YESILALIC URARTU KUTSAL ALANI VE KALESH
Veli Sevin — Oktay Belli

Dogu Anadolu’da Urartu uygarhg ile ilgili caligmalar 19. yiiz-
yildan beri devam etmekte ve ozellikle son yillarda sayilar: giderek
artan yayinlar sayesinde, sozii gecen uygarlik hakkinda yavas ya-
vas daha emin bilgilere sahip olmaktayiz. Kralligin iki baskentini
icine alan Van ili ve cevresinde de Urartu aragtirmalar1 uzun yil-
lardan beri devam etmektedir. Ancak, asagidaki satirlarda goriile-
cegi iizere, Urartu kiiltiirii bakimindan biiyiik bir 6nem tasiyan Van
yakinlarindaki Yesgilalic hakkinda ise yanhls, eksik ve yetersiz bil-
gilerden bagka birgey yoktur.

Yesilalic, Van ilinin kusucumu 60 km dogusunda, Ozalp ilcesi-
nin giineyinde yer almakta', Van’a Ozalp iizerinden 92 km uzunlu-
gunda stabilize bir yolla bagli bulunmaktadir?* (Lev. I). Bugiinki
Yesilalic (eski Pagan) koyiiniin kusucumu 1 km kadar giineyindeki
kale ve kutsal alan, giiniimiizde 6nemini biiyiik ol¢iide yitirmis olan
Ozalp - Hosap ve Hosap - Kotur yollar: {izerinde’ ve bu yolun 600 m
kuzeyinde, Nazarabad daginin (2 546 m) giiney etekieri iizerinde
yer almaktadir (Lev. IT, ITI, IV/1). Ermenice kaynaklarda 4sotakert
ya da Aschrut-Darga adiyle gecmektedir.

Pagan harabelerinin kagifinin Prof. Joseph Wiinsch oldugu ka-
bul edilmektedirt : 6 haziran 1882 tarihinde yapilan bu ziyaret sira-

1 Yesilalic kéyii ve harabelerine 19. yiizyilin son ceyreginden bu yana ilk kez Oktay
Belli gitmis (1970), aymi yerde 1972 yili afustos ayi icinde Prof. Dr. Afif Erzen ve bu sa-
tirlarin yazarlarinca bir arastirma yapilmustir, Bu arastirmay: organize eden Prof. Dr. Afif
Erzen'e tessekkiirii bir borg biliriz.

2 Ozalp'ten vola cikilarak, giineye dogru Emek, Giiltepe, Bagnagik (Pars), Sallahane
kovleri ve Akedl gblii gecildikten sonra Yesilahc'a ulasilabilmektedir.

3 0. Blau, Dr. Auriema’s Reiserouten in Kurdistan, Peterman Geographische Mitteilun-
gen 1863, 166.

4 J. Oppert, ZA 2, 1887, 105; Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 38; HChl, 4, No. 8.
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sinda, nig icinde yer alan yazitin estampaji da alinmis oldugundan,
Yegilalic yazit1 1886 yilinda D.H. Miiller tarafindan yayinlanmis?®,
daha sonra W. Belck® ve Lehmann-Haupt® tarafindan da ziyaret edil-
mistir. C.A. Burney, Van ve civarinda yaptigi arastirma gezileri si-
rasinda Yesilalig’a ugramamis, hatta bu verin adindan dahi s6z
etmemigtir®. '‘Ancak bu ilk arastirmacilar daha ¢ok buradaki yazitla
ilgilenmisler fakat hernedense kale ve kutsal alan hakkinda hi¢ bir
ayrintili bilgi vermemislerdir : Ornegin, Van ve civarini adim achm
gezen Lehmann-Haupt bile, Asotakert’in Ozalp’ten Hogap’a ulasan
yol iizerinde bulundugunu bildirmekle yetinmektedir®. Bu durumu
g0z Oniinde tutarak, Yesilali¢in mimari 6zelliklerini ayrintili bir
sekilde tanitmay: hedef bildik.

Yesilalic harabelerini «kutsal alan» ve «kales olmak lizere iki
kisimda incelemek gereklidir.

Kalenin 100 m kadar dogusunda yer alan kutsal alan bir ka-
yaligin etekleri iizerinde kurulmus olup, ylizii giineye bakmakta ve
yoldan tiim gérkemiyle gériilebilmektedir (Lev. IV/1-2). Burada ka-
yalara oyulmus, dikdértgen sekilli ve etrafi iki basamakl bir cer-
ceve ile cevrilmis anitsal nis bulunmaktadir (Lev. IV/3). 1.30 m
derinligindeki bu nigin 6niinde ise yine kayalara oyulmus kiiciik bir
platform yer almaktadir. Bu kiiciik platform ve arkasmdaki nisge,
glineyden, kayalara oyulmus bir merdiven araciligiyle ulagilabil-
mektedir (Res. 1; Lev. IV/3; V/1, 3). Hemen anlagilacag: gibi, bu
biiyiik anitsal nis Toprakkale’nin batisinda, Zimzim dagmin etekleri
lizerindeki «Mithra Kapisi» olarak da bilinen iinlii Meherkapr nigine
biiylik bir benzerlik gostermektedir'® (Lev. V/2, 4). Ancak, gerek

5 Die Keilinschrift von Aschrut-Darga, Denkschriften der Wiener Akademie der Wis-
senschafren 36, 1886, 1-13; biz bu makaleyi tiim arastirmalarimiza karsin ne yazik ki g2or-
me olanagim bulamadik. Ancak gerek J. Oppert'in (ZA 2, 1887, 105-108) bu makale hakkin-
da yazdigr yazidan ve gerekse D.H. Miiller'in, J. Oppert'in yazisina cevaben kaleme aldifi
kisa makalesinden (ZA4 2, 1887, 223-236) de anlasilacag: iizere Miiller, sozii edilen cahismasin-
da buradaki civi yazilh yaziti incelemis, arkeolojik kahnularla fazla ilgilenmemistir. Ayrica
bk. N. Adontz, Histoire de I'Arménie, 1946, 147 vd.

6 Verhandlungen der Berliner Anthrop. Gesell. (Zeitschrift f. Ethnol.), 1893, 79,

7 Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 38.

8 Burney 1957, 37-53; A8 10, 1960, 177-196.

9  Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 38,

10 Meherkapt nisi bugiin halk arasinda bir kutsal alan olarak &nemini korumaktadir :
bk. Schulz 1840, 305: Van il Yulligr, 1973, 117.
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nigin Oniinde yer alan platform ve gerekse platforma ulagan tag
merdivenlerin varlhigi yéniinden, Yesilalic nisi Meherkap1 nisinden
ayrilmaktadir. Her iki nig boyutlari bakimindan karsilagtirilacak

olursa, Yesilalic nisinin Meherkapi’dan 1.00 m kadar daha yiiksek
oldugu ortaya cikar :

Yesilalg Meherkam
Dig cerceve : 510 x 240 m 410 x 261 m
Orta cerceve : 4.80 x 1.80 m 3.85 x 213 m
I¢ cerceve : 460 x 1.20 m 359 x 1.710 m

Her iki nisin de cepheleri giineye déniiktiir'.
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11 Bizim bildigimiz buna benzer, fakat onlar da iclerinde birer kabartma tasimalari
nedeniyle Yesilali¢ ve Meherkapi'dan ayrilan &teki iki dikdorigen sekilli kaya nisinden biri
Malazgirt yakininda (Burney-Lang, res. 54), Urartular’a ait olmas: ¢ok siipheli goriilen digeri

Anadolu Arastirmalan F. 24
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Koyliilerce «Tag Kapi» ya da «Derge-i Asot» (Agot Kapisi) adi
verilen ve bugiin bile kutsal bir yer olarak kabul edilen Yesilalig
kutsal alanina, Hiristiyanlar tarafindan da sayg: duyuldugunu, ni-
sin sag ve sol yiizii iizerine kazinarak cizilmis haclardan gayet acik
bir sekilde anlamak miimkiindiir.

Tamamen Urartular’a 6zgii bir ézellik gibi goriinen'® kap1 sek-
lindeki bu niglerin'*, Urartu dinsel inanisina goére, kayaliklarin icine
acilan kapilar: ifade etmis olmalar: ve buralardan tanrilarin cika-
caklarina inanilmis olmasi ¢ok miimkiindiir'*. Ornegin, yerli Hiris-
tiyan efsanesine gore, Meherkap: nisi Paskalya'nin yedinci giinii ya
da St. Jean bayraminda acilirdi®®; Tiirk-Islim efsanesine gore ise,
bunun bir «hazine kapisi» oldugu kabul edilerek, kapmim her cuma
giinii agildigina inamilir*®, Diger bir Islam efsanesine gére de, Haz-
reti Ali'nin atinin kap: goriiniimiindeki kayanin icinde bulundugu ve
kapmin yanindaki su birikintisinin ise bu atin sidigi oldugu kabul
edilir’. Hiristiyan ve Islam efsanelerinden anlasilacag1 gibi, bu tip
tag kapilarin acilacagina bugiin bile inamilmaktadir.

Bugiinkii bilgilerimize goére, bu tipte, dikdortgen sekilli kaya
nigleri yalnizca bu iki baba-ogulun ortak krallik devirlerine aittir
ve biri Toprakkale yakinlarindaki Meherkapi'da, 6teki de Yesilali¢'ta
yer almaktadir. Iclerinde yazit yerine birer kabartma tagiyan ve
daha sonra ortaya c¢ikacak kabartmali Phryg kay nislerini'® etkile-
mis olmas:1 kuvvetle muhtemel goriilen Malazgirt ve Herir-Batas
nigleri ise daha degisik Ozelliklere sahiptirler®.

de Ruvandiz yakinlarindaki Herir-Batas'tadir (Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 276 vdd.; H. Th. Bos-
sert, Altanatolien, 90, res. 1161; N.C. Debevoise, JNES 1, 1942, 88 vdd,, lev. 1 b; krsl. C.A.
Burney, A4S 8, 1958, 211 vdd.; Bilgic — Ogiin 1964, not 42.

12 Beran 1961, 634.

13 Seidl. 1974, 116.

14 Piotrovskii 1959, 225; A. Goetze, Kleinasien, 197; Tarhan — Sevin 1975, 395 vdd.

15 Schulz 1840, 301, 305.

16 Van Il Yilhg, 1973, 117.

17 Aym eser, 117.

18 C.H.E. Haspels, The Highland of Phrygia II, 1971, res. 159, 184.

19 Urartu uygarhfinda ayrica, iizerleri kavisli/kemerli nislere de rastlanmaktadir (bk.
M. Riemschneider, Das Reich am Ararat, 1966, lev. 16; Burney-Lang, res. 48), ki bu tip
nislerin ortaya ¢ikisi tartisma konusudur (Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 153; krsl. F. Schachermeyr,
Tuschpa, M. Ebert, RV 13, 1929, 495). Yakin Dofu'da M.O. 3. binyila de@in gittigi bilinen
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Yesilalig’taki nisin icinde ve iist tarafta, ilk bes satir1 altiner
ve onuncu satirlar arasinda aynen yinelenmis bulunan bir yazit yer
almaktadir (Lev. V/1), ki cevirisi aynen soyledir? :

L Sardurt’nin oglu ISpuwini (ve) I3puini'nin ogiu Menua efen-
disi Haldi’ye bir Haldi su-si’si insa etti.

II. Haldinin kudretiyle (ben) I3puini, Sarduri'nin oglu, kuv-
vetli kral, biyiik kral, Bianili iilkelerinin krah, Tuipa ken-
tinin egemeni (efendisi).

IOI. 0 (=I3puini) yeni kurban adaklar: i¢in nizamname diizen-
ledi : Kigiik bir koyunu Haldi'ye parcalarlar (?) (ve de)
bir bogay. Haldi’ye keserler, bir inek Uarubani’ye, bir ko-
yun Haldi KA sine (ve) bir koyun Haldi silahlarma.

Yazittan anlagilacagi gibi, Yesilahe kutsal alam M.O. 9. yiiz-
yim son geyregi icinde, I3puini ve Menua tarafindan yaptirilmigtir,
Bu duruma gére, Yegilalic kutsal alani ile Meherkap: nisi cagdastir
ve her ikisi de I$puini ve oglu Menua’'nin ortak kralliklar: zamanin-
da yapimistir®’. Yesilahic yazitinda acikea goriildiigii iizere, basta
her iki kralin adi belirtilmisse de devaminda fiil tekil formundadir
ve bu suretle yapilar1 ve dinsel reformu yaptiran esas kisinin 18puini
oldugu ifade edilmis olmaktadir*?, Ortak krallarin adlarinin Keli-
sin®*, Kalatgah?®* ve Yesilalic yazitlarindaki sunulus benzerligine da-
vanarak, yazitimizin, I$puini-Menua ortak kralligmin baslangicina
dogru yapildigini sanmaktayiz, ki bu duruma Meherkap: vazitinda
rastlamak miimkiin degildir.

Yesilalic ve Meherkapi yazitlari incelendiginde dikkati ceken
husus I§puini ve Menua'min Yesilalic’ta Haldi'ye bir su-si, Meher-

kavisli/kemerli kapi geleneginin Urartu'va pek erken tarihlerden itibaren girerek (W. Kleiss,
AMI N.F. 5, 1972, 151, res. 23; lev. 37/3., E.von Schuler, AMI N.F. 5, 1972, 122 vdd.,
lev. 30/2) dinse! ve sivil vapilarda kesintisiz olarak M.O. 7. viizyila degin kullamildigi an-
lagilmaktadir : bk. Tarhan — Sevin 1975, 398 vdd.

20 HChI No. 8; UKN No. 25.

21 Bk. HChI No. 10; UKN No. 27; krsl. Piotrovskii 1959, 221; van Loon 1966, 11.

22 HChI 57, not 4; Balkan 1960, 141.

23 Bk. HChI No. 9; UKN No. 19,

24 M. van Loon, JNES 34, 1975, 204,
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kapr'da ise bir KA4* yaptirdiklarinm sOylemis olmalaridir. Halbuki,
yukarida belirtmis oldugumuz iizere, Meherkapi ve Yegilali¢c aslinda
birbirinin ayni birer dikdértgen kaya niginden ibarettirler. Bu du-
rumda akla goyle bir soru gelmektedir : Acaba ayni tipteki bir nis
i¢in nicin bu iki degisik terim kullamlmistir?

Bilindigi gibi K4 (Akatca okunusuyle babu), civi yazisinda kap1
ideogramidir; su-si ise bazen «cadir-kutsal yer»®®, bazen bir «kiilt
yapisi» (eine Art von Kultanlage — Gebdude)® ve bazen de kare
celle’ls Urartu tapinagl olarak kabul edilmektedir?®. Bazilari ise,
Arin-Berd’'teki (Erebuni) dikdértgen planh tapmmagi —yazitina da-
yanarak— su-si tipinde tapmak olarak tamimlamak isterler®. Ye-
silalic yazitimin beginci satirinda Haldi'min KA sinden de s6z edil-
mektedir; bu durumda Yesilalic yazitinda hem KA ve hem de su-si
terimlerinin yanyana belirtilmis oldugu goriiliir.

Yesilalic ve Meherkap: karsilastirilacak olursa, Meherkaptnin,
yukarida belirtmis oldugumuz gibi, Yesilali¢’tan baz1 noktalarda ay-
rildig1 gorillmektedir : Ornegin, Meherkap: nisi erisilmesi giic bir
kayalik iizerinde miinferit olarak yapilmistir, nise ulasan hi¢ bir yol
ya da merdiven tesisatina sahip degildir (Lev. VI), Halbuki Yesil-
ali¢’ta durum tamamen farkhdir; nige ve oniindeki kiiciik platforma
kayalara oyulmus merdivenler araciligiyle rahatca ulasilabilir (Lev.
IV/3; V/3). Bunlardan ayri olarak, Meherkap: nisinin 6n kisminda
ve nigin solunda, kayalara oyulmus alttaki genis, iistteki ise dar,
diizgiin olmayan dikdortgen sekilli bir kisim vardir (Lev. V/4; VI)
ki Lehmann-Haupt bu ve buna benzer nisleri «Opfernischen» (kur-
ban nigleri) olarak tanimlamaktadir®®. Anlasilacagi gibi, Meherkap:
yalnizea biiyiik nis ve biraz sagindaki kurban niginden meydana gel-
mektedir.

25 HChI No. 10; UKN Neo. 27.

26 HChl 200, 239; Balkan 1960, 142.

27 Melikisvili 1971, 86; P. Hulin, AS 10, 1960, not 9.

28 B.B. Piotrovskii, Urartu (Mundi), 132, 136 ve 160; B. Hrouda, Vorderasien 1, 225,
258: Patnos'ta tapinag ifade etmek icin yalmzca (E) kullamlmstir : bk. Balkan 1960, 139.

29 K.L. Oghanesyan, Arin-Berd I, 1961, 24 vdd.; Sovietskaya Arkheologii 3, 1960, 292
vdd.; Bilgic — Ogiin 1964, 80, not 32; T. Ozgiic, Altintepe 1, 13, not 24; krsl. A. Erzen,
Tiirk Tarih Kongresi 7, 1973, 68.

30 Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 157,
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Yesilalig’a gelince, burada biiyiik nisin yine solunda (doguda)
ve 7.00 m kadar uzaklikta, ucu dogu-bati ve bhiraz agagida, giineyde
de iicii kuzey-giiney yoniinde uzanan alti adet tas stel yuvasi yer
almaktadir (Lev. VII/1-2). Her biri birbirinden ortalama 050 m
uzaklikta yer alan stel yuvarlar: 0.30 x 0.20 m boyutlarina ve 0.20 m
derinlige sahiptirler (Res. 2)*. Kaya islenerek 6nce diiz bir viizey
elde edilmis, sonra da bu diizgiin ylizey iizerine stel yuvalar: egit
araliklarla oyulmustur : Tas stellere ait hic bir iz yoktur. Ancak
kuzey-giiney yoniinde siralanmis stellerin yizlerinin batiya, kaleye,
dogu-bat1 yoniinde siralanmig olanlarin ise guneye, yola dogru bak-
makta olduklar: kolayca anlasilmaktadir; ciinkii steller, dnlerindeki
cok dar olan platformlara —belki Altintepe’de oldugu gibi—* bir
kurban sunagi konabilecek yer birakmak igin, arkalarindaki kaya
ylziine yakin olarak yerlestirilmiglerdir. Stel yuvalarmin diizenlenis-
lerindeki uyuma bakilarak, her ticlii stel grubunun bir defada dik-
tirilmis oldugunu, yani cesitli zamanlarda eklentiler yapimadigini
cikarmak miimkiindiir. Ancak yazitta, Urartu dilinde NA, pulusi(e)
adr verilen stellerden® hic séz edilmedigi icin bu konuyu aydinlat-
maga olanak yoktur®.

Ayrica anitsal nigin giiney ve giiney-batisinda goriilen, kaya-
lar iizerindeki derin olmayan yuvarlak cukurluklarin, ¢ok sayidaki
Hitit ve Ge¢ Hitit tas amitlarindan bilindigi gibi, kiiltle ilgili iglev-
lerinin oldugu kabul edilebilir®,

31 Krsl. CIC 2, 94, res. 15.

32 T {jzgiig:, Aluntepe 11, res. 29.

33 HChI 197; Piotrovskii 1959, 229; Melikisvili 1971, 85.

34 Stellere ibadetin Urartu krallifinda cok yayein oldugu bilinmektedir (CIC 2, 118,
res. 20; Lehmann-Haupt, Armenien 11/2, 594 ve 598: Piotrovskii 1959, 229: Beran 1961,
634; T. Ozgiic, Altintepe II, res. 29). Anadolwda M.O. 1L binyildan beri kullanildigimi
bildigimiz stellere (T. ve N. Ozgiic, Karahdyiik Hafriyatt Raporu, 1947, 69 vdd., lev. X/1-3:
M. Darga, RHA 24, 1969, 16, lev. 1, II/a-b) aym binyila tarihlenen Mari, Gezer, Hazor
ve Byblos'ta da rastlamimigtir (O.W. Muscarella, AJA4 75, 1971, 264). Biraz daha kaba ol-
makla birlikte, bu tipte steller Hasanlu 1V’te Burned Building II'nin 6niinde de saptanmistir
(W.M. Summer, Archacology 26, 1973, 303). Burney Altintepe stellerini Hasanlu'daki erken
stellerle karsilastirmak ister (Burney-Lang 149). Bu tipteki stellere ibadetin Phrygia’da da
var oldugn Bofazkdy kazilan sayesinde anlastimusur: bk, P. Neve, TiirkArkDerg 18, 1969,
res. 9/a-d.

35 Bk. D. Ussishkin, A4S 25, 1975, 85 vdd.
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Res, 2

Biitiin bunlardan sonra goriiliiyor ki Yesilali¢’taki anitsal nis,
steller, merdivenler ve oOniindeki platformla birlikte bir kompleks
meydana getirmektedir, ki bu kompleksin biiyiik bir «kutsal alan»
oldugu agiktir*®, Yesilalic, Meherkapr’da goriildiigii gibi, yalmzca
anitsal bir kaya nisinden ibaret olmayip, burada biiyiik bir kutsal

36 van Loon 1966, 54'te Yesilah¢in bir agikhava tapinagi olabilecegine isaret etmek-
tedir. Daha onceleri EXM. Wright (JNES 2, 1943, 186, not 64) Yesilalic kuisal alanim bir

Asur tapinag kahntisi olarak nitelemisti.
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alan ile karsilasilmaktadir. Bu durumda biz g0yle bir 6neri ileri siir-
mek istiyoruz : Onceden de bilindigi iizere, Urartu yazitlarinda adi
cok sik gecen KA ideogrami® kap: geklindeki anitsal nigleri ifade
etmekte, su-si ise kutsal alan anlamina gelmekte ve Yesilalic yaz-
tinda esas nis ile (=KA) birlikte tiim kompleksi ifade etmektedir.
Nitekim, besinci satirda K4 ideogramimin yinelenmis olmasi da bu
varsayimimizi destekler mahiyettedir. Oyle anlagiliyor ki burada KA,
su-si icindeki bir parcay1 ifade etmektedir ve bu da muhakkak ki
dikdortgen sekilli anitsal nig olmalidir. Biitiin bunlardan sonra sunu
belirtebiliriz : su-si, bir tapinak ya da kutsal yap: tipini belirlemek
icin degil, fakat belki tapinag: da icine alan kutsal alanlarin yani
temenos sahasimin tiimit igin kullamlmis bir terim olmalidir.

Yegilalic anitsal niginin iist kisminda 0.50 m genigliginde ve or-
talama 0.10 m derinliginde, kayaya oyulmus, hat seklinde diiz bir
oyuk yer almaktadir (Res. 1). Bunun, Urartu kaya mimarisinde
paralellerine rastladigimiz, yagmur ve kar sularmn akisini diizen-
leyen bir su olugu olarak kullanilmis olmasi cok miimkiindiir®:,

Yesilalic kutsal alaninin yaklasik olarak 100 m batisinda, or-
talama 80-90 m yiiksekligindeki bir kayaligin iizerinde ise ufak bir
kaleye ait kalintilar yer almaktadir (Lev. III, VII/3). Kalenin iize-
rinde yiikseldigi kayalik, bati1 ve giineyden Sallahane deresinin bir
kolu olan Pagan ya da Asuryan cayi ile cevrilmekte, kayahgm dogu
tarafl da giiney ve bat1 tarafla birlikte, tirmanilmasi olanaksiz bir
sekilde yiikselmektedir. Nitekim, bu yiizden kalenin dogu, bati ve
giiney taraflarinda hi¢ bir tahkimat izine rastlanilmaz. Kalenin tir-
manilmaya elverisli tek yeri olan kuzeydogu tarafta ise, kayalara
oyulmus sur temel yuvalari goriiliir. Esasen doga tarafindan cok iyi
tahkim edilmis bir yerde kurulmus bulunan kale, ayrica kuvvetli
bir savunma sistemine hi¢ bir gereksinme gostermez. Bu nedenle,
kalenin eteklerinde yaptigimiz arastirmalarda yikilmis sur taglari-
na dahi rastlanilmamistir,

Kayahgin iizerinde yer alan kale, kuzey-giiney yotniinde 60-70
m, dogu-bat1 yoniinde ise ortalama 20 m uzunluga sahiptir. Kalenin
tizerinde hemen her tarafta agir bir yangin ve tahribatin izleri ilk

37 HChI 234'te Urartu yaztlarinda adi cok gecen ve KA adi verilen kapilarin bazi-
larimin ahgsap malzeme kullamilarak yapilmis oldugu ileri siiriiliir, ki bu g¢ok miimkiindiir,
38 Krsl. W. Kleiss, IstMirt 18, 1968, res. 7; ay.yaz. AMI N.F. 6, 1973, res. 35.



376 VELI SEVIN — OKTAY BELLI

bakigta belli olmaktadir; tepede, kerpicin yanmasi nedeniyle mey-
dana gelen bir kizil renk egemendir.

Kalenin en ilging¢ yonii, Urartu kalelerinin vazgecilmez bir 6gesi
olan ve iclerinde garap, zahire vb. seyler depo edilen biiyiik boydaki
pithoslarin tamamen dogal kayaya oyulmus olmasidir (Lev. VIII/
1-2). Bilindigi gibi, bircok Urartu kalesinde, iclerinde sira-sira pit-
hoslarin yer aldigi depolar ya da mahzenler giin 1s1gina cikarilmis-
tir*®, Ancak Yesgilalic kalesi, boyutlar: bakimindan, fazla sayida pit-
hosu barindirabilecek biiyiik depo binalarimin yapimina elverigli de-
gildir. Bu yiizden pithos geklinde ve pithos gérevi yapan zahire cu-
kurlar: kalenin uygun kayalik kisimlarina ve ortadaki yerlesme alani-
nin kenarlarina serpigtirilmistir (Lev. III); yalmz kuzey taraftaki
ii¢ tanesi yanyana dizilmis (Lev. VIII/1), geri kalanlar ise teker te-
ker yerlegtirilmigtir (Lev, VIII/2). Kuzey taraftaki iic zahire guku-
runun agiz caplari 0.90 m’den 0.60 m geniglige degin degismekte,
derinlikleri ise 3.50 m’yi bulmaktadir, Her zahire cukuru gayet iyi
bir kaya isciligine sahiptir ve 6teki Urartu merkezlerinde ele geci-
rilmis terrakota pithoslardan, cok biiyiik boyutlu olmalariyle ayril-
maktadir®, Béylece, az sayidaki pithosta ¢ok miktarda erzak ya da
sarap depo edilerek, bu kiiclik alandan azami sekilde yararlanilma
yolunda bagarili bir adim atilmistir.

Kalenin giiney eteklerinde, Pagan caymin hemen hemen 2.00 -
3.00 m yukarisinda ise yine tiimiiyle kayanin oyulmasi sonucu olus-
turulmus, derin bir kuyu yer alir (Lev. VIII/3); bu kuyunun tasla
oriilmiis biiyiik bir benzerine, Patnos yakimindaki Giriktepe’de rast-
lanmaktadir¢’. Ortalama 3.00 m capinda ve bugiin goriilebilen Kkis-
miyle 13-15 m derinligindeki kuyu, Yesilalic kalesinin su gereksini-
mini karsilamaktadir. Ancak kale ile su kuyu arasinda direkt bir
iligkinin var olup olmadig1 da saptanmig degildir.

Kale iizerinde ve eteklerde az sayida Urartu keramik parcalar:
gdriiliir; ayrica gec devirlere ait keramiklere de rastlamak miim-
kiindiir. Ancak bu duruma karsin kalenin gec devirde iskan edildi-

39 Bk. LJ. Klein, AS 24, 1974, not 8. -

40 Aluntepe pithoslarimin yitksekligi 2.00 m’den fazla degildir : bk, T. Ozgii¢, Altintepe
11, res. 35.

41 Bk. K. Balkan, Atatiirk Konferanslar: 1963, res. 2.
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gini goésteren bagka hic bir iz de yoktur. Oyle anlasihyor ki Yesil-
alic kalesi gecirdigi agir tahripten sonra bir daha iskin edilmeden
glinlimiize degin gelmigtir.

Bilindigi gibi, bagkent Tuspa’dan baglayip, Urartu devletini do-
guya baglayan iki anayoldan biri kuzeyden, Ercek Golii ve Ozalp -
Orenburc (eski Satmanis) iizerinden Kotur'a varmakta‘’: otekiyse
glineyden, Giirpinar-Hosap iizerinden Bagkale, Yiiksekova ve Keligin
gecidine dogru uzanmaktadir**. Her iki yol iizerinde de énemli Urartu
kaleleri siralanmislar ve bu yollar1 kontrol altina almiglardir. Iste,
Yesilalig kalesi dniinden gegen yol da bu iki anayolu birbirine bag-
layan yollarin en énemlisini meydana getirmektedir. Ayrica, Yesil-
alig, Tuspa’dan baslayip, giineydogu yoniinde uzanarak iran’a ula-
san en kisa ve elverigli bir yolun da iizerinde yer almaktadir (Lev.
I). Bu bakimdan da stratejik yénden biiyiik bir 6nem tagimaktadir.
Bolge herne kadar ¢ok engebeli bir gériiniime sahipse de yol ortala-
ma 100 m’lik bir meyil seviyesine sahiptir ve kullanilmaga fazlasiyle
elveriglidir (Lev. II).

Yukarida Yesilah¢ kalesinin agir bir tahrip gecirdigini belirt-
mistik. Ancak, bu tahribatin hangi gii¢ tarafindan yapildigi konu-
sunda, elimizde simdilik herhangi bir belge yoktur. Fakat, Sargon
II'nin M.O. 714 yilindaki sekizinci seferi sirasinda adini verdigi,
Ozalp’'ten Ercek Goli'ne degin uzandig1 kabul edilen Armarili / Ar-
mariali ya da dramaili eyaleti** Yegilali¢t da igine aliyorsa, o za-
man bu tahribatin Sargon tarafindan yaptirilmigs olmas: kuvvetle
muhtemeldir. Ciinkii, Sargon’un bu Urartu eyaletinde bircok kenti
ve bir Haldi tapmagm yakip yiktigi bilinmektedir**. Ornegin, bu
eyalete dahil olarak adlar: gecen dnemli kentler sunlardir : Bubuzi,
Hundur', Alé, Sini¥pald, Siniunak, Arna, Sarni, Ursamin baba kenti

42 E. Wright, JNES 2, 1943, not 64'te Kotur vadisini izleyen yolun cok hafif bir
meyille Yesilahg'in yamna degin geldigine isaret etmektedir.

43 Bk, Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 307 vd.; Burney 1957, 43; Burney-Lang 149,

44  Thureau-Dangin 1912, IX; Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 319; Burney 1957, 38; J.V.
Kinnier-Wilson, Irag 24, 1962, 107; van Loon 1966, 26; Burney-Lang 153; krsl. W. Klieiss,
IstMitt 19720, 1969770, 130 vdd.

45 Thureau-Dangin 1912, saur 269-279: LAR 11, 20, 165.

46  Burney 1957, 38°de Hundwr'u Yukari Anzaf olarak tammak isterse de bu kammizca
pek miimkiin degildir.
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Arbu ve Sarduri'nin baba kenti Riar. Sargon bu eyalete dahil bir
de dag adi vermektedir ki Burney, Ubianda adini tagiyan bu dagin
Irgat Dag1 olabilecegini kabul etmistir'’. Sargon bu dagin eteklerin-
de yer alan 7 kale ve 30 kdyii tahrip ettikten sonra batiya dogru
ilerleyerek, Armarili eyaletine dahil 6teki nemli iki kent olan Arbu
ve Riar ile bunlarin etrafindaki yedi civar kent ile tanr: Haldi'ye ait
bir tapinag: tahrip ettigini bildirmektedir*. Burney’in Ubianda ola-
rak tammak istedigi Irgat Dagi, Ercek Golii’'niin giineyinde ve Ar-
marili eyaletinin bat1 simirinda yer almaktadir. Halbuki Sargon bu
dag1 gectikten sonra baska kentleri de tahrip ettigini bildirdigine
gore Ubianda Irgat Dagi olamaz. Ciinkii Sargon, Ercek Gélii’niin
belki dogu kiyisina bile gelmeden kuzeye dénmiis ve buradan da
Aidai eyaletine girmigtir*®. Nitekim Sargon I'ye ait kayitlarda Er-
cek Goli dikkati cekecek sekilde belirtilmedigi icin, Asur ordusu-
nun Ercek Goli'ne degin ilerleyip ilerlemedikleri konusu cok siip-
helidir. Yesilali¢'in, Urartular caginda Ubianda daginin batisinda
olmasi gereken Arbu ve Riar kentleriyle ayni bélgede yer almis bu-
lunmas: ve burada yer alan su-si’nin Sargon’un soziinii ettigi Haldi
tapmagi ya da kutsal alani olmasi miimkiindiir.

Bu kisa arastirmamiz sonucunda sunu belirtebiliriz : Ispuini ile
Menua’nin ortak kralliklar1 sirasinda yapilmig bulunan Yesilalic ve
Meherkapt anitsal kaya nigleri icindeki yazitlarda Urartu kralligin-
daki dinsel reformlar hakkinda bilgi verilmektedir. Bilindigi gibi,
Meherkap: yaziti tamamen bir «kurban nizamnamesi» niteligini ta-
simaktadir. Ayni sekilde Yesilalic yazitinda «0 (=ISpuini) yeni
kurban adaklar igin nizamname diizenledi» denilmekle ISpuini’nin
dinsel reformlarindan sozedilmektedir. Ancak Meherkapr yazitin-
da Menua’'nin, babasmin yaninda tam bir ortak kral olarak
belirtilmis olmasma karsilik, Yesgilalic'ta durum bundan farklidir
ve I¥puini’'nin éneminin belirtilmesine azami 6zen gosterilmistir. Bu
sekildeki yazitlar daha cok baba-ogulun ortak kralliklarmin ilk yil-
larinda, yani Menua'nin yonetime tam olarak agirhgim koyamadig:
bir zamanda yapilmis olmalidir. Nitekim, I$puini-Menua ortak kral-

47 Burney 1957, 38.
48 Thureau-Dangin 1912, saur 277-278; LAR II, 165.
49  Thureau-Dangin 1912, satir 280; LAR 11, 165-166.
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hgmn ilk yillarina ait oldugu kabul edilen Kelisin ve Kalatgah ya-
zitlarinda da durum Yesgilali¢'takine benzemektedir®. Buradan hare-
ketle, Yesilali¢ kaya nisinin, I$puini-Menua ortak kralliginin baglan-
gic yillarinda ve Meherkapi’dan biraz daha oénce yapilmis olabile-
cegini kabul ediyoruz.

Ayrica Yesilalic yazitindan anlasilacag: izere, Meherkap: kur-
ban nizamnamesi tiim Urartu iilkesi ve kutsal alanlari i¢in degil,
biiylik bir olasilikla yalnizca bagkent Tulpa igin hazirlanmistir,
Ciinkii, Yesilalic kurban nizamnamesinde tanrilara sunulan kurban-
ik hayvanlarin sayilari, Meherkapi listesinde verilen sayilara hic
uymamaktadir. Bir karsilastirma icin agsagidaki tabloya bakiniz :

Meherkap Yesilalg
Haldi'ye 17 boga 34 koyun 1 boga 1 koyun
Haldi KA’sine 1 boga 2 koyun — 1 koyun
Haldi silahlarina 1 boga 2 koyun — 1 koyun
Uarubani’ye 1 inek 1 koyun 1 inek —

Goriildiigii gibi, bu kii¢iik karsilagstirma bize I$puini ve Menua’-
nin, biiyiik bir olasilikla baskent icin ayr: ve 6teki kutsal alanlar icin
ayr1 sayilar iceren bir kurban nizamnamesi hazirlatmis olduklarim
gostermektedir. Herne kadar Meherkap: yazitinda Ni§i, Kumenu ve
Ardi(ni) gibi kentlerin adlar:1 geciyorsa da, bunlarin ayni zamanda
bagkent Tuspa’da ibadet géren gehir tanrilar1 olduklar: aciktir.

50 Bk. M.van Loon, JNES 34, 1975, 204,



URARTIAN SACRED AREA AND FORTRESS AT
YESILALIC

Veli Sevin — Oktay Belli

Works on the Urartian culture in Eastern Anatolia has been
going on since the 19th century. Particularly during the recent years,
we have begun to have more reliable knowledge about this culture
with the help of steadly increasing publications. Researchs have
been carried out in Van and around the Van region in which two
capital cities of Urartu are located. There is however, only incorrect,
incomplete, and insufficient knowledge, as will be seen later, about
Yesgilalic which is quite important from the viewpoint of Urartian
civilization.

The fortress and sacred area of Yegilali¢ are situated 60 km
to the east of Van, as the crow flies, and to the south of Ozalp.
Yesilalic is connected to Van by a 92 km long stabilized road via
Ozalp® (PL I). The fortress and sacred area, about 1 km to the
south of modern Yesilalic (formerly Pagan), are on the Ozalp - Ho-
sap and Hosap - Kotur roads’, which are no longer important, and
are situated at the southern foot of Nazarabad mountain, 2 546 m,
600 m to the north of the mentioned roads (Pl. II, III, IV/1). This
place (Yesilalic) is mentioned as Ashotakert or Aschrut-Darga in
Armenian texts.

1 Yesilalic village and ruins, were visited (in 1970) by O. Belli. Later, in August, 1972,
Afif Erzen and the writers of this article surveyed the area. We are grateful to Prof. Afif
Erzen who has supervized the present study.

2 Yesilahc may be reached through Emek. Giiltepe, Bagriagk (Pars) and Akgdl
starting from  Ozalp.

3 O. Blau, Dr. Auriema’s Reiserouten in Kurdistan, Peferman Geographische Miteilun-
gen 1863, 166,
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It is generally accepted that Prof. Joseph Wiinsch was the
first person who had found the monumental niche of Yesilalc!.
During this visit of June 6th, 1882 the duplicate of the inscription
in the niche was made, and following this the Yesilalic inscription
was published by D.H. Miiller in 1886°, and later was visited by
W. Belck® and Lehmann-Haupt’. During his systematic survey of
the Van region, C.A. Burney has neither visited Yegilali¢c nor men-
tioned it in his publication®. Still, these early outhers have paid
attention only to the inscription and have not given any detailed
information about the fortress and sacred area. For example, Leh-
mann-Haupt, who had thoroughly explored the Van region, sufficies
to report that Ashotakert is situated on the road from Ozalp to
Hosap®. Considering the lack of information about this place we

have decided to write this article on the Yesgilalic fortress and the
sacred area.

One should consider that the Yegilalic ruins consist of two parts;
«the sacred area» and «the fortresss.

The sacred area, about 100 m to the east of the fortress, is
situated at the foot of a rocky cliff, and faces the south and can
be seen from the road with its magnificent view (Pl IV/1-2). Rec-
tangular monumental niche was carved on the rock surface and
bordered by a stepped frame (Pl. IV/3). In front of this niche,
which is 1.30 m deep, there is a platform, again carved into the rock.
This little platform and the niche behind the platform can be reached
from the south by stairs cut into the rocks (Fig. 1; Pl. IV/3; V/1,
3). As may be understood clearly, this monumental niche is quite
similar to the famous Meherkap: niche, also known as the «Gate of

4 J. Oppert, ZA 2, 1887, 105; Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 38; HChI, 4, Nr. 8.

5 Die Keilinschrift von Aschrut-Darga, Denkschriften der Wiener Akademie der Wis-
senschafren 36, 1886, 1-13; despite our efford we could not find and read this article. But
as understood from the review of this article by J. Oppert (ZA 2, 1887, 105-108) and from.
D.H. Miiller's reply (ZA 2, 1887, 223-236). Miiller had only worked on the inscription and
ignored the archaeological remains.

6 Verhandlungen der Berliner Anthrop. Gesell. (Zeitschrift f. Ethnol), 1893, 79.
Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 38.

Burney 1957, 37-53; AS 10, 1960, 177-196.
Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 38.

oo =l
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Mithra» at the foot of the Zimzim mountain, west of Toprakkale®
(Pl. V/2, 4). Yet, the Yesilalic niche is different from Meherkap:
in respect of the platform, and rock cut steps reaching the platform,
When we compare the dimensions of the two niches, we find out
that the Yesgilali¢c niche is about 1.00 m higher than that of Meher-
kap: :

Yesilalhe¢ Meherkam
Exterior frame : 510 x 240 m 410 x 261 m
Middle frame : 4.80 x 1.80 m 3.8 x 213 m
Interior frame : 460 x 1.20 m 359 x 1.70 m

Both niches face the south!.

The sacred area of Yesilalig, locally called «Tas Kapi» (Stone
Gate) or «Derge-i Asot» (Ashot Gate or Gate of Ashrut) is, and
was considered as a holy-place by local people and by the Armenians.
This may be understood from the existence of a number of crosses
carved on smoothed rock surface.

It is possible that these door-shaped niches®, quite pecuilar to
the Urartians'®, may represent the doors going into the rocks, and
according to Urartian religion, god or gods were believed to emer-
ged from these niches'. According to the Christian legend, the Me-
herkapi niche is opened, every year, on the seventh day of Easter
or on the day of Saint Jean festival's; according to a Turkish-Islamic
legend it is considered as a «treasury-door» (Hazine Kapisi) and

10 The Meherkap: niche retains its importance as a holy place among the local people :
See Schulz 1840, 305; Van Il Yilhg, 1973, 117.

11 We know two other rectangular niches similar to those at Yesilahie and Meherkapr,
but differing from them in having relief figures: One is near Malazgirt (Burney-Lang, fig.
54), and the other is at Herir-Batas near Ruvandiz, though it is quite uncertain that the
latter is Urartian (Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 276 ff.; H.Th. Bossert, Altanatolien, 90, fig. 1161;
N.C. Debevoise, JNES 1, 1942, 88 ff, pl. I b.; Cf. C.A. Burney, AS 8, 1958, 211 ff.; Bilgig-
Ogiin 1964, note 42.

12 Seidl 1974, 116.

13 Beran 1961, 634.

14 Piotrovskii 1959, 225: A. Goelze, Kleinasien, 197; Tarhan-Sevin 1975, 407 ff.

15 Schulz 1840, 301, 305.
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is believed to open every Friday'. According to another Islamic
legend, it is believed that Caliph Ali’s horse still lives within the
door-shaped rock and the puddle of water near the door is its urine'".
As can be understood from these Christian and Islamic legends, the
belief, that this type of «Stone-doors» will be opened oneday, still
retains its importance.

As far as we know today, this type of rectangular rock niches
belong only to the reign of Ishpuini and Menus : there is one at
Meherkap: near Toprakkale and another one at Yesilalic. The Ma-
lazgirt and Herir-Batas niches, each has a relief instead of an
inscription, had influenced the later rock niches of the Phrygians',
and show different characteristics!®.

There is an inscription at the top of the Yesilalic niche. The first
five lines of this inscription are repeated between the sixth and
tenth lines (Pl. V/1). The translation of it is as follows® :

I. To the god Haldi, sovereign, Ishpuini, son of Sarduri, (and)
Menua, son of Ishpwini, built the su-si of the god Haldi.
II. With the might of the god Haldi (I) Ishpuini, son of Sar-
duri, mighty king, great king, king of the land of Bianili,
ruler of the city of Tushpa. )

II1. He (= Ishpuini) has put in order a requlation for the new
sacrificies : for the got Haldi let there be slaughtered (?)
a young sheep, (and also) let a bull be brought in sacrifice
to the god Haldi, a cow to the goddess Uarubani, o sheep
to the KA of Haldi (and) a sheep to the arms of the god
Halds.

16 Van il Yiuhg, 1973, 117,

17 ibid. 117.

18 CH.E. Haspels, The Highland of Phrygia 11, 1971, fig. 159, 184.

19 Besides these rectangular rock niches there are roundtopped Urartian niches aswell
(See M. Riemschneider, Das Reich am Ararat, 1966, pl. 16; Burney-Lang, fig. 48). But
these are rather problematic (Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 153; Cf. F. Schachermeyr, Tuschpa, in
M. Ebert, RV 13, 1929, 495). It is supposed that the tradition of arched or round-topped
door, which goes as far back as to the third millennium B.C. in the Near East, was introdu-
ced in to Urartu in an early date and was continued to be used in religious and civil
buildings (W. Kleiss, AMI N.F. 5, 1972, 151, fig. 23, pl. 37/3; E. von Schuler, ibid. 122 {1,
pl. 30/2) without a break until the 7th century B.C.: See Tarhan-Sevin 1975, 398 ff.

20 HChI Nr. 8; UKN Nr. 25. :
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As seen from the inscription, the sacred area of Yegilalic was
built by Ishpuini and Menua in the last quarter of the 9th century
B.C. Therefore the Yesilalic sacred area and the Meherkap: niche
are contemporary and both were built during the co-regency of
Ishpuini and his son Menua*. Although the names of both kings
are stated at the begining of the inscription, later the verb explaining
the rules concerning ceremonial cult is in singular from. Therefore
this may be taken as an indicator that the father, Ishpuini, had had
more authority than his son Menua??, at least during the early
years of their co-regency considering the similarity between the
representation of Kelishin®*, Kalatgah?** and Yegilali¢ inscriptions.
Such representation cannot be found on the Meherkap: inscription.

What draws our attention to the Yesilalic and Meherkam
inscriptions is the fact that Ishpuini and Menua say that they had
built a su-si for Haldi at Yesilalic, but a K4 for Haldi at Meher-
kap1*’. As we have pointed out above, Meherkap: and Yesilalic are
in fact two similar rectangular rock niches. In this case one wonders:
why two different terms had been used for the same type of niche?

As it is known KA (reading babu in Akkadian) is the ideogram
for gate in Urartian cuneiform writing. On the other hand, it is ac-
cepted that su-si means sometimes «tent, holy place»**, sometimes a
«cult building» (eine Art von Kultanlage — Gebiiude)*” and some-
times an Urartian temple with a square cella®. Some scholars iden-
tify the rectangular temple at Arin-Berd (Erebuni) as a su-si type
temple with the help of its inscription?. At the fifth line of the

(]

b -

See HChI Nr. 10; UKN Nr. 27; Cf. Piotrovskii 1959, 221: van Loon 1966, 11.
HChI 57, note 4; Balkan 1960, 108.
See HChl Nr. 9; UKN Nr. 19,
M. van Loon, JNES 34, 1975, 204,
HChl Nr. 10; UKN Nr. 27.
HChI 200, 239; Balkan 1960, 108 f.
Melikisvili 1971, 86; P. Hulin, AS 10, 1960, note 9.

28 B.B. Piotrovskii, Urartu (Mundi), 132, 136 and 160; B. Hrouda, Vorderasien 1.
225, 258; at Patnos only {£) is used to indicate the temple : See Balkan 1960, 105,

.29 K.L. Oghanesian, Arin-Berd 1, 1961, 24 ff.; id. Sovietskaja Arkheologii 3, 1960,
292 ff; Bilgiq;-fjﬁiin 1964, 109, note 32: T. Ozgiic, Alantepe 1, 47, note 24: Cf. A. Erzen,
Tiirk Tarih Kongresi 7, 1973, 68,

O
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Yesilalig inscription K4 of Haldi is also mentioned. So it can be seen

that in the Yesilalic inscription both terms, K4 and su-si, had been
used.

When we compare Yesilalic and Meherkapy, it is seen that Me-
herkapi is different from Yesilalic in various respects, as we have
stated earlier. For example, the Meherkap: niche is cut into a rock
which is hard to reach, and there is neither a path nor stairs going
up to the niche (Pl. VI). Whereas the situation at Yesgilahe is
completely different : the niche and the platform in front of it are
easily accessable by stairs cut into the rock (Pl. IV/3; V/3). Aside
from all these, below to the left of the Meherkapi niche, there are
two rectangular cuts, the top one narrower than the bottom one
(Pl. V/4; VI). Lehmann-Haupt identifies these niches and others
similar ones as «Opfernischen» (sacrificial niches)®. Meherkapi
consists of only one big niche and sacrificial niches below it.

Six sockets used to set up stone stelae occur at the left side
(east) of the «big niche». Three of them were hollowed about 7.00
m away from the «big niche», while the rest having on north-south
axis take place a few meters below the extending three sockets set
up on a east-west axis.

These sockets which are about 0.50 m apart from each other,
roughly measure 0.30 x 0.20 m and are about 0.20 m deep (Fig. 2)%.
First the rock surface had heen worked to achieve a smooth flat
surface, then the sockets had been cut into this worked surface
with equal spaces between them. There are no remains of stone
stelae. But it can easily be seen that the northsouth stelae face the
west and the east-west ones face the south, looking towards the road.
Because the stelae had been cut close to the rock surface behind
them so that the sacrificial altar might have had enough space in
front of them, like at Altintepe®. Looking at the harmony of the
way the sockets are cut it is possible to say that both triple-stelae
groups were erected at the same time. There is no mention of such

30 Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 157,
i1 Cf CIC 2, 94, fig, 15.
32 T. Ozgiic, Altimrepe 11, fig. 29,

Anadolu  Arastirmalan F. 25
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stelae named as N4, pulusi(e) in Urartian language®®, because of this
it is impossible to give a spesific answer for the problem®.

Hollows to the south and south-west of the monumental niche
might have had a cultic function as it was the case in the Hittite
and neo-Hittite periods®®.

After all these facts, it is seen that together with the stelae,
stairs, and the platform in front of it, the monumental niche at
Yegilalic forms a complex, and it is clear that this complex is a big
«sacred area»®. As seen above Yegilalic does not only comprise a
monumental niche like at Meherkap: but there is also a big sacred
area here. In this case, we would like to putforward a suggestion :
The outhers suggest that, the K4 ideogram®?, which we come across
in Urartian inscriptions quite often, symbolizes door-shaped monu-
mental niches. On the other hand, su-si means «sacred area» while,
in the Yegilali¢ inscription, together with the actual niche (= KA),
it means the whole complex. In fact, the repetition of the K4 ideo-
gram in the fifth line supports this hypothesis. It is clear that, KA
is a name of one section within the su-si. Therefore it has to be the
monumental niche in rectangle shape. So we can put forward that :
su-si is not a term used to signify a type of temple or a sacred

33 HChI 197; Piotrovskii 1959, 229; Melikisvili 1971, 85.

34 It is known that worshipping stelae were quite common in the Urartian Kingdom
(CIC 2, 118, fig. 20; Lehmann-Haupt, Armenien 11/2, 594 and 598; Piotrovskii 1959, 229:
Beran 1961, 634; T. Ozgiig, Altintepe 11, fig. 29 stelae, the existance of which goes back
ta the second millennium B.C. in Anatolia (T. and. N. Ozgiic, Ausgrabungen in Karahdyiik
1947, 69 ff., pl. X/1-3; M. Darga, RIIA 24, 1969, 16, pl. I, II/a-b), have also been found
at Mari, Gezer, Hazor and Byblos, dated to the second millennium, as well (O.W. Musca-
rella, A74 75, 1971, 264). Though a bit more rough, the same type of stelae have also
been found in front of the «Burned Building II» at Hasanlu. Burney wants to compare
the Altintepe stelae with the earlier ones at Hasanlu (Burney-Lang, 149). Tt has been found
out by with the help of Bogazkdy excavations that worshipping this type of stelae also
existed in Phrygia: See P. Neve, TiirkArkDerg 18, 1969, fig. 9/a-d.

35 See D. Ussishkin, 4S5 25, 1975, 85 ff.

36 van Loon 1966, 54 remarks that Yesilalic might have been an open-air sanctuary.
EM. Wright (JNES 2, 1943, 186, note 64) identifies the sacred area of Yesilalic as the
remains of an Assyrian temple.

37 In CHhI 234 he rightly points out that the doors, which were often mentioned
in the Urartian inscriptions and were named as KA, were built with wooden material.
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building, but is a term used for the whole of a sacred area which
might have included a temple as well.

There is a rock-cut canal, 0.50 m wide, 0.10 m deep, at the top
of the monumental niche. It is quite possible that it was used, as
seen frequently in the Urartian architecture, to regulate rain-water
which might have flowed over the monumental niche?.

About 100 m to the west of Yesilalic sacred area and on a rocky
hill which is about 80-90 m high (from plain level) there are remains
of a small fortress (Pl III, VII/3). The rocky hill on which this
fortress stands is surrounded by a tributary of Sallahane stream
called Asuryan; like the south and west sides of the hill, the east
side is also hard to climb. Because of this, one does not come
across any traces of fortification at the east, west, and south
sides of the Yegilalic fortress. At the north-east side of the fort-
ress, which is the only side possible to climb, one can see in places
the sockets for the foundation stones of the fortification. As can
be understood, the fortress is situated at a place which is fortified
actually by nature itself, and therefore does not need a strong de-
fensive system. As a result we could not find any fallen fortifica-
tion blocks at the foot of the fortress.

The fortress which is on top of the rocky hill measures 60-70
m in the north-south and about 20 m in the east-west direction. It
is possible to see at a first glance that there had been extensive
fire and destruction everywhere at the top of the fortress. Because

all over the top of the hill, there is a redness in the soil, which is
the result of burnt mudbricks. S

The most interesting aspects of the fortress are the storage
holes (used as pithoi), constant features of Urartian fortresses used
for storing wine, grain, etc., cut into the natural rock. With the
Urartians we come across this for the first time at Yesilalic fortress
(PL. VIII/1-2). As is already known, at many Urartian fortresses
there have been found storage rooms with lines of regular pithoi®®,
But as we have said above, Yegilalic fortress differs from other
Urartian fortresses because of its small dimension. Therefore it must

38 Cf. W. Kleiss, IstMirt 18, 1968, fig. 7; id. AMI N.F. 6, 1973, fiz. 35,
39 See J.J. Klein, A4S 24, 1974, note 8. :
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have been impossible to spare large areas for storage rooms on
this hill. So the storage holes have been cut at the appropriate rocky
parts of the fortress and at the sides of the habitation area. (Pl. III) ;
only three holes in the north are in line (Pl. VIII/1), the other four
occur ontheir own. (Pl. VIII/2). The diameters of the three pithoi
attherim in the north vary from 0.90 m to 6.60 m, and their depths
are about 3.50 m. All pithoi are results of very good rock working.
As can be understood, these storage holes cut in the rock differ from
the terracota pithoi, found at other Urartian settlements, by their
large dimensions*. So by storing a lot of provisions in a few num-
ber of storage holes, maximum use was made of a small place.

At the southern foot of the fortress, about 2.00 or 3.00 m above
the Aguryan stream, there is a deep well, again cut into the natural
rock (Pl. VIII/3). There is a very similar well at Giriktepe near
Patnos*'. Our well is about 3.00 m in diameter, 13-15 m in depth
and provides the water supply of the Yesilalic fortress. But it has
not been determined whether there is a direct connection between
the fortress and the well.

At the top and foot of the hill there are very few Urartian pot
sherds; there are also a few sherds of later periods, though there
are no traces showing that the fortress was inhabited in those ti-
mes. It is also understood that Yesilalic fortress has come to our
age without having been settled in later periods.

As is known, one of the two main roads starting from Tush-
pa, the capital, and connecting the land of Urartu with the East
reaches Kotur from the north via Lake Ercek and Ozalp-Orenburg
(formerly Satmanis)*?, and the other goes to Bagkale, Yiiksekova
(formerly Diza), and the Kel-i-shin pass from the south via Giir-
pmmar-Hogap* : Along both roads there are important Urartian
fortresses which control them. The road which passes by Yegilalg
fortress is the most important of the roads connecting these two
main ones. Yegilalic is also on the shortest and the most convenient

40 The height of the pithoi from Altintepe does not exceed 2.00 m: See T. Ozgiic,
Alnntepe 11, fig, 35.

41 See K. Balkan, Aratiirk Konferanslann 1963, fig, 2.

42 E. Wright, JINES 2, 1943, note 64.

43 See Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 307 ff.; Burney 1957, 43; Burney-Lang 149,
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road starting from Tushpa, stretching from south to east, and
reaching Iran (Pl I). In this respect, Yesilalig is strategically very
important. Although the region is very mountanious this road is
quite usable even today.

We have mentioned above that Yesilali¢ fortress had gone
through a heavy destruction. But for the time being, nothing is know
about who might have caused this destruction. But if the ancient
province of Armarili, Armariali or Aramaili*', which stretches from
Ozalp to Lake Ercek and was mentioned by Sargon II during his
campaign against Urartu in 714 B.C., includes Yesgilalic, then it is
highly possible that this destruction was made by the armies of
Sargon II, because it is known that the armies of Sargon II burnt
and destroyed a lot of cities and a Haldi temple in this province?s.
For instance the names of the important cities mentioned within
this province are these : Bubuzi, Hundur', Alé, Sinispald, Arna,
Sarni, the city of Ursa’s father, Arbu, and city of Sarduri’s father,
Riar. Sargon gives the name of a mountain in this province, and
Burney believes that this mountain which is called Ubianda is the
present Irgat Dagh*. Sargon says that after destroying the seven
fortresses and thirty villages situated at the foot of this mountain,
he had advanced towards the west, and destroyed the other two
important cities, Arbu and Riar, together with a temple dedicated
to Haldi within the province of Armarili*. Burney wants to locate
Ubianda to the south of Lake Ercek and close to the western bor-
der of the province of Armarili. Since Sargon tells us that he had
destroyed other cities, after passing this mountain, Ubianda cannot
be Irgat Dagh. Sargon had turned towards to the north perhaps
without passing over the eastern shore of Lake Ercek, and then

44 Thureau-Dangin 1912, IX: Lehmann-Haupt 1926, 319; Burney 1957, 38; J.V.
Kinnier-Wilson, Irag 24, 1962, 107; van Loon 1966, 26; Burney-Lang 153; Cf. W. Kleiss,
IstMite 19720, 1969/70, 130 ffi.

45 Thureau-Dangin 1912, lines 269-279; LAR 1I, para 20, 165.

46 Although Burney (1957, 38) identifies Hundur with Upper Anzaf his identification,
in our opinion, seems incorrect.

47  Burney 1957, 38.

48  Thureau-Dangin 1912, lines 277-278; LAR 11, 165.
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he went to the province of Aidai**. Besides, since Lake Ercek is not
mentioned in the accounts of the eighth campaign, it is even doubtful
whether the Assyrian army had advanced as far as Lake Frcek.
it is quite possible that Yesilalic might have taken place in the area
where Arbu and Riar were situated; west of the Ubianda Mount of
Sargon II. The Yegilalic su-s¢ may well have been «the temple or
shrine (sanctuary) of Haldi» which was mentioned by Sargon in
the accounts of his eighth campaign.

After this brief research we may say this : We can obtain very
useful information about some religious reforms of the Urartian
pantheon from the inscriptions carved in the monumental rock nic-
hes of Yesilalic and Meherkap: during the co-regency of Ishpuini
and Menua.

As is known the Meherkap: inscription is completely a sacrifi-
cial regulations. Similarly, by saying «He (= Ishpwini) has put in
order a requlation for the new sacrificies» in the Yesilahg inscrip-
tion, a reference is made to the religious reforms of Ishpuini. Alt-
hough Menua seems to have, judging from the Meherkap: inscrip-
tion, equal rights as his father, this matter is quite different on the
Yesilalic inscription, and a particular care had been given to empha-
sis the importance of Ishpuini for the co-regency. Infact this matter
can also be seen on the Kelishin and Kalatgah inscription which
were quite possibly erected during the early years of the co-regency™.
Starting from this point, we accept and suggest that the Yegilalig
niche was built earlier than Meherkapi.

Whereas, as seen from the inscription, these regulations stated
on the Yesilalic inscription, should not have covered all Urartian
territory and sacred areas in these lands. It is quite possible that
these regulations were used only for the capital city, Tushpa. A com-
parison between the two inscriptions may support our suggestion.
For this comparison one may look at the table below :

49 Thureau-Dangin 1912, lines 280; LAR II, 165-166.
50 See M.van Loon, JNES 34, 1975, 204
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Yegilalhg Meherkap
To Haldi 1 bull 1 sheep 17 bull 34 sheep
To the KA of Haldi — 1 sheep 1 bull 2 sheep
To the weapons of Haldi _ 1 sheep 1 bull 2 sheep
To Uarubani 1 cow —_ 1 cow 1 sheep

Also this small comparison clearly shows us that Ishpuini pos-
sibly had a regulation of sacrifices made, which had different num-
bers for the capital and the other areas. Although only the names
of the cities Nishi, Kumenu, and Ardini and those of the gods who
were worshipped in these cities are mentioned in the Meherkap1
inscription. These gods must have been worshipped also in Tushpa,
the capital city.
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Yesilalic kalesinin topografik plant.
Topographical plan of citadel of Yesilahc.
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1 Amtsal nis ve kalenin genel goriiniisii (giineyden).
1 General view of the monumental rock niche and fortress as seen from south.

1~

Yesilahc ansai kaya nisinin genel griiniis
Wiev of the monumental rock niche of Yesilalic.

2

3 Amtsal kaya nisi (glineyden).
3 Monumental rock niche from the south,

Anadolu  Arastrmalart F. 26
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1 Yesilahe amtsal kava nisinden deiay.
I Monumental rock niche of Yesilahe
(detail).

Lev. V

Meherkapr amtsal kaya nisinden detay.
Monumental reck niche of Meherkam
(detail).

3 Amnusal nis ve kaya basamaklan

3 Monumental niche and rock
steps.

4 Meherkap: kaya nisinin genel goriiniisii.
4 General view of the monumental niche

of Meherkap.
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1 Yesilahc¢'tan stel yuvalart

1 Sockets for stelea at Yesilaltc 2 Sockets for stelea at Yesilahic (detail).

3 Yesilahg kalesinin genel goriini
3 General view of Yesilalic fortress.
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