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TWO BITHYNIAN DEITIES 
IN THE OLD AND NEW PHRYGIAN INSCRIPTIONAL TEXTS 

1. The Bithynian God Tiyes vel ZEo«r Ilii1tcx«r1. 

The god Tiyes in the nom. sg. (or voc. sg.) is clearly attested in the Old 
Phrygian inscription M-04 from the "Midasstadt", where this god bears the 
title Modrovanak. Dating from the first half of the sixth century B. C., the 
inscription M-04 is engraved on Kybele's throne with the utmost care and is 
perfectly legible except for a few mutilated letters. The inscription has been 
edited and analyzed several times, but the proposed interpretations are 
unsatisfactory and there is not even a consensus about the name of the god 
Tiyes and his title. 
---C. Brixhe and M. Lejeune in their standard monograph on the Old 
Phrygian inscriptions [1984: 23] give the following reading of text M-04: 

akinanogavan: tiyes modrovanak: [?] avara [?] 
The first word of the inscription, ~kinanogavan, can be the acc. sg. of 

an a-stem, a feminine variant of the same word, which appears also as 
akenanogavos in the inscription M-0la 2 and twice in W-013. The word 
akenanogavos applies most probably to a religious functionary and not 
a secular one. According to Lubotsky's opinion [1988: 12], the feminine 
variant akinanogava is a title of the Great Goddess herself. It is well known 
that Kybele is often mentioned as a bearer of a religious title (a high priestess 
or an oracle) in Phrygia. 

As the sentence starts with an object in the acc. sg., it is most probable that 
two further words can be recognized as nom. sg., and ?avara? as a verbal 
form. This syntactic structure, Obj. - Subj. - Verb, is well known in Phrygia 
[Lubotsky 1988: 16]. 

I accept Lubotsky's interpretation [1989a: 85], according to which Tiyes 
is a theonym bearing the title Modrovanak "king of Modra", where Modra 
(M66vcx) is a Bithynian town [Neumann 1986; Bayun-Orel 1989: 180] and 
vanak is the noun meaning "king", cf. NPhr. oocxvcxx'tcxv (acc. sg.), Gk. Att. 
cxva~ "king, lord", Myc. wa-na-ka, Toch. A niitiik "lord" (all from IE. 
~Akt-s "king, lord" [Winter 1970: 53-54])4 . --

It seems likely that the Bithynian town TiEtOV (also Tiov) is named after 
this god, cf. the remarks of Stephan us Byzantius: --

dTJµocr3evi'Jc; I>' ev Bt3uvt<Xxoi<; q>TJcri xncr-ciJv -cfJc; 1t6lEco<; yEvfo3cu 
II&-rcxQov iMvmt Ilcx<plcxyovicxv, xcxi EX 1:06 -ctµ&v -cov hicx Tiov 
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noocrcxyoQt6crm (cf. on this passage Haas 1966: 67 and 172; Lubotsky 1988, 
fn. 13; 1989a: 85). 

It should be emphasized that Steph. Byz. connects the name of the god 
Tiyes with the Bithynian town Tieiov / Tiov ~for par~llels, se~ sue~ examp!e~ 
as • A1to1.1.ovicx: 'A1t61.1.rov, 'ASt\vcxt: 'AS11v11, Aiov: Z1mi;, H(!(XXA.~la­
'Hucxx>.t\i;, etc.) and that in the Old P~rygi~n inscription M-0~ the _go~ T1~es 
is ascribed as 'the king of (the B1thyman town) Modra. This implies 
a Bithynian origin of the god. . . 

The name Tieiov contains the _suffix -e~o-, 
5
which 1s freque1:1t1y_ used for t~e 

formation of adjectives (not only m Phrygian ). The same adJective occurs m 
the New Phrygian inscription No. 58, where th~ sequence tt~to~ ey11crn 
yeyQtµevov is.. translated by 0. J:Iaas [19_66: 67] er soll das gotthche V?r­
bestimmte tragen". This curse 1s a vanant of a frequent New Phr~gian 
malediction yeyQttµ&vcxv &y&oou Tt0a outOt". "let hi~ get the established 
punishment of (the god) Tiyes" (vel. sim.), which contams the gen. sg. of the 
name Tiyes, cf. . . • 
- yeyeeiµevixv eyeoov Twcr oorixv (No. 32; 34; 36; 60; 105) 
- yey < (l > eiµevixv eyeoov Twcr oorixv (No. 33) 
- '}'E'}'(letµEVIXV eyeO[(?~ 'f]tocr 00 <t > IXV (No. 59) 
- yeyeeiµevixv x' eyeoov Twcr oorixv (No. 76) 
- yeyeeiµe[".~". ~Y.~~]ov Twcr oot[~".] (No. 108). . . 

Furthermore, this god appears m two New Phry~an apodos1s formulae 
ttt t&tixµ&vocr cxcr Ticxv &ttoll (where Tiyes occurs m acc. sg.) and Tt11/& 
ttt t&ttxµevocr &ttou (where Tiyes occurs in dat. ~g. ~nd/or ~bl. sg.). Both 
formulae mean "let him become accursed by Tiyes vel s1m. For these 
occurence, see below: 
- n renxµevocr ixcr Ttixv [ett] ov (No. 14) 

,_ nt renxµev[ocr] IX<T Ttixv·ei-rou (No. 53) 
~ n renxµevocr· ~cr Ttixv [~]iwu (No. 99) 
and also 
- Tte ttt [t]enxµevocr eiwv (No. 2) 
- [x]e Tie ~tt tenxµevocr eiwv (No. 3) 
- tOO" Vl µe seµeAOJ < cr > xe oeocr [~]t Tt17 nt tenxµevocr e[~~]ov (No. 6) 
_ oeocr xe ,eµ[eJ.wcr xe ... ]ix xe oi eieoiix Tte nt renxµevocr eiwv (No. 7) 
- Tte ttt tetxµ.evoa eirdv (No. 26; 115) 
- ,eµeJ.wcr Tie ttt renxµevocr eiwv (No. 75)

6 

- µe ,e <µe.> AOJO" xe OEOJIX xe Tte n tenxµ[~YC?<! ~~~(?~] (No. 97) 
- µe oewcr Tie nt renxµevocr eiwv (No. 97) 
- Tt17 n t[~!~':'/f~YC?]cr moo (No. 114). . 

From the above data it can be clearly seen that the case endmgs of _the 
theonym Tiyes are those of a consonant-stem, cf. nom. / voc. sg. T1yes 
(1 attestation) 

gen sg. Ttoi; (9 occurences) 
acc. sg. Ticxv (3 x ) / Tiov (Steph. Byz.) 
dat. / abl. sg. Tt& / Ttt1 (10 x ~- . 
On the basis of the above mentioned forms, A. Lubotsky [1988, fn. 13, 
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1989a: 85] proposes to reconstruct a s-stem, namely nom. sg. *TiH-es, gen. 
sg. *TiH-s-os, etc. His analysis is, however, hard to accept for a number of 
reasons. Firstly, the ancient data suppose that the god Tiyes was of Bithynian 
(not Phrygian) origin. Secondly, both the so-called interpretatio graeca, 
mentioned by Stephanus Byzantius (tov Ai0t Tiov neoacxyoQ&oiiacxt), and the 
paralelism of the declension of the Greek Zeui; and the Bithynian Tiyes 
(see below) suggest that these two theonyms are of the same Indo-European 
origin, cf. 

nom. sg. 
gen. sg. 
acc. sg. 
dat. sg. 

Tiyes = Zt6i; 
TtOO'= = Aioi;, Myc. di-wo 
TtO!V = Ai~ ---- --
Tt11/t = Ati, Myc. di-we 

(< IE. 
(< IE. 
(< IE. 
(< IE. 

*Dy~us), 
*Diwos), 
*Diw~), 
*Diwei). 

In such case the theonym Tiyes cannot be ascribed as genuiny Phrygian for 
a numbers of reasons. First of all, Phrygian had no Lautverschiebung [Lejeune 
1979; Brixhe 1983: 121-122]. Second, IE. *w was preserved not only in 
Old Phrygian, but also in New Phrygian (cf. OPhr. vanak, dat. sg. vanaktei 
"king" = NPhr. acc. sg. ou0tv0txt0tv < IE. *wiµ_kt-s "id."; see above). Third, 
the monophthongization of the diphthong *eu did not take place in Phrygian 
(cf. Phrygian s&6µ0tv • tl)V 1t11YlJV. cJ>euy&i; < TE. *gbeum'! n. "spring, source", 
cf. Gk. :x,tiip0t n. "id.", Skt. boman- [Gusmani 1958: 863 ( = 1959); Neroznak 
1978: 155; Brixhe 1982: 244]. On the other hand, it is possible that these three 
processes (IE. *d > !; IE. *w > zero; IE. *eu > e) were typical of the Bit-
hynian language'. - -- - -

If the Bithynian god Tiyes is an equivalent of Greek Z&ui;, as Stephanus 
Byzantius supposes, he was mentioned in numerous Greek inscriptions of 
Bithynia as Z&ui; Il(i1t0ti; (i.e. 'Sky-god the father', cf. Gk. Zt6i; 1t0ttf1U, 
Vedic Dyau~ pita, Latin lupiter (voc.), Umbric lfippater (voc.) and Iuvepatre 
(dat.), Epuotic L1&t1t(Xtueoi;8, all from IE. *Dyeus pater "id"). Thus it is 
likely that Tiyes was the greatest god of the Bithynian pantheon. 

Summing up, we may conclude that the god Tiyes was not native in the 
Phrygian pantheon and that the historical and linguistic data, mentioned 
above, suggest his Bithynian origin. We can find exact equivalents of Tiyes 
in Greek (Zt6i; / Z&ui; 1t<Xtf1Q, Old Indic (Dyau~ / Oya.uh pita), Latin (gen. 
lovis, voc. liipiter), Oscan (dat. Diuvei), Umoric[cfat. luvepatre, voc. liippater), 
Epirotic (voc. Att1t(Xtuuoi;), Messapic (Zis), Hittite (si-u-us), Lydian (Lefs, 
Levs) and possibly in Phrygian (M0t-;&"i>?), see Pokorny [1959: 184].--

2. The Bithynian goddess Bas. 
I believe that the Phrygians borrowed from the Bithynian pantheon not 

only the 'Sky-god', Tiyes, but also other deities. It seems plausible to pro­
pose the Bithynian origin of the deity Bas (acc. sg. Batan). 

The goddess Bas is mentioned among other deities in the New Phrygian 
inscription No. 48: Mi-tQCX. Cl>0tt0t x& M0ta T&pooy&toa x& IlotJV'tOtO' BOta x& ... 10

. 

The above mentioned names are no doubt theonyms, as implied by ths Greek 
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part of the same inscription: mY.QB8iµr,v u> µvr,µBtov toic:; 7t(!O'Y&'YQ<XJ1µtvotc:; 
S&oic:; xe -r:ff xwµr, -r:cxv8' o n<Xt~Q 'Aox1.r,m6i;. 
~he deily Bas in the acc. sg. is twice attested in the New Phrygian 
inscriptions No.33 and 36 ('Y&'Yot(!t-r:µ&voa ota Pottotv t&utoua) and once in 
the Old Phrygian inscription T-02b (batan)11. The parallelism of two con­
structions, ttt t&tucµ&µoa ota Tiotv &ttOt>{No. 14, 53, 99) "let him become 
accursed by Tiyes" vel sim. (for which see above) and y&yotQttp&voa ota 
Peltotv t&utoua, suggests that ota Bcxtotv must be analysed as the preposition 
ota + acc. sg. of a deity, whereas t&utooo is a verbal form (so already 
Gusmani [1958: 903 ( = 1959)], more recently Lubotsky [1989b. 149]). 

The name of Bas also occurs in the apodosis formula with p1:xoc:; 
"bread", cf. --
- Ba[u] WI Pexou µe Pe(}Bt (No. 86), 
- µB xB 01 totouue1 n Bau Pexou (No. 99), 
- Bau IOI Pexou µex PeQBt (No. 111). 

In my view, the deity Bas (i.e. Bat-s) can be successfully equated with 
the Mycenaean Greek deity *Cl>!Xc:;, attested in dat: sg. *Cl>ot6&i in the Knossos 
tablets: pa-de (KN Fp 1.4, Fp 48.2, Fs 8, Ga 456) and once pa-de-i (KN 
F 953+F 955), see Kazanskene & Kazanskij [1986: 143]. If the_connection 
between Bat- and Myc. Gk. pa-d- (i.e. *Cl>ot6-) is a real one, it is necessary 
to assume that both consonantal correspondences (B- = Gk. Cl>-and -t- = Gk. 
-6-) are very typical of Bithynian, but not of Phrygian, in which theconso­
nantal shift ("Lautverscbiebung") does not appear at all, i.e. IE. *d yields 
Phrygian d and not t (see Lejeune 1979). In this situation the deity Bas 
as well as Tiyes must have been borrowed by the Phrygians from the Bithy­
nian pantheon. 

The suggested lndo-European deity (presumable goddess) *Bbad-s is 
attested not only in Bithynian (Bcxc:;, acc. sg. Bcxtotv / Batan) and Mycenaean 
Greek (dat. sg. pa-de-i / pa-de), but also in Slavic (OPol. Boda12

, with 
a secondary reformation of the stem 13 , and possibly in Indic (? Bbadrii 
f., also Bbadrakiili"-f., the name of a goddess, originally "Gluck schaffend" 
[Mayrhofer 1963: 466--467]). The theonym *Bbad-s (f.) is undoubtedly 
derived from the Indo-European root BHAD- "fortunate, happy, prosperous; 
good" (see Pokorny [1959: 106] s.v. bbad- "gut"), which is well preserved 
in Indic (cf. Skt. bbadra-adj. "good, fortunate, blessed, delightful", subbadra­
adj. "segensreich, heilvoll", etc.), Iranian (cf. MPers. babr "beauty, grace, 
charm", Av. bu-baora-adj. "fortunate, prosperous, happy", MPers. bu-babr = 
= Skt. su-bhadra-), Germanic (cf. goth. batiza "better"/ batista "best"; Olcel. 
betre / betstr; OE. beter(a) / betst; OHG.bezzir(o) / bezzist, G. besser / best; 
see also Olcel. bati m. "Verbesserung, Heil", OFris. bata m. "Voteil", etc.) 
and probably in Slavic (if OChSl. dobn. adj. "cxy<X8oi;, x<XA6i;", Rus. dobryj, 
Pol. dobry "good" reflect Slavic *dobn. adj. "id." and IE. *bhadro-adj. by 
metathesis of the consonants). This would suggest that the Bithynian Bas, 
as well as her Indo-European ancestress, was "the goddess of prosperity, 
happiness and fortune". If this be true, it would be quite understandabl_e_why 
this goddess occurs in the New Phrygian malediction formulae. 
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NOTES: 
1 I would like to take the opportunity to express my gratitude to Prof. Dr. 

Gunter Neumann (Wurzburg, Germany) and Prof. Ignacy Ryszard Danka 
(L6dz, Poland) for comments on a preliminary version of this paper, and to 
Prof. Dr. William C. Brice (Manchester, England) for valuable criticism of the 
present version and for taking the effort of checking my English style. 
Understandably, I assume all the responsibility for any errors and short­
comings. I am also grateful to Prof. Dr. Roberto Gusmani (Udine, Italy) for 
sending a copy of his "Studi frigi", and to Alexander Lu botsky (Leiden, The 
Netherlands) for sending some offprints of his useful articles. 

2 The text of the OPhr. inscription M-0la can be read as follows: ates: 
arkiaevais: akenanogavos: midai: lavagtaei: vanaktei: edaes. Cf. Hass [1966: 
187], Neroznak [1978: 71], Brixhe-Lejeune [1984: 6]. 

3 For the text of the inscription W-01 and its interpretation, see especially 
Lubotsky [1988]. Cf. vrekun: tedatoy: yostutut ... a. m?noy: akenanogavos 
I aey II materan: areyastin II bonok: akenanogavos. 

4 The title is differently interpreted by Neioznak [1978: 76] and 
Brixhe-Lejeune [1984: 23], who (mistakenly) compare the element Modro­
with such adjectives as Lith. mandras, OChSl. modn, "wise, sage". 

5 For adjectives in -eyo- in Mycenaean Greek, see recently Killen 
[1983]. . 

6 Originally ~1:µ1:1,,roa t'tE ... , but I agree with C. Brixhe [1978: 10-11], 
who ;:roposes to see m t'tE a mistake for TtE. 

Bithynian was probaoly a 'consonant sliift' language, related closely to 
Thracian. It should be noting that two processes, namely IE. *w > zero 
and IE. *eu > e, are also typical of Thracian, cf. for instance, (1) Thracian 
ETEl:A "years,..< IE. *wetesii (nom. pl. neut.) "years", cf. Gk. Att. t'to; n. 
"year" (pl. t'tfl); (2) Thracian~E't(!a\(X f. "pipkin" < IE. *gheutrayii r:-"ld.", 
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cf. Greek Xu't~, f. "pipkin". It cannot be excluded, however, that the Thracian 
language had Lautverschiebung" as well. 

: Cf. IJ.eznri._we?c;. ~e1c;, nae~ "i.wµ<paiozc; (Hesychius). 
Cf. Ma(ev~. o Zevc; vno <l>evywv (Hesychius). Unfortunately, the element 

Mix- has no satisfactory explanation. 
--.o It should be noti~ed tha~ three deities are of the Iranian origin, namely 
(1) Mt't(!a = lndo-Iraman *Mitra- m., cf. Skt. Mitra~ m. [Mayrhofer 1963: 
633-4], Av. MHl~a-, OPers. (= Median) Mi}>ra-, Bactr. MtQQO, etc.; (2) 
Cl)(X't(X = Indo-Iraman *Vita- "Wind-God", cf. Skt. Vita~ m., Av. Vita-, 
Bactr. O(Xoo, etc.; (3) M(X; = Iranian *Mas- "god (<less) of the moon", cf. 
Av. Mah- m., S_cyt~. M1:a-1ttHtt • ~ l:1:1,,11vtt 7t(XQIX l:xuSai; (Hesychius), Bactr. 
~(X~ (: Skt. ~ moon, month" [Mayrhofer 1963: 631-632], Av. miih-
1d. , etc.). One can add that T1:µuoy1:io; is the god of a river whereas the 

theonym IIoov'tix; is still unclear. ' 
. 

11 
Unfortunately, OPhr. batao occurs in a fragment, the context of which is 

qmte unclear. 
12 

Boda is mentioned in Powiesc o klasztorze Lysog6rskim (from 1550 
A.D.), see Bruckner [1985: 38-9 and 226] 

13 , • 
_ 1:he transfer _o~ the name *Bhad-s f. (consonant-stem) into the feminine 
a-st:m 1s charactenstJc of Slavic. For analogical reformation of a stem see Lat. 
Au~ora f. (a-stem) "pawn-Goddess" < IE. * Aws6s f. (s-stem) "id.", ~f. Vedic 
U~a~-~no~. ~~- U~a~) f. and ,?reek Hom. 'Hro;, Aeolic Auro;, Attic "Ero;, 
Done AF~; Daw1;1-God~e~s .: (For reasons of convenience, I suggest using 
the follo~mg notat1?1;1s: ~=~-/a-Jo-colouring vocalized laryngeals i.e. 
~1 ~2 ~3 !n the tra?1honal symbohsm; ~ - any vocalized laryngeal or an 
undet~_rmmed vocalized laryngeal). It should be added that the development of 
IE. ,*~ to Skt. -u- and Gk. -aF- is highly regular, cf. (1) Vedic Siiryah / 
/ Siiriya~ m. "Sun-God" and Greek Hom. 'HtJ..io;, Doric 'AFt~m. 
"id." (b?th from IE. *Siiweliyos m. "Solar God") and (2) Vedic Piisan- (nom. 
g. Pii~ii) m. = Greek Arc. II&v / IIav, dat. sg. II(Xovi (both· from IE. 
*Piiw.is6n m. "id."), cf. Witczak [1993: 121]. --


