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DIAUEHPDE BIR URARTU KALESI : UMUDUM TEPE
(KALORTEPE)

Altan A. CILINGIROGLU

Umudum Tepe Erzurum’un 18 km. kuzeyindeki Umudum koéyii-
niin (Imidimbaba) 2 km. batisinda yer alir. Kale Erzurum ovasini
kuzeyde smirlayan siradaglarin ova ile birlestigi yerde, Erzurum
ovasina egemen kayalik bir burun iizerinde kurulmustur (Lev. I/1).
Tepe iizerinde yi1kik duvarlarin bulundugu alan ovadan yaklasik ola-
rak 100 m. yiiksekliktedir. Yiizeydeki kalintilardan anlagildig1 ka-
dariyla kalenin kuruldugu kayahgin giiney ve giliney-dogusunda, ova
diizleminde kaleyi bu yonde cevreleyen bir sur duvarinin izleri var-
dir. Bu izlerin yeraldig1 béliim kaleye c¢ikig icin en uygun olan ki-
simdir. Ayrica bu noktada eski devirlerde de kullanildig1 olasi olan
bir su kaynagi yer alir. Kalenin su gereksinimi bu kaynaktan ve yer-
lesme yerinin batisindan akan bir caydan saglanmis olmalidir. Ka-
lenin yer aldig1 kayalik burunun giiney yiiziine oyulmus ve ¢ok diiz-
giin kaya isciligi gosteren bir kaya mezar1 kalenin énemini vurgu-
lar. Yerlesim yerinin farkl yerlerinde kayalara oyulmus farkl dl¢ii
ve gekillerde nigler vardir (Lev. I/2, 3). Mezarin iistiindeki diiz bir
alanin kuzeyinde kaya nisleri ve duvar kalintilarindan olusan bir
biitiiniin kutsal alan olma olasilig1 kuvvetlidir (Lev. 1/3).

Kayaligin iistiinde yerlesmege ayrilan kisim cok kisithdir. Bu
simirhi alan iizerinde bugiin hild gériilebilen duvar kalintilari var-
dir. Bu duvarlar yiizey kalintilarindan anlagildig: kadariyla 50x75 m.
lik dikdértgen bir alani cevreler. Kuzey-dogudaki sur duvarlarindan
hemen sonra kaleyi kuzeydeki diizlikkten ayiran 5 m. genigliginde
bir hendek vardir. Kalenin ulasilmasi en kolay noktalarindan biri
de burasidir (Lev. II/1). Sur duvarlarinin cevreledigi alan icinde cok
sayida tas bloklar goriilebilir (Lev. II/2, 3). Kale icindeki yapilarm
kalintilar1 oldugu kesin olan bu yikinti taslarin ne tiir bir yapiyr
olusturdugunu anlamak olanaksizdir. Ancak tas bloklarmin dlciile-
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rine bakilarak bu yikintilarin bir zamanlar ovay: tiimiiyle gorebilen
gorkemli bir yapmn temel kalintilar: oldugu sdylenebilir (Lev. II/
2).

Sur duvarlar: belli bir ¢lcii ve sekil gostermeyen tas bloklarin-
dan o6riilmiistiir (Lev. III/1). Bu bloklarin uzunlukiar: ¢ok kez 1 m.
yi bulur. Baz yerlerde duvarlar iki-ii¢ tas sirasi: yiiksekligine dek
korunmusgtur (Lev. II1/2). Tas bloklarin dis yiizeylerinde cok az bir
igciligin izleri goriiliir. Taslar genel olarak bes ya da daha fazla ke-
nara sahiptir. Bloklar arasinda biiyiik bosluklar vardir ve bu bos-
luklar bazi durumlarda daha kiiciik taslarla doldurulmustur. Tara-
fimizdan «Kiklopik Yéntems® olarak adlandirilan bu tiir duvar érme
yontemi Van kalesinin yakin gevresindeki Agsagi Anzaf?, Zivistan®
ve Van kalesinin bazi yerlerinde kullamilmistir. Bu kalelerin yanin-
da ayni yéntem Menua'nin yaptirdigi Yukar: Anzaf kalesinde «Kla-
sik Urartu Yoéntemi»* ile yanyana goriilebilir. Asag1 Anzaf ve Zi-
vistan kaleleri cevrede bulunan yazitlarin yardimiyla, kesin olma-
makla birlikte, Ispuini devrine (M.O. 825/4 - 810) tarihlenir®. Kik-
lopik yontemin kullanildigi Yukar: Anzaf kalesi ise Menua devrin-
de insa edilmistir®. Bu orneklerden anlagilacagi gibi Umudum Te-
pe'de goriilen sur 6rme yonteminin Ispuini ve Menua’'nin saltanat-
lar1 sirasinda, tarihsel olarak 9. yiizyilin sonu ve 8. ylizyilin basin-
da kullanildig1 anlagilmaktadir. Ancak burada aydinlatmamiz gere-
ken nokta Umudum Tepe'deki Urartu kalesinin bu zaman parcgasi
icinde nereye tarihlendigi ve Onerilecek bu yapim tarihinin yazih
verilerle uyusmasi sorunudur. Umudum Tepe'nin yeraldigi Erzurum
ovasi1 Urartu kayitlarinda Diauehi olarak geger’. Diauehi krallig

1 A. Cilingiroglu, «Urartu Sur Duvarlari Uzerine Diigiinceler», Belleten,
(baskida); Urartu and Western Iran: Light on Cultural Origins and Interrela-
tions, 214-215, Manchester, 1976. (Basilmamis Doktora tezi).

2 C.A. Burney, «Measured Plans of Urartian Fortresses», AS 10, 1960,
181-182.

3 C.A. Burney, ibid, 177-178.

4 A. Cilingiroglu, «Urartu Sur Duvarlari Uzerine Diigiinceler», Belleten,
(Baskida); Urartu and Western Iran, 215-216.

5 Hulin, AS 10, 1960, 205-7 (A. Anzaf); G.A. Melikisvili, Urartskie
klinoobraznye nadpisi (=UKN), no. 4-12 (Moskau, 1960) (Zivistan).

6 C.A. Burney,ibid, 178-181; Hulin, ibid, 205; UKN T71.

7 C.A. Burney, «A First Season of Excavations at the Urartian Citadel
of Kayahdere», AS 16, 1966, 60 v.d.; The Peoples of the Hills, 136, (London,
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9. ylizyiin sonunda Urartunun kuzey ve kuzey-batiya yayilmasini
engelleyen en 6nemli etkenlerden biriydi. Urartu krallar1 kuzeye ve
kuzey-doguya egemen olmak ve yOrenin zengin dogal kaynaklarin-
dan® yararlanmak icin bu topraklari egemenlikleri altina almanin
zorunlu oldugunun bilincindeydiler. Bu bilingten kaynaklanan Menua
saltanatinin ilk yillarinda yoreye seferler diizenlemege baslamisti.
Delibaba ve Hasankale (Pasinlér) arasindaki Yazilitag yazitindan®
anlasildigina gore Menua Diauehi krali Utupursini’'yi yenilgiye ug-
ratmig ve krali kenti Sasilu’yu ele gecirmisti. Bu kentin adi Hora-
san'in 20 km. kuzeyindeki Zivin’de bulunan yazitta da gecmektedir®.
Bu yazit ve Delibaba' ile Hasankale'de'* bulunan diger U_rai‘tu ya-
zitlarinin konumlarindan anlagilacagl gibi Diauehi kralligimin dogu
sinir1 Hasankale’ye dek uzanmaktaydi®. Ancak kralligin asil yayi-
Iim alani Agkale ile Tercan arasindaki yore olmalidir**, Bu durum-
da Umudum Tepe’nin yer aldig1 boélge Diauehi kralliginin dogu sini-
rina yakin bir yerdedir. Menua’'nin ve ondan sonraki krallarin Se-
van bolgesine ulasmak i¢in kullandiklar1 birkac yoldan biri de bu
topraklar iizerinden gecmekteydi. Urartu krallar1 Sevan géliine var-
mak icin Patnos - Agr1 - Elegkirt - Zivin - Horasan - Sarikamig -
Kars ve Giimrii (Leninakan) yolunu da sik sik izlemis olmalidirlar.
Bu nedenle Menua, saltanatinin ilk yillarinda Umudum Tepe’'nin yer-
aldig1 Erzurum ovasinin dogu béliimiinii de icermek kaydiyla Diauehi
kralliginin dogu topraklarini kesinlikle egemenligi altina almis ol-
malidir. Diauehi kralhiginin tiimiiyle Urartu topraklarina katilmasi
ise Menua'dan sonra gelen Argisti I devrine (M.O. 786-764) rast-

1971). Farklh bir goriig icin bak : Kinnier-Wilson, «The Kurba'il Statue of Shal-
maneser III» TRAQ 24, 1962, 104 ve 106-8. :

8 Daiuehi kralnin Argisti I'e sundugu vergi bolgemn zenginhg‘lnin en
onemli kamtidir : «... 41 mina saf altin, 37 mina giimiig, 10.000 mina bakir, 1000
binek ati, 300 bas biiyl'ik boynuzlu sigir, 10.000 bas kiiciik boynuzlu sigir...»
(UKN 128) in yamsira «... altin, 10.000 mina bakir, ... boga, 100 inek, 500 ko-
yun, 300 binek ati» da yillik vergi olarak Urartu kralllg'ma. odenmekteydi

9 . UKN 36. .

10 UKN 37 : «Sasilu kentini ele gecirdim, bu yazitr wlu tanrvm Haldi icin
diktims». )

11 UKN 88.

12 TUKN 69.

13 A. Cilingiroglu, Urartu and Western Iran, 99.

14 C.A. Burney, The Peoples of the Hills, 136.
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lar.. Bu kral Urartu kayitlarinda son kez Diauehi adindan sozeder.
Bu tarihten sonra iilke Urartu’dan gonderilen bir prens ya da vali
tarafindan yonetilmege baslanir'®. Soziinii ettigimiz verilerin 1181
altinda sur duvarlarinmin yapilis yonteminin verdigi tarih ile yazih
kaynaklar arasinda bir celiski dogmamaktadir. Kanimiza gore
Umudum Tepe’deki Urartu kalesi Menua devrinde inga edilmis ol-
malidir. Kale duvarlarinda uygulanmig olan «kiklopik yontem»in
Menua’nin saltanatinin iclerine dek varligin siirdiirmiis olmasi éner-
digimiz yapim tarihini mimari acidan da kuvvetlendirmektedir.

Kalenin yer aldig1 kayaligin giineye bakan yliziine bir kaya me-
zar1 oyulmustur (Lev. I/1, IV/1). Kaya mezar1 iki boliimden olug-
maktadir : 1. mezarin éniindeki diizliikten kayaya oyulmus merdi-
venlerle cikildig1 anlasilan, tavan semer-dam seklinde olan bir 6n
oda, 2. buradan iic kademeli bir kap ile girilen mezar odas1 (Lev.
IV/2). On odanin uzunlugu yaklasik olarak 7 m., yiiksekligi ise 4 m.
dir. Bu odanin dogusunda iic kademeli kapi ile girilen mezar odasi-
nin arka duvari (kuzey) oniinde ana kayaya oyulmus bir seki yer
alir (Lev. V/1). Mezar odasinin aydinlatilmasi kapinin dogusunda,
yukarida acilan yine ii¢ kademeli bir pencere ile saglanmigtir (Lev.
V/2). Kaya isciliginin giizelligi ve yapilis yontemi agisindan daha
cok Van kalesindeki kaya mezarlarini andiran bu mezar Umudum
Tepe’nin 6nemini aciklamasi yoniinden ilginctir. Bu tip anitsal kaya
mezarlarinin cogunca krallar, prensler ya da bolge valileri icin ya-
pildig1 dikkate alindiginda, Umudum Tepe’deki mezarin Erzurum
eyaletinin y6netimi icin génderilen vali ya da prens icin yapitiril-
‘mig oldugil sdylenebilir. Askeri yapr kalintisi olarak pek zengin ol-
mayan bu yerlesme yerinin bu yorenin en biiyiikk kalesi oldugunu
énermek olas1 degildir. Ancak gerek gbrkemli bir mezarin varhgi
ve gerekse kalenin cesitli yerlerine yayilmis kaya niglerinin ve bel-
ki de bir acik hava tapmagmin varlifi burasinin bdlgenin ybdnetici
kisisinin oturdugu bir saray oldugunu gosterebilir. Kaya mezarinn
kale ile aym tarihte mi yoksa daha sonra mi yapildigi sorunu bu-
giinkii verilerle aydinlatilamaz. Ancak yapilis yontemi, plani ve kaya
isciligi dikkate alinirsa mezarin kaledeki sur duvarlariyla ayn: ta-
rihte yapilmamis oldugu, belki de Argisti I ya da Sarduri IT devrine
ait olabilecegi bir varsayim olarak onerilebilir.

15 C.A. Burney, ibid, 137,



AN'URARTIAN FORTRESS IN DIAUEHI: UMUDUM TEPE
(KALOR TEPE)

Altan A. CILINGIROGLU

Umudum Tepe is located 18 km. north of Erzurum, and 2 km.
west of Umudum Kéy (Imidim Baba). The fortress, built on a rocky
spur, seems to defend the plain of Erzurum which is immediately
to the south (Pl I/1).

As we gathered from surface remains, during our survey in the
summer of 1978, there may have been a fortification wall running
along the south-east of the hill. This very part of the hill provides
the easiest access to the fort. A fresh-water well on the south-
east slope had possibly been used in much earlier periods though a
stream, flowing close to the west of the spur, would have been the
main water supply. A well-dressed rock-cut tomb: on the south edge
of the spur and some niches emphasize the importance of Umudum
Tepe (Pl I/2-3). :

Remains of fortification Wall on top of the hill are still visible,
and sometimes reach two courses high. These walls enclose a rec-
tangular area measuring 50.0 x 75.0 metres. A moat of five meters
width in the north-eastern quarter of the hill should had served as
an additional defensive element (Pl. II/1). A number of stone blocks
within the rectangular area are the only evidence for the existence
of some buildings although not much information about their plans
can be obtained from the surface remains (Pl. II/2-3).

The fortification walls were built with stone blocks in different
sizes and shapes (Pl III/1). The length of the largest stone block
does not exceed over one meter. In some cases, the walls have been
preserved up to two or three courses high (Pl. III/2). Huge blocks
of stones show very limited dressing, and have generally five or
more edges. There are big gaps between the stones, and these gaps
are, in some cases, filled with small stones. The best example of this
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building technique, named «the cyclopean technique» by the writer?,
may be seen at Lower Anzaf? and Zivistan Kale® which were both
evidently built in the time of Ishpuini. At Upper Anzaf Kale «the
cyclopean technique» was used side by side with «the classical techni-
que of Urartu»®.

Lower Anzaf and Zivistan Kale can be dated to the reign of
Ishpuini, ¢. 825/4-810 B.C., according to the cuneiform inscriptions
found near both fortresses’. Upper Anzaf, on the other hand, was
built by Menua, the great builder®. It can surely be generalized that
the technique of the fortification walls of Umudum Tepe was mainly
used in the late ninth and early eighth centuries B.C., namely in
the reign of Ishpuini and his son Menua.

Although «the cyclopean technique» was used in the reigns of
the above mentioned two Urartian kings, there are still two major
questions to be answered: first, who constructed Umudum Tepe,
Ishpuini or Menua, and second, are there any written records indi-
cating that one of these kings was the builder of Umudum Tepe.

It has been suggested that the Erzurum plain was the land of
Diauehi in the Urartian written records’. The kingdom of Diauehi
appears to have been the main obstacle to the late ninth century
Urartian expansion towards the north and north-east. Urartian
kings would have realised the importance of these northerly lands,

1 Cilingiroglu, «Urartu Sur Duvarlar1 Uzerine Diigiinceler», Belleten
(inprint); Urartu and Western Iran: New Ligth on Cultural Origins and In-
terrelations, 214-15, (Manchester, 1976), (unpublished Ph. D. thesis).

2 Burney, «Measured Plans of Urartian Fortresses», AS 10, 1960, 181-2.

3 ibid. 177-8.

4 Cilingiroglu, ibid., 215-6.

5 Hulin, «New Urartian Inscribed Stones at Anzaf» AS 10, 1960, 205-7
(Lower Anzaf); Melikishvili, Urartskie klinoobraznye nadpisi (UKN, Moskau,
1960), no. 4-12 (Zivistan).

6 Burney, ibid. 178-8; Hulin, ibid. 205; UNK 71.

7 Burney, «A First Season of Excavations at the Urartian Citadel of Ka-
yalideres, AS 16, 1966, 60 ff.; The Peoples of the Hills, 136 (London, 1971});
Kinnier-Wilson, «The Kurba'il Statue of Shalmaneser III», TRAQ 24, 1962, 104
and 106-8. :
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and it was necessary to conquere the Erzurum plain in order to
reach further north and north-east, to make use of such raw ma-
terials as copper and silver abundant in this part of Anatolia®.

The first military campaign to Diauehi was conducted by
Menua. According to the Yazilitas inscription®, located at Yazilitas
between Delibaba and Hasankale (Pasinler), Menua had defeated
Utupurshini, king of Diauehi, and had captured his royal city,
Shashilu. The name of his royal city also occurs in another inscrip-
tion discovered at Zivin, 20 km. north of Horasan®. The location
of Zivin Delibaba'' Hasankale and Yazilitag indicates that the
froniter of Diauehi would have reached Hasankale in the east*. The
kingdom of Diauehi had mainly occupied the region between Askale
and Tercan't. Umudum Tepe, would have thus been situated close to
the eastern froniter of Diauehi.

One of the natural routes to the Sevan region passes through
Diauehi, and had often heen used by Menua and Urartian kings
preceeding him. This route begins at Tushpa, and runs through Pat-
nis - Agr - Elegkirt - Zivin - Horasan - Sarikamis - Kars and Giim-
rii (Leninakan). Therefore, Menua would have conquered the
eastern regions of Diauehi, where Umudum Tepe is located, in order
to reach the Sevan region safely.

Despite Menua’s extensive effords it was in the reign of Ar-
gishti I (c. 786-767 B.C.), son of Menua, that Diauehi was comple-
tely conquered. It was also in the time of Argishti I that the last

8 «...(Here) is the kind of tribute the man of Diauehi presented to (king)
Argishti: 41 minas of pure gold, 37 minas of silver, 10.000 minas of copper,
1000 riding horses..... (Here) is the kind of tribute... I established for the (land)
of Diauhi, so that it gave (it) yearly... minas of pure gold, 10.000 minas of
copper... bulls, 100 cows, 500 sheep, 300 riding horses...» (UKN 128).

9 TUKN 36.

10 UKN 37: «l conquered the city of Shashilu, I have erected this
inscription to the god Haldi, my sovereign gods».

11 TUKN 68.

12 UKN 69.

13 Cilingiroglu, ibid. 99.

14 Burney, ibid. 136.
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mention of Dicuehi occurs in an Urartian written record. From this
date onwards, the land of Diauehi began to be governed by a prince
or a governer appointed by the Urartian court®.

The historical facts concerning the land of Diauehi are not
contradictory to the dates provided by the above mentioned histori-
cal data and the dating of the fortification technique. According to
our belief, the Urartian fortress of Umudum Tepe may have been
built in the reign of Menua. The existence of «the cyclopean
technique» at Umudum Tepe, and its occurence at the early eighth
century Urartian fortresses may be taken as architectural support
for dating the foundation of Umudum Tepe in the reign of Menua.

A rock-cut tomb situated on the south face of the rocky spur
consists of two parts; a main chamber with a triangle-topped ceiling,
and a burial-chamber provided with a recessed door (Pl. I/1, IV/1-
2). A platform along the rear (north) wall of the burial-chamber is
hewn out of rock (Pl. V/1). A recessed window occurs on the south
wall, above the recessed door (Pl. V/2).

The technique and high quality workmanship resemble well
known rock-cut tombs at Van Kale. Since such rock-cut tombs ge-
nerally belong to the members of the royal family, it is quite pos-
sible to suggest that the rock-cut tomb of Umudum Tepe was also
hewn out for a governor or a prince appointed to govern the land
of Diauehi. It is difficult to say without systematic excavation whet-
her the fortress and the rock-cut tomb were built at the same date.
Considering, however, the technique and workmanship of the tomb
it is possible to suggest that the fortress itself had been built before
the rock-cut tomb; hewn out perhaps in the time of Argishti I, or
more possibly in the reign of Sarduri II.

15 1Ibid. 137.



A.A. CILINGIROGLU Lev./PL 1




Lev./PL II A.A. CILINGIROGLU

e e _.\.::\,:eg%:,;;—‘aﬁx i

i
e

paae i

i
i
i

;:i;..\

o

G
e e
’”“3""33325 ““mﬁq:ezng
e

o

e

s

o

-

o

e

S




/PL. -IIT

v

‘CILINGIROGLU

.

4

4

S

4
ir

?x”“ Fi

SR
R
gh i

.

i
i

S

i

-

i

G

5

R
e

et

e
o




Lev./PlL IV A.A. CILINGIROGLU




A.A. QILINGIROGLU Lev./PL




