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The capital of the Urartians, a kingdom centred at Lake Van basin be-
tween the ninth and the sixth centuries BC, was at the city of Van/Tushpa.
The city of Van comprises a citadel rising on top of a mass of conglomerate
rocks measuring 1345 m long, 200 m wide and 100 m high, and a lower city
surrounding the citadel (Fig. 1). The lower city of Van in the Urartian period
comprised the area known as The Mound of Van Fortress to the north of the
citadel and the old city of Van to the south of the citadel. This area has been
inhabited from the Early Bronze Age to the early twentieth century AD. The
fortifications and foundations troughs of the citadel, building floors easily
discernible on the rock-hewn platforms, open-air cult areas, rock-tombs for
kings, royal annals inscribed on rock surfaces, inscribed stelae, and construc-
tion inscriptions all indicate an advanced and large state structure.

Excavations at the The Mound of Van Fortress were initiated in 2010 but
as of 2012 they were extended into the “Excavations at the Van Fortress, The
Mound and the Old City of Van” with the approval of the General Directorate
of Cultural Heritage and Museums in order to establish full organic links
among the components of the city of Van and to facilitate the restoration and
conservation projects.

1 This work was supported by Scientific Research Projects Coordination Unit of Istanbul University
(Project nos. 27966 - 33181), Ministry of Culture General Directorate of Cultural Assests and
Museums - DOSIMM and AYGAZ. We would like to thank all the organizations, which contribu-
ted to the excavation.
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The first stage of work in 2012 covered the documentation of the current
conditions of the buildings at the citadel and the old city. Particularly, we fo-
cussed on the recent and ongoing restoration works as well as the foreseen
conservation-repair works. In addition, existing grid-square system was ex-
tended to cover the entire site; general layout plan was prepared and ortho-
photo work was conducted; thus, facilitating a coherent excavation system.

Following the documentation work, excavations were conducted The
Mound of Van Fortress, Old Palace area in the Upper Citadel, Minua
Fountain, Horhor area and the old city of Van.

The Mound of Van Fortress

Work in the trenches N20-21 and M26 opened in 2010 at Van Kalesi
Hoytigii continued in the Urartian and post-Urartian strata. Above these
strata lay two-phased medieval architecture, which was underlying a two-
phased cemetery in use until the early twentieth century (Fig. 2).

The building layer identified as “Ruler’s Mansion” and uncovered in 1989-
1991 under the direction of Prof. Dr. Taner Tarhan was cleaned and reas-
sessed as of 2010. That phase of work at the mound identified a two-phased
building layer of the Urartian period (Tarhan - Sevin 1991: 433 vd.; Tarhan
1994: 39). The earlier phase IIc (Urartian) ascribed to the Middle Iron Age
contained a large complex while the later phase of IIb (Urartian) housed
poorer Urartian architecture (Sevin 2012: 361 vd.). However, in the new stage
of excavations initiated in 2010 (Konyar 2011) a fibula and some other finds
characteristic of the Urartian period, which may point to a new phase in the
ashy soil beneath the “Early Phase Building Layer” dated to the eighth cen-
tury BC (Tarhan 2011: 329), were uncovered in trench N20 (Konyar et al.
2012: 224). Considering the results obtained in order to reassess the stratifi-
cation of the mound it is possible to state that the Urartian period here has
two building phases, which exhibit architectural differences. Particularly the
single-row stone foundations and the mud brick walls on their top in the ear-
lier phase rooms are different from the walls with three/four-rows of stone
foundations in the later phase (Fig. 3-4). Not only architectural structures,
wall thicknesses but also the potsherds from the filling of 50 cm thickness in
between provide us with important evidence regarding the identification of
the two phases (Fig. 5). The wall with a thickness of over 1 m and rising on a
foundation of three/four rows of stones is contemporaneous with the rooms
uncovered in the southwest of the trench in the former phase of excavations;
this wall corresponds to the corner of the structure with a single-row stone
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foundation of the earlier phase and sits right on top of this wall.

Furthermore, it is likely that the Early Urartian building layer identified by
us was originally built on the Urartian debris; however, this will be clarified
with further excavations in the future. For the time being, the structures un-
covered in trench N20 and their links with other structures clarify two build-
ing layers. Ongoing work will facilitate a sounder understanding of the strati-
fication at the mound.

New finds from the Late Iron Age or Post-Urartian period constitute an
issue of debate. Evidence regarding stratification comes mainly from trenches
N20 and M26. A layer of orange coloured adobe debris clearly discernible in
the north and east profiles of N20 has a thickness varying between 90 and 40
cm and clearly divides the last phase of Urartian constructions and the medi-
eval cemetery (Fig. 6). That the top and bottom contours of this layer extend
smoothly and that it looks as if the underlying Urartian layer was partially
levelled both indicate that this area remained in use.

The work in trench M26 yielded important chronological evidence regard-
ing the period after the Urartu. The excavations of 1989-1991 had not identi-
tied architecture of Late Iron Age clearly (Sevin 2012; Tarhan 2011; Tarhan
- Sevin 1993). However, according to this campaign’s finds, the layer of mud
brick debris observed in the north and east profiles of N20 is represented as
mud brick blocks belonging to two separate rooms in M26. In addition, the
most important finds of this layer include an in situ vessel with a single verti-
cal handle and decorated with a mountain goat on its spout, which can be
assessed for Post-Urartian/Median, even Early Achaemenid period, and a few
shards with beige slip of Late Iron Age uncovered in the ashy filling on the
floor (Fig. 7). This almost intact unique vessel is seen to have been produced
in the post-Urartian period but in the Urartian pottery tradition. Future work
in the strata containing this vessel and poor mud brick architecture will shed
more light on the post-Urartian settlement at the mound.

The Inner Citadel

Former phase of excavations under the direction of Prof. Dr. Taner Tarhan
covered the area known as Old Palace in the Inner Citadel. Here was Ottoman
architecture with two phases, under which was the so-called “platform” built
with large travertine blocks and considered the oldest construction in the cit-
adel. In 2012 excavation and cleaning work was resumed in this area, which
was almost entirely buried. A 5,40 m long section of the northeast-southwest



196 Colloquium Anatolicum XII 2013

extending east wall of the “platform” was uncovered (Fig. 8-9). The wall
was formerly published as comprising three courses of stones but its fourth
and last row was uncovered this year. The height of the wall, as attested, is
2,05 m The stone blocks in the upper three courses vary in dimension from
80x60x100 cm to 100x70x100 cm The bottom course rests on the foundation
bed hewn into the bedrock. This wall most probably extends further south-
west and joins fortification-terrace wall on the south side of the Inner Citadel.
This year’s work clarified that not only another course of stones existed at the
bottom but there was also at least one more course on top.

In 2012 campaign another wall joining the so-called “platform” architec-
ture at a right angle in the northwest was also uncovered. This wall extending
in the northwest-southeast direction was built with minimum two courses of
roughly worked stones. It differs from the “platform” with respect to work-
manship and material and a section of 2 m length was identified. On the top
of the wall was a course, sometimes two courses of slab stones ([Gyfer). On top
of the slabs is the mud brick wall discernible. For the time being it is not pos-
sible to ascribe the wall to any period; however, it is clear that it is an annex of
later periods.

The Minua Fountain

Another area of work in 2012 campaign was the trenches on the north foot
of the citadel, where inscriptions mentioning that Minua, son of Ishpuini, had
a fountain (taramanili) built (Fig. 10).

It is thought that the word taramanili, or tarmanili in Urartian inscrip-
tions meant a “fountain”. This word is attested for the first time in the Pirabat
inscription (CTU I: no. A3-6) covering a military campaign in the joint reign
(820-810 BC) of Ishpuini and his son Minua. In addition, the word tarmani is
attested on Salmanaga Stele (CTU I: no. A5-17), Van Citadel (CTU I: no. A5-
58A-B), Anzaf inscription (CTU I: no. A5-62), Mazgirt-Kalekdy inscription
by Rusa, son of Argishti (CTU I: no. A12-6), and the inscriptions at Govelek
(CTU IL: no. A14-1) and Savacik (CTU I: no. A14-2) by Rusa, son of Erimena.

There are three inscriptions in panels on the smoothened niche surfaces
hewn in bedrock; they all repeat each other and the lower inscription is poor-
ly preserved:

“With the potency of God Haldi, Minua, son of Ishpuini, had this tarmanili
built. With the greatness of God Haldi, Minua, son of Ishpuini, the strong king,
the great king, is the king of Bianili Land and the city of Tushpa.
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Minua, son of Ishpuini, states: Whoever damages this inscription, whoever
commits a crime, whoever causes others to do these, or whoever speaks differ-
ent, (that is) says ‘I did it’, may God Haldi, God Teisheba, God Shivini (and
all) gods keep him away from sunlight...” (CTU I: no. A5-58A-B / Payne 2006:
5.4.17 - 5.4.18 - 5.4.19).

Excavations were conducted in order to verify the inscriptions and to test
the results of geo-magnetic and geo-radar surveys. The trench was located
right north of the bottom inscription and measured 7,55 m north-south and
6,35 m east-west. As the work progressed the soil got wet and finally muddy.
Further ahead is a water source seeping from the bedrock. At about 3 m above
the inscription panel are two blocks - one of sandstone and the other of lime-
stone - left at the spot deliberately but not presenting any pattern (Fig. 11).

As the work progressed in the muddy layer bones of horses, pigs, bovine
and ovine animals - obviously cooked and scraped off their meat using knives
- as well as Urartian potsherds were uncovered.

The Horhor Fountain

The foot of Van Citadel houses various niches with various shapes such
as T, square or rectangular; these are called “blind windows” and thought to
have had some religious function.

One such niche located in Area G grid-square AR25 close to the southwest
end of the citadel, known as Horhor Fountain, stands out from the others
for there are rock-cut stairs leading up the citadel just to its north and other
niches flanking it.

Our excavations aiming at clarifying the properties of these niches in this
area brought to light a fountain. Entirely hewn into bedrock the fountain
niche measures 142 cm high, 104 cm wide and 65 cm deep. In the middle of
this niche is an almost rectangular opening tapering north. The interior and
bottom of this niche slope into the niche from the rock cavity. This sloping
line extends into the rocky area (Fig. 12).

At 90 cm below the niche is a rock-cut pool measuring 95x75 cm and 18
cm deep. A V-shaped rock-cut channel of 12-20 cm width and 13 cm depth
extends 180 cm eastward from the northeast corner of the pool. Both the pool
and the channel are bounded with bedrock on the south side (Fig. 13).

An intact jar stands in situ at the eastern end of the channel. It sits in a
special socket. A pithos in fragmentary condition is found in situ about 50 cm
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east of the first jar. The upper part of the pithos was broken and fell inside.
This pithos too sits on a special socket in the bedrock. About 40 cm east of the
pithos the bedrock slopes down but its topographic condition will be clarified
in future excavations.

Renowned Ottoman traveller Evliya Celebi of the seventeenth century
provides us with information regarding this area known as Horhor Orchards
and Fountain in addition to detailed information on the Van citadel and
environs?. As there exists no monumental fountain in Horhor Suyu area
the structure uncovered might be the above mentioned Horhor Fountain.
That the jar and pithos uncovered in situ date to the Middle Ages and
thereafter seem to support this hypothesis.

The only in situ finds here are the jar and pithos of the Middle Ages and
thereafter. The jar is beige on the outside and has a mouth diameter of 20
cm and belly diameter of 48 cm The rim features triple spirals while the neck
features meander motifs between incised bands. On the shoulder are two spi-
rals, side by side, reminiscent of those at the rim on a relief band. The body
is decorated with a composition comprising this relief band with two spirals,
thick lines (four to eight in number) and then two spirals. The bottom of the
belly is also bounded with a band with meander motifs on it. A similar band is
also found near the bottom of the jar.

The pithos has a belly diameter of 70 cm and features again meander
motifs within incised bands as on the above mentioned jar. In addition, there
are guilloche-like relief décor and a plain band in relief.

These in situ vessels provide evidence for the fountain’s last phase of
use. Nevertheless, the first construction of the fountain may be linked to the
Urartian period based on evidence at hand.

As mentioned above the Urartian word tarmanili or taramanili seen in
various inscriptions is thought to mean a “fountain”. On the other hand, the
only Urartian fountain with an inscription is found at Ejdaha Bulag1 (Ain-e
Rum) to the north of Ushnaviya in Iranian Azerbaijan (Pecorella - Salvini
1984: 71-76 )* and the inscription states that it was built by Urartian King
Minua (Fig. 14). This is the only example comparable to the Horhor Fountain.

2 Evliya Celebi Seyahatnamesi: 263, 266, 274.
3 Pecorella - Salvini 1984: 71-76 (I1.5 - La nicchia rupestre di Ain-e Rum); CTU I: A5-59A-D.
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The fountain at Ain-e Rum comprises a rock-cut niche surmounted with
an arch, encompassing the cavity where the spring comes out. One inscrip-
tion is found in the arched part above. However, today the water comes out at
a lower point close to the road. It is possible to state that the Urartians worked
the rocky surface of a water spring into niches forming a facade, thus making
the spring look grander. The high and deep niche encompassing the spring is
also seen at this fountain on the south side of Van Citadel. As there is a sim-
ilarity between the layout mentalities of the aforementioned two fountains
and the stairs leading up the citadel of Urartian character pave the way for us
to ascribe the Horhor Fountain to the Urartian period.
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Eski Van Sehri, Kalesi ve Hoyligli Kazilari
2012 Yili Calismalari

2010 yilinda “Van Kalesi Hoytigti Kazis1” olarak baslayan kazi ¢aligmala-
rimiz, gelisen yeni arkeolojik problemlerin ¢6ziimii, Van Kenti’nin tiim bi-
lesenleri arasindaki organik baglantinin tam olarak saglanmasi ve koruma-
onarima doniik projelerin daha saglikli yiiriitiilmesi ihtiyacindan dolay1 2012
yilindan itibaren Kiltiir Varliklar1 ve Miizeler Genel Midiirliigii'niin de ona-
yiyla “Eski Van Sehri, Kalesi ve Hoytigti Kazilar1” adini almigtir.

2012 kaz1 ¢alismalarimiz Van Kalesi Hoyiigti (A Alani), Eski Van Sehri (D
Alani), Van Kalesi Yukar: Sitadeli Eski Saray Alani (E Alan1), Minua Cesmesi
(F Alan1) ve Horhor Cesmesi Bolgesi'nde (G Alani) stirdiiriilmiistiir.

Van Kalesi Hoytigii A Alanr’'nda 2010 yilinda agilmis olan N20-N21 ile
M-26 agmalarindaki Urartu ve Post-Urartu tabakalarinda ¢alismalar devam
etmistir. Bilindigi gibi bu tabakalarin iistiinde daha 6nceki yillarda iki evreli
bir Orta¢ag mimarisi ve onun tizerinde de 20. ytizy1l baglarina kadar kullanil-
dig1 anlagilan, iki evreli bir mezarlik tabakasi ortaya ¢ikarilmustir.

2010 yilindan baglayarak 1989-1991 yillarinda arasinda Prof. Dr. M. Taner
Tarhan bagkanhigindaki kazilarda agilmis olan ve “Bey Konag1” olarak tanim-
lanan yap1 kat1 temizlenmis ve tekrar degerlendirilmistir. Hoyiikte bu do-
nemde yapilan kazilarda geg ve erken olmak iizere iki evreli Urartu yapi kat1
saptanmuigtir.

Orta Demir Cagl igerisinde degerlendirilen IIc (Urartu) erken evre biiyiik
bir Urartu kompleksi olarak tanimlanirken, IIb (Urartu) geg evre zayif bir
Urartu yap1 kati olarak degerlendirilmistir. Ancak 2010 yilindan itibaren stir-
diriilen yeni donem kazi ¢aligmalarinda N20 agmasinda, “Erken Evre Yap1
Kat1” denilen ve MO 8. yiizyila tarihlenen tabakanin altinda, 01533 locus nu-
marali kiillii toprak icerisinden yeni bir evrenin habercisi olabilecek nitelikte
karakteristik bir Urartu buluntusu olan fibula ile yine ayn1 donemi karakteri-
ze eden bazi buluntulara da rastlanmastir.

Hoytikteki tabakalanmay: yeniden degerlendirmek i¢in ulastigimiz so-
nuglar1 géz 6niinde bulundurdugumuzda Urartu doneminin bu alanda iki
yap1 katindan olustugunu soyleyebiliriz. Tanimladigimiz bu iki yap1 kat1 ara-
sinda mimari anlamda bazi farkliliklar bulunmaktadir. Ozellikle bu y1l tes-
pitini yaptigimiz ve su ana kadar ortaya ¢ikardigimiz yapi katlarindan erken
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olaninda bulunan mekanlarin, tek sira tastan olusan temel yapilar1 ve iize-
rinde yer alan kerpi¢ duvarlar: bir sonraki yap: katinda yer alan ve temeli {i¢
dort sira tastan olusan duvarlardan farklidir. Gerek mimari yapilari, duvar
genislikleri ve gerekse iki duvarin temel seviyeleri arasinda yer alan 50 cm’lik
dolgu tabakas1 ve buradan gelen keramik pargalar: iki yap: katinin tanimlan-
masinda 6nemli veriler sunmaktadirlar. Agmanin giineybatisindaki eski kazi
doneminde agilan evlerle cagdas ve tig-dort sira tas temelden olusan ve kalin-
1181 1 metreyi asan duvar doguya dogru erken yapi kati olarak tanimladigimiz,
tek sira tag temelli yapinin tam kose noktasina denk gelmekte olup iistten bu
duvari kesecek sekilde oturtulmustur.

Bunun yaninda tarafimizdan saptanan ve Erken Urartu yap1 kati olarak ta-
nimlanan evrenin bir Urartu yikintisi iizerine insa edilmis olmas biiyiik ola-
silik tasimaktadir. Ancak gelecek sezonlarda yapilacak kazilarla birlikte olasi
tabaka veya evrenin durumu netlesecektir. Simdilik sadece N20 agmasinda
ortaya ¢itkardigimiz yapilar ve bunlarin diger yapilarla iliskisi iki yap1 katinin
varligini somutlagtirmaktadir. Devam eden ¢alismalar hoytikteki tabakalag-
manin yeniden saglikli bir degerlendirmesini yapmamuizi saglayacaktir.

Diger bir sorun ise Ge¢ Demir Cag1 veya Post-Urartu déonemine iliskin
yeni verilerdir. Tabakalanmaya iliskin veriler 6zellikle N20 ve M26 agmala-
rindan gelmektedir. N20 agmasinda hatlarini agmanin kuzey ve dogu kesit-
lerinde net olarak izleyebildigimiz kalinlig1 90-40 cm arasinda degisen kerpig
dokiintiisiinden olusan turuncu bir tabaka Urartu yapilagmalarinin son evresi
ile Orta Cag mezarlar arasinda her iki tabakayi birbirinden ayiran bir katman
olusturmaktadir. Bu tabakanin st ve alt hatlarinin diizgiin olmasi ve altinda
yer alan Urartu yikintisini kismen diizlestirmis izlenimi vermesi bu alanin bir
sekilde kullanilmis oldugunu géstermektedir.

M26 agmasinda siirdiiriilen ¢aligmalarda ise Urartu sonrasi doneme ilis-
kin 6nemli kronolojik tespitler yapilmistir. 1989-1991 yillar1 arasinda ho-
yiikte gerceklestirilen kazilarda Ge¢ Demir Cag donemi mimarisi tam olarak
tespit edilememisti. Ancak bu yil N20 agmasinin kuzey ve dogu kesitlerinde
gozlemlenebilen kerpi¢ dokiintii tabakast M26 agmasinda muhtemelen iki
ayr1 mekanin mimari pargalar1 durumundaki kerpig bloklar ile temsil edil-
mektedir. Bu kerpi¢ bloklarin her biri 45x45 cm ol¢iilerinde olup, aralar1 4-8
cm arasinda degisen derzlerle doldurulmustur. Bununla birlikte kiillii taban
tizeri dolgusundan gelen birkag parca krem astarli Ge¢ Demir Cag pargalar:
ve Post Urartu/Med hatta Erken Akhamenid donemi ¢ercevesinde degerlen-
direbilecegimiz akitacag: tizerinde bir dag kegisi figliriiniin bulundugu tek di-
key kulplu in-situ bir kap (VK13292) bu tabakanin en énemli buluntusudur.
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Ttime yakin bu tinik kabin Urartu ¢anak-¢omlek geleneginde ancak Urartu
sonrasinda yapildig1 anlagilmaktadir. Gelecek yillarda s6z konusu kabin ve
zayif kerpi¢ mimarinin bulundugu bu tabakalarda gerceklestirecegimiz ¢alis-
malar hem hoyiigiin hem de Van Boélgesi'nin Urartu sonras yerlesimi ile ilgili
¢ok daha net veriler sunacaktir.

Prof. Dr. M. Taner Tarhan baskanliginda yiiriitiilen 1989-1991 dénemi
kazilarinda Yukari Sitadel alaninda Eski Saray olarak tanimlanan bolgede de
kazi calismalar1 yapilmigtir. Bu alanda iki evreli bir Osmanli Donemi mima-
risi altinda ana kaya iizerine oturmus, oldukga iri taglardan olusan ve sitadel-
deki en erken yapi kalintisi olarak tanimlanan, iri traverten bloklardan inga
edilmis bir “platform” yapisi ortaya ¢ikarilmigtir. 2012 yili ¢aligmalarimizda
neredeyse tamamen topraga gomiilmiis bu alanda kazi ve temizlik ¢aligmasi
yuritilmistir. Platform olarak tanimlanan mimarinin dogu duvarinin, ku-
zeydogu-giineybati dogrultusunda uzanan 5.40 metrelik kismi ortaya ¢ikaril-
mustir. 3 sira tagtan insa edildigi yayinlarda belirtilen duvarin 4. ve son siras:
bu sene yapilan ¢aligmayla tespit edilmigtir.

2012 kaz1 sezonunda Van Kalesi Hoytgii ile Van Kalesi Sitadeli disinda
galismalarin yiirttiildiigi bir diger alan ise Van Kalesi'nin kuzey eteklerinde
yer alan ve Ispuini oglu Minua’nin taramanili (cesme) yaptirdigindan bahse-
dilen yazitlarin bulundugu bolgedeki agmalardir. Bu alanda siirdiiriilen ¢alis-
malar boyunca dolgu topragin gittikce nemlendigi ve bir miiddet sonra bal¢ik
haline geldigi tespit edilmistir. Devam eden galigmalarda ana kayadan ¢ikan
daha ¢ok sizint1 halinde bir su kaynagina ulagilmistir. Yine ayn1 alanda yazit
panosundan yaklasik 3 metre diiseyde belli bir diizen olusturmayan ancak bi-
lingli bir gekilde birakildig1 anlagilan biri kumtagindan digeri ise kalkerden
islenmis iki tas blok ortaya ¢ikarilmistir.

Bilindigi tizere Van Kalesi Sitadeli’nin eteklerini ¢evreleyen alanlarda,
form olarak T, kare, dikdortgen bicimli olabilen ve “kor pencereler” olarak
tanimlanan, genellikle de dinsel islevlerinin oldugu diisiiniilen nisler yer al-
maktadir.

Bu nislerden giiniimiizde Horhor ¢esmeleri olarak bilinen ve Van
Kalesi'nin glineybat1 ucuna yakin bir konumda, G Alan1 AR25 plankaresine
denk gelen alanda yer alan bir tanesi, digerlerine gore farklilik arz etmekteydi.
Bu farkliligin temel bilesenleri ise hemen kuzeyinde bulunan ve sitadele bag-
lant1 saglayan basamaklar ile ¢evresinde bulunan diger nislerdi.

Hem nislerin islevini saptamak hem de bilesenleriyle bir farklilik ortaya
koyan bu alani adlandirabilmek i¢in bu alanda yaptigimiz kazi ¢alismalar
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sonucunda bir ¢gegme yapisiyla kargilagtik. Tamamen ana kayaya islenmis ges-
menin nigi, 142 cm yiiksekliginde, 104 cm genisliginde ve 65 cm derinliginde-
dir. Bu nisin i¢inde, orta kisminda dikdortgene yakin ancak kuzeyi daha dar
olan bir oluk bulunmaktadir.

Nisin 90 cm altinda, 95x75 cm olgiilerinde ve 18 cm derinliginde kayaya
oyulmus bir havuz bulunmaktadir. Kareye yakin bir goriintim sergileyen ha-
vuzun kuzeydogu kosesinde doguya dogru devam eden 180 cm uzunlugunda,
12-20 cm genisliginde ve 13 cm derinliginde V seklinde bir kanal yer alir. Nis
ve havuz gibi bu kanal da ana kayaya oyularak meydana getirilmistir. Bir¢ok
Urartu yazitinda karsimiza taramanili veya taramani seklinde ¢ikan ve cesme
anlamina geldigi disiiniilen bir s6zciik vardir. Bununla birlikte Urartu do-
nemine ait yazit1 olan tek gegme yapisi Iran Azerbaycani’'nda Usnaviye’nin
kuzeyinde Ejdaha Bulag'nda (Ain-e Rum) yer almaktadir ve Gizerindeki ya-
zittan Urartu krali Minua’nin yaptirmis oldugunu 6greniriz. Horhor Cesmesi
olarak adlandirdigimiz yapiy: karsilagtirabilecegimiz tek drnek olmasi baki-
mindan 6nemlidir.
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Fig.2 Area A, Urartian, post-Urartian and two-phased medieval architecture’s plan
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Fig.

Fig. 11 Area F, The water source of Minua Fig. 12 Area G, grid-square AR25,
Fountain (taramanili) Horhor Fountain
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Fig. 13 Area G, grid-square AR25 plan and east-west section
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Fig. 14  Ejdaha Bulagi (Ain-e Rum) fountain.



