla
fikir birligi yoktur. Bu belirsizlik ¢ogunlukla Taryat ve ozellikle de Tes
Yazitlarindaki par¢alanmalardan ileri gelmektedir. Klyastorniy’nin &ne
stirdiigli ilk kronoloji (1982: 338-341) Taryat Yazit'm1 753-756 yillarinda
dikildigi i¢in daha eski, Tes Yaziti'm1 da 761-762 yillarinda dikilmesinden
dolay1 digerine gore daha yeni olarak gostermektedir. Bu baglamda Sine Usu
Yazit1 760 yilinda, bu ikisi arasindaki bir zamanda dikilmistir. A. Berta’nin da
ileri stirdiigii farkl bir goriis vardir (2004: 229-230; 243-245; 269-270). Buna
gore, kronolojik olarak Tes 750°de, Taryat 752/753’1ii yillarda ve son olarak da
Sine Usu 759°da dikilmistir. Aragtirmamiza baslangi¢ noktasi olarak, 759°da
6len El-Etmis Bilge Kagan’la ilgili olmasi ve daha somut veriler saglama
ihtimalinden dolay1 Sine Usu Yaziti’n1 almakta fayda var. Mezar alaninin
insa edilmesi ve dlen kaganin ardindan diizenlenen térenlerde gecen zamani
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hesaba kattigimizda, Sine Usu mezar alaninin ve yazitinin 760-761 yillarinda
tamamlandig1 kanaatindeyim. Taryat Yaziti siiphesiz Sine Usu Yaziti’ndan
daha eskidir. Bu yazitta bir ¢esit mitolojik bir giristen sonra, Uygur Devleti’nin
ilk yillar1, ardindan devletin sinirlari, kabileleri ve ileri gelenleri ele alinmistir.
Igerik itibarryla yazit smir tasi olarak adlandirilabilir. Taryat Yaziti’nda
tarihi olaylara ise sinirli miktarda, yazitin dogu ve giiney kisimlarinda yer
verilmekte ve anlatilanlar 741-753 yillarina tekabiil eden bir zaman araligim
kapsamaktadir. Bat1 ve giiney ylizlerinde kalan diger kisimlarda ne tarih ne
de tarihi bir olay goze ¢arpmaktadir. Yazitta verilen son tarihin 753 olmasi,
754 ya da 755 yillarinda dikilmis olabilecegi ipucunu bizlere vermektedir.
Ne zaman dikildigi konusunda en ¢ok kargasaya sebep olan yazit ise Tes
Yazitr’dir, ¢linkii 750 ve 761/762 yillar1 arasinm kapsayan tarihler bu yazitin
dikilis tarihi olarak gosterilmektedir. Durumunun ¢ok pargali olmasindan
dolay1 neden bahsettigi tam olarak bilinmemektedir. Yazitin giiney kisminin
en altinda kalan (it tikdi 6rgin yaratdi “yere bir kazik cakti, tahtin yaratt1”
climlesi bunun da bir sinir tag1 oldugu anlamina gelebilir. Sine Usu ve Taryat
Yazitlarinda 1. tekil sahsin rivayetinin siklikla kullanildig1 géze ¢arpmaktadir
—dim, halbuki Tes Yaziti’nin en azindan iyi korunmus kisimlarindan net bir
sekilde gordiigiimiiz kadartyla ¢ogunlukla 3. tekil sahsin rivayeti kullanilmistir
—di. Eger yazitin basindaki taqiyu yil, Bat1 4’te, 757 ye denk geliyorsa bu Tes
Yaziti’nin muhtemelen El-Etmis Bilge Kagan adma dikilmis olduguna igaret
etmektedir ve Berta’nin da s0yledigi gibi uzun bir aradan sonra yasi tdgip ucdi
“yas1 geldi ve 6ldi” sozleriyle Bati1 5’te adindan bahsedilen hiikiimdar El-
Etmis’tir. Verilen bu sebeplerden o6tiirii Tes Yaziti’nin dikilis tarihini Sine Usu
Yaziti’ninkinden sonra oldugu, yani 760-761’den sonraki bir zamana geldigi
fikrindeyim.

Bu ii¢ yazit arasindaki dil bilimsel baginti ve benzerlik Klyastorniy’in
bahsettiginden daha az belirgindir. Bunun sebebi Tes Yaziti’nin parcali halde
olmasindan ziyade, her iki yazitin farkli amaglarla dikilmis olmasidir. Tes
ve Taryat yazitlarinda mitolojik kisimlarla ilgili olabilecek dil bilimsel bir
benzerlige Taryat Dogu 2 ve Tes Kuzey 3-4 arasinda rastlanabilir. Taryat Dogu
2’de [bosluk] agiza barmis : ucuz kolkd : atliyin tokd : barmis : qadir : gasar :
abdi bdrsil : yatiz oyuz [bosluk] [db]di birsil : gadir : gasar yazihidir. Bunun
disinda Tes, Taryat ve Sine Usu Yazitlarini birbirine baglayacak bir benzerlik
daha bulunabilir. Yakin zamanda bunun kanitin1 bulacagim.

Taryat ve Sine Usu Yazitlarinda Tiirklerin maglup edilmesi ve Karluklulara
karst verilen miicadelelerin anlatildig1 ilk kisimlarda belirgin benzerlikler
tespit edilebilir. Bu benzerlikler baz1 yerlerde kelimesi kelimesinedir, ancak
sunun farkinda olunmalidir ki Taryat Yazit1 daha detaylidir ve bu da Sine Usu
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Yaziti’nin Taryat’in 6zeti oldugu izlenimini vermektedir. Bu durum Taryat’in
Sine Usu Yaziti’ndan daha eski oldugu hipotezini desteklemektedir. Liitfen,
asagida koyu harflerle belirtilmis kelimeler arasindaki benzerliklere bakiniz:

Taryat E7 /// komiir tayda yar ogiizdé : ic tuyluy tiirk bodunqa : anda :
yetin¢ ay : tort : yegirmikad E8 /// anda : tofidardim (?) [toqitturtim :] qanin
aldim anda : yoq boldi : tiirk : bodunuy anda : i¢girdim : anda yana E9 /// 0zmi§
tegin qan boldi : qon yiliqa (743) : yoridim S1 /// ekindi ...... becin yiliqa
(744) yoridim ... siifitisdiim : anda san¢dim : gqanin anda S2 /// tutdim : ......
taqiyu : yiliqa (745) yoridim : yilladim : beSin¢ ay : i¢ yegirmika : qalisdi S3
stinisdim ...... : i¢gérip : igdir boliik ... [bw...] ban : anda : kesri : it yiliga
(746) : i€ qarluq : yavlaq saqinip : tiizd bardi : qurya [quriya] on oq[q]a
S4 ... kirdi: anda ...... ii¢ qarluq layzin yilqa (747) : toquz tatar : ... toquz
buyruq bes [# [b]big] saiiit : qara bodun : turuyun [turuyin] gaiiim qanqa :
otiindi : 4¢ii apa ati S5 bar tedi ... anda : yabyu : atadi : anda kesri : kiisgii
yiliga (748) : sen dligda [sinlagda] kii¢ gara bodun atamis [temis: ]

Sine Usu N8 ertim qara : qum : aSmis : kogéirda : komiir tayda : yar 6giizda :
i€ tuyluy # : tiirk : bodunqa /// N9 ozmis : tegin : gan bolmis : qoii yilqa :
yoridim : ekinti : sligiis : altin¢ # ay : alti : yagiqa : toqidim(?) /// N10 tutdim
: qatunin : anta : altim : tiirk bodun : anta : inyaru : yoq bolti : anta : kesra# :
taqiyu : yilqa / N11 ii¢ qarluq : yavlaq saqinip : tizi : bardi : quriya :
on oqqa : kirti : layzin# : yilqa : toquz [totuq] //// bod /// -in(?) : tuyup N12
yabyu atadi : anta : Kesri : qagim gayan : uc¢di : qara bodun : qilin¢ : // kiisgii
:yilqa ///

tay bilgd totuquy

Bu béliimden sonra her iki yazit da farkli yonlere ayrilir. Taryat Yaziti1 idari
ve cografi bagarilardan bahsederken, Sine Usu Yazit1 savaslardan ve devletin
biitiinliigiinden bahsetmektedir. Yine de, her ii¢ yazitin ortak bir noktada
bulustugu bir yer vardir. Bu, Taryat Bat1 1-3’te, Sine Usu Dogu 8-10’da ve
Tes Giliney 2-3’te yer alan yazitin dikilis hikayeleridir. Tes Giiney’deki olay
Taryat ve Sine Usu’daki olaylarla iligkilendirilebilirse, Berta’nin da bahsettigi
gibi 752°de bir yazit dikilmesinin Tes Yaziti’nin dikilmesiyle bir bagmtisinin
bulunmadigi diisiiniilebilir. Bu durumda, simdiye kadar bilinmeyen bagska
bir yazit aydinlatilabilir. Asagida, Taryat ve Sine Usu Yazitlar1 arasindaki
benzerlikler koyu harflerle, Tes ve Taryat/Sine Usu Yazitlar1 arasindaki
benzerlikler de egik harflerle belirtilmistir:

Taryat Bat1 1 6tiikéin : kedin : ucinda : tez baSinda : 6rgiin ...... anda :
yaratdim : bars yilqa (750) yilan yilqa (753) : eki yil Bat1 2 yayladim : ulu
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yiliqa (752) &tiikdn : ortusinda : as§ 6iiiiz : ba§ qan iduq ba$ kedinindi :
yayladim : 6rgin : bunda : yarat(it)dim : ¢it : bunda toqitdim : bii yil(1)iy
: tiiméin Kiinliik : bitigimin : bdlgiimin : bunda Bat1 3 yasi taSqa : yarat(it)
dim tulqu : tasqa : toqitdim :

Sine Usu Dogu 8 ol ay /// 6tiikén : kedin : u¢inta : tez : basinta qasar quridin#
orgin anta : etitdim : Cit anta : toqitdim : yay anta : yayladim : yaqa : anta :
yaqaladim : balglimin : bitigimin anta : yaratidim : ancip : ol yil : kiizlin :
ilgérii : yoridim : tatariy : ayitdim : taviSyan : yil (751) Dogu 9 besin¢ ayqa :
tagi /// [ulu] yilqa : /// bas : /// a§ ényiiz baSinta : iduq bas : kedinti : yavas
toqus : béltirintd : anta : yayladim : orgin : anta : yaratitdim : ¢it anta :
toqitdim : biy yilliq : tiimiin : kiinliik : bitigimin : bélgiimin : anta : yasi
tasqa : Dogu 10 yaratitdim toqitdim ///

Tes Giiney 2 ///zg : qasar quriy (quruy) : gondi : ¢it : tikdi : orgin : yaratdyi
: yayladi Gliney 3 ///elsér : ilgérii : qondi bdlgiisin : bitigin : bu : urdi : bu
yaratdi :

Taryat ve Sine Usu’da oldugu kadar, Tes ve Taryat Yazitlarinda da belirgin
benzerlikler vardir. Yine de, bu benzerlikler bu ii¢ yazitin ¢cogunlukla ayni
yillar1 ve yakin tarihi olaylar1 konu almasindan kaynaklanmaktadir. Buradaki
benzerlikler higbir sekilde Eski Tiirk¢e Kiil Tigin ve Bilge Kagan Yazitlar
arasindaki benzerliklerle kiyaslanamaz.
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SOME NOTES ON THE PHILOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL
RELATIONS BETWEEN THE TERX, TES AND SINE
USU INSCRIPTIONS

Volker RYBATZKI
Abstract:

Previous scholars have been assuming a close historical and philological
connection between the Tes, Terx and Sine Usu inscriptions of the Uighur steppe
empire. In this discussion the chronology of the three inscriptions is critically
examined with the result that a new one is offered. With regard to the philological
similarities it is shown that these are much less than has been supposed which is due
to the fact that the function of the three inscription is not identical. Whereas the Sine
usu inscription is connected with a grave structure, the Terx and Tes inscriptions are
kinds of boundary stones with inscription.

Key words: Uighur steppe empire, runic inscriptions, Tes, Terx, Sine Usu,
chronology, philological relations, dating.

Some Notes on the Philological and Historical Relations

Between the Terx, Tes and Sine Usu Inscriptions

ézet:

Onceki arastiricilar, Uygur Bozkir Kaganligi 'min Tes, Taryat ve Sine Usu Yazitlari
arasinda yakin bir tarihi ve filolojik baglant: oldugunu varsaymaktadir. Bu tartismada
bu ii¢ yazitin kronolojisi, bir yenisi sunulan sonucgla elestirel olarak incelenmistir.
Filolojik benzerliklerle ilgili olarak, bu ii¢ yazitin islevinin ayni olmadigi gerceginden
otiirti, varsayilandan ¢ok daha az oldugu gosterilmistir. Sine Usu Yaziti mezar
vapiswyla iliskiliyken, Taryat ve Tes Yazitlari yazili sinir isaretleri tiiriindendir.

Anahtar kelimeler: Uygur Bozkir Kaganligi, runik yazitlar, Tes, Taryat, Sine Usu,
kronoloji, filolojik iliskiler, tarih verme.

*  Dog. Dr. Helsinki Universitesi, volker.rybatzki@helsinki.fi
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The idea of this article has a rather long story and goes back to two articles,
published in 1971 and 1982 respectively, by two great Turcologists. The first
one, by Sir Gerard Clauson, was entitled “Some notes on the inscription of
Tofiuquq”. In this article Clauson deals with the chronology of the Tofiuquq
inscription by comparing its text with the texts of the Kiil Tegin and Bilga
Qayan inscriptions. The second one, perhaps of even greater influence, was
written by Sergej G. Kljastornyj and published in 1982 under the simple title
“The Terkhin inscription”. In this article (1982.338) Kljastornyj claimed that
“The grammatical characteristics of the Terkhin inscription are identical with
those of the Old Turkic runic inscriptions in general, and the close similarity,
some times even identity, of the text with the Mogon Shine usu inscription
makes it possible to refer to the remarks of G. Ramstedt, H. Orkun and S. E.
Malov concerning the later when dealing with the Terkhin inscription”. In the
following, some short remarks concerning the correctness of this statement
will be given.

As it is well known, was the Uighur Steppe empire politically based in the
western and central parts of Mongolia. It followed the Second Tiirk Steppe
empire that had been created in 692 by Elteri§ Qayan. The Uighurs formed
their empire, initially together with the Basmil and Qarluq, during 742 and
744. By the end of this period the Uighurs had established themselves firmely
in Mongolia, at the same time they had expelled both the Basmil and the
Qarluq from their new empire.

There are several reasons for the great importance of the Uighurs in the
history of Mongolia. The military, cultural and economical relations between
the Uighurs and the Chinese Tang dynasty (as well as various western
states) are well known, as is also the introduction of Manichaeism as their
state religion in 761 or 762. All these actions made the Uighur policy rather
different from the policy of the Second Tiirk Steppe empire. This last entity
had stressed nomadic traditions together with a strong anti-sedentary attitude,
considering everything non-Turkic as improper. This attitude is best seen in
the inscription of Kiil Tegin or that of Tofiuquq. Thus Bilgé Qayan, referring
to the time between the first and second qayanate, states in the Kiil Tegin
inscription:

Kiil Tegin (S5-8): “(S5) [The Chinese people] give gold, silver and silk
in abndance. The words of the Chinese people have always between sweet
and the materials have always been soft. Deceiving by means of (their) sweet
words and soft materials, the Chinese are said to cause the remote peoples to
come close. After such a people have settled close to them, (the Chinese) are
said to plan their ill will there. (S6) [The Chinese] do not let real wise men and
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real brave men make progress. ... Having been taken in by their sweet words
and soft materials, you Tiirk people were killed in great numbers. Oh Tiirk
people, you will die! If you intend to settle at the Coyay mountains and on
the Togiiltiin (S7) plain in the south, Oh Tiirk people you will die! There the
ill-willed persons made harmful suggestions as follows: «If a people live afar
(from them), they (i.e. the Chinese) give cheap materials; but if a people live
close to them, then (the Chinese) give them valuable materials». ... Having
heard these words, you unwise people went close to (the Chinese) and were
(consequently) killed in great numbers. (S8) If you go towards these place, Oh
Tiirk people, you will die! If you stay in the land of Otiikiin, and send caravans
from there, you will have no trouble. If you stay at the Otiikéin mountains, you
will live forever, dominating the tribes!” (Tekin 1968.261-262)

For the reasons mentioned, the Uighur Steppe empire might be styled
culturally and politically more international than the Old Tiirk Steppe
empire(s). But, also anti-Chinese feelings as visible in the policy of the Uighur
Steppe empire, for example in connection with the military aid given to the
Tang emperor during the rebellion of An Lushan in 756-757. Additionally,
there are other events that might be considered even more important for the
history of Mongolia than those mentioned. When the Uighurs were defeated
by the Kirghiz in 840, they decided to leave Mongolia and settled in the areas
of Dunhuang and Turfan. On the other hand, also the Kirghiz had no intention
to establish themselves in Mongolia and thus there came into existence an
ethnic and political power vacuum that was slowly filled up with Mongolic
speaking groups. The Uighurs might be therefor called the last ruling group of
Turkic origin in Mongolia. After the Uighur steppe period, the ethnic structure
of Mongolia, especially western and central Mongolia, became increasingly
Mongolized. This event brought into existence also, as I have tried to show in
another paper, the Middle Mongolic language or languages (Rybatzki 2010).

Coming back to the Uighurs, which are the written sources of the Uighur
Steppe empire? Here, 1 will only deal with and mention inscriptions that
originate from Mongolia. Some Manichaen paper documents that might
belong to this very same period have been excluded as they are, on one hand,
not relevant for our theme; on the other hand is it also disputable if these
documents really belong to the Uighur steppe period (cf. the discussion in
Rybatzki 2000).

The three inscriptions that form the theme of this contribution, the Tes, Terx
or Tariat and the Sine usu inscriptions' seem to form a closely related historical

1 Compare for these three inscriptions for example the nice publication of Mert (2009).
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unity. However, contrary to the opinion expressed by Kljastornyj (cf. before),
and as it will be shown in the following, is this proximity not as great as it
has been generally stated. Additionally, a difference concerning purpose and
location can be detected: The inscription of Sine usu is connected with a burial
ground, this is not the case with regard to the Tes and Terx inscriptions. It may
be thus assumpted that, on one side, the construction of these three inscriptions
occurred around the same time within a timespan of about 5-10 years. On the
other hand was the purpose of the constructions essentially different, as only
the Sine usu inscription was erected in connection with a burial.

Other inscriptions connected with the Uighur Steppe empire differ
considerably from the three inscriptions just mentioned; in some cases it is
even unsure if they belong at all to the period of the Uighur Steppe empire. In
the first place the inscription from Qarabalyasun, situated north of Qaraqorum,
the old capital of the Mongolian empire, must be mentioned. This inscription,
discovered in 1889, deals with the introduction of Manichaeism among the
Uighurs. Its importance lies in the fact that it gives a complete list of Uighur
rulers up to around 821. The text of the inscription was written in Old Turkic,
Sogdian and Chinese (Orkun 1936.85, Schlegel 1896, Hansen 1930). Of these
three texts, the Old Turkic one is nearly completely distroyed, and the Chinese
one is preserved best. The preservation of the Sogdian text stands between
that of the Old Turkic and Chinese ones. Another, shorter and mono-lingual,
Old Turkic, inscription was found in the same location. By convenience this
is called the “Smaller Qarabalyasun inscription”. Its date of composition is
unknown (Osawa 1999.144). From the Sevrey sumun in the Gobi desert comes
another, very fragmentary, bilingual inscription in Old Turkic and Sogdian
(Kljastornyj & Livsic 1971). Its inclusion among inscriptions of the Uighur
Steppe empire is mainly due to its bi-linguism, moni-linguistic inscriptions
being seemingly characteristic for the Uighur Steppe empire. Several other
inscriptions have been sometimes included into this corpus. However, these
inclusions can not be supported by strict scientific standards. Inscriptions
belonging to this group are for example the Runic inscription from Khutuk
uula (Tryjarski & Hamilton 1975), or the short inscription in Sogdo-Uighur
script from Ulaangoom (S&erbak 1995). The last mentioned shows by content
more similarities with Runic inscriptions from Southern Siberia than any
other inscription discovered outside that region. Finally, related to the very
end of the Uighur Steppe empire or the very beginning of the short Kirghiz
domination over Mongolia, the Siiiiji inscription should be mentioned (Orkun
1936.155-159). This is, however, not an Uighur, but a Kirghiz inscription.
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The Tes, Terx and the Sine usu inscriptions cover the reigns of the first
two gayans of the Uighur Steppe empire. The first ruler of that empire was
Kiil Bilgd Qayan, who ruled until 747. The second ruler was his son, Tdyridd-
Bolmis El-Etmis Bilgd Qayan or Qan, also called Tdyridd-Bolmis El-Etmis
Uiyur Qayan, Tdyri Qayan, or El-Etmis Qan, in Chinese sources he is also
known as Moyanchuo, perhaps a transcription for Buyan Cor. He ruled from
747 until 759 and is the main participant of the three inscriptions. He was
probably born in 713 or 714. The third ruler, not directly mentioned in these
inscriptions, is Biigii or Bogii Qayan, who ruled between 759 and 779; he
seems to have been responsible for the erection of some of the inscriptions.
This gayan is known from Chinese sources as Mouyu Kehan, which is a
transcription of Bégii Qayan. According to Hamilton (1990.25), Biigii’s title in
the Chinese part of the Qarabalyasun-inscription has to be read Kiin-Tdnridd
Qut-Bulmis El-Tutmis Alp Kiiliig Bay[a Qayan] (Rybatzki 2000.230-239).

The Sine usu inscription is located in the vicinity of a mountain called
Orgootii, a small river with the name Mogoitu and the lake Sine usu. It was
discovered in 1909 by G. J. Ramstedt and S. Pilsi. As already mentioned was
this one, contrary to the other two inscriptions, erected in connection with a
burial ground and constructed for the memory of the second Uighur gayan,
El-Etmis Bilgd Qayan (Halén 1982.58-61). The inscription records events not
only connected with the life of El-Etmi$ Bilgd Qayan, but also with Kiil Bilga
Qayan, the first Uighur qayan. Several dates help to fix the chronological
frame of the Sine usu inscription: yilan yil 741, gori yil 743, becin yil 744,
taqgiyu yil 745, it yil 746, layzin yil 747, kiiskii yil 748, bars yil 750, ulu yil 752,
and yilan yil 753.

The Tes inscription was formerly located in the valley of the Tes-river
(Tesiin gol) on a hill called Nogoon-tolgoi in the western Xangaj mountain
of the Xovsgol-Aimaq (NW-Mongolia). Today the inscription is kept in
Ulaanbaatar. The inscription was discovered already in 1915 by B. Ja.
Vladimirtsov, but not published at that time. In the years 1969 and 1975 it was
investigated by Mongolian-Russian joint expeditions. This inscription is very
fragmentary with not even one line preserved in its entireness.

Die Terx inscription is located in the valley of the Terx-river (Terxiin gol), in
the northwestern part of the Xangaj-mountain, close to the lake Terxiin cagan
nuur. The inscription was discovered in 1957 by the Mongolian archeologist
C. Dorzsiiren. During investigations in 1969 and 1970 further parts of the
inscriptions could be discovered, but the uppermost part of the inscription
was never found. The inscription was located on a little artifical elevation,
however, it was not part of a burial complex. The main part of the text of the
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inscription was composed in the name of the second Uighur gayan, EI-Etmi§
Bilge Qayan, by his son Biigii Qayan.

There is no full consensus concerning the historical and chronological
relations between the three inscriptions. This uncertainty is mainly due to the
fragmentarity of the Terx and Tes inscriptons, especially the Tes inscription.
The oldest chronology, offered by Kljastorny;j (1982.338-341), considered the
Terx inscription as the oldest inscription, erected around 753-756, and the
Tes inscription as the youngest, erected around 761-762. In this frame the
Sine usu inscription takes the place between the two, erected around 760.
A different view is taken by A. Berta (2004.229-230, 243-245, 269-270).
According to him, the chronology of the three inscriptions is Tes, erected 750,
Terx, erected 752/753 and lastly Sine usu, erected 759. The starting point for
our investigation should be the Sine usu inscription. As this is an inscription
related to the death of El-Etmi$ Bilgé Qayan, who died in 759, its date can be
fixed with some kind of accuracy. Taking into account the time of constructing
the burial or memorial place, as well as the ceremonies held in connection
with the death of a qayan, I am inclined to date the Sine usu complex together
with the inscription to the years 760-761. The Terx inscription is surely
older than the Sine usu inscription. This is an inscription that after a kind of
mythological introduction, deals first with the events of the initial year of the
Uighur empire, followed by an enumeration of the tribes and dignitaries of
the empire, as well as its extent. By content the inscription might be therefor
called a boundary stone. The historical part of the Terx inscription seems to
be limited to the eastern and southern part of the inscription, and describes
events that fall into the period between 741 and 753. Seemingly there are
neither dates nor historical events enumerated in the remaining western and
southern sides of the inscription. The final date 753 would thus indicate that
the inscription was erected shortly afterwards, perhaps around 754 or 755.
Most contradictory is the dating of the Tes inscription, dates lying between
750 to 761/762 have been suggested. Due to the highly fragmentary state
of the inscription, its content and structure is very unclear. The phrase cit
tikdi 6rgin yaratdi ‘he drove a stockade into the gound, he had the throne
erected’ on the last, southern part of the inscription could point to the fact that
this is a boundary stone too. Remarkable seems to be the fact that the Sine
usu and Terx inscriptions use frequently the 1 p. perf. sg. -dim ‘I have done
(something)’, whereas the Tes inscription, at least in the preserved parts, uses
only the 3 p. perf. sg. -di ‘He has done (something)’. This could point to the
fact that the Tes inscription was written in the memory of someone, probably
El-Etmis Bilgé Qayan, if the date tagiyu yil at the beginning of the inscription,
West 4, refers to the year 757, and the ruler in line West 5, who, after a long
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lacuna, yasi tdgip ucdi ‘reached his age and died’ was El-Etmis as suggested
by Berta. For the reasons given, I am inclined to date the Tes inscription after
the construction of the Sine usu inscription, that is after 760 to 761.

The philological relations and similarities between the three insciptions
seem to be much more less evident than suggested, for example, by KljaStornyj.
This is not only due to the fact that the Tes inscription is very fragmentary, but
also, as mentioned, because the purposes of the inscriptions were different.
A philological similarity between the Tes and Terx inscription can be found
in Terx East 2 and Tes North 3-4, probably connected with the mythological
parts of the inscriptions. Terx East 2 reads [lacuna] agiza barmis : ucuz kélkd
: atliyin t6kd : barmis : qadir : qasar : dbdi bdrsil : yatiz oyuz [lacuna]. This
sentence is more or less identical with Tes North 3-4 that reads [lacuna] boz og
basin : aqiza : ucuz kélkd atliyin : tokd barmis [lacuna) [db]di bdrsil : gadir
. qasar. Otherwise, only one more similarity that might connect the Tes with
the Terx and also the Sine usu inscription can be detected. I will come back to
this evidence soon.

In the initial part of the Terx and Sine usu inscriptions, dealing with the
defeat of the Tiirks and the fights against the Qarluq certain similarities can
be detected. These similarites are partly in verbatim, but it should be noticed
that the text of the Terx inscription is always more complete, thus giving the
impression that in these cases the Sine usu inscription is a kind of abbreviation
of the first one. This fact could support the hypothesis that the Terx inscription
is older than the Sine usu inscription. Please compare, similarities are marked
in bold:

Terx E7 /// komiir tayda yar 6giizda : iic tuyluy tiirk bodunqa : anda : yetinc
ay : tort : yegirmikd E8 /// anda : tofidardim (?) [toqitturtim :] ganin aldim
anda : yoq boldi : tiirk : bodunuy anda : icgérdim : anda yana E9 /// ozmi§
tegin qan boldi : qon yiliqa (743) : yoridim S1 /// ekindi ...... becin yiliga
(744) yoridim ... siifiiSdiim : anda sancdim : qanin anda S2 /// tutdim : ......
taqiyu : yiliqa (745) yoridim : yilladim : beSinc ay : iic yegirmika : qalisdi S3
siiniisdim ...... :icgdrip : igdir bolik ... [bW...] bdn : anda : kesrd : it yiliqa
(746) : iic qarluq : yavlaq saqinip : tizi bardi : qurya [quriya] on oq[q]a
S4 ... kirdi:anda ...... iic qarluq layzin yilqa (747) : toquz tatar : ... toquz
buyruq bes [# [b]big] saiiit : qara bodun : turuyun [turuyin] gaiiim qanqa :
Otiindi : 4cii apa ati S5 bar tedi ... anda : yabyu : atadi : anda Kesri : kiisgii
yiliga (748) : sen dligda [sinldgd4] kiic gqara bodun atamis [temis: ]

Sine Usu N8 ertim qara : qum : aSmis : kogérda : komiir tayda : yar dgiizd :
iic tuyluy # : tiirk : bodunqa /// N9 ozmis : tegin : gan bolmis : goii yilqa :
yoridim : ekinti : stinQis : altinc # ay : alti : yagiqa : toqidim(?) /// N10 tutdim
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: qatunin : anta : altim : tiirk bodun : anta : inyaru : yoq bolti : anta : kesra# :
taqiyu : yilqa // N11 iic qarluq : yavlaq saqinip : tizi : bardi : quriya :
on oqqa : kirti : layzin# : yilqa : toquz [totuq] //// bod /// -in(?) : tuyup N12
yabyu atadi : anta : Kesri : qagim gayan : ucdi : qara bodun : qilinc : // kiisgii
: yilqa /// tay bilgé totuquy

After this episode the two inscriptions go different ways. The Sine usu
inscription speaks about the fights and the consolidation of the empire,
whereas the Terx inscription speaks about administrative and geographical
achievements. However, there is still one part, where all the three inscriptions
can be connected. It is the story about the construction of an inscription that
occurs Terx West 1-3, Sine usu East 8-10, and possibly Tes South 2-3. If the
event in Tes South can be connected with the events in Terx and Sine usu,
then the construction of an inscription in 752 can not be connected with the
construction of the Tes inscription, as for example suggested by Berta. In this
case still another, until now unknown inscription would be indicated. In the
following, similarities between the Terx and Sine usu inscriptions are marked
in bold, similarities between the Tes and Terx/Sine usu inscriptions in cursive:

Terx W1 étiikén : kedin : ucinda : tez basinda : érgiin ...... anda : yaratdim
: bars yilqa (750) yilan yilqa (753) : eki yil W2 yayladim : ulu yiliga (752)
6tiikdn : ortusinda : a$ 6iiiiz : ba$ qan iduq bas kedinindé : yayladim : 6rgin
: bunda : yarat(it)dim : cit : bunda toqitdim : bifi yil(l)iy : tiiméin kiinliik
: bitigimin : bdlgiimin : bunda W3 yasi tasqa : yarat(it)dim tulqu : tasqa :
toqitdim :

Sine usu E8 ol ay /// otiikéiin : Kedin : ucinta : tez : baSinta gasar quridin#
orgin anta : etitdim : cit anta : toqitdim : yay anta : yayladim : yaqa : anta :
yaqaladim : bélgiimin : bitigimin anta : yaratidim : ancip : ol yil : kiizlin :
ilgéri : yoridim : tatariy : ayitdim : tavi§yan : yil (751) E9 beSinc ayqa : tigi
/// [ulu] yilqa : /// bas : /// a$ oyiiz baSinta : iduq bas : kedinta : yavas toqus
: béltirinté : anta : yayladim : 6rgin : anta : yaratitdim : cit anta : toqitdim
: biy yilliq : tiiméin : kiinliik : bitigimin : bélgiimin : anta : yasi taSqa : E10
yaratitdim toqitdim ///

Tes S2 ///zg : qasar quriy (quruy) : gondi : cit : tikdi : orgin : yaratdyi : yayladi
S3 ///elsér : ilgérii : qondi bdlgiisin : bitigin : bu : urdi : bu yaratdi :

Certain similarities between the inscription, Tes and Terx, as well as Terx
and Sine usu are visible. However, these similarities seem to be mainly due
to the fact that the events described in the inscriptions cover roughly the same
period, depicture the same historical events. By no means can the similarities
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be compared with those that exist between the Old Turkic text of the Kiil
Tegin and Bilgéd Qayan inscriptions.
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