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I. DOGU ANADOLUNUN
GENEL COGRAFiI DURUMU

Dogu Anadolu, sira daglarin birbirine ¢ok fazla
yaklasip siklastigl ve ayni zamanda doguya gidildikce
ylksekliklerin arttigr arizali bir yiksek utlkedir. Sekil
itibariyle kaidesini &deta dogu sinirlarinin teskil ettigi
ve Giney kenar daglarinin cevirdigi, zirvesi i¢c Ana-
dolu’ya dogru ilerleyen bir tGg¢geni andirir. Bu itibarla
kendine mahsus Ozellikleri ile yurdumuzun diger
yerlerinden ayrilan bir ¢cografl bélge meydana getir-
mektedir. Dogu Anadolu Bdlgesinin cografi sinirlari,
Glneyde Maras civarinda Giineydogu Toroslari Kav-
sinin dis etekleri, Batida Kizilirmak ile Firat arasindaki
su bolumu c¢izgisi, Kuzeyde Karadeniz Daglarinin
Gulney eteklerini takip ederek Bayburt ovasini igine
aldiktan sonra, Glneye donen bir ¢izgi teskil eder.
Dogu sinirlari gercekte morfoloji bakimindan bir
yandan Rion-Kura, 0te yandan Urmiye Goll platosu-
nun Dogu kenarina kadar uzanir. Bdylece bugunki
sinirlarimizin disinda cografi bakimdan daha genis
manada bir Dogu Anadolu Bolgesini kabul etmek
lazimdir.

Dogu Anadolu’nun en belirli 6zelliklerinden birisi
ve diger Anadolu Bodlgelerinden ayiran 6zelligi genel-
likle burasinin bir yiksek tlke olusudur. Dogu Ana-
dolu'nun en buydk kismi ¢cogunlukla denizden 2.000
metrenin Ustiinde uzanan genis duzltklerle kaplidir. Bu
duzlikler yer, yer dar ¢okintl alanlari veya ylksek
daglarla bozulur. Bdélgenin en alcak yeri 875 m.
yikseklikte olan igdir Ovasidir. 2.300 metre olan
Baskale, 1.750 - 1.800 metre olan Erzurum Ovasi iskén
ve ziraat sahalari olup, bu yikseklikler i¢ Anadolu ve
Bati Anadolu’da bircok daglarin zirvelerini teskil eder.

F. 1
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Dogu Anadolu'nun ortalama yuksekligi 2.000, T¢
Anadolu’nun ise 1.000 metredir. Dogu Anadolu biyuk
dizliklerle kaph bir yiksek Ulkedir. Bati ve Orta
Anadolu’da bircok daglarin eristigi buyuk yukselti-
lerde, yahut ormanlarin dst sinirlarinin yukarisinda
uzanan bos sahalarla ayni seviyede bulunan Dogu
Anadolu platolarinda tarim yapilmakta, hayvan yeti-
stirilmekte ve insan topluluklari birlesik bir halde
yasamaktadir.

Diger bir 6zellik, Alp sistemine bagh silsilelerin
yurdumuzun bu bolgesinde ¢ok sikisik siralar meydana
getirmis olmasidir. Dogu Anadolu’nun orta kismi
daglarin birbirine girmesinden meydana gelen tabif bir
kale manzarasi gosterir. Buradan itibaren Orta Ana-
dolu ve iran platolarina dogru genis cokiintii alanlari
girmeye baslamaktadir.

1. Bolgenin Guney kenarinda genis bir yay teskil
ederek gayet belirli bir duvar halinde uzanan Gliney-
dogu Toroslari. Yukseklikler bilhassa Batida ve Do-
guda fazladir. Guneydogu’da Cilo Daglari 4.168 metre
ylkseklik gosterir.

2. Guneybati Toroslari Kuzey kenarinda Elbis-
tan Havzasindan baslayarak Malatya, Geng, Mus ve
Van GOlu Havzasina uzanan deprasyon seridi. Van
GOlU dogusunda birkag deprasyon ve Van Daglari yer
almistir.

3. SOzl edilen gukur sahanin Kuzeyinde Munzur
Daglarindan baslayarak Doguya dogru Mercan (3.452
m.), Bagirpasa (3.282 m.), Palandbken (3.124 m.)
Topcu, Sankum, Asagidag (3.270 m.) den devam eden
silsileler uzanir. Kuzeyde Karasu ve Glneyde Aras
arasinda kalan sira daglar ve bu silsilenin dogu ucu
tzerinde Buyluk Agri Dagr ve Volkani vardir. Bu
silsilenin Dogu kismi ile Mus ve Van havzalar
arasindaki genis platolar ve bunlarin tzerinde belli
cizgiler boyunca. Dogu Anadolu’nun geng ve muazzam
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volkan konileri birer tabiat abidesi gibi yukselirler ki,
bunlar Buyik Agr (5.137 m.) Tendurek (3.660 m.),
Aladag (3.138 m.), Stuiphan (4.058 m.) ve Nemrut (3.000
m.) daglaridir. Buna Kkarsilik Karasu-Aras silsilesinin
Bati kismi ile Malatya-Capakgur ¢okunti alaninin
teskil ettigi cukur saha arasinda karisik manzarali
Tunceli Daglar1 bulunur.

4. Karasu-Aras Daglarinin kuzeyinde Erzincan,
Tercan, Erzurum ve Aras boyu deprasyonlar zinciri
uzanir. Bu cukur sahanin kuzey kenari batida Karga-
pazar (3.282), Gavur Dagi (3.109 m.), Kop Dag! (2.600
m.), Cosan (2.900 m.), Kesis Dagi (3.537 m.) gibi
yiksek daglarla cevrilmistir.

Dogu Anadolu'nun en biyik kapali havzasini
teskil eden Van GOlU 3.764 km2 yuzolgimi ile
yurdumuzdaki gollerin en blyugudir. Dogudan Bati-
ya Bend-1-Maht ile Tug arasindaki uzakhk 125 km. dir.
Van ile Tatvan arasindaki uzakhk ise 90 km. dir.
Glney-Kuzey istikametinde azami genislik 75 km. dir.
En son yayinlanan Harita Genel Mudurlagandn
1:25.000 6lcekli topografya haritasina gére golin deniz
seviyesinden yiksekligi 1.646 m. olarak gosterilmekte-
dir. Van Golu tektonik menseli bir deprasyonun,
Batida Nemrut volkanindan yayilmis olan lavlarin bir
set teskil etmesi sonucunda meydana gelmistir. GOlun
buginkl derinligi 500 metre civarindadir. Dip seviyesi
Mus Ovasindan yiksektir. Nemrut volkan lavlarinin
bir set teskil etmesiyle Mus Ovasi alivyonla dolmus,
buna karsilik kapali bir havza haline gelen Van
deprasyonundan sular toplanarak bir goél tesekkdl
etmistir. Van goline Kuzeydoguda Bend-i-Maht, Al-
tindere Caylari ve Dogudan Karasu, Glineydogudan
Hosap (Micinger) suyu dokilir. Bu akarsularin getir-
digi alivyonlarla kiyr ovalari tesekkll etmistir. Ercis
Ovasl, Muradiye Ovasl, Gevas Ovasi, Gurpinar Ovasi
ve nihayet VVan Ovasl bu kiy1 ovalarinin en blyaguddar.

Van Goli
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Kiyidan fazla uzakta olmayan dort kiiclik ada vardir.
Toklu Adasi, Adir Adasi, Akdamar Adasi ve Carpanak
Adasl.

Dogu Anadolu’nun kuzeydogusunda bulunan
oldukga genis bir saha sularini Kura ve Aras Nehirleri
vasitasiyla Hazer Denizine gonderir. Bolgenin Glney-
dogusunda ise Turkiye'nin ikinci 6nemli kapali havza-
sini teskil eden Van Goli Havzasi yer alir. Bunun
disinda kalan sahalarin sularini Basra Korfezine doki-
len Dicle-Firat ve bunlarin kollari toplar. Bu nehirler
ylzyillar boyunca Dogu Anadolu’nun verimli ham
maddelerini Mezopotamya'ya tasimis ve Mezopotam-
ya ulkesini hem su ve hem de toprak bakimindan
besliyerek, buyuk kuoltirlerin meydana gelmesinde
birinci derecede rol oynamistir.

Dogu Anadolu’nun iklimi esas itibariyle kara
iklimidir. Bu karakter boélgenin mihveri boyunca
doguya dogru ilerledikce, yani civardaki denizlerin
tesir sahalarindan uzaklastik¢a, kendini daha fazla
gosterir. Bolgede kislar ¢cok uzun, siddetli ve karhdir.
Buna karsilik, yaz mevsimi ¢ok kisa olmakla beraber,
bolgenin kuzeyindeki yiiksek platolarda bile oldukca
sicak gecer. Bunun neticesinde yillik sicaklik farklari
umumiyetle 25 dereceden fazladir. Yillik yagis miktari
genellikle 400 mm. nin Gstiindedir. Orta Anadolu’dan
iyi bir durum gosterir.

Dodu Anadolu, i¢c Anadolu ile iran arasinda
biyuk bir kismi ile tabii orman sahasina dahil bir ada
gibi ylkselir. Bu durum Dogu Anadolu’nun adi gegen
sahalara nisbetle daha nemli olmasinin bir neticesidir.
Zira ormanlarin tabit alt siniri herseyden 6nce nemlilik
derecesine baghdir. Giney kisimda alt sinir 1.100 m.,
Kuzey kenar daglarin i¢ yamaclarinda 1.400 m. dir.
1.800-1.900 metreye yikselen yerler de vardir. Dogu
Anadolu’nun en 6nemli 6zelliklerinden biri de orman-
larin tabit Ust sinirlarinin gok yiksek olmasidir. Bati
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kisminda 2.400, doguda ise 2.800 metrede tabiT olarak
ormanlar sona ererler. Yurdumuzun hi¢ bir yerinde
ormanlar bu kadar yiksege ¢cikmazlar. Diger bdlge-
lerimizde st sinir 2.000-2.200 metredir. Dogu Anado-
Iu’nun blyidk bir kismi tabit orman sahasina dahildir.
Uzun kislara ve soguga dayanikli seyrek ormanlar
vardir. Saricam, mese, ardig, hus ve titrek kavak
agaclari en fazla gorulen agac tdrleridir. Bélgenin
blayldk kismi bugin yuzyillardan beri strtp giden
tahrip neticesinde ormandan mahrumdur. Eskiden ¢ok
daha genis sahalari ormanlarin kapladigi stphesizdir.
M.O. 8. asirda Hakkari-Van bolgesinde yapilan Asur
istilalarina ait ¢ivi yazili kaynaklarda, sazlik kadar sik
ormanlarin kestirildiginden bahsediliyor. M.O. 5. yiiz-
yilin sonunda bu bolgeden gecen Ksenofon Mus, Bitlis
civarinin hakiki ormanlarla kapli oldugunu bildiriyor.
Ortacag’da Agri bolgesini tasvir eden Arap cografya-
ctlari burasinin gir ormanlarindan bahsetmektedirler.
Diger taraftan Suphan, Baskale, Gavur Dag ve Palan-
doken civarinda orman kalintilari ve eski ormanlara
sahadet eden yer adlari, ormanlik sahanin ¢ok genis
oldugunu gosteriyor. VVan bdolgesinde Urartu devrine
ait yapilan arkeolojik kazilarda cogunlukla yapi malze-
mesi olarak ardi¢ agacinin kullanildigi tesbit edilmistir.
Ayrica 80 sene 6nce, Van Bolgesinin mese ormanlari ile
kapli oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Fakat batin bu sahalar
tahrip neticesinde ¢iplak kalmistir. Van Ga6lu bolgesin-
de ancak Bitlis Daglarinda mese ormanlari vardir ve
gittikce bu ormanlar da eksilmektedir.

Fazla yikseklik blylk engebeler ve 06zellikle
ziraatl sinirlandiran iklimi, hayat sartlari bakimindan
Dogu Anadolu’yu ¢eiin bir bélge haline getirmistir. Bu
Ozellikler insanin yasama sahasini daraltmis ve onu
nisbeten daha elverisli, fakat daginik ve sinirli yerlerde
toplanmaya sevketmistir. Duzltklerde ve cukur yerler-
de ekseriya bugday ziraati yapilmaktadir. Ancak 2.400

Beseri
Cografya
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metre yiksekligindeki ovalarda da ziraat yapilmak-
tadir. Buna karsilik, mer’a ve cayirlarin genis sekilde
bulunmasi tarla ziraatindan, ¢cok daha Usttin derecede
hayvanciligin gelismesinde rol oynamistir. Ndfusun
azhgi, iklim ve ziraata misait arazinin darhgt, insanlari
ayrica hayvanciliga tesvik eden amildir. Bugln Turki-
ye’de hayvan sayisinin dcte biri Dogu Anadolu’da
bulunmaktadir. insan basina ortalama 5-6 hayvan
dismektedir. Siddetli avariz, kuvvetli meyiller, uzun
suren kislar ve zemini kaplayan surekli kar ortisu
ulasimin batin sene boyunca yapilmasina engel teskil
etmistir. Ancak tabiatin gdsterdigi mecburi ulasim
hatlarindan uzun yillardan beri istifade edilebilmistir.
Tabit yollar biylk nehirlerin vadisinden gecmektedir.
Sivas - Erzincan - Erzurum - Pasinler - Horasin;
Malatya - Elazig - Mus - Van - Hosap - Baskale -
Yuksekova - Hakkari - VVan - Bitlis - Diyarbakir gibi.
Buna ragmen memleketin tabit zenginlikleri, jeopolitik
durumu, Dogu Anadolu’nun, tarihin en eski ¢caglardan
bugtne kadar iskan edilmesine yol acmistir. Bunu
arkeolojik buluntular da gosteriyor. Turkler de ilk defa
Anadolu’da, burada vatan tutmuslar; Alp Arslan ve
Yavuz Sultan Selim’den beri bugtine kadar bu bolgenin
midafaasl icin savasmislardir. Bugin Dogu Anadolu,
stratejik onemi, yeralti ve yeristu tarih ve arkeolojik
eserleri, hayvan ve maden zenginligi ve petrol kaynak-
lan bakimindan Turkiye'nin en kiymetli bir bélgesi
oldugu gibi, Tuark tarihindeki 900 senelik mazisi
bakimindan da Devletimizin ayrilmaz bir parcasidir.



Il. DOGU ANADOLU BOLGESININ
TARIH ONCESI KULTURLERI

A. Magara Boyali Resimleri ve Kayaustt Gravdurleri

Cografi konumu itibariyle Dogu Anadolu Bélgesi,
Glineyde Mezopotamya, Doguda iran, Kuzeydoguda
Kafkasya ve Batida da Orta Anadolu bozkirlari
arasinda bir orta bolge teskil etmistir. Bu sebeple Dogu
Anadolu yiuksek yaylasi, sézunl ettigimiz bolgeler
arasinda binlerce yil dnce parlayip sénen eski medeni-
yetlerin bir kavsak yeri oldugu gibi, insanlik tarihinin
en eski ¢aglarindan beri esi az gorilir medeniyetlere
sahne olmustur. Bundan 30 yil dncesine kadar Dogu
Anadolu yiuksek yaylasindaki tarih dncesi medeniyet-
leri hakkinda ¢ok az bilgi sahibiydik. Bati Avrupa’daki
magaralarda kesfedilen boyali kaya resimleri yuzin-
den, insanlik tarihinin en eski sanat kalinti merkezleri-
nin buralari oldugu saniliyordu. Ayrica Asya bozkir-
lar1, Afrika ve hatta Avustralya kitalarinda kesfedilen
magara ve kaya Ustl resimleri, tarih dncesi ¢aglarda
yasayan Tas Devri insanlarinin sanat varliklarini
acikca ispat ediyordu. Buna karsilik Anadolu ve
ozellikle bir kavsak yeri olan Dogu Anadolu ylksek
yaylasinda ise, neredeyse tarih dncesi ¢aglarda yasayan
Tas Devri insaninin olmadigi ortaya cikiyordu. Oysa
Turk bilim adamlarinin son yillarda gerceklestirdigi
sistemli arastirmalar sonucunda, Dogu Anadolu yuk-
sek yaylasinda tarih 6ncesi c¢aglarin en eskisinden
baslamak (izere, yogun bir iskan gecirdigi bugiin artik
kesinlikle agikhga kavusmustur.

Dogu Anadolu yiksek yaylasi, tarih dncesi ¢caglar-
da yasayan insanlarin ihtiyaclarini karsilayacak elve-
risli buttn 6zelliklere sahipti. Su kaynaklarinin ¢oklu-
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gu, tabii kaya sigmaklarinin varligi, cayir ve ormanlhk
alanlar1 ve 6zellikle zengin av hayvanlarinin bollugu,
insanlari en eski caglardan itibaren buralara ¢cekmistir.
Tarih 6ncesi caglarda yasayan insanlar beslenme
problemlerini, avcilik ve toplayicilik modeline uyan bir
bicimde ¢cozimlemislerdir. Cevrelerindeki yabani mey-
ve cesitlerini toplayan insanlar, ayrica kok ve bitkile-
rinden de oldukca faydalanmislardir. Dogu Anadolu
Bolgesindeki bu elverisli 6zellikler, kulttrel gelisimin
ilk devrelerinde avcilik ve toplayicilikla gecgimlerini
surdaren insanlara ¢ok olumlu bir hayat ortami
sunmustur. Bunun sonucunda bdolgede ilk geliskin
kultrler, karasal iklimin egemen oldugu Dogu Ana-
dolu ylUksek yaylasinda kisa dayanikli ormanlar cevre-
sinde veya bu bolgelerle bozkir alanlari arasindaki
gecis bolgelerinde gelismistir. Bugiin Dogu Anadolu
Bolgesi her ne kadar yan-ciplak bir gérinim arzedi-
yorsa da, tarih ©ncesi caglarda vadiler arasinda
kivrilarak akan cay ve dereler boyunca sik korular,
basik dag yamaclarinin ise kisa dayanikh karisik
agaclardan mutesekkil ormanlarla kapli oldugu sanil-
maktadir. Cunkd arazinin topografik yapisi ve iklim
sartlari, tabii bitki toplulugunun yetismesine elverisli
Ozelliklere sahip oldugu gibi, bolgede kiicik adaciklar
halinde uzanan balta artigi ormanlarin varhigi da,
eskiden bdolgenin orman alanlariyla kapli oldugunu
gosteren canli belgelerini meydana getirirler. Ayrica
M.O.I. binden itibaren Dodu Anadolu Bolgesindeki
kialtarel ve cografi durum hakkinda bilgi veren c¢ivi
yazili metinler de, o devirde boélgedeki saz gibi sik
ormanlarin mevcudiyetini agikgca ifade etmektedir.
Mesela, Asur Krali 1l. Sargon'un M. O. 714 yilinda
Urartu Devletine karsi yapmis oldugu yagma seferin-
de, Van Golunin Gilney ve Gineydogusunun gegit
vermez sik ormanlarla kapl oldugunu, kendisinin ve
askerlerinin ilerleyebilmesi i¢in bronz baltalarla ancak
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iki askerin yanyana gecebilecegi genislikte bir gecit
actigini belirtmektedir: Bundan baska M. O. 5. ylzyilin
sonunda, glineyden kuzeye dogru geri donen Ksenop-
hon, Bitlis-Mus bdélgesinin gercek anlamda orman
alanlariyla kapli oldugunu bildirmektedir.

Ancak cok uzun ve soguk gecen kis mevsimi
ylzinden yakacak ihtiyaci, hayvancilikla gegimlerini
temin eden gdcebe ve yari-gocebe topluluklarin mer’a
olarak kullanmalari ve cobanlarin ates yakmalari
sonucunda, ormanlarin asirlar boyunca ortadan kalk-
masinda ve arazinin bozkir alanlarina dénismesinde
buyulk bir rol oynamislardir.

Tarih 6ncesi ¢aglarda yasayan Tas Devri insanla-
rinin Dogu Anadolu Bélgesindeki magara duvarlarina,
kaya alti siginaklarina ve kaya ylzeylerine c¢izmis
oldugu av hayvanlari, hi¢ bir zaman bir hayal Grina
degildi. Bilakis bu daglik ve ormanlik bdlgede o
caglarda yasayan ve insanlarin besin ihtiyaclarini
saglamak, etinden, derisinden ve kemiklerinden fayda-
lanmak icin yogun olarak avladigi av hayvanlarini cok
gercekci bir bicimde yansitmaktadir. Cinki tarih
oncesi caglardaki insanlar icin avcilik, kaltarel gelisi-
min ilk devrelerinde en 6nemli asamalarindan birini
meydana getiriyordu. Bélgede bulunan bol miktardaki
av hayvanlari, insanlarin distincesine ve sosyal yasan-
tisina en ¢ok yon veren etkenlerden biri olmustur.
Hatta o caglardaki kdlturel gelisimin ve sanatin ilk
asamasinda avcilik ve av hayvanlari, insan dusince-
sinin ve sanatin 6zinu meydana getirmistir.

Dogu Anadolu Bélgesinde bulunan tarih 6ncesi
caglara ait magara resimleri, gerek Anadolu’nun ve
gerekse komsu tlkelerin tarih éncesi caglarini aydinlat-
masI bakimindan ¢ok énemlidir. Bu resimler insanlik
tarihinin gecirmis oldugu gelisim devrelerini zengin-
lestirdigi gibi, Dogu Anadolu’nun komsu Ulkeler arasin-
daki 6nemini de acikga gozler 6nline sermektedir.
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Cunkl magara duvarlarina gizilen insan, tanri, tanriga,
giines ve hayvan resimleri, ginimuizden 15.000 yil
oncesine aittir. Komsu ulkelerde ise bu kadar eskiye
giden tarih Oncesi sanat merkezlerine ve insan toplu-
luklarinin izlerine rastlanmaz.

Dogu Anadolu Bélgesinde yaygin olarak karsimi-
za cikan tarih 6ncesi magara ve kayadasti resimlerini 4
ana bolgeye ayirarak inceleyebiliriz:

1. Adiyaman-Malatya Bolgesi
Kars Bolgesi
Van Bolgesi
Hakkari Bolgesi
. Adiyaman-Malatya Bolgesi: Adiyaman ile Ma-
latya karayolu uzerindeki “Palanh” kayaalti siginagi-
nin duvarlarina cizgi teknigi ile kazinarak islenmis ¢ok
saylda Dag Kegileri ile insan figurleri resmedilmistir.
Bu tasvirler giinimuzden 10.000 yil 6ncesine aittirler.
insan ve hayvan figiirleri cogunlukla stilize edilerek
yaptimislardir. Bu boélgede ileride yeni arastirmalarin
yapilmaslyla, baska magara resimlerinin de bulunmasi
kuvvetle muhtemeldir.

2. Kars Bolgesi: Prof. Dr. Kilig Kokten, Kars
Ilinin Kagizman ilgesine bagli Camish Koyii yakinla-
rinda ““Yazilikaya” kayaalti siginagi ile “Kurbanaga
Magarasinda” Ust Paleolitik devrine ait ylzlerce kaya
resmi kesfetmistir. Yazilikaya resimlerinin tarihlen-
mesi daha da eskiye gitmektedir. Bu resimlerin cogun-
lugunu cok sayida Ala Geyik, Dag Kegileri, At, Okiiz,
Esek, insan figiirleri ile avda hayvanlari yakalamak
icin kullanilan tuzak sahneleri teskil etmektedir. Yur-
dumuzun en 6nemli kaya resimlerini ihtiva eden bu
tasvirler, cok sert olan kaya ylzeylerine kazinarak
gercekci bir sekilde cizilmislerdir. Benzerlerine bugtine
kadar Anadolu’dan baska bir yerde rastlaniimamistir.
Figur ve kompozisyonlar kigik boyutlu olmalarina

e
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karsilik, vicut proporsiyonlari ¢cok uyumludur. Guna-
muzde nesli tikenen bu zengin av hayvanlari, o
caglarda bolgede yasayan ve insanlar tarafindan yogun
olarak avlanan hayvan tirleri hakkinda ¢ok énemli
bilgiler vermektedir. Yazilikaya kaya alti siginagi ile
Kurbanaga Magarasindaki resimler giinimdizden 12.000
- 7.000 yillari arasina tarinlenmektedir.

3. Van Bolgesi: 1967 yilinda kurmus oldugum
Istanbul Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesine bagh “Van
Bolgesi Tarih ve Arkeoloji Arastirmalari Merkezi”,
Turk bilim adamlarinin Dogu Anadolu Bdélgesinde
daha sistemli ve yogun arastirmalar yapmasini sagla-
mistir. Bunun en Onemli sonuclarindan birini de,
Arastirma Merkezimiz tyelerinden Dr. Oktay Belli'nin
Van Bolgesinde kesfetmis oldugu yuzlerce boyali
magara resmi meydana getirir. Bu resimler Van ilinin
dogu ve 6zellikle Guneydogusunda yer alan erisilmesi
zor ve yiksekte bulunan ¢ok sayida magaranin ig
duvarlarina boyanarak yaptimislardir. insani hayrette
birakacak nitelikte olan bu resimlere, yurdumuzda
simdiye kadar rastlanilmadigi gibi, komsu Ulkelerin
magara ve kayaalti siginaklarinda da benzerlerine
rastlanilmamistir. Bu sebeple ginimuizden 15.000 -
8.000 yillari arasina tarihlenen boyali magara resimleri,
gerek yurdumuzun karanlik olan tarih dncesi ¢aglarini
ve gerekse komsu Ulkelerin tarih ©ncesi caglarini
aydinlatmasi ve yepyeni boyutlar kazandirmasi yonin-
den blyUk bir 6nem tasimaktadir.

Van ilinin dogusunda ““Yesilali¢" ve giineydogu-
sunda ““Yedisalkim”, “Capanuk” ve “Bihiri" gibi tarih
oncesi caglara ait kiltar merkezlerinde, ¢cok yaygin bir
gelenek halinde, magaralarin i¢ duvarlarina yizlerce
boyali resim yapilmistir. Bu kulttr ve sanat merkezleri-
nin en onemlilerinden birini, Yedisalkim Koyinin
batisinda uzanan derin ve sarp kanyonun her iki
yamacinda yer alan ¢ok sayidaki magaralarin igine
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yapilan resimler teskil eder. Ortalama 6-7 km. uzunlu-
gunda, 50-60 m. genisliginde ve yerden 110-150 m.
ylksekliginde olan derin kanyonun kuzey ve glney
yamaglari Uzerinde, cesitli ylksekliklerde bulunan 60-
70 magara mevcuttur. S6zi edilen bu magaranin
yalnizca dort tanesinde boyali kaya resimleri vardir ve
bu magaralar yerden 34-78 m. ylkseklikte yer almakta-
dir. Resimlerin hemen hepsi “kirmizi” ve “koyu
kahverengi” bir boya ile yapilmislardir. Bu magarala-
rin i¢ duvarlarina; geyik Uzerinde ayakta duran tanri,
hayvan (zerinde duran ve tUreme organlari abartiimis
tanrica figurt, dans eden insan figdrleri, dreme organ-
lari abartilarak gosterilen ¢ok sayida tanriga figurleri,
gunes motifleri, ala geyikler, dag kecileri, hayvanlari
avlamak i¢in kullanilan tuzak sahneleri ve giinimuzde
nesli tiikenmis hayvan tiirleri resmedilmistir. Ozellikle
av hayvanlari, kavramsal distince yoluyla bigimleri
bozulmaksizin ¢ok gercekei bir sekilde cizilmislerdir.
Dolayisiyle bu resimler sayesinde glnimuzde nesli
tukenen, ancak o devirde bodlgede yogun olarak
yasayan zengin av hayvanlari ile, bunlari avlamak icin
kullanilan tuzak sahneleri hakkinda oldukga 6nemli
bilgiler elde edilmistir. Ayrica, ¢cok sayida karsilastigi-
miz insan, tanri ve tanrica tasvirleri, o cagdaki
insanlarin dint inancglari hakkinda kictimsenemiyecek
Olclde zengin bilgiler sunmaktadirlar. Hemen, hemen
resimlerin timua kiguk boyutlu olmalarina karsilik, en
kicuk bir ayrintiyr kagirmaksizin buayuk bir 6zenle
cizildikleri misahade edilmektedir. Bu ylzden sanatgi-
nin figurleri olduklari gibi resmetmedeki basarisinin
ovilmesi gerekir. Ozellikle arkeoloji literatlriinde
“steatopik” teknik olarak nitelendirilen, Greme organ-
lar1 abartilarak gosterilmis hayvan Ulzerinde ayakta
duran ve ayrica dans eden tanrica figlrleri, kaya
resimlerinin en ilging sahnelerinden birini meydana
getirir. Clnkl bu tanricalar, gerek yurdumuzda ve
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gerekse komsu ulkelerde binlerce yil boyunca “bolluk-
bereket” veya ‘“dogurganlik-tretgenlik”in birer sem-
boll olarak kabul edilmistir. Ayrica hayvan Uzerinde
ayakta duran ve Ana Tanricanin “hayvanlar hakimesF
ozelligini tastyan sahne ise, Anadolu’nun en eski
inancini yansitmasi bakimindan ¢cok 6nemlidir. Daha
sonra bununla ilgili inang ve gelenekler, Neolitik devir
boyunca Glneybati Anadolu’da Catalhdyuk ve Hacl-
lar gibi meshur kulttr merkezlerinde en ¢ok sevilen ve
sik, sik kullanilan bir konu olmustur. Bu bakimdan
bugtinkt mevcut bilgilerimize gore, benzerlerini simdi-
ye kadar hig bir Ulkede géremedigimiz Ana Tanricanin
hayvanlar hakimesi 6zelligini yansitan figtriin mensei,
oncelikle, Dogu Anadolu yiuksek yaylasindaki Van
Bolgesi, daha sonra da diger Anadolu Boélgeleri
olmustur diyebiliriz.

4. Hakkari Bolgesi: Arastirmaci Muvaffak Uya-
nik, Hakkari Bolgesinin batisinda yer alan “Gevaruk,’
ve “Tircin" yaylasinda, kayalar Uzerine kazinarak
cizilmis binlerce kaya resmi kesfetmistir. Adeta acik
hava muzesi niteligginde olan ve ¢ok genis bir alana
yaylli bulunan bu zengin resimlerin benzerlerine,
Doguda Azerbaycan ve Kobistan Bolgesinde kayalar
Uzerine cizilen yaklasik 4.000 adet resimde rastladigi-
miz gibi, guneyde de Filistin Bolgesinde kayalar
Uzerine cizilen yizlerce kayatstu resminde rastlariz.
Gevaruk ve Tirsin Yaylalarindaki kaya Gstu resimleri,
ginimuzden yaklasik olarak 6.000 - 1.000 yillarina
tarihlendirilmektedir. Ancak bu resimlerin biyuk bir
kisminin daha sonraki devirlerde de cizildikleri anlasil-
maktadir. Buradaki tasvirlerin blytk cogunlugu stilize
edilerek yapilmiglardir. Buna karsilik, o devirlerde
bélgede yasayan zengin av hayvanlari hakkinda yine de
kicimsenemiyecek onemli bilgiler vermektedir. Re-
simlerin ¢ok blydk bir kismim, dag kecileri, bizon,
cesitli av hayvanlari, avda kullanilan tuzak sahneleri,
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sihirle ilgili motifler, stilize edilmis sekiller ve eski yan-
gogebe Turk boylarinin kullanmis olduklarr amblemler
meydana getirmektedir. Ozellikle daha ge¢ devre ait
stilize edilmis resim ve amblemler, kuzeyde Erzurum
yakinlarindaki “Cunni” magarasindaki resim ve amb-
lemlerle, daha batida ise Kitahya yakinlarindaki
Aizani tapmaginin duvarlarindaki biyuk tas bloklari
tzerindeki hayvan resimleriyle cok buyuk bir benzerlik
gostermesi yonunden ilginctir. Gerek Cunni magara-
sindaki resim ve amblemleri ve gerekse Kitahya
yakinlarindaki Aizani tapinaginin tas duvarlari Gizerine
cizilen hayvan sahnelerini eski Tlrk boylarinin yapmis
oldugu kesindir. Ayrica, bu bdlgedeki tasvirlerin
Anadolu disindaki benzerlerini ise, Azerbaycan, Ko-
bistan ve hatta Sibirya’da son yillarda kesfedilen
binlerce kayalstl resmi meydana getirir. Goruldugu
gibi, ¢cok genis bir cografi bélgeye yayilmis olmasina
ragmen, sekil ve muhteva yoniinden birbirinin benzeri
olan bu resimlerin, eskiden gdcebe ve yari-gocebe Turk
boylan tarafindan yapilmis olduklari bugiin artik yerli
ve vyabanci bilim adamlarinca kesinlikle kabul
edilmistir. Dolayisiyla tarih 6ncesi ¢caglarda bile, Ana-
dolu ve 6zellikle Dogu Anadolu Bolgesi ile Azerbaycan
ve Asya bozkirlari arasindaki kultir ve sanat merkezle-
ri arasinda kopmaz bir birligin oldugu aciktir. Bu
durum aynca, Tarih Oncesi devirlerinden yeni zamanla-
ra kadar, Orta Asya’dan Anadolu’ya devamli olarak
goclerin yapildigini da aciklar.



B. Dogu Anadolu Bolgesinin M.O. IV. Binyillarindan I1.

Bin Basina Kadar Olan Kultirel Durumu

Dogu Anadolu bélgesinde yer alan tarih dncesi
caglara ait devamli bir iskani gosteren cok sayidaki
hoyuklerde kazi yapilamamasi yiiziinden, M. O. 6-5 ve
4. binyillari kapsayan Neolitik ve Kalkolitik devirlere
ait kaltarler hakkinda ¢ok az bilgimiz vardir. Ancak
son yillarda Elazi§ bdlgesindeki Keban Baraj sularinin
toplanacagi alanda yapilan kurtarma kazilari netice-
sinde, Dogu Anadolu Bolgesinde Kalkolitik, Bronz ve
Demir Devri kulturleri hakkinda oldukga 6nemli
bilgiler elde edilmistir. Ayrica Erzurum yakinlarindaki
Karaz, Pulur ve Glizelova kazilari ile Van Ovasindaki
Tilkitepe ve Van Golunun kuzeyindeki Ernis mezarlik-
lari kazisi, Kalkolitik, Bronz ve Demir Devri hakkmda-
ki bilgilerimizi artirdigi gibi, Dogu Anadolu Bélgesinin
Transkafkasya ve Tran ile Anadolu arasindaki oynamis
oldugu tarihi roll agikga gozler dniine sermistir. Hig bir
bélge ile mukayese edilemiyecek sekilde cok sik ve
kesintisiz bir iskan geciren Dogu Anadolu Bdlgesin-
deki kultir merkezlerinde ileride yapilacak sistemli
kazilar, bolgenin tarih boyunca gecirmis oldugu mede-
niyetleri daha iyi anlamamizi saglayacaktir.

Bugline kadar Dogu Anadolu Bolgesinde yapilan
Kazi ve satih arastirmalari neticeasinde, kuzeyde
Kafkasya’dan batida Malatya-Elazi§ Bolgesine, gu-
neyde Kuzey Suriye ve Doguda da Urmiye Goline
kadar uzanan ¢ok genis bir cografi alanda M.O. 4.
binden itibaren ¢ok kuvvetli bir kultdr birliginin
oldugu ortaya cikmustir. Bu kadar genis bir cografi
alani kaplayan kultire, bolgelerin 6zelliklerine gore
cesitli isimler verilmek istenmistir. Teklif edilen bu
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isimler sunlardir: “*Erken Bronz Cagi Kaltird™, “Erken
Hurri Kulturd™”, “Kura-Aras Kultard”, “Yanik Kualtd-
ra”, “Karaz Kaltard™, “Erken Transkafkasya Kultird”,
“Dogu Anadolu Erken Bronz Cagi Kaltar(”. Ancak bu
kaltarh yaratan halkin ise, Asyanik bir millet olan ve
dilleri Turkcenin de dahil oldugu Ural-Altay dillerine
benzeyen Hurri’ler olmasi yuzunden “Erken Hurri
Kalturd” adinin verilmesi, gerek yerli ve gerekse
yabanci bilim adamlarinca daha uygun goérulmustir.
Cunki daha sonra Hurri Kultara, M.O. 1. binyillarin-
da, Dogu Anadolu yiksek yaylasini, Transkafkasya'yi,
Kuzeybati iran’i ve Giineyde de Urfa-Halfeti cevresini
icine alan ve U¢ ylzyil boyunca hakimiyetini devam
ettiren kuvvetli Urartu Kralliginin kurulmasini sagla-
mistir.

Eskiden Hurri Kalturiiniin menseinin Transkaf-
kasya veya Kuzeybati Iran oldugu iddia ediliyordu.
Dolayisiyla bu kalturiin kuzeyden Dogu Anadolu
Bolgesine ve buradan da glneye, Kuzey Suriye'ye
kadar indigi sonucu ¢ikarihiyordu. Ancak Transkafkas-
ya'da ve Kuzeybatl iran’da yapilan kazilarda, en eski
kaltaran Kalkolitik devre ait oldugu ve bundan daha
eskiye, yani Neolitik devre gidemedigi kesinlikle anla-
silmistir. Buna karsilik El4z1§ bélgesindeki hoylklerde
yapilan arkeolojik kazilar neticesinde, Kalkolitik de-
virden daha eski kultirin, yani Neolitik devir kiltird-
nin mevcut oldugu, bunun daha sonraki Kalkolitik ve
Bronz devrinde de kesintisiz strduigu ve yerli Anadolu
karakteri tasidigi kazi malzemeleriyle ispatlanmistir.
Prof. Dr. Kilic Kdkten’in Eskini-Sefini’de buldugu
Paleolitik 6ncesine ait aletler, bu bdlgedeki yasamin
Paleolitik dncesine indigine isaret ettigi gibi, Pulur ve
Tepecik’te rastlanan Neolitik tabakalar bolgenin kil-
tur tarihini M.O. 5500-6000 tarihine go6tirmektedir.
Kazilarda c¢ikan hububat cesitleri ve ehli hayvan
kalintilari ise burada M.O. 5000 den beri genis capta
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tarim kalturanin varligini ortaya koymaktadir. Bun-
dan da su 6nemli sonug ortaya ¢ikmaktadir: Cok genis
bir cografi alana yayilan Erken Hurri KultGrindn
menseinin Dogu Anadolu Bdélgesi oldugu ve bdylece
buradan giineyde Kuzey Suriye’ye, kuzeyde Transkaf-
kasya'ya ve doguda da Kuzeybati iran iclerindeki
Urmiye Golune kadar yayildigi bugin artik kesinlikle
anlasiimistir.

Kuzeyde Transkafkasya, batida Malatya, doguda
Urmiye GOlu ve Glneyde de Kuzey Suriye iclerine
kadar yayilan Erken Hurri Kultar birliginin en buyuk
maddi kalintisi olarak, s6zu edilen genis cografi
bolgede ele gecirilen keramik gesitlerinin formu dikkati
cekmektedir. Hemen, hemen benzer renk, bicim ve
benzer siisleme o6zelligini gosteren keramik cesitleri,
ana hatlar itibari ile yerli Anadolu karakteri goster-
mektedir. Bu da bize Dogu Anadolu Boélgesindeki
kilturlerin daha o zamandan baslamak Uzere, gaglar
boyunca gelenekgi bir karaktere sahip oldugunu acgikca
gozler online sermektedir.

Dogu Anadolu Bolgesindeki Hurri Kultlr bir-
liginin ikinci ortak ozelligini, mimari yapilar meydana
getirir. Transkafkasya, Kuzeybati Tran ve Van Bolge-
sinde bu devre ait yuvarlak planh yap tipleri, gele-
neksel Hurri kaltardnin 6énemli ve karakteristik 6zel-
ligi olarak karsimiza ¢ikar. Yari-Gogebe Hurri kavim-
leri tarafindan yuvarlak ¢adir tiplerinin bir benzeri olan
bu evler, ¢cok pratik avantajlari oldugu igin kullani-
liyordu. Genellikle 4-13 metre c¢apinda, ortasinda
merkezi bir direge sahip olan tek kapili bu yapilarin
duvarlari, fazla kalin olmayan kurutulmus kerpicten
yaptlmistir. Ar1 kovanina benzeyen bu yapilarin ¢ok
genis bir cografi alanda yaygin olarak kullaniimis
olmasi, o devirde devamli bir tehlikenin mevcudiyetine
isaret etmektedir. Gocgebe ve yari-gocebe topluluklar
tarafindan yapilan bir saldiri neticesinde ¢ok cabuk

F.2



18

nT

AFiF ERZEN

terkedilen bu evler, portatif ocaklarla isitiliyordu.
Ozellikle Erzurum Ovasinda Karaz, Pulur ve Glizelova
kazilari ile Elazig Bolgesinde yapilan kazilarda, por-
tatif ocaklarin dinT maksatlarla bezenmis cok gizel
drneklerine rastlaniimistir. Sonug olarak, glinimuzde
bile yari-gocebe Turk boylarinin hala kullandig tek
direkli ve bunun hemen yaninda bulunan i1sik menfezli
cadir tipleri, eski yuvarlak planli evlere benzemekte ve
dolayisiyla da yerli Anadolu karakteri tasimaktadir.
Cunki yari gécebe Turk boylarinin kullandigi yuvar-
lak planh cadir tipleri, en eski caglardan beri en ¢ok
kullanilan ve ginumuze kadar degismeyen geleneksel
yap! seklini meydana getirmektedir. Nitekim bugln
dahi Urfa civarinda bu tip koy evleri vardir.

M.O. 4. bin yillarindan itibaren yogun bir iskan
geciren Dogu Anadolu bélgesine, 6zellikle M.O. 3. bin
yil baslarinda Transkafkasya'dan yine Hurri menseli
kavimlerin bayuk kafileler halinde gog ettikleri anlasil-
maktadir. Daglarla bélinmuis bir kaltaran bu kadar
mutecanis olmasi M.O. 3. binde bu bélge sakinlerinin
Hurriler olduguna ayri bir delildir. Dogu Anadolu
Erken Bronz Kultirinin yayilma sahasi bu gorisi
destekledigi gibi, Habur vadisinde bulunmus ¢ivi yazil
tabletler de, Hurrilerin, Akatlar zamaninda buralarda
yasadiklarini ispatlamaktadir. Bolgeye yeni gelen ka-
vimlerin, oldukcga hizli bir sekilde yerlesmeleri ve ¢ok
genis bir bolgeye yayilmalari, Hurri kKaltirinin bir
baska onemli oOzelligini teskil etmektedir. Tamamen
yerli Anadolu karakteri tasiyan ve ¢ok uzun bir devir
mevcudiyetini strdiren bu devamli kilttr, daha sonra
yavas, yavas felaketle sonuclanan bir akibete ugra-
mistir. Ozellikle M.O. 3. binin sonlarinda Transkaf-
kasya gecitlerinden Anadolu topraklarina buyuk gog-
ler halinde Tndo-Avrupali irka mensup Hitilerin akin
edisi, bu devirdeki kultirel ve siyasal alanda
degisikligin en 6nemli olaylarindan birini meydana
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getirmistir. M.O. 2000 yillari civarinda Hitilerin Dogu
Anadolu Uzerinden Orta Anadolu bozkirlarina gelerek
yerlesmeleri, Dogu Anadolu Bélgesindeki Hurri Kil-
turtinde tedrict bir degisikligin varligina isaret etmekte-
dir. Ancak, bu kavimlerin gocuyle madencilik zanaati
gittikce gelismis ve madencilikle ilgili ticaretin artmasi-
ni saglamistir. Hitilerin Anadolu’ya gelislerinden son-
raki devre ait kultirlerdeki ekonomik dengenin sigir ve
koyun beslemeciligine, avciliga ve kiiclk capta ziraat
Uzerine dayandig1, yapilan arkeolojik kazilar neticesin-
de anlasiimistir. Hayat standartinin ve gecim problemi-
nin bu sekilde degisiklige ugramasi, daha 0Once de
belirttigimiz gibi, yapilan kazi sonuclarina gore, kesin-
likle M.O. 2000 yillarinda olmustur. Boylece ¢ok uzun
bir sire devam edegelen hayat sartlari, birdenbire
degisiklige ugramis ve kuguk koy topluluklari, atala-
rindan geleneksel sekilde égrendikleri avciligi, hayvan
beslemeciligini ve ziraatla ugrasmayi devam ettir-
mislerdir. Cok genis bir bolgeye yayilan bu kiltu-
run birbirleriyle olan minasebetlerinde, ¢ok siklasan
nufusun ve yerlesme merkezlerinin fazlaliginin da
buyuk rolt olmustur.

M.O. 2000 yillarinda meydana gelen tedrici de-
gismeden sonra, Dogu Anadolu Bolgesindeki Hurri
kultirunde ¢ok onemli bir degisikligin olmadigl an-
lasiimaktadir. Bunda daglik arazinin elverissiz topog-
rafik ozelliklerinin ve sert iklim sartlarinin da dnemli
bir rolt olsa gerektir. Eski geleneksel Hurri Kultlru-
nin tam canhihgi ile devam ettigini, yapilan arkeolojik
kazilar ve satih arastirmalari dpgrulamaktadir. Ayrica
Dogu Anadolu Bdélgesinin arkeolojik haritasina baki-
lacak olursa, Neolitik ve Kalkolitik devirlerden ziyade,
Ozellikle Bronz Devrindeki iskani gosteren hoyuklerin
sayisinin, hemen, hemen bugtinki iskéna ve dolayisiyla
nufusa esit bir seviyeye ulasmis oldugu misahade
edilir. Dogu Anadolu yiiksek yaylasinda Bronz Dev-
rinden itibaren ndfus gittikge artmis ve kiguk koy
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topluluklari sasilacak derecede fazlalasmistir. Bunu,
gunimuze kadar varhigini koruyan hoyukler, yerlesme
merkezleri ve buralarda yasamis olan insanlarin mezar-
liklari acikca ispat etmektedir. Bu devirde de hayat
standartinda herhangi bir degisikligin olmadigi an-
lasimaktadir. Kiguk koy topluluklari yine hayvan
beslemeciligi yaparak ziraatla ugrasmislardir. Ancak
nufusun bu sekilde anormal denilebilecek 6lcide
artmasi, hayvancilikla gegimlerini sirdiren insanlari
gecici yerlesme alanlari bulmaya sevketmistir. Artan
hayvan sayisina otlaklar kafi gelmedigi icin, insanlar
hayvanlarla birlikte, suyu ve otu bol olan yuksek
yerlerde bulunan yaylalara gé¢ etmeye baslamislardir.
Bdylece Dogu Anadolu Bodlgesinde bu devirlerde
baslayan yari-gocebelik, normal koy hayatinin mec-
bur? ve ayrilmaz bir parcasi haline gelmistir. Bu ylzden
ozellikle M.O. 2. binyillarindan itibaren, Dogu Ana-
dolu Bélgesi ile, Kuzeybati iran ve Transkafkasya’daki
yerlesme merkezlerinde, eski canli kilttire nazaran bir
durgunlugun oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Gerek Transkaf-
kasya bolgesinde ve gerekse Kuzeybati iran’daki
kaltar merkezlerinde yapilan arkeolojik kazilar da,
M.O. 2. binyillarindan sonra, siddetli bir kurakhgin
oldugu ve insanlarin hayvanlariyla birlikte suyu ve otu
bol olan yuksek daglik bolgelere cekildiklerini acikca
ispat etmistir. Ayni durum Van Bolgesindeki yerlesme
merkezlerinde de kendisini kuvvetli Olclde hissettir-
mistir. Nitekim Van Bdlgesindeki hoyik ve yerlesme
merkezlerinde yapilan kazi ve satih arastirmalarinda,
M.O. 2. binyillarindan sonra, hayat standartindaki
durgunlugun arttigini cok az sayida materyalin bu-
lunmus olmasi dogrulamaktadir. Ozellikle Van Bolgesi
M.O. 2. binyillarindan itibaren, tipki kuzeyde Trans-
kafkasya bolgesinde oldugu gibi, bu dénemlerde
yuksek daghk alanlari en c¢ok kullanilan yerlesme
merkezlerini meydana getirmistir.



M.O. 2. Binde Hunilerin Yakin Sark Tarihinde
Oynadig! Rol

M.O. 2. binde 6zellikle 18. ylizyildan itibaren bir
takim Hurri memleketlerinden s6z edilmektedir. Bun-
lardan birisi, asil Hurri devletinin bulundugu bélgedir
ki, burasi Van golinden itibarena Kizilirmak ve
Yesilirmagin Karadenize dokuldugu yerlere kadar
uzanan Ulkedir. Genis manada Hurri Ulkeleri sahasi
kuzeyde Kafkaslardan, glneyde Suriye ve Yukarl
Mezopotamya’ya, batida Toroslardan, doguda Zagros
daglarinin 6tesinde Urmiye Goéline kadar uzantyordu.
Burasi 6yle bir sahadir ki, sO0zt edilen devirde,
arkeolojinin tesbitine gore, Stimer ve Babil kultirinin
disinda tamamiyle yeni ve mutecanis sekiller goste-
riyor. Ancak bu daglik sahalarda henlz yeterli dere-
celerde arastirmalar yapilmamis oldugundan, yazili
belgeler cok azdir. Bununla beraber M.O. 2. binin ilk
yarisinda Hurri’lerin merkezi bélgesinin Van Goll
sahasi oldugu anlasiimaktadir.

M.O. 1950-1790 tarihleri arasindaki Orta Ana-
dolu Kiiltepe metinlerinde az miktarda Hurri adlarina
rastlanildigi gibi, Orta Firat bolgesinde Mari vesika-
larinda Hurca dini tabletler bulunmustur ki, bunlar
Hammurabi devrine (M.O. 1728-1686) aittirler. Dic-
le’'nin dogusunda, Kerkik ydresindeki Arrapha-Nuzi
metinlerinde Hurri sahis adlarina ve Teli Acana'da
yapilan kazilarda Hurri sanat eserlerine rastlanmistir.
M.O. 2. binin ortalarinda Hitit vesikalarinda ““Kizzu-
vatna” olarak gosterilen Dogu Kilikya’da (Cukurova
ve Amik Ovasl) Hurrilerin hakim bir rol oynadiklari
anlasiimaktadir.
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Belgelerden anlasilacagi Uzere, Yakin Dogudaki
Hurri-Mitanni devletinin sinirlari doguda Kerkik’ten,
Batida Akdeniz’e kadar uzanmaktaydi. M.O. 1550-
1350 tarihleri arasinda Yakin Dogunun en kudretli
devletlerinden biri olan Hurri-Mitanni Devletinin
merkezi buginkl Resulayn ydéresinde bulunmus ol-
dugu kabul edilen Vassugani sehriydi.

Eski Hitit Devleti caginda (M.O. 1700-1450)
guney-dogu Anadolu’da yer almis olan Hurriler,
Hattusili Fin batiya sefer yaptigi bir sirada bassehir
Hattusa’dan baska butin Hitit tlkesini isgal etmek
suretiyle bUyUk bir askeri ve siyasi ustinliuk
gostermiglerdir.

Hurrilerin Ozellikle kiltirel sahada Hititler Gze-
rindeki niifuz ve tesirleri Buylk imparatorluk Dev-
rinde (M.O. 1450-1180) cok artmis ve kok salmisti.
Hattusa (Bogazkoy) arsivlerinde M.O. 13. yuzyil
sonuna kadar giden belgelerde Hurca yazili metinler ele
gecmis ve Hitit dini ile mitolojisinde Hurri unsurlari
actk bir sekilde goralmustar.

M.O. 13 ylzyil yazili belgelerinde oldugu gibi,
Yazilikaya acikhava tapinaginda ve diger plastik
anitlarda Hurri tanri ve tanrigcalan 6nemli mevkileri
isgal etmektedirler. Hurrilerin bas tanricasi Hepat ve
onun esi bastanri Tesup ve daha birgok Hurri tanrisinin
Hitit panteonunda yer aldigi goraldagu gibi, Hurri
menseili Kumarbi efsanesi ve diger bircok efsane ve
destanlar Hitit mitolojisi ve edebiyatina girerek, kulti-
rel sahada genis ve derin tesirler yapmistir. Nitekim
dint tesirler altinda da bir kisim Hitit Kral ve
Kralicelerinin Hurri adlari tasimis olmalari bu hususun
en acik delilleri olsa gerektir.

M.O. 2 binin ortalarinda Hurri-Mitanni devleti
Yakin Dogu’nun en kuvvetli siyasi gucl iken, Suppi-
luliuma’nm seferleriyle bu devlet kudretini kaybederek,
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Hititler'e baglh, Asura karsi tampon bir tlke héline
gelmistir. M.O. 2. binin son ¢eyreginde Hurri-Mitanni
devletinin tamamen ¢okisunden ve M.O. 1200 yilla-
rinda Hitit imparatorlugunun yikilmasindan sonra,
artik Hitit kaynaklari da bu devlet hakkinda susmus
oluyordu.
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Urartu Devletinin Kurulusu ve Hurri-Urartu
Iliskileri

Feodal beyliklerin olusturdugu bir federatifdevlet
olan Hurri-Mitanni siyasi tesekkilunin merkezi oto-
ritesinin zayiflamasiyla tekrar birtakim beyliklere bo-
[inmis oldugu kabul edilebilir. Orta Asur Devletinin
yukselisi ile bu durumdan faydalanan Asur Krallari
Hurri prensliklerini kendi hakimiyetlerine gecirmeye
calisirken, bu kuguk devletler de varliklarini korumak
gayesiyle aralarinda birleserek, bu blyUk ve kudretli
dismana karsi ortak bir savunmada bulunmak zo-
runda kalmislardir. Boylece, Asur belgelerinin bil-
dirdigi Uzere, M.O. 13. ylzyilda Van Golu cev-
resinden Bati iran’a kadar olan bolgelerde bulunan
Nairi ve Uruatri Ulkeleri ile Asur arasinda mica-
deleler baslamistir.

Urartu tarihi hakkinda en eski bilgi Asur kaynak-
larina dayanmaktadir. Asur Krali Salmanassar | (M.O.
1274-1245) Kralhginin ilk yillarindaki olaylarla ilgili
olarak 1274 yilinda Urartu, eski Asurca sekli ile
Uruatri’ye karsi bir sefer yaptigini, 8 memleketi
zaptederek 51 sehri tahrip ettigini kitabesinde bildir-
mektedir. Ancak bu devirde, yani Urartu’nun arkaik
caginda henlz birlesik merkezi otoriteyi haiz bir devlet
kabul edilemezse de, Asur tehlikesi karsisinda Uruatri
adi altinda 8 Ulkeden ibaret bir siyasi birligin meydana
gelmis olmasi mumkundur.

Bundan sonra Salmanassar I'in oglu Asur Krali
Tukulti-Ninurta | (M.O. 1244-1208) in kaynak-
larinda, 15 yazitinda, Dogu Anadolu’da “Nairi Ulke-
leri”’ni zaptettigini, Nairilerin 40 Kralini maglup
ederek, onlari zincire vurdurdugunu, askerlerinin
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kanlarim dere yataklarina sel gibi akittigini ve tlke-
lerini Yukari Deniz (Van Goll) sahillerindeki tlke-
lerle birlikte hakimiyetine gecirerek haraca bagla-
digin bildirmektedir.

Her ne kadar Nairi Ulkelerinin 40 kral kiguk
prensler manasina gelmekte ise de, Uruatri yaninda
Nairi’'nin ikinci bir hir kabileler toplulugu meydana
getirmis oldugu ve Asur'a karsi bagimsizliklarini
savunmak icin aralarinda birlestikleri anlasiimaktadir.
Yukari Firat Havzasindan Rizaiye Golu arasindaki
saha ile Van GoOlu gevresinde yasamis olan Uruatri ve
Nairi Kabileleri birligi, Hurri veya Proto-Urartu kabile
baskanlarinin idaresi altinda idiler. Hurriler’le Urur-
tular’'in ayni menseden gelmis olmalarinin bu hususta
roli olsa gerektir. Zira Urartu dili ne Sami ve ne de
Indo-Avrupai bir dil olmayip, Asianique bir dil olan
Hurri dili ile morfoloji, fonoloji, sentax ve vokabuler
acisindan bir akrabalik iliskisinin varligi bircok arasti-
rict tarafindan meydana cikarilmistir. Her iki dilin
yogun yayllma sahalari olan Dogu Anadolu daglhk
bolgesiyle Kuzey Mezopotmaya’nin, prehistorik devir-
lerdeki maddi kaltir kalintilari bakimindan homojen-
lik arzetmesi, tarihi devirlerde de Hur ve Urartu dili
gibi iki akraba dilin ayni sahada bulunmasi da g6z
onune alinarak, bu bélgenin nufus cogunlugunun Hur-
Urartu menseli olduguna delil sayilmaktadir. Bu
goruse gore, Urartu-Hur toplulugunun menseini, Do-
gu Anadolu Kalkolitik kultlr( yahut da genis manada
Kur-Aras kulttrini M.O. 3. binyilda yaratan topluluk
teskil etmistir. Bu kulttr, daha sonra M.O. 3. binyilinm
ikinci yarisinda, Dogu Anadolu’dan Kuzey Mezopo-
tamya’ya yayillmis ve Giney Suriye ile Filistin’de
Khirbet-Kerak kultirini meydana getirmistir. Hurri
ve Urartu toplumlarinin ayni menseden ciktiklari ve
belki de iki ayr1 boy ve birbiri ardindan gelen iki go¢
dalgasi halinde Transkafkas bdlgesinden glineye ya-
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yildiklari anlagiimaktadir. iki dil arasindaki benzer-
likler yaninda go0ze carpan farklarin ise, Urartular’in
daglik bolgelerde kalmasi ve Hurlar'm giineye inerek
Mezopotamya uygarliklariyla temasa gecmelerinden
veyahut da akrabalik derecesinden ileri geldigi kabul
edilmektedir. Bununla beraber, bir kisim filologlar
Hurriler'in Orta Asya steplerinden ve yiksek yayla-
larindan goc¢ ederek, iran tizerinden Dogu Anadolu’ya
geldiklerini ileri sirmekte ve ayni menseden gelen
Urartularin M.O. 3. binin ortasinda Hurriler’den
ayrildiklari gorusiunde bulunmaktadirlar. Hurri dili
gibi “Agglutine” yani “Bitisken” karakterinden dolay!
Urartu dili de genel bir deyimle *“Asianique” diller
grubuna konulmaktadir. Fakat su ciheti acikca belirt-
mek gerekir ki, Urartu dilinin, Hint-Avrupa dillerinin
“Satem” grubuna sokulan Ermenice ile hi¢ bir ortak
noktasi ve ilgisi yoktur. Sabit koklere degisik ekler
ilavesiyle kelime teskili bakimindan Urartu dili Ural-
Altay dilleri ile de bir benzerlik gOstermektedir.

Diger taraftan Hurriler’le Urartular arasindaki
iliskilerin yalniz dil sahasinda kalmayip, diger kultir
alanlarinda da varligini agikca gérmekteyiz. Ozellikle
kaynaklarin verdikleri bilgilere gore, Urartu ve Hurri
tanri ve tanricalarinin ayni menseden gelmeleri cok ilgi
cekicidir. Ururtular’'in panteonu hakkinda Kral ispu-
ini (M.O. 830-810) ve Oglu Menua (M.O. 810-786)
zamanlarina ait “Meherkapisi” yazitinda 79 tanri
arasinda uc¢ bastanridan bahsedilmektedir ki, bunlar
Haldi, Teiseba ve Sivini’dir. Haldi devletin bastanrisi
ve savas tanrisidir. Teiseba ise Hurriler’in bastanrisi ve
firtina tanrisi Tesup ile aynidir. Ayrica bu tanrilarin
esleri de aynidir. Tesup’un esi “Hepat”, Urartu tanrisi
Teiseba’nin esi “Huba” adini tasimaktadir. Gines
tanrisi, Sivini de Hurriler'in Gines Tanrisi Simigi ile
aynidir. Urartu Devletinin Baskenti “Tuspa” (Bu-
gunkd Van Kalesi) adinin da tanrica “Tuspuea” ile
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ilgili oldugu gorulmektedir. Bu durum, Urartu ve
Hurri tanrilarinin ayni mensee dayanmasi, her iki
kavim arasindaki siki akrabaligi ve kalttr birligini
ifade eder.

Urartu ve Nairi feodal beyliklerinin veya kabile-
lerinin siyasi birliginin gercekleserek, bir devlet haline
gelmesi ancak M.O. 9. yiizyilin ortalarinda olmustur.
Asur Krali Salmanassar 111 (M.O. 858-824) birkac defa
Firat kaynaklarindan Dicle Kaynaklarina kadar uza-
nan Urartu Ulkesini idare eden Kral Aramu’ya Karsl
savasmak zorunda kalmistir. Bu daglik ve gi¢c mina-
kale sartlarina sahip Ulkeyi devamli olarak hakimiyet
altinda tutmak Asurlular igin imkansizdi. Kisa bir
muddet sonra, Lutipri oglu Kral Sarduri | (M.O. 840-
830) gercek manada Urartu Devletini kurdugu gibi,
baskent Tuspa’'nin, yani buginki Van Kalesi’'nin de
kurucusu olmustur.

ibrani kaynaklarinda, Nuh’un Tufan hikayesinde,
Ararat olarak gecen isim, Qumran metinlerinde ise
Urarat biciminde olup, Asur dilinde Urartu demektir.
Urartular ise kendilerine Biaini’li demislerdir. Urar-
tu’ca Biane veya Fzazie’den buginki Van isminin
¢citkmis oldugu anlasilmaktadir.

Urartu Devletinin ve krallik silalesinin gercek
kurucusu olan Sarduri | Van Goélunidn dogu kiyisinda
bassehir Tuspa’nin 6zinu teskil eden muhtesem Van
Kalesi'ni de kurmustur. Kalenin kuzeybati etekle-
rindeki halkin “Madirburcu” dedikleri “Sardurbur-
cu”’nun duvarlarindaki tas bloklar tizerindeki kurulus
Kitabeleri ile Urartu tarihinin yerli yazili kaynaklari
baslamaktadir. Yeni Asur Civi yazisi ve Asur dilinde
kaleme alinmis olan bu vyazitlar, Urartular’in ilk
devirlerde dusmanlari Asurlular’la, belki de baris
zamanlarinda kulttrel iliskilerde bulunduklarini, hatta
onlara bagl kaldiklarini agiklamaktadir. Ancak M.O.
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820 tarihlerinde Urartu Krallari kendi dillerinde yazit-
lar kaleme almaga baslamislardir. Urartular, yazi
sistemi olarak Hurca ve diger Onasya dillerinde
oldugu gibi, c¢ivi yazisini yaygin sekilde kabul
etmislerdir. Bununla beraber, Urartular belki de Geg
Hitit Devletlerinin etkisi altinda gelistirdikleri bir gesit
Hiyeroglif yazisini da O0zellikle gundelik hayatta
kullanmiglardir.

Madirbur¢’'un 30 ton agirliginda, muntazam ke-
silmis tas bloklari Urartularin M.O. 9. ylzyilin ilk
yarisinda tas isciliginde ve anitsal mimaride erismis
olduklar1 yliksek seviyeyi gostererek insani hayrete
dustrmektedir. Bu Kitabelerde Lutipri oglu Kral
Sarduri, kudretli kral, diinyanin krali, Nairi tlkesinin
krali, blylk kral unvanlarini kullanarak, bir taraftan
yerli etnik gelenege bagliligini gosterirken, diger taraf-
tan Mezopotamya Krallarinin unvanlarini da benimse-
mekle, dinya hakimiyeti iddiasinda bulunmakta ve
siyasi programini aciklamaktadir.

Bunlardan baska Sardur I, kitabesindeki Unvan-
larla Assur’un dstinlagiania kabul etmedigini ve Urartu
Devletinin esitligini ifade ettigi gibi, kurdugu Tuspa
sehri, Urartu’nun devamli olarak bassehri olmus ve
kurdugu krallik sulalesi devletin inkirazina kadar
kesintisiz devam etmistir. Sardur I’in siyasi programini
ise kendisinden sonra gelen Urartu Krallari gercek-
lestirmislerdir.

Sardur I’in oglu ve halefi Tspulni; (M.O. 825-815)
oglu Menua ile birlikte, Assur Krali Salmanassar 111 ve
onun halefleri zamanindaki Assur devletinin zayif
durumundan faydalanarak, kendi devletlerinin giictini
artirmiglar ve gercek manada genisleme siyasetine
baslamislardir. Bu zamanda kitabelerin Urartu dilinde
de kaleme alinmis oldugunu goérmekteyiz. Urartulann
devletlerine kattiklari ilk bdlge Rizaiye cevresidir ki,
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bugiinkii iran Azerbaycaninda bulunuyordu. Urar-
tularin, Assurlulara karsi harekete gecmeleri karsi-
sinda Assur Krali Samsiadad M.O. 818-816 yillarinda
0 zamana kadar Assur topragi olan Yukari Dicle
bolgesine seferler tertip ettirmistir. Bu havalide Urar-
tular 6nemli topraklar elde ettikleri gibi, nifuz saha-
larini Ninive'nin yakinlarina kadar genisletmislerdir.
iran-lrak sinin Gizerinde Kuzey Zagros'daki Kelisin
Gegcitinde bulunan Urartuca ve Assurca, yani iki dilde
yazilmis kitabede; Ispuini ve Menua’nin Musasir
(Urartuca Ardini) sehrine ne sekilde geldikleri, orada
Urartu bas tanrisi Haldi ile zevcesi Bagmastu'ya bir
tapmak yaptirip kurban sunduklari bildirilmektedir.
Bugunku Irak’da, Rovanduz yakininda bulunmus olan
Musasir/Ardini eski Assurun merkezi tlkesinde olup,
M.O. 9. ylzyilin son ceyredinde Urartularin siyasi
nufuzuna girmisti. Urartu bas tanrisi Haldi'nin ¢ok
onemli bir kultir merkezi olan Musasir 714 yilina
kadar Urartu egemenliginde kalmistir ki, bu durum
Urartularin uzun muddet Assur merkezi bolgesinin
bitisiginde tutunmus olduklarini gosterir. Ayrica son
zamanlarda Ispuini ve Menua’nin Kalatgah’da bulun-
mus bir Kitabesi, Usnaviye vadisinden gecen ve doguda
Urartu bolgesini Assurla baglayan ticari ve askeri
yolun & zamanlar Urartularin elinde oldugunu teyit
etmektedir.

HO’dan fazla yazitla bildigimiz Kral Menua
zamaninda Urartu kudretli, iyi teskilatlanmis, genis ve
gelismis bir devlet haline geldi. Urartular dogu komsu-
lari olarak Rizaiye golinin glneyindeki Manna Kav-
mi ile temasa geldiler. Manna’lar dlkesi igin Assur-
lularm micadele ettigini, Urmiye golunin glneyinde
Tastepe’de bulunmus olan Menua’nin Kitabesi ispat-
lamaktadir. Batida Firat tabii sinir olarak Urartular
icin engel teskil etmedi ve bir Ge¢ Hitit Kralhgi olan
Malatya Kralligi vergi vermek zorunda kaldi.
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Guneyde Urartu Krali Blyiuk Zap’m orta mec-
rasina ve Assur sinirina kadar ilerledi. Kuzeyde bir
savas seferi ile Aras nehri gecildi; fakat bu minbit tlke
ancak daha sonralari kesin olarak devlete katilmistir.
Ancak Aras nehri ile GOokgegol arasindaki sahada da
savaslar verilmistir.

Askeri futthatla yeni kazanilan topraklarin dev-
lete katilmasi idari teskilatlanmayi gerektirmis ve
boylece vilayetlere bdlinen dlke valiler tarafindan
idare edilmistir. Bugln de bircok yerlerde kalintilari
goruldigu tzere, askeri, iktisad? ve miinakale baki-
mindan 6nemli olan noktalarda kaleler insa edilerek,
askeri emniyet saglandigi gibi, bu kaleler yol sebekeleri
ile birbirlerine baglanmak suretiyle birer idare, kalttr
ve ticaret merkezleri olmuslardir. Ayrica askeri sefer-
lerle elde edilen ganimet ve savas esirleri ile maddi
imkén ve vasitaya kavusulmus olan Menua devrinde,
ulkenin kalkinmasina ve insasina gayret sarfedilmistir.
Bu cumleden olmak uzere, daha sonralari efsanevi
Kralice Semiramis’in adina baglanmis olan *““Menua
Kanali” (bugin Samram suyu) insa edilmistir ki, bu
kanal 51 Kim. uzunlugunda olup, Urartu su mihen-
disliginin bir saheseri olarak halen Van (Eski Tuspa)
ovasina hayat vermektedir.

Menua'dan sonra krallik tahtina ¢ikan oglu ve
halefi Argisti | (M.O. 790-765) zamaninda Urartu’nun
kudreti daha da artti. Batida Argisti | yine Malatya ve
Oteki Hatti Ulkeleri ile savasmak zorunda kalmistir.
Fakat onun savas seferlerinin asil sebebini Dogu ve
Gulneydogu ulkeleri teskil etmistir. Tekrar, tekrar Aras
nehri Uzerinde buginki Leninakan ve Erivan ile
Gokcegol etrafindaki kabilelere karsi hareketlerde
bulundugu gibi, Transkafkasyamn iclerine kadar sefer-
ler yapmistir. Bundan baska Argisti | devamli olarak
Manna’lara karsl da seferler yapmissa da, bu kavmin
bolgelerini kesin olarak devletine katamadigi anlasil-
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maktadir. Ancak Argisti, Barsuai yani Parsua tlkesine
kadar ilerlemistir ki, burasi Glneybati Iran’a gé¢ eden
Perslerin bir durak yeri idi.

Argisti | bu minasebetle Assurlulara karsi ka-
zandigl muhtelif zaferlerinden gururla séz etmektedir.
Savaslar daha ziyade Kuzeydogu iran sinirinda olup,
Assur devletinin 6z bolgesiyle temasa gelinmemistir.
Ancak, kisa bir middet sonra Assura bagli olan
ulkelerde Argisti I'in zaferler kazanmis olmasi Assur
devletinin kudretinin bu siralarda zayiflamis oldugunu
acikca gostermektedir.

Tuspa (Van Kalesi) da Argisti 1 mezar anitinin
cephesinde anal mahiyetindeki kaya kitabesinden;
kralin ayrica babasinin genisleme siyasetini Agri ova-
sinin kolonize edilmesiyle gelistirerek, Aras nehrinin
kuzeyinde, besinci yilinda Erebuni (Arin-Bert) ve 11.
yilinda Argistihinili (Armavir) gibi buyuk captaki
sehirleri kurdugu anlasilmaktadir. Bu suretle Urartu
merkezi hukimeti bu tlkenin iktisadi bakimdan so-
murldlmesini planladigi gibi, ilerde Transkafkasya’'da
yapacag! fetihler icin saglam asker? Usler temin etmis
oluyordu. Argisti, Batida Firat’i gecerek Malatya Krali
Hilaruvanda'ya karsi bir sefer yapmistir.

Kuzey Suriye’de de Assurlularla Urartular ara-
sinda catismalar olmustur. Urartular, Assurlularin
savas ve egemenlik metodlarim biliyorlardi. Ozellikle
Urartular, Assurlularin mecburi go¢ ettirme politi-
kasini uygulamislardir.

Argisti I'in anallarinda, Hititler Ulkesinden (muh-
temelen Malatya’dan) ve Supani’den goc¢ ettirilen 6600
savascinin Transkafkasya'da mecburi iskana tabi tu-
tulduklari bildirilmektedir.

Urartu Devleti Sardur Il (M.O. 764-735) zama-
ninda “Onasya” dunyasinda, Assurun’da zayif duru-
mundan faydalanarak, kudretinin zirvesine erismis ve



32

AFiF ERZEN

genis sahaya sahip olmustur. Ancak bu durumu,
devamli olarak ayni dismanla mucadele etmek sure-
tiyle koruyabilmistir.

Sardur Il, Assur Krali Assurninari V’i yenmis
olmakla iftihar etmektedir. Doguda, Transkafkasya’'da
GoOkgegolu etrafindaki topraklar kral tarafindan ilhak
edilmis ve Urartu ordulari ilerleyerek Kulha tlkesine
kadar harekétta bulunmuslardir ki, bu tlke muhte-
melen Klasik devirlerdeki Kolhis (Gurcistan) idi. Bu
bélgede Sardur IFnin en Doguda bulunan Kkitabesi
Gokcgegolin Guneydogusunda bulunmustur. Sardur,
Manna Ulkesine ve diger Kuzeybati iran bélgelerine
karsi seferler yapmistir.

Firat'tan Iran Azerbaycanma ve Kuzeyde Cildir
Goline kadar olan yerlerde kitabeleri bulunan Sardur 11
devrinde Urartu Devleti, cografi bakimdan da en genis
sahaya malik o’mustur. Son arastirmalara gore, Ku-
zeyde GoOkcegolu-Bayburt, Batida Malatya, Glineyde
Halep ve Musul, Doguda ise Urmiye goli sahasi ve
hatta Hazar Denizi yakinlarina kadar olan yerlerde
Urartu iskan kalintilarina rastlanmaktadir. (Bk. Harita)

Bu durum, Urartu Devletinin en parlak devrinde,
M.O. 2. binin ortasindaki Hurri yayilma sahasina
tekrar ulasildigini gostermektedir.

BabasI daha ziyade bir Dogu politikasi gitmus
oldugu halde, Sardur Il en énemli girisimlerini Batiya
karsi yapmistir.

Ik 6nce Kral Kustagpi idaresinde olan Komma-
gene maglup edildi, vergi ve yardimci kuvvet vermeye
mecbur tutuldu. Bundan sonra Sardur, Malatya Krali
Hilaruvanda'ya karsi harekete gecti. En Batida bulu-
nan izolu (Habib usagi) Urartu Kitabesi, Hilaruvan-
da’'ya karsi kazanilan zaferi bildirmektedir. Firat
kavsinin biraz Ustlindeki gecit yerindeki kayaya bu
kitabe yazilmis ve Sardur burada bolgeyi ve gecidi
kontrol altinda tutmak igin bir kale insa ettirmistir.
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Bundan sonra ise Sardur'un htcumu ile Halep
zaptolunmustur. Bunun hedefi Assurya’nin izole
edilmesi, Akdenizle ilgisinin kesilmesi, Suriye ve Ana-
dolu’'daki vasallarmdari kopmasini temin etmekti.
Sardur, Urartu Krallarinin invanlarmda ifade edilen
gayeleri gerceklestirmeye calismistir ki, bu gayeler
Urartu’nun bagimsiz ve Anadolu-Siriye sahasinda
biyuk bir devlet halinde yukselmesi ve Assur Devleti-
nin yerine gecmesiydi. Sardur bu suretle M.O 2nci
binde Mittani ve yahutda Hitit Devletinin yerini alarak
biytk bir devlet olmak ve yakin sark diinyasinin nazim
kuvvetlerinden biri haline gelmek gayesini gutmastuir.

Assurdan 111 ve Assurninari V gibi bu devrin zayif
krallari Sardur’a karsi herhangi bir zafer elde edeme-
dikleri veyahut ta basarili bir politika gidemedikleri
icin, Suriye ve Anadolu daki son vasal devletler
Assurdan ayrilarak Sardur’la birlestiler. Ozellikle
Arami Prensi Bit-Agusi, Malatya Krali Sulumili,
Gurgun (buginki Maras) Krali Tarhulara, Que (Ki-
likya) Krali Urikki ve Kommagene (buginki Adi-
yaman, Gaziantep Bodlgesi) Krali Kustaspi ve hatta
Karkemis ve Tyros Krallari, Urartu Krali Sardur 11 ile
bir ittifak yaptilar. Boylece Urartu; Assur Devletini
Doguda Parsua bolgesinden dogu Anadolu Daglarinin
Guney kenart boyunca Firat'a kadar ve oradan
Akdenize kadar bir cember icine almis ve Glneydogu
Anadolu ve Kuzey Suriye kugcuk prenslikleri ile birlikte
Assura karsi siyasi bir koalisyon kurmus oluyordu.

Ancak Tiglatpileser I11. (M.O. 744-727) Un tahta
ctkmasiyla Assurda durum degismis, ordu yeniden
organize edilmis ve Kral Doguda kaybedilmis top-
raklari tekrar kazanarak sistemli bir sekilde Bati
siyasetine donmusttr. Orta Anadolu Yaylasiyla Assur
arasindaki ticaret yolunu da kesmis bulunan Urartu
cemberini parcalamak icin Tiglatpileser ordusunu
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harekete gecirmistir. Sardur Il ve mauttefikleri ile
Tiglatpileser arasindaki kesin savas M.O. 742 yilinda
Kommagene’'de Kistan ve Halpide (Firat kiyisinda
Samsat yoresinde) meydana gelmis ve bu savasta
Urartu Ordusu agir bir yenilgiye ugramistir. Bu durum
karsisinda Urartu’lar Van Golu etrafindaki ana mem-
leketlerine geri cekilmek zorunda Kkaldilar. Hatta
Tiglatpileser 111, Sardur I1'yi takip ederek ordusunun
bir kismi ile Tuspa (Van Kalesi) ya kadar gelip, bas
sehri muhasara etmisse de zaptetmeyi basaramamistir.

Bu zaferden sonra Assurlular artik Urartu’nun
mudahalesinden cekinmeden Giineydogu Anadolu ve
Yukari Suriye Prensliklerini tekrar hakimiyetlerine
gecirerek, Orta Anadolu ve Akdenizle baglantiyi
kurdular.

Sardur II'nin son devri hakkinda fazla bilgi
yoktur. Assurlular karsisinda ugranilan agir yenilginin
Urartu merkezi hiktumetinin de zayif dismesine sebep
oldugu anlasihiyor. Zira Assurlular, 739 ile 735 yillari
arasinda Urartu sinirlarina karsi daha baska seferler
yapmislar ve devlete yeni katilmis olan topraklari
Urartular kaybetmislerdir.

Sardur 1l devri siyasi bakimdan oldugu gibi,
Urartu Devletinin imar faaliyeti, kdltir ve sanati
bakimindan da en yiiksek devrini teskil eder. Bu hususu
en parlak sekilde Cavustepe (Sardurihinili) g6zonine
sermektedir. Bas tanri Haldi yaninda yerel tanrisi
Irmusini Tapiaginin cephesindeki ithaf kitabesinde
Argisti oglu Sardur, daha 6nce hic¢ bir seyin mevcut
olmadigl bu yerde idare merkezi olarak bir kale
yaptirdigini, adini Sardurihinili (Sardur sehri) koy-
dugunu, Guguna Irmagindan bir kanal actirdigini,
tarlalar ve bahcelerle bir kent kurdugunu, Haldi ve
Trmusini Tapinaklari ile birlikte buyUk eserler meydana
getirdigini bildirdikten sonra, kendisini sdyle tanitiyor:
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“Haldi’'nin blyudkligu sayesinde, Sardur, Kudretli
Kral, Blyuk Kral, Biainili Ulkesi Krali, Tuspa kentinin
~Nefendisidir.”

24 yildan beri yaptigimiz kazilar neticesinde gln
Isi§ina ¢ikardigimiz yukari ve asagi kaleden ibaret Sardur
sehri (Cavustepe), yalniz Urartu askeri mimarisinin
saheser bir drnegini teskil etmekle kalmayip, en kiguk
eserden sarayina, tapmagina ve sur duvarlarina kadar
butdn kisimlarindaki iscilik ve sanat Urartu medeniyeti-
nin, bu devirde eristigi ylksek seviyeye taniklik etmekte
ve gercekten Sardur IFnin “Kudretli Kral, Blyik Kral”
oldugunu ispatlamaktadir.

Urartu Devleti bir muddet sonra yine buyuk bir
kral olan Rusa | (M.O. 735-714/3) in idaresi altinda
yeni bir teskilatlanmaya kavustu. Bugunkt Irak top-
raklari icinde bulunan Topzava'da ele gecen iki dilli
(Bilingue) kitabe, stratejik bakimdan 6nemli bir mer-
kez olan ve Prens Urzana tarafindan idare edilen
Musasir’in, tekrar Urartu kontrollne girdigi ve Assura
karsi bir mistahkem mevki olarak kullanildigini gos-
termektedir.

Dis politikada babasi Sardur H'yi takip eden
Rusa, Anadolu’daki Tabal Krali Ambaris ve Muski
Krali Mita ile ittifak yapmistir.

Toprakkalenin (Rusahinili) yeni bir hikimet
merkezi olarak Rusa | tarafindan kuruldugu ve yeni
sehrin su ihtiyact igin Kesis Go6linde bir baraj
insaedilip, oradan yeni bahge sehrine bir kanal actiril-
digi cok defa ileri surilmekte ise de, butin bunlarin
daha sonralari Rusa Il tarafindan yaptirilmis olmasi
muhtemeldir. Rusa | zamaninda Transkafkasya’'da
GOkcgegOlu ¢cevresinde bir kisim yerler yeniden zaptedil-
di ve kaleler insa edilerek, egemenlik altina alindi. Rusa
I Guneydoguda Manna’lardan Urmiye Golunin bu-
tiin dogu sahilini alarak, bugiinkii Tebrizle birlikte iran
Azerbeycam’nm tamamini Urartu tabiyetine gecirdi.
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Bu Ulkeden ordusu igin gerekli atlari temin etmekle
birlikte, tlkenin iktisadi bakimdan kalkinmasi igin
sulama tesisleri yaptirmistir ki, sonralari bunlardan
Assurlular sitayisle bahsetmislerdir.

Henlz Rusa | zamaninda Urartu, yine bulyik
rakibi Assurdan agir bir darbe yemistir. Cok kudretli
bir hukiimdar olan Sargun Il (M.O. 721-705); Tiglat-
pileser’in politikasini takip ederek, ilk 6nce Batida
fUtuhata giriserek Filistin’e kadar olan tlkeleri Assur
hakimiyeti altina soktuktan sonra, M.O. 714 yilinda
Doguya donerek meshur 8 nci seferine baslamis ve
Blylk Zap nehri boyunca ordusu ile ileri harekéata
devam edip, Zagros (izerinden iran yaylasina gelmistir.
Parsuayl, Manna’lar Ulkesini ve Rusa’nin muttefiki
olan Kuguk Med Prensliklerini itaata aldiktan sonra,
biyutk Urartu Devletinin kudretini kirmak ve Kuzey-
den gelecek bu tehlikeyi ortadan kaldirmak icin Rusa
"e karsi buyuk bir sefer tertip etmistir.

Uaus Dagi eteginde Sargon Il ordusu ile Rusa I'in
ordusu arasinda meydana gelen bu savasta Urartular
yine agir bir yenilgiye ugradilar. Rusa, savas meyda-
nindan Ulkesine kagmak zorunda kaldi. Sargon’un
bildirdigine gore, Rusa “demir bir hancerle” intihar
etmistir. Bu zaferden sonra Assurlular Ulhu sehrini
zaptettiler ve bu sehirle birlikte buttn eyaleti yakip
yiktilar. Ancak bassehri ele geciremediler.

Sargon Il Assura donus seferinde, Urartu devle-
tinin dogudaki eyalet merkezi olan Musasir sehrini
hicumla zaptederek burada Krallik sariyim ve Haldi
Tapinagini yagma edip, pek ¢ok sanat eseri ile
tapmaktaki altin ve gumis adak hediyelerini ve
silahlari Assur’a gotirmustur.

Rusa I'in Sargon H’ye yenilmesinde, Kimmerlerin
Urartu Gzerine yaptiklari akinlar ve savaslarin da roli
olsa gerektir.
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BUtin bunlara ragmen Rusa I'in oglu Argisti 11
(714/3-685) devrinde de Urartu, bagimsizligini gerek
Doguda, gerekse Batida eski sinirlarini koruyarak
kudretli bir devlet olmakta devam etmistir. Kimmer
akmlarinin yogunlastigi ve tehlikeli bir hal aldigi bu
devirde Kral uzak sinir kesimlerinin korunma gicina
arttirarak, buralari takviye etmek amacini gitmustar.
Argisti 11 zamaninda Urartu Kralliginin yeni bir
yukselis devrine girdigi gorilmektedir.

Argisti 1l den sonra tahta c¢ikan Rusa Il (M.O.
685-645) zamaninda ise Urartu Devleti bir Rénesans
donemi yasamis, genis capli imar faaliyetlerinin ya-
nmda, iktisadi ve idari alanda da yeni hamleler
yaptlmistir. Urartu Devleti; son yarim yiz yil icinde
devamli mucadele halinde oldugu buylk rakibi Assur
ile yaptigi savaslar ve bunu takiben Kuzeyden saldiriya
gecen Kimmer kabilelerinin akinlari sebebiyle cesitli
yoOrelerde biylk sayida toprak ve insan kaybina
ugramistir. Ayrica, bu zamanda Assur Uizerine ybnelen
Iskit tehlikesi, Urartu’'yu kisa da olsa huzura ka-
vusturmus ve dolayli olarak iki devlet arasinda bir
“Modus Vivendi” meydana gelmistir. Sargon H’den
sonra Assur, Kuzey politikasini gevsetmis, daha c¢ok
Bati politikasina 6nem vermistir. iste bu firsattan
yararlanmasini iyi bilen Rusa Il, blyik insan kayip-
larina ugramis olan dlkesinin bu acigini kapatmak
amaciyla degisik bir metod kullanarak, yeni bir iskan
ve nifuo politikasi uygulamistir. Kral, ekonomik
hamleler icin gerekli bos topraklari islemek ve buna
paralel olarak yeni sehirler, ticar ve askeri merkezler
kurabilmek icin yeterli insan gucund temin amaci ile
yeni ve din¢ toplumlarin olusmasini zorunlu gor-
mastir. Bu husus igin gerekli halk Kitleleri cesitli
komsu Ulke ve bdlgelerden saglanarak, Urartu top-
raklarina yerlestirilmiglerdir. Misal olarak Manna
bolgesinden kadinlarin, Halitu yoresinden erkeklerin,
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Muski ve Hate Ulkelerinden de yeni halk topluluklari-
nin ne sekilde saglandigini kaynaklar bildirmektedir.

Yine ayni kral zamaninda Aras (Araxes)in Kuzey
bolgelerinde ve Doguda ¢ok genis bayindirlik faaliyet-
lerine girisildigi gorilmektedir. Tran Azerbaycanindaki
Bastam sehri ve Kalesini Rusa kurmus oldugu gibi,
Transkafkasyanm yeni eyalet bassehri Teiseba (Kar-
mir-Blur) da onun kurdugu bir diger 6nemli merkezdir.
Merkezde ise baskentin Toprakkaleye (Rusahinili)
tasinmasi ve Adilcevaz (Kef Kalesi) Kalesinin kurul-
masl, Rusa H’nin gerek sinirlarda ve gerekse merkezi
bolgede uyguladigi sehircilik politikasini  agikca
belgelemektedir.

Baskent bélgesinde de yogun bir sekilde imar
faaliyetlerine giristigi anlasilan Rusa II'nin, merkezi
bolgede yer alan Cavustepe (Sardurihinili)yi de imar
programinin icine almis oldugu, yaptigimiz kazi ve
arastirmalarla ortaya ¢ikmistir.

Rusa II'nin Assur’un dikkatini baska tarafa cekerek,
Kralh§im giicendirmeye calistigi sirada Urartu Ulkesinin
Iskit istilasina sahne oldugu ve bu hareketlerin devleti bir
hayli ugrastirdigi anlasiimaktadir.

Fakat Rusa Il ustaca bir politik manevra ile bu
istila tehlikesinden de kurtulmus ve iskitleri Manna
Ulkesine gondermistir. Nitekim Toprakkale'de bu-
lunmus bir kil tabletdeki ifade, Rusa II'nin bu
diplomatik basarisini agik bir sekilde gdstermektedir.

iskitlerin Assur egemenligi altindaki Manna ul-
kesine gonderilmesi ile meydana gelen Iskit-Manna
ittifaki sayesinde Rusa’nin Assurhaddon’u (M.O. 680-
669) daha guc bir duruma soktugu, bundan yarar-
lanarak da ulke kalkinmasina yeni bir hiz vermis
oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Bu basarili politik manevraya
ragmen Assurhaddon iskit-Manna ittifakini bozdu ve
bu bolgedeki ayaklanmayr M.O. 679 yillarina dogru
bastirdi. Hatta bir siire sonra Assur Kralligi ile iskitler
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arasinda bir yakinlasma baslamis ve Assurhaddon
kizini iskit Kral Partatua ile evlendirerek bu yakin-
lasma kan bagi sayesinde kuvvetlendirilmistir.

Iste bu siralarda Rusa Il, politik manevrasinin
basari kazanmamasi ve belki de bu arada Doguda
gittikce gelisen Med tehlikesine karsi M.O. 654 yillari
civarinda Assurbanipal (M.O. 668-627) ile diplomatik
iliskiler kurmak Uzere, Arbela’ya elgiler gondermistir.
Nitekim Assur-Urartu yakinlasmasinin daha ¢ok
Med’lere karsi yapilmis oldugunu, Kyaxares'in tahta
cikistyla. M.O. 650 yillarindan sonra baslayan ve
giderek agirlasan Med baskisi dolayisiyle anlamak
muamkadnddr.

Rusa H’nin 6lumu uzerine Urartu tahtina ¢ikan
oglu Sarduri 111 (M.O. 645-635 ?) de babasinin
politikasini takip ederek, Assurbanipal’e elgiler gon-
dermis (M.O. 640 dan hemen sonra), yardim ricasinda
bulunmus ve hatta kendiliginden gonilli olarak Assur
yiuksek hakimiyetini tanimak istemistir. Bu istek karsi-
sinda Assurbanipal’un takindigi tavir hakkinda tam bir
fikir edinemiyoruz. Fakat bu olay, Rusa H’nin 0Olu-
miinden sonra, Urartu Kralliginin On Asya tarihinde
artik eski 6nemini blyldk 6lcude yitirdigini ortaya
koymaktadir.

Sarduri IH’Un oglu Sarduri IV ve Erimena ¢agin-
daki siyasi olaylar hakkinda fazla bir bilgi sahibi
olamamakla birlikte, “Erimena oglu Rusa”’nm yani
Rusa I11I’in Toprakkalede bulunan kalkanlarda adinin
gecmesi ve Ozellikle Armavir'de bulunan bir yazitda,
Kralin burada bir tahil anbari insa ettirdigini bildir-
mesi, Urartu Kralliginin M.O. 7. yuzyihin son yillari
icinde Kuzey sinir bolgelerinde insa faaliyetlerine
girisebilecek kadar ayakta oldugunu gostermektedir.
Hatta Karmir-Biur'da bulunan bir muhdr baskisi
Uzerinde adi okunan ““Rusa oglu Rusa”nin bir Kral
oldugu kabul edilecek olursa, Urartu Kralliginin M.O.
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7 nci yuzyilin sonlari yahut ta M.O. 6 nci yiiz yilin
baslarinda hentiz varligini korudugu anlasilir. Ancak,
Rusa oglu Rusa’nm, Rusa IV adiyla tahta ¢ikmis bir
kral mi, yoksa kral ailesinden bir prens mi oldugu
sorununa cevap verecek durumda degiliz.

Anlasildigina gére, Rusa I1'nin 6liminden sonra
Urartu Kralligi bir siire daha yasamakla birlikte, eski
onemini buyuk olctde yitirmistir. M.O. 7 nci ylzyilin
ikinci yarisinda Assur Devleti de giderek eski kudretini
tuketmis ve gittikce buylyen Med tehlikesiyle karsi
karstya kalmistir. Ninive’'nin alinmasindan once ise,
Med’ler ile iskitler arasinda bir ittifak yapilmis ve
kentin dismesinde iskit'ler bilyiik rol oynamislardir,
Assur Krali Assurubalit, Ninive'nin dismesinden son-
ra Harran’a ¢ekilmis ve M.O. 609 tarihine kadar
burada bulunmus, nihayet M.O. 605 yilinda Kar-
kemig’in diismesiyle Assur imparatorlugu tamamen
yikilmistir.

Assur imparatorlugunun yikihsi “On Asya” daki
siyasi dengeyi ortadan kaldirdi ve basta iskitler olmak
uzere, Med’ler ve Babil’liler tarih sahnesinde yeni birer
politik giic olarak rol oynamaya basladilar. Ortaya
ctkan bu yeni durum arasinda, Urartu Kralliginin
siyasi bir gu¢ olarak varhigi tartisma konusudur.
Ancak, Babil kronikleri iskit’lerin M.O. 609'da Urartu
(Urastu) bolgesine dayandiklarini ve hemen sonra
Yukari Dicle havzasindaki Urartu Ulkesini egemenlik-
leri altina aldiklarini yazmaktadir. Gergekten de M.O.
612 tarihinde Ninive’nin dismesinden hemen sonra
Iskitler, Kyaxaresi geri cekilmeye zorlamis ve Babil
Krali Nabopolassar'm tarafina gecerek Med’lere karsi
cephe almiglar (Herodot I, 104) ve yine Herodot’'un (|,
106) bildirdigi Uzere, Bati Asyaya 28 yil hakim
olmuglardir.

Tarihi belgeler incelenecek olursa, M.O. 7 nci
yuzyilin sonlarina kadar Med’lerin Dogu Anadoluda
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askerT bir girisimde bulunduklarini gésteren en kicuk
bir delile rastlanmaz. Bu bakimdan M.O. 609 tari-
hinden hemen sonra, iskit'lerin Urartu Ulkesini elle-
rine gecirdikleri seklindeki Babil Kronikinin verdigi
bilgi buyUk bir ihtimalle dogru olarak kabul edilebilir.
Nitekim Cavustepe kazilan sirasinda ele gegirilen bazi
arkeolojik belgeler de Urartu Kralligi ve Cavustepe
Kafesinin iskit’ler tarafindan yikildigini dogrulayacak
mahiyettedir.

Cavustvepe Kafesini cepecevre kusatan surlarin
oniinde ve kale icinde efe gegen binlerce iskit tipi ok
ucu, kalenin uzun siren bir kusatma ve micadele
sonucunda zaptedildigini kanitlayan en canli maddi
belgelerdir.

Istilanin dehseti, kaz ile ortaya ¢ikarilan yangin
tabakalarinda da belli olmaktadir. Bunlarin yaninda,
carpismanin siddetini gosteren deforme olmus ve
bazilari kale duvarlarina saplanmis durumda bulunan
ok uclari, surlardan asagi atilan ya da bir carpisma
sonucunda disen kale savunucularindan bir sahsin,
belinde kemeri oldugu halde bulunmus iskeleti ve buna
benzer durumda efe gecirilen iskeletler istila hareke-
tinin ne kadar korkung ve dramatik oldugunu butin
acikhgi ile gostermektedir. Bu sekilde Cavustepe’yi
yerle bir eden istila dalgasinin, buytk bir ihtimalle
Urartu Kralliginin son baskenti Toprakkale (Risa-
hinili) yi de tahrip ettigini kabul edebiliriz. Zira
Toprakkalede yapilan kazilarda da iskit tipi tung ok
uclarina rastlanmis olmasi, bu gorisimizi destekler
mahiyettedir.

Urartu kralligini ortadan kaldirdiktan sonra,
iskit’lerin bu bolgede yerlesmeyip, Giineye, Suriye ve
Misir’a dogru indikleri bilinmektedir.

Urartu Ulkesinin bu sirada, Dogudan Batiya
dogru yavas, yavas Med egemenligi altina alindigi ve
bu konuda Kilikia Krali Syennesis’in Med’lerle isbirligi
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yapmis olmasi da ihtimal dahilindedir. Herodot’a (I,
74) g6re, Medler ile Lydialilar arasindaki savas bes yil
stirmus ve M.O. 585 te glines tutulmasi olayi ile son
bulmustur. Su halde M.O. 590 yilindan énce Halys'e
(Kizilirmak) kadar butiin Dogu Anadolu yani Urartu
tlkesi ve Kappadokia, Med egemenligi altina girmis
olmalidir.

Bununla beraber, Strabon (522)’a gore Med’ler
Kappadokia'daki Zela (Zile) civarinda iskitlere karsi
kesin bir zafer kazanmiglar ve bu zaferin bir anisi
olmak Uzere, Anaitis Tapmagini yaptirmislardir. Bu
zafer sonucunda Kyaxaris'in devletine, Media ile
Kappadokia ve Kolhkis arasindaki butin genis top-
raklar katilmis oluyordu. iskitelrin yenilgisi Alyattes
zamaninda olabileceginden, bu savas ancak Alyattes’in
Anadolunun batisindaki Kimmer kabilelerini Kappa-
dokia’ya dogru surdigi ve Lydia Kralliginin sinirlarini
Kizilirmak nehrine kadar genislettigi M.O. 595 yillari
ile Med-Lydia savasinin baslangici olan M.O. 590
arasina konabilir. Boylece Herodot’'un (I, 106) s6zunu
ettigi 28 yillik iskit egemenligi devri de dogrulanmis
olur. Kizilirmak savasinin bes yil stirmesi ve higbir
tarafin Ustinlik saglayamamis bulunmasi, Med kuv-
vetleriyle Lydialilar arasinda bir kuvvet dengesinin var
oldugunu gostermektedir. iskitlere karsi uzun bir
mucadele vermis olan Med ordusunun yorgun dismus
olmasi da dusunulebilir. Zela’da kesin bir yenilgiye
ugrayan iskitlerin ise, diusman bir bolgede artik
barinamiyarak, yeniden eski anavatanlarina donmus
olmalari muhtemeldir. Zira bu tarihten sonra Anado-
luda iskit izlerine artik rastianmamaktadir.

M.O. 7 nci yizyihn sonlarina kadar siyasal ve
ulusal varliklarini korumus olan Urartular ise M.O. 6
ve 5 nci ylzyillarda “On Asya” ve Anadolu tarihinde
hicbir rol oynamamuslardir. Bu durum; iskitlerin
Urartu Ulkesini imha edercesine agir bir istilaya
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ugrattiklarini, kaltar merkezlerinin battindyle tahrip
edildigini ve bu feci durumdan kurtulabilenlerin
blyuk bir bélimuandn ise daglik bolgelere sigindigini
goOstermektedir.

Gerek buluntular ve gerekse Cavustepe’deki isti-
laya ait izlere bakarak, Urartu Kralliginin M.O. 7 nci
ylzyilin son on yili iginde Cavustepe’yi sona erdiren bir
Tskit saldirisi sirasinda ortadan kaldirildigini, bu
istiladan kurtulabilen yerli halk tarafindan kurulan son
iskanin da Dogu Anadoluyu alarak Lydia’ya karsi
harekete gecen Med’ler tarafindan tamamiyle tahrip
edilmis oldugunu kabul etmekteyiz. Cavustepe’deki
son vyerlesme, kaltir bakimindan bir koy iskani
duzeyini asmamakla beraber, mimari bakimindan yine
de Urartu gelenegini surdirdugi gorulmektedir. Fa-
kat, ne bu devrede ve ne de bundan sonraki bin yillik bir
devre iginde, Urartularin en muhtesem kalesi olan
Cavustepe (Sardurihinili) de yabanci bir kavmin yahut
ta kaltartn yerlesmis olduguna dair herhangi bir iz ve
belgeye rastlanmamistir. Diger Urartu Kaleleri ve
iskan yerlerinde de simdiye kadar bu hususta bir bilgi
elde edilememistir.

M.O. 6 nci ylzyillin baslarinda Urartu ulkesi
Med’lerle Lidyalilar arasinda mucadele konusu olmus
ve sonucta Kizilirmak’a kadar olan Dogu Anadolu
Med’lerin egemenliginde kalmistir. iste bu miicadeleler
sirasinda Ermenilerin batidan gé¢ ederek, Firat nehri-
nin dogusundaki bélgelere yabanci bir unsur sifatiyla
ve muhtelif kictk gruplar halinde sizmis olduklari
anlasiliyor. Zira Ermeni adina ilk defa M.O. 6 nci
ylzyilda, Darius’un vyazitlarinda rastlaniyor. Pers-
Ahaymenid imparatorlugunda Ermenilerin bir Satrap-
lik’da oturduklari goruliyor. Ermeniler kendilerine
Ermeni dugil, Haikh (tekil olarak, Hai-Hay) demisler-
dir. Filolog’lara gére Ermenice’nin 6zu ve ashi Indo
Avrupai bir dil olmakla birlikte, ari olmayan eski
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Anadolu yerli dilleri ile ¢gok karismistir. Bu itibarla
bolgeye gelisleri, izledikleri go¢ ve istila yolu ve
anavatanlari sorunu hentiz ¢6ztlmemistir.

Ancak, bazi arastiricilar (Joseph, Karst, Die
Vorgeschichtlichen Mittelmeervélker, Heidelberg, 1931)
Ermenilerin (Arminiya, Armina) veya Armenoid
Kabilelerin bir zamanlar Kuzey Ege’de, Yunanistan’da
Tesalyanin Kuzeyinde ve lllyrya da oturduklarini, bu
bolgelerin yerli halki olduklarini ve Frig-Trak kabile-
lerine mensup ve esasen gbgebe olan Ermenilerin
Tllyrya’lilann baskisi ile doguya goc ettiklerini ileri
surmektedirler. Bir kisim Filolog ve Sarkiyatgilar ise,
linguistik ve etnografik verilere dayanarak, ayni za-
manda kendilerine Haik diyen Ermenilerce, Ermeni
adinin yabanci, disardan gelme bir isim oldugunu g6z
ondnde tutarak, bu halkin kuzey Yunanistan-Balkan
kokenli olabilecegini kabul etmektedirler. Ancak, ana-
vatanlarinin Tesalya ve Balkan Yanmadasi oldugu
kabul edilen Ermenilerin, hangi tarihde Anadoluya
gectikleri ve M.O. 6 nci ylzyila kadar hi¢ bir iz
birakmadan nerelerde yasadiklari mechul kalmaktadir.

M.O. 5 nci yuzyihn sonunda (M.O. 401-400)
Ksenofon Anahasis “Onbinlerin Donusu” adli meshur
eserinde Dogu Anadolu’nun diger kabileleri yaninda
Ermenilerden de s6z etmistir.

Bliyiik iskender’in Pers imparatorlujunu zaptet-
mesiyle Ermeniler kisa bir sure icin bagimsiz kaldilar.
Biiyiik iskender’in éliiminden sonra tesekkiil eden
Helenistik devir kralliklari zamaninda Suriye ve hemen
batin Yakmdoguya hakim olan Selevkid’ler idaresinde
Ermeniler gevsek bir baghlik minasebeti ve harag
vermekle yakimli tutuldular.

Ik defa Selevkid’ler Krali Antiokhos 11l zama-
ninda Ermenilerin oturduklari yerler, dogrudan dogru-
ya Selevkid devleti idaresi altina alindi. Antiokhos 111
Romalilara M.O. 190 da Manisa civarinda maglup
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olup, M.O. 188 Apameia barisim yapmaya mecbur
kalinca, Ermenistan satraplari bagimsiz oldular.

Bolgenin idaresini eline alan Artaksias, Glkesinin
kuzeyinde, Aras nehri Uzerinde (buglinki Erivan
yakininda) Artaksata'yl baskent olarak kurdu.

Selevkid’ler devletinin dagilmasiyla, Artaksias
sulalesinden Tigranes, Selevkid’lerin Yakinsark’taki
mirasina konarak ulkesinin gelismesini saglamaya
calismistir. Gengliginde rehine olarak Partlar devle-
tinde esir kalan Tigranes, Partlardan bir kisim toprak
almakla kalmamis, ayni zamanda Kapadokya ve kendi
tlkesiyle Part devleti arasindaki kiciuk tampon devlet-
leri de hakimiyetine gegirmistir.

Roma’nin kudretli dismani Mithradates’in damadi
olan Tigranes, kardeslerin bir biriyle anlasamama-
larindan dolayi, vaktiyle Selevkid’lerin olan topraklari
kendi hakimiyeti altinda toplamaya calisti (M.O. 83).

Fakat bu yikselis pek kisa strdii. M.O. 77 yilinda
Van golindn glney batisinda yeni bassehri Tigrano-
kerta’'yl (Diyarbakir'in kuzeydogusunda, Farkin veya
Silavan’da) kurdu. Mithradates ile birlikte Kapadok-
ya'ya hicum etti ve bura halkinin biyidk bir kismini
getirip, yeni bassehri civarina yerlestirdi. Ancak M.O.
69'da Romalilardan kacip, kendisine siginan kayin-
pederi ve muttefiki Mithradates’dan dolayr Roma
komutani Lucullus yeni bassehir Tigranokerta tizerine
yuradu ve sehri kusatti. 16.000 kisilik bir Roma ordusu
Tigranes ordusunu agir bir yenilgiye ugratti; bassehir
teslim oldu. 68 yilinda Van golinin kuzeybatisinda
Lucullus, Mithradates ve Tigranes’in birlesik kuvvet-
lerini tekrar maglup etti. Ermenilerin eski bassehri olan
Artaksata’yl da almak istedi. Fakat Roma askerleri
isyan ettiklerinden Mezopatamya’ya gitti. Tigranes iki
yil sonra kendi sahsini ve devletini Roma komutani
Pampeius’un ayaklari altina atmak zorunda kalmistir.
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Tigranes, Pompeius’a maglup olan Mithradates’i
kendi Ulkesine kabul etmedigi gibi, onun basini getire-
ne 100 Talant mukéafaat da koymustur. Boylelikle
onunla batun ilgisini kesmistir. Buna sebep, Romali-
lardan korkmus olmasi ve tlkesindeki karisiklikti.

Tigranes, ogullarini birbiri arkasindan veliahtliga
secmis, sonra da onlardan siphelendigi icin éldart-
mustlr. Sonuncu veliaht, Mithradates’in kizindan
dogmus olan kicik oglu Tigranes idi.

Kilguk Tigranes, babasinin kendisine karsi duy-
dugu daimi sipheden dolay! hayatini tehlikede gor-
diagi icin, 66 yilinda babasina karsi isyan etmis ve
bundan sonra da Part kralinin yanina kagmistir. Part
krali onu bir ordu ile Ermenistan’a gonderince ihtiyal
Tigranes daglara cekildi.

Daha sonra biiylk babasi Mithradates’e kagmis ve
onun da Romalilara maglup olmasi Uzerine, geng
Tigranes Roma komutanina teslim olmustur. Artaksata
sehrinde Pompeius’un ayaklarina kapanan ihtiyar Tigra-
nes, zaptettigi butun topraklan geri verdigi gibi, 6.000
Talent harp tazminati ve asi ogluna da bir eyalet verdi.

Boylece Tigranes’in kurdugu devlet ¢cabucak yikil-
di. Ermenistan eskiden oldugu gibi, yine énemsiz bir
ulke haline geldi ve bundan sonra, Roma imparator-
lugu ile Part devleti arasinda, butiin Eskicag boyunca
bir tampon devlet rolini oynadi.

Tigranes’e Roma milletinin dostu ve miuttefiki
denildi ise de, gercek de o Roma’nin bir vasal idi.
Firat'in batisinda kuguk Ermenistan denilen bolge
Anadolu’da yapilan idari diizenlemeler sirasinda Pom-
peius tarafindan Roma himayesinde kiguk bir devlet
haline.konmus ve imparator Vespasianus zamaninda
Kapadokya eyaletinin bir kismi olarak Roma top-
raklarina katiimistir.

Daha sonra Ermenistan, Arsakit’lere ve Sasanilere
tabi olmus ve Persler o zamana kadar, kendi yerli
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dinlerine bagh olan Ermenileri, Ormuzd dinini kabul
etmeye zorlamislardir.

Bu olaylardan cok daha 6nemli bir sey varsa, o da
Ermenilerden Grigor tarafindan yapilan karsi dint
harekettir. Grigor, hiristiyanhigi Ermenilere kabul
ettirdigi gibi, onu devlet dini seviyesine yukseltmistir.

Pers’lerin baskisindan kagip, Roma devletine ve
Roma idaresindeki Kayseri sehrine siginan Ermeni ileri
gelenlerinden biri de Grigor idi. Burada Grigor'un
Hiristiyan ve Grek egitimi gérmis olmasi, Ermeni
Kilisesinin gelismesi bakimindan biyuk énem tagimistir.
Grigor, Ermeni devletinin yeniden organize edilmesine
calisti. Pers’lerin blyik anatannca Anahit’e yaptiklari
kalth, Grigor reddederek hiristiyanligi kabul etti.

Grigor, Kayseri baspiskoposu tarafindan takdis
edildikten sonra, Ermeni Kkilisesinin katholikos rit-
besini aldi ve bunu kendi ailesine irsen intikal ettirdi.

imparator Antoninus Pius zamaninda, Roma
komutani Priscus tarafindan Ermeni bassehri Artak-
sata tahrip edildikten sonra, yukari Aras vadisinde,
sonralari E¢gmiazin denilen yeni bir sehir kuruldu ki, bu
sehir kilise bakimindan 4 tnct yuzyildan itibaren eski
bassehri gegcti.

Ermeni Kilisesi isa’nin tabiiligini kesin olarak
kabul eden monophysit dogmaya inanmis ve M.S. 451
Kadikéy Konsilinde kabul edilen isa’nin bir birlik
teskil eden ikili tabiatin, yani insan isa ve Tanri isa
inancina karsi tezada dusmis ve Roma kilisesinden
ayrilmistir

Roma himayesinde olan Ermenistan tam mana-
slyla Roma eyalet idaresine alinmadi. Eski ve mevcut
idare seklinde birakildi. Bu durumdaki sinir bolgeleri
satraplik olarak Roma devletinin malki idiler. Fakat,
burada 6zel bir Roma idaresi uygulanmis ve bu durum
Ortacag’a kadar devam etmistir.

47






EASTERN ANATOLIA
AND URARTIANS






I. THE GEOGRAPHICAL BACKGROUND

Eastern Anatolia is an area of rugged highlands
with closely packed mountain ranges which give the
impression of a knot. In basic form it resembles a
triangle with its base lying parallel to the eastern
frontiers of Turkey, with the southern mountain ranges
forming one side the apex pointing towards Central
Anatolia. Geographically there is a strong contrast
with the rest of Anatolia. The natural boundaries of the
region are foothills of the Southeastern Taurus Moun-
tains close to Maras, in the south, the line ofwater-shed
between the Euphrates and Kizilirmak in the west and a
line formed by the southern ranges of th Pontic Alps
including the Bayburt basin to the north. In the east it
extends beyonds the boundaries of modem Turkey, as
far as Rion-Kura and the eastern side of Urmia lake
plateaux. The most striking characteristic of the region
which differentiates it from the rest of the country is its
high altitude. Most of the area consists of plateaux
2000 meters in height. These upland plains are broken
up by narrow depressions and high ranges or peaks.
The lowest point in the region is the igdir plain with an
altitude of 875 meters. The upland plain of Bagkale and
Erzurum with altitudes of 2300 and 1750-1800 meters
respectively are farming lands, yet these altitudes equal
to the peaks of most mountains in Central and Western
Anatolia. The average altitude in the east is 2000 meters
compared with an average of 1000 meters in Central
Anatolia. In terms of altitude, the highlands of Eastern
Anatolia, where agriculture and animal husbandry are
practiced and where human communities have settled,
correspond to the wastelands above the natural
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vegetation lines in Central and Westem Anatolia.
(Map 1)

The centre of region appears almost like a fortress
as a result of the tight, interlocking mountain ranges of
the Anatolian fold system. On either side, as a result of
geological subsidence, there are the plains of Central
Anatolia and Iranian plateaux.

1. lir the south the Southeastem Taurus Moun-
tains forms a wide arc like a surrounding wall, with
slightly higher altitudes in the west and the south. The
Cilo ranges in the southeast reach 4168 meters.

2. Beginning on the north side of the North-
western Taurus at Elbistan, a series of basins continue
through Malatya, Geng, Mus to Lake Van. Beyond
Van to the east are further basins and the Van ranges.

3. North of these low lying areas are the easterly
ranges of Mercan (3452 m), Palanddoken (3124 m),
Bagirpasa (3282 m), Topcu, Sarikum and Asagida
(3270 m). Between the Karasu river in the north and the
Aras river in the south and culminating at Mt. Ararat
there lie a series of recent and magnificient volcanic
peaks like natural monuments and these are the Ararat
(5137 m), Tendirek (3660 m), Aladag (3138 m),
Suphan (4058 m) and Nemrut (3000 m) mountains. On
the other hand, between the western slopes of the
Karasu-Aras ranges and the depression lowlands of
Malatya-Capakcur, Tunceli mountains rise with a
more complex skyline.

4. North of the Karasu-Aras ranges a chain trough
of subsidence areas lie, from Erzincan towards Tercan,
Erzurum and along the Aras river. The northern
boundaries of this depression area are formed by
Kargapazar (3282 m), Gavur (3109 m), Kop (2600
m), Cosan (2900 m) and Kesis (3537 m) mountains.
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Lake Van is the largest lake in the country, with a
surface area of 3764 km?2 and it has the largest inland
basin in Eastern Anatolia. The distance between
Bendi-maht and Tug from east to west is 125 kms.,
whilst Van is 90 Kms. from Tatvan. The width of the
lake is a maximum of 75 Kms. from north to south.
The altitute at the surface of the lake is given as 1646m
in the latest topographical map published by the
General Directorate ofSurveys. Lake Van wasformed
by a lava flow from the Nemrut VVolcano which blocked
the drainage basin. The lake bed is higher in altitude
than the Mus plains, where sediment was deposited
when the Van basin was dammed and filled with water.
Drainage into the lake is comprised of: the streams of
Bendi-mahi and, Altindere in the northeast, Karasu
river in the east, and Hosap stream in the southeast.
Sediment carried by these river flows formed lacustrine
coastal plains: the Ercis, Muradiye, Gevas, Gurpinar
and finally Van, the largest of them. There are four
islands close to the shores of the lake: Toku, Adir,
Aktamar and Carpanak.

A large area in the northeast of Eastern Anatolia
drains into the Caspian by the Kura and Aras rivers. In
the southeast of the region Van basin forms the largest
inland drainage basin of Turkey. The remaining areas
drain into the Arabian Gulf by the Tigris and
Euphrates rivers and their tributaries. These rivers
played a major role in the creation of great civilizations
in Mesopotamia by transporting the raw materials of
Eastern Anatolia and providing its rich soil and water.

The climate of Eastern Anatolia is essentially
Continental in character. Further east, away from the
marine influences, this becomes dominant. The winters
in the region are long, severe, with heavy snowfall.
Although the summers are short it is fairly hot even on
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the high plateaux in the northern areas of the region.
The annual temperature range is Over 25 degrees
centigrade, and average precipitation is around 40 mm
which is higher than Central Anatolia.

Eastern Anatolia rises, for the most part, like an
island of natural forest betvveen Central Anatolia and
Iran. This is a result of greater humidity than the
surrounding areas, since the natural lower limits of
forests are dependant on the degree of humidity. In the
south the lower limit of forests is 1100 m, while on the
inner slopes of the northern ranges it is 1400 m. In
certain areas it increases to 1800 and 1900 m. One ofthe
most important characteristics of Eastern Anatolia is
the high level of tree line. Forests rise to 2400 m in the
west and to 2800 m in the east of the region. Nowhere
else in the country do forests ever reach these altitudes,
the average upper limits being around 2000-2200 m.
Most of Eastern Anatolia is included in the natural
forest belt of trees resistant to long winters and severe
cold. Scotch pine, oak, juniper are the most common
species in the area. Most of the region today has lost its
forests due to centuries of deforestation. It is beyond
doubt that larger areas were covered with forests in the
past. Cuneiform documents dating back to the
Assyrian invasion of Hakkéri-Van region in the 8th
century B.C. talk about cutting down forests as dense
as rushes. Xenophon passing through the samc area at
the end of 5th century B.C. reports that the environs of
Mus and Bitlis were covered with thick forests.
Medieval Arab geographers describe dense forests in the
Ararat region. On the other hand, remains of forests
around Suphan, Baskale, Gavur and Palanddken and
place names testifying to the existence of forests show
that the forested area used to bc very large. Archaeolo-
gical excavations around Van of the Urartian period
have shown that juniper was used as the main



EASTERN ANATOLIA AND URARTIANS

construction material. In addition it is understood that
Van area was covered with oak forests about 80 years
ago. However ali these lands have been laid bare due to
extensive deforestation. Around Lake Van only on the
Bitlis mountains do oak forests stili exist, but these too
are diminishing.

The high altitude, formidable geographical
obstacles and particularly the rigorous climatic
conditions limiting agriculture have turned Eastern
Anatolia into a very difficult area to live in. These
characteristics restricted the habitable area and forced
man to settle in relatively convenient but scattered and
confined parts.

Wheat is the main crop on the plains and lowlands
but arable farming continues on the upland plateaux
up to 2400 m. The extensive grazing lands have always
ensured the dominance of stock rearing Over arable
crops. One third of the animal population of Turkey
today is found in Eastern Anatolia; for each person
there are 5-6 animals. The rugged land, steep slopes,
long winters and the continous snow cover have always
been an obstacle to transport and communications
throughout the year. Nevertheless for generations the
natural routes have been used. These routes follow the
banks of the major river valleys, such as the Sivas-
Erzincan-Erzurum-Pasinler-Horasan route; the Malat-
ya-Elaz1g-Mus-Van-Hosap-Baskale-Y tiksekova-Hak-
kari route; and the route from Van-Bitlis-Diyarbakir. Even
with ali these unfavourable conditions, the geo-
political location and the natural riches of the region
have resulted in the settlement of Eastern Anatolia
from the earliest times. This is proved by archaeolo-
gical research. The Turks have considered these parts
of Anatolia as their land since Alp Arslan, and Yavuz
Selim fought for the protection of these lands. Today,
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Eastern Anatolia is an inseperable part of Turkey due
to its place in Turkish history for dver 900 years
together with its importance due to strategic location,
its natural resources of mines and animal wealth,
historical and archaeological remains and oil reserves.



Il. PRE-HISTORIC CULTURES OF
EASTERN ANATOLIA

A. Coloured Cave Paintings And Rock Carvings

From its geographical location, Eastern Anatolia
has been a central region, with Mesopotamia in the
south, Iran in the east, Caucasia in the northeast and

Central Anatolia in the west. As a consequence, along
with being ajunction for ali the civilizations that have
shone and died out thousands of years ago in the said
regions, the highlands of Eastern Anatolia have also
been the stage for unique civilizations since the earliest
times of human history. 20 years ago we knew little of
the pre-historic civilizations of Eastern Anatolia. The
uncovering of the cave paintings in Western Europe
were believed to indicate that the earliest artistic relics
of humankind were to be found in that area. In
addition, the cave drawings and the rock paintings
discovered in the Asian steppes and in Africa and
Australia verified the existence of the pre-historic stone
age men. While in Anatolia and particularly on the
Eastern Anatolian plateaux which has always been the
crossroads for civilizations it was believed that no
Stone Age men had inhabited these lands. As a result of
extensive research by Turkish scientists, it has been
conclusively shown that the highlands of Eastern
Anatolia were densely settled from the earliest of pre-
historic periods.

These highlands had ali the necessary features
which early man required. Abundant water sources,
natural rock dwellings, grasslands and forests and
especially the large quantities of game attracted man
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from the earliest times. Pre-historic man solved his
food problem by hunting and food gathering. They
made use of the locally available various roots and
plants. The favourable conditions in Eastern Anatolia
presented themselves as a very positive element during
the first phases of cultural development for human

beings who lived on food gathering and hunting. As a
consequence, the first developed cultures were found
either around the winter resistant forests or in the
transitional areas betvveen them and the steppe lands of
the highlands of Eastern Anatolia where the Conti-
nental climate is dominant. Even though Eastern
Anatolia has a half barren look, in those days it is
believed that the banks of the meandering rivers and
streams were thickly forested and on the slopes of the
mountains, winter resistant forests ofvarying tree types
covered the whole region. Apart from the fact that the
topographical structure of the land and the climatic
conditions are favourable for a natural vegetation of
that kind, the remains of forests stili showing them-
selves as islands are living proof to the fact that the
region was blanketed with forests in the past. In
addition, the cuneiform vvritings dating back to 1000
B.C. which describe the cultural and geographical
condition of Eastern Anatolia talk about the existence
of very thick forests. For example, the Assyrian king
Sargon Il mentions that during his looting campaign
on Urartu in 714 B.C., the south and southeast of Lake
Van were covered with impassable forests through
which his soldiers could only hack a passage wide
enough for two soldiers at a time. Also Xenophon
retuming from the south at the end of 5th century B.C.,
reports that the Bitlis-Mus area was covered with real
forests.

Nevertheless, due to the long and harsh winters
the need for fuel and the use of the lands as grazing
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ground by the nomad and semi-nomad communites
have resulted in the destruction of the forests Gver
centuries turning the lands into steppes.

The drawings of game on the cave walls or
subterranean shelters and on the rocks by the Stone
Age men were never a product of sheer imagination. On
the contrary, they depict in a very realistic sense the
animals that they used to hunt for food, clothing and
bone tools, since during pre-historic Stone Age hunting
was one of the most important aspects in the early
cultural development. Abundant game in the area has
been the most important factor that shaped and
directed the imagination and the social life of the men
living there. Hunting and game had become the very
essence of human thought and art for the first stages of
cultural development at this period.

The cave drawings found in Eastern Anatolia are
very important as they shed light on the pre-historic
existence of both Anatolia proper and the neigh-
bouring countries as well. These drawings along with
enriching human development in general also show the
importance of Eastern Anatolia vis & vis the neigh-
bouring lands since these drawings of the ordinary
men, gods, goddesses, sun and animal figures are ali
15000 years old. In the lands surrounding Eastern
Anatolia however there are no traces of human
settlements of art centres going back so far.

We can study the pre-historic rock and cave
drawings in Eastern Anatolia, by dividing it into four
major regions:

1. Region of Malatya-Adiyaman
Kars Region
Van Region, and
Hakkari Region

1. Achyaman-Malatya Region: On the walls of the
Palanli cave on the Adiyaman-Malatya highway,
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human figures and a great many mountain goats have
been drawn by the incision technique. They are 10.000
years old. The. figures are carried out in stylized
fashion. In the future it is most probable that after
additional research work more cave drawings will be
found.

2. Kars Region: Prof. Dr. Kilig Kokten has
discovered hundreds of rock paintings belonging to
upper paleolithic period in the Kurbanaga Cave and the
Yazilikaya cave near the village of Camigli in the
Kagizman district of Kars. The dating of the Yazili-
kaya drawings are even earlier. The majority of these
drawings represent figures of deers, mountain goats,
horses, oxen, asses and men and scenes of trapping
animals. These drawings which are the most important
rock drawings in the country have been engraved on a
very hard rock surface in a very realistic style. Nothing
similar have been found in other places in Anatolia.
Although the figures and the compositions are very
small, the proportions of the bodies are very clear. The
animals, now extinct, give a very definite idea about
which species of animals were hunted by men living in
the area. The drawings in the Yazilikaya subterranean
dwelling and the Kurbanaga cave date betvveen 12000-
7000 years ago.

3. Van Region: “Center for Historical and
Archaeological Research in Van Region” that | have
founded in 1967, which is attached to the Faculty of
Letters of istanbul University, has helped in the
systematic and concentrated research by Turkish
scholars in Eastern Anatolia. One of the most out-
standing results being the discovery of hundreds of
cave paintings in the region of Van by a member of our
Centre, Dr. Oktay Belli. These paintings have been
executed on the walls of many caves which are located
on high ground, difficult of access, in the eastern and
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more specifically southeastern part of Van. These
amazing paintings are unique and they have not been
found neither anywhere else in Turkey nor in the
neighbouring countries. These paintings which have
been dated to a period between 15000-8000 years ago
are significant in that they shed light both on the dark
periods of pre-historic ages of Turkey and her
neighbours, and also give that age totally new
dimensions.

In the pre-historic cultural centres like “Yesilali¢’
east of Van and in “Yedisalkim’, ‘Capanuk’ and ‘Bihirt’
southeast of Van hundreds of paintings are found on
the walls of caves. These paintings make up one of the
most important centres of pre-historic art and culture,
and are found in many caves on both sides of a deep
and steep canyon lying on the west of the village of
Yedisalkim. There are about 60-70 caves on the
southern and northern banks of the canyon which is
about 6-7 km long, 50-60 m wide and between 110-150
m deep. In only four of those caves were paintings
discovered and these caves are between 34 to 78 m from
the valley floor. Almost ali have been painted with a
‘red’ or ‘dark brown’ colouring. On the walls of these
caves, can be seen the images of gods arid goddesses
standing on deers and other animals, goddesses with
exagerated genitals, dancing human figures, motifs of
the sun, deers, mountain goats, and scenes of trapping
and hunting of animals which are now extinct. The
animals have been drawn in a particularly realistic way
without distorting their shape. The paintings provide
important information about the animals which were
hunted, and are now extinct and also the methods of
hunting. In addition, the numerous images of humans,
gods and goddesses provide important evidence about
the religious beliefs of the people. It should be realized
that, although the paintings are small in size they are
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drafted with great care and without missing the
minutest detail. The success of the artist in conveying
the.precise portrayalof the figures, should be praised.
The most interesting scenes are those produced in the
‘steatopic’ technique of archaeological literattre,
which depict goddesses standing on animals, with their
genital parts exagerated and dancing. These goddesses
have been accepted as the symbol of ‘aboundant
fertility’ and ‘productive fertility’ both in our country
and in the neighbouring countries. In addition, the
portrayal of the Mother Goddess standing on an
animal which represents the ‘ruler of the animal world’
is of great significance as it reflects the oldest belief
known from Anatolia. These appear in later traditions
and were vvidely used during the Neolithic period in
southwestern Anatolia in well-known cultural centres
such as Catalhdyik and Hacilar. As such, the present
evidence that the origin of the Mother Goddess as the
‘ruler of the animal world’, that has not been
encountered in any other country is first found in
Eastern Anatolia and later more generally in Anatolia.

4. Hakakari Region: Researcher Muaffak Uyanik
has discovered thousands of pictures incised on the
rocks on the ‘Gevaruk’ and ‘Tirsin’ plateaux west of
the Hakkari Region. They are vvidely spread over a
large area almost like an open-air museum and are also
found cut on the rocks of Azerbaijan and Kobistan
where 6ver 4000 examples are known and in Palestine
where hundreds of examples are known. These rock
dravvings on the ‘Gevaruk’ and ‘Tirsin’ plateaux are
thought to date from 6000-1000 years ago. However it
is also understood that a large number of these
drawings have been done in a stylized fashion, but even
then, they convey important information about the
rich game living in the area during that period. Most of
the drawings are stylized representations of mountain
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goats, bisons and various game animals with hunting
scenes and symbols related to magic, stylized shapes
and emblems used by the old semi-nomadic Turkish
clans. These later drawings and emblems are especially
interesting due to their likeness to the drawings and
emblems found in the ‘Cunni’ cave near Erzurum in the
north and to the animal figures executed on the stone
blocks ofthe walls ofthe temple at Aizani (Cavdarhisar)
near Kutahya in the west. It is now defmite that both
the animal figures on the walls ofthe Aizani temple and
the drawings and emblems in the Cunni cave were done
by old Turkish clans. In additon, similar images were
recently discovered outside Anatolia in Azerbaijan,
Kobistan and even in Siberia. Although widely
distributed dver a very large area, it is now accepted by
ali local and foreign scholars that these drawings with
the same shapes and content were executed by the old
nomadic and semi-nomadic Turkish clans. Conse-
guently, it is apparent that even at pre-historic periods
there is an unbreakable unity between Anatolia and the
Eastern Anatolian Region, and the cultural and artistic
centres ofthe steppes of Azerbaijan and Asia. This also
explains the fact that since pre-historic ages and until
recent periods there has been constant migration.
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B. The Cultural Conditions Of Eastern Anatolia
From 4th Millenium B.C. Until 2nd Millenium B.C.

We have very limited information about the
cultures of the Neolithic and the Chalcolithic periods
which date from the 5-6th milleniums till 4th millenium
B.C. due to the fact that excavations have not been
carried out on the large number of mounds that show
the continous settlement in Eastern Anatolia during the
pre-historic periods. Only as a result of the salvage
excavations conducted in the area to be flooded by the
Keban Dam in Elazi§ region important data has been
secured about the culture of Chalcolithic, Bronze and
Iron Ages of Eastern Anatolia. In addition, the Karaz,
Pulur and Guzelova excavations near Erzurum, the
excavations at Tilkitepe on the Van Plain and at Ernis
necropolis have clarified the historical role played by
Eastern Anatolian Region between Transcaucasia, Iran
and Anatolia, and have increased our knowledge ofthe
culture of the Chalcolithic, Bronze and Iron Ages.
Systematic excavations in the future, in the cultural
centres of Eastern Anatolia, an area of continuous and
frequent settlement, which as has never been expe-
rienced enywhere else, will help us to understand the
civilizations of the region during the course of history.

As a result of the excavations and the surface
surveys conducted, it is known that since IV millenium
B.C., there has been a very strong cultural union in a
large geographical area from Caucasia in the north to
the Malatya-Elazig region in the west and from
Northern Syria to the Urmiya Lake in the east. This
cultural zone covering such a vast geographical area
has been given several names based on the regional
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characteristics and these names are: ‘Early Bronze Age
Culture’, ‘Early Hurri Culture’, ‘Kura-Aras Culture’,
‘“Yanik Culture’, ‘Karaz Culture’, ‘Early Transcau-
casian Culture’ and ‘Eastern Anatolia Early Bronze
Age Culture’. Due to the fact that, the people who have
created this culture, and whose language is similar to
the languages of the Ural-Altaic family of which
Turkish is a member, are Hurrians of the Asian origin,
has been accepted by both Turkish and foreign
scholars. As such it is more fitting to name it as the
‘Early Hurri Culture’. Also, later on the Hurri Culture
set the stage for the establishment of the powerful
Urartian Kingdom that maintained its rule for over
three centuries around ist millenium B.C. and which
included the highlands of Eastern Anatolia, Transcau-
casia, Northwestern Iran and Urfa-Halfeti region in
the south.

Earlier it was claimed that the origin of Hurri
Culture lay in Transcaucasia of Northwesterii Iran.
Consequently it was assumed that this culture des-
cended from the north into Eastern Anatolia and
thereon south up to Northern Syria. However it has
been defmitely found that the oldest culture in
Transcaucasia and Northwestem Iran is that of the
Chalcolithic and no earlier Neolithic material has been
found. On the other hand as a result of the
archaeological excavations conducted in the mounds of
the Elazig region it has been proven that an older
culture than Chalcolithic, that of the Neolithic, existed,
and that it had continued vvithout a break with strong
Anatolian characteristics. Early Paleolithic tools that
have been found by Prof. Dr. Kilic Kékten in Eskini-
Sefini, point to the fact that life existed in that region in
pre-Paleolithic period, while the Neolithic layers of
Pulur and Tepecik take the cultural history back to

5500-6000 years B.C. A very important conclusion is
F. 5
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drawn from this and it should be definitely understood
that the origin of Early Hurri Culture which has
convered a large area, is Eastern Anatolia and which
has spread from there to Northern Syria in the south, to
Transcaucasia in the north, and until Urmia Lake in
Nortwestern Iran in the east.

The most important material remains of the Early
Hurri Culture which spread up to Malatya in the west,
Transcaucasia in the north, Urmia Lake in the east and
inland Syria in the south are the form of ceramics that
have been unearthed in that vast region. These ceramics
that seem to have similar colours, shapes and similar
decorative techniques tend to have local Anatolian
characteristics in their main features, and that-leads us
to the belief that cultures in Eastern Anatolia have
retained a traditional character since that time.

mThe second characteristic common to the Hurri
Culture of Eastern Anatolia are the architectural
structures. The round planned constructional types of
Transcaucasia, Northwestern Iran and Van at that
period appear as an important and characteristic
element in the traditional Hurri Culture. These houses
which are similar to the round tents of the semi-
nomadic Hurrians were used for their practical advan-
tages. The walls ofthese houses, with a diameter of4-13 m
and a centre post and single entry are built with
rather thin mud-bricks. The use of these houses
resembling a bee-hive, 6ver a wide area, points to
permanent danger of some sort. These houses were
heated by portable stoves and could be evacuated
hastily under attacks by nomadic or semi-nomadic
communities. Especially in Karaz, Pulur and Giizelova
sites and around Elazi§ region, very attractive samples
of these stoves decorated for religious purposes have
been found. To conclude, the single post tents with a
light hole now used by the semi-nomadic Turkish clans
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of today resemble these round ancient houses and as
such, continue a local Anatolian character; because the
round tents used by the semi-nomadic Turkish clans of
today resemble these round ancient houses and as such,
continue a local Anatolian character; because the
round tents used by the semi-nomadic Turkish clans
form the basic and traditional structural shape since the
earliest times up till today. In fact even today there are
similar type of houses around Urfa.

It seems that the Hurrians migrated into Eastern
Anatolia, which had been settled since the 4th millenium
B.C., at the beginning of 3rd millenium. The fact that a
culture so divided geographically by mountain ranges
was homogeneous is another pointer that the 3rd
millenium B.C. settlers were Hurrians. Along with the
expansion of the Early Bronze Culture of Eastern
Anatolia which supports the above view, the cuneiform
tablets found in the Habour Valley prove that during
the time of the Accadians, Hurrians inhabited these
parts. Another characteristic of the Hurri Culture is
that the expeditious settlement of the newly arriving
clans in the region and spreading themselves 6Gver a
large area. This culture that embodied local Anatolian
characteristics and that continued its existence for such
a long period, gradually sunk towards a catastrophic
ending. Especially about the end of the 3rd millenium
B.C., the invasion of the Hittites, a people of Indo-
European origin, through the passes of Transcaucasia
into Eastern Anatolia formed the most important
cultural and political event of that age. The settlement
of the Hittites around 2000 B.C. in the steppes of
Central Anatolia saw a gradual change in the culture of
the Hurrians of Eastern Anatolia. With the migration
of the new people metalcraft and trading in metals
increased. As a result of the archaeological excava-
tions, it is understood that after the arrival of the Hittites
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in Anatolia there was a change in the economic balance
which tended to favour cattle and sheep raising,
hunting and small scale agriculture. This change took
place around 2000 B.C. In the internal relations of this
culture the effects of the dense population and the
larger number of centres of settlement had a major role.

It seems that after this gradual change around
2000 B.C. there were no further major changes in the
Culture of Hurrians of Eastern Anatolia. The moun-
tainous landscape, unfavourable topographic condi-
tions and harsh climatic circumstances must have also
played their role. The archaeological excavations and
surface surveys reveal that the traditional Hurrian
Culture continued with its old vividness. In addition, if
the archaeological map of Eastern Anatolia is studied,
it is also noted that the Bronze Age mounds indicating
settlements increase Over those found in the Neolithic
and Chalcolithic and this may indicate a level of
settlement and consequently of the population similar
to that of today. Starting from the Bronze Age the
population on the high plateaux of Eastern Anatolia
had steadily increased and small village communities
soared in numbers. This is proved by the mounds,
habitation centres and the cemeteries of the people

. living in those areas. It is understood that during that

period too'no remarkable change took place in the
standard of life. Small village communities continued
their livelihood with animal husbandry and agricul-
ture. However this increase of the population forced
those making their living from animal raising to look
for temporary settlement locations elsewhere. As the
existing grazing lands did not answer the requirements
of the increasing animal population these people
started migrating to higher plateau where water and
grass would be abundant. As such, the semi-nomadic
existence that started during that period became an
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inseperable and imperative part of normal village life.
As a result of this, from the 2nd millenium B.C. the
settlement centres of Eastern Anatolia, Transcaucasia
and Northwestem Iran became stagnant compared with
the old thriving lifestyle. Archaeological excavations in
the centres of both Transcaucasia and Northvvestern
Iran have shown that after 2nd millenium B.C., asevere
drought forced people to retreat to the higher plateaux
where abundant water and grass was to be found. The
same situation also made itself strongly felt in the
centres of settlement in Van Region. In fact the very
limited number of artifacts found in the mounds and
settlement locations of Van Region during excavations
and surveys prove that the stagnancy increased after
2nd millenium B.C. Just as in Transcaucasia in the
north, there is a shift of settlement to the high plateau
areas in Van Region.
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The Role Played By The Hurrians In The History
Of Near East In 2000 B.C.

During the 2nd millenium B.C. especially starting
from the 18th century several Hurrian lands are
mentioned. The main lands of the Hurrians are to be
found in the area from Lake Van to the river mouths of
Kizilirmak and Yesilirmak. In a wider sense Hurrian
lands extended from the Caucauses in the north to
Northern Syria and Upper Mesopotamia in the south,
from the Taurus in the west to Lake Urmiya in the east
beyond the Zagros ranges. This area shows new and
homogeneous trends beyond the scope of Sumerian
and Babylonian Cultures. However, due to the limited
number of excavations carried out in these moun-
tainous lands, written documents are very few.
Nevertheless it is understood that during 2000 B.C., the
central part of Hurrian country was Lake Van area.

Just as Hurrian names encountered in the Kiltepe
texts of Central Anatolia dating between 1950-1790
B.C., religious tablets in Hurrian have also been found
in the Mari documents of Mid-Euphrates region and
these date back to the Hammurabi period, 1728-1686
B.C. East of the Tigris Hurrian names occur in the
Arrapha-Nuzi texts in the Kirkuk area and during
excavations at Teli Achana Hurrian art treasures were
found. From Hittite documents of 2000 B.C. it is
understood that the region mentioned as ‘Kizzuvatna’
is to be located in east Cicilia (Cukurova and Amik
plains) and was under the domination of the Hurrians.

It can be deduced from the documents that the
boundaries of Hurrian-Mitanni state of the Near East
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extended from Kirkuk in the east to the Mediterrenean
in the west. The capital of the Hurrian-Mittanni state,
one of the most powerful in the Near East between
1550-1350 B.C., was the city of Vassugani which is
accepted to be near the present town of Rasual-Ain in
North Syria.

During the Early Hittite period, 1700-1450 B.C.,
the Hurrians inhabiting Southeast Anatolia showed
military and political superiority, when the Hittite
King Hattusil | was fighting in the west, by occupying
ali the Hittite lands with the exception of the Hittite
capital Hattusa.

The influence and the effect of the Hurrians,
especially in the cultural context increased and
expanded during the Empire period, 1450-1180 B.C. In
the archives of Hattusa (Bogazkdy) Hurrian written
texts have been found in documents dating back to the
13th century B.C., and Hurrian elements have been
clearly noted in Hittite religion and mythology.

Just as in the 13th century B.C. texts at Yazilikaya
outdoor temple and at other Hittite rock reliefs
Hurrian gods and goddesses have occupied important
places. The main hurrian goddess Hepat and her
husband Tesup and other Hurrian deities are found in
the Hittite pantheon, and the Kumarbi and other
Hurrian legends and epics entered Hittite literatlire and
mythology and left a deep impresson on Hittite
Culture. In fact, the evidence of Hittite kings and
queens having Hurrian names as a result of this
religious influence is the most definitive evidence in this
respect.

In the middle ofthe 2nd millenium B.C., this Hurri-
Mitanni state which had been the strongest political
power in the ancient Near East, having lost strength
during the expeditions of Suppiluliuma, became only a
Hittite vassal and a buffer state against the Assyrians.
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During the last quarter of the 2nd millenium B.C. after
the total collapse of the Hurri-Mitanni and the fail of
the Hittite Empire in 1200 B.C. even the Hittite sources

stopped mentioning it.



The Establishment Of The Urartian State And
Hiirrian-Urartian Relations

The Hurrian and Mitanni state was essentially a
federation of feudal states, which as the central
authority diminished, became fragmented énce more.
With the rise ofthe Middle Assyrian state, the Assyrian
Kings utilized these favourable conditions to bring
these lands under their own hegemony. However a
common and powerful enemy forced these small states
to Unite. The result was, as many Assyrian documents
teli us, that during the 13th century B.C. resistence ofthe
Nairian and Urartian states continued against the
Assyrians in the lands from Lake Van to Western Iran.

The oldest avilable information about Urartu is
based on the Assyrian sources. The Assyrian King
Salmanassar | (1274-1245 B.C.) informs that during the
first years of his reign he lead an expedition against
Urartu, or Uruatri in ancient Assyrian, and conquered
and destroyed 8 countries and 51 cities in 1274 B.C.
However, even though at such an early period of
archaic Urartu, a state with a strong central authority
can not be accepted, it is possible that 8 princedoms
might have united under the name Uruatri against the
Assyrian danger.

Later on in the sources of the Assyrian King
Tukulti-Ninurta 1, 1244-1208 B.C., son of Salma-
nassar, it is mentioned that he conquerred the Nairian
Lands in Eastern Anatolia, defeated 40 kings and
chained them, flooded the streams with the blood of
their soldiers, put the lands of the Upper Sea (Lake
Van) under his domination and forced them to pay
tribute.
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Even though, the 40 kings actually mean the 40
princes who must have united as a second group of
independent tribes beside the Uruatri, to defend their
independence against the Assyrians. The Uruatri and
the Nairian tribes who inhabited the lands from the
Upper Euphrates to Rizaiye Lake and around Lake
Van were under the rule of either Hurrian or Proto-
Urartian tribal chiefs. The fact that the Hurrians and
the Urartians come from the same origin must have
played a role in this, since the Urartian language is of
neither Semitic nor Indo-European origin but rather an
Asian language related to the Hurrian language, in
terms of morphology, phonology, syntax and voca-
bulary, has been verified by many researchers. The
joint fact of the homogeneity of the physical remains of
the pre-historic period in Eastern Anatolia and-
Northern Mesopotamia-where both languages flou-
rished-and the existence of two related languages of
Hurrian and Urartian during pre-historic times, are
considered as thejustification for the Hurrian-Urartian
origin of the majority of the population in the area.
According to this view, the root of the Hurriari-
Urartian society had been the community that created
the Eastern Anatolian Chalcolithic Culture or in a
wider sense the Kura-Aras Culture during 3rd
millenium B.C. This same culture later on, in the second
half of 3rd millenium B.C. spread out to Morthern
Mesopotamia from Eastern Anatolia and created the
Khirbet-Kerak Culture of Palestine and Southern
Syria. It is recognized that the Hurrian and Urartian
communities had their roots in the same source and
that they might even have come as the two branches of
the same race and in subsequent migration waves and
had spread out in a southerly direction from
Transcaugasia. Along with the similarities of the
languages, the differences seem to result from the
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settlement of the Urartians in the mountainous regions
and the Hurrians' descend to the south and their
contact with other cultures or from the degree of
kinship between the two peoples. Nevertheless some
philologists hold the opinion that the Hurrians emigra-
ted from the steppes and highlands of Central Asia into
Eastern Anatolia through Iran and that Urartians came
the same way but that they seperated from the Hurrians
around the middle of 3rd millenium B.C. Like the
Hurrian languagc, the Urartian language is also classi-
fied as an Asian language due to their common characte-
ristic of being agglutunative in general form. H owever it
should be definitely clarified that the Urartian language
has nothing to do nor has relation with Armenian which
forms part of the Satem group of the Indo-European
languages. Also due to its word creating capacity by
adding suffixes to a given root Urartian has similarities
with the Ural-Altaic languaggs.

On the other hand, we also see clear relations in
other cultural forms between the Hurrians and
Urartians besides the resemblance of the languages.
Especially it is very interesting, as the experts point out,
that the gods and goddesses of the Hurrian and the
Urartian come from the same origin. In the Meher-
kapisi inscription dating from King Ishpuini (830-810
B.C.) and his son Menua (830-786 B.C.) among the 79
deities of the Urartian Pantheon, three main deities are
mentioned and these are Haldi, Teisheba and Shivini.
Haldi is the chief god and the god of war. Teisheba is
the same as the Hurrian equivalent of the chiefgod and
god of storms, Teshup. In addition, the wives of these
gods are the same. The wife of Teshup has the name
Herat while the wife of Teishepa is called Huba. The
sun god Shivini is identical with the Hurrian sun god
Shimigi. It is also noted that the capital of ancient
Urartu (today the Castle of Van) carries the name
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Tushpa vvhich is related to the goddess Tushpuea. This
picture of the same deities being worshipped by the two
races shows the degree ofrelation and the cultural unity
betvveen the two peoples.

The actual unification of the Nairian and the
Urartian feudal princedoms and the resulting political
union took place only in the mid 9t century B.C. The
Assyrian King Salmanassar 111 (858-824 B.C.) had to
fight with King Aramu who ruled ali the Urartian lands
extending betvveen the sources ofthe Euphrates and the
sources of Tigris. It was impossible for the Assyrians to
control effectively these mountainous and unyielding
lands. After a short period King Sarduri I, (840-830
B.C.), son of Lutipri, was the real founder of the
Urartian Kingdom and also became the builder of the
capital Tushpa, which is today’s Van Castle.

The name Ararat mentioned in the Hebrew
sources becomes Urarat in the Qumran texts, both of
which are Urartu in Assyrian. The Urartians on the
other hand called themselves Biainili. The contem-
porary name of Van today is believed to have come
from the Urartian Biane or Viane.

The real founder of the Urartu State and the
dynasty was King Sarduri | who also built the
magnificient Van Castle which forms the nucleus of the
ancient capital ofthe Urartians, on the eastern slopes of
the ancient capital of the Urartians, on the eastern
slopes of the Van Lake, Tushpa. The texts on the
founding on the kingdom, vvritten on the stone blocks
of the walls called Sardurburcu or popularly Madir-
burcu, on the northwestern slopes of the Castle are the
beginnings of he locally written chronicles of the
Urartian period. These texts vvritten in the new
Assyrian cuneiform and in Assyrian, explain their
cultural give-and-take with the Assyrians in the peace
time and even the domination of the Assyrians Over
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them. However, around 820 B.C. the Urartian Kings
started to have texts written in their own language. The
Urartian language had adopted the cuneiform system
like the Hurrian and other languages ofthe Near East.
Nevertheless they also used a form of hieroglyphics,
which they developed during the influence of the Late
Hittite period, for their daily use.

The stone blocks of Madirburg, weighing 30 tons
and cut uniformly show the amazing degree of stone
working and monumental architecture that Urartians
had reached during the first half of 9th century B.C. In
those texts King Sarduri I, son of Lutipri, claims his
universal rule and explains his political programme by
using the titles that the kings of Mesopotamia tra-
ditionally used, by calling himself, The Powerful King,
King of the World, and also; King of the Nairi and the
Great King to show his respect for the local customs.

Apart from the titles that King Sarduri used in
these texts he reiterates that he does not recognize the
superiority of the Assyrians and that he considers the
Urartian Kingdom an equal to them. Tushpa, the
capital city that he had founded had ahvays been the
capital ofthe Urartu and continued that status until the
total collapse of the Urartian Kingdom. His political
programme however was carried out by the Urartu
kings who followed him.

Ishpuini (825-815 B.C.), son of Sardur I, and
Ishpuini’s son Menua, capitalizing on the weakness of
the Assyrians during the time of Salmanassar 11 and
his heirs, strengthened their state and started Urartian
expansion in the real sense. We see that during that
period the texts were written in Urartian. The first
conquest of land by the Urartu had been the vicinity of
Rizaiye which today is in the Iranian Azerbaijan. Due
to the incursions of Urartians into Assyrian lands at
that stage, the Assyrian King Shamsiadad organized
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military expeditions, between 818-816 B.C., to Upper
Tigris area which used to be uncontested Assyrian
lands till that time. Together with gaining vast
territories in that area the Urartians extended their
influence as close as the environs ofNineveh. In the two
texts written in Urartian and Assyrian found at the
Kelishin Pass in the North Zagros mountains; the entry
of Ishpuini and Menua into the city of Mushashir
(Ardini in Urartian), and the presentation of sacrificial
gifts and a temple to God Haldi and his wife
Bagmashtu, are explicitly described. The city of
Mushashir/Ardini located near the modern Iragi town
of Rowanduz and which used to be in central Assyria
came under the hegemony of the Urartians during the
last quarter of 9th century B.C. The city of Mushashir,
which became a very important cultural centre for the
Urartian chief deity Haldi, stayed under Urartian
domination until 714 B.C. and this shows that the
Urartians extended their hold on the lands adjacent to
Assyrian homeland. Another text of Ishpuini and
Menua, uncovered recently at Kalatgah, indicates that
the commercial and military road passing through the
Usnaviye Valley and connecting Urartu in the east to
Assyria was in the hands of the Urartians.

During the reign of King Menua whom we know
from 6ver 110 texts Urartu became a powerful, well
organized, developed and vast state. Urartu came into
contact with the Manna people south of Rizaiye Lake
as their eastern neighbours. It is proved by the Menua
inscriptions found at Tastepe south of Lake Urmia that
the Assyrians fought for the Manna domains. In the
west, Euphrates did not present itself as a natural
border line for the Urartians and the Kingdom of
Malatya, a Late Hittite Kingdom, had to pay tribute.
In the south the Urartian King advanced up to the
middle of Blyuk Zap valley and the Assyrian border.



EASTERN ANATOLIA AND URARTIANS

The Aras river was crossed during a military expedition
in the north, but these fertile lands were added to the
kingdom at a later date. Fighting continued in the area
betvveen Aras river and Gokcegol.

These new lands acquired as a result of military
conquests demanded an administrative organization
and thus the country was divided into provinces
administered by governors. As the remains are seen
today, in places of strategic, economic importance
fortresses were built and these apart from providing
military protection turned into cultural and commercial
centres as a result of the connecting road netvvork
betvveen them. In Addition, during the Menua period by
the use of physical and financial resources provided by
the captive slaves and booty, the country vvas developed
and constructed. As an example of this the Menua
Canal, 51 km long and later attributed to the legendary
gueen Semiramis, and today’s Shamram stream, stili
continues to bring life to the Van plain, ancient Tushpa,
as a masterpiece of Urartian irrigation engineering.

During the time of Argishti I, son of Menua, the
povver of Urartu increased even more (790-765 B.C.).
In the vvest Argishti fought vvith Malatya and other
Hittite Kingdoms. Hovvever the main direction of his
expeditions vvere tovvards the east and the southeast.
Again and again along wvith fighting the tribes in the
vicinity of Gokcgegol, Leninakan and Erivan on the
Aras river, he vvent on wvith his military expeditions into
mner Transcaucasia. In addition, although Argishti |
repeatedly fought the Mannas, it is understood that he
never permanently added these lands into his domain.
Hovvever Argishti | advanced ali the vvay to Barsuai or
Parshua, an area vvhich used to be on the vvay of the
Persians, immigration route into Southvvestem Iran.

Argishti | talks about the various victories 0ver the
Assyrians vvith self-glorification and pride. These
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battles mainly took place on the frontiers of Northeast-
em Iran and contact vvith Assyrian homeland was not
achieved. Hovvever, the fact that Argihsti vvon victories
against lands that were under Assyrian domination
proves that during that period Assyrian state vvas in a
weak position.

From the inscriptions on the rock facade of
Argishti’s tomb vvhich are in the nature ofan annal, it
iIs understood that Argishti following his father’s
expansionist policies, colonized Agri Plain and during
the fifth and the eleventh years of his reign founded
the cities of Erebuni (Arin-Bert) and Argishtihinili
(Armauvir) respectively. Thus together vvith planning
the exploitation of this area by Urartu properly he
also established strong military bases for any future
assaults into Transcaucasia. In the west, having
crossed the Euphrates he lead an expedition against

Hilaruvanda, King of Malatya.
In Northern Syria, there vvere also clashes vvith the

Assyrians. The Urartians knevv the Assyrian methods
of war and hegemony and thus employed the Assyrian
policy of forced emigration.

In the annals of Argishti I, it is mentioned that
6600 vvarriors from the Hittite realm, probably of
Malatya, and from Shupani had been forced to
emigrate and to settle in Transcaucasia.

The Urartian state reached the apex of its povver
during the time of Sardur 11 (764-735 B.C.), becoming
the largest and the most povverful state in the Near East
by taking advantage of the vveakened position of the
Assyrians. Hovvever it only managed to retain this
position by continually fighting the same enemy.

Sardur Il prided himself vvith the fact that he
defeated the Assyrian King Assurninari V. In the east,
the lands adjacent to GOkgegdl in Transcaucasia vvere
annexed and the Urartian armies continued their
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advance up to the lands of the Kulha, which probably
was the classical Colchis. In this region the most eastern
inscription of Sardur Il has been found southeast of
GoOkcegol. Sardur Il also organized expeditions into
the territory of the Manna and Northwestern Iran.

During the region of Sardur Il whose inscriptions
are found from the Euphrates to Iranian Azerbaijan
and up to Lake Cildir in the north the Urartian state
reached its most extensive limits. According to the
results of the latest researches, remains of Urartian
settlements have been found in the lands extending
from GOkcgego6li-Bayburt in the north, Malatya in the
west, Aleppo and Musul in the south, and Lake Urmia
or even the Caspian Sea in the east. (Map 2)

This shows that the Urartians during the peak of
their power reached the same limits of the Hurrians of
mid 2nd millenium B.C.

Though his father followed a policy of expanding
in the east, Sardur Il had his most important enter-
prises in the west.

First, Commagene under King Kushtashpi was
defeated and forced to pay taxes and send troops.
Afterwards, Sardur Il moved against the King of
Malatya, Hilaruvanda. The most western Urartian
inscription is found at 1zolu (Habib Usagi) and talks of
the victory against Hilaruvanda. In the place where this
inscription was placed, on a rock above the southern
bend of the Euphrates, Sardur Il had a castle built to
protect the region and the pass.

Later on Aleppo was captured in the Urartian
onslaught. The aim of this military endeavour was to
isolate Assyria, cut her off from the Mediterrenean and
her vassal states in Syria and Anatolia. Sardur strove to
realize the aims expressed in the titles of the previous
Urartian kings, which were to establish a great empire
in the Syrian-Anatolian region and the replacement of

F.6
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Assyria. Sardur accordingly had the intention of
placing himself at the head of one of the regulating
powers of the Near East.

The powerless kings of Assyria like Assurdan 111
and Assurninari V could not succeed in any military
or political way and consequently the last of the
Assyrian vassal states in Syria and Anatolia switched
their al.legian.ee and allied themselves with Sardur II.
Especially Prince Bit-Agusi of Arami, King Sulumal
of Malatya, King Tarchulara of Gurgun (today’s
Maras) King Urikki of Que and King Kushtashpi of
Commagene (in the area of modern Adiyaman and
Gaziantep oftoday), and even the kings of Karkemish
and Tyros joined Sardur Il in an alliance. Thus Urartu
formed a political coalition with the Anatolian and
North Syrian princedoms against Assyria and
practically besieging it from the Parshua region in
the east up to Euphrates along the southern foothills of
the Anatolian ranges and from there to the shores of
the Mediterrenean.

However, with the ascension of Tiglatpileser 111 to
the Assyrian throne (744-727 B.C.) the situation
changed, with the reorganization of the army and the
King’s sytematic switch 6ver to the west after regaining
the lost territories in the east. To crush the encirclement
of the Urartians that had blockaded the Assyrian trade
with the Central Anatolian Plateau he prompted his
armies. The decisive battle between Tiglatpileser and
Sardur Il and his allies took place in 742 B.C. in
Kishtan and Halpide in Commagene (near Samsat off
the banks of Euphrates) and the Urartian armies were
convincingly defeated. Facing the onslaught the
Urartians had no choice but to retreat to their
homeland near Lake Van. In fact Tiglatpileser Ill
chased Sardur Il ali the way to Tushpa (Van Castle)
and though he besieged the capital he could not
conquer it.


al.legian.ee
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After this military victory the Assyrians recon-
quered the Anatolian and Upper Syrian princedoms
without fearing any Urartian interference and re-
established the connection between Central Anatolia
and the Mediterrenean.

There is insufficient information about the last
phase of the reign of Sardur Il. It seems that the heavy
losses incurred before the Assyrians affected the central
government of Urartu in a negative vvay, thus vveaken-
ing it; since the Assyrians had several other
expeditions against Urartu and recaptured the lands
they lost previously betvveen the years 739-735 B.C.

The era of Sardur Il constitutes the climax of the
Urartian Political achievements as well as its architec-
tural, cultural and artistic activities. Cavustepe (Sardu-
rihinili) expresses the above in its most precise terms. In
the inscriptions on the fagcade of the temple of the local
god Irmushini-whose chiefdeity is Haldi-Sardur, son of
Argishti, mentions that he had a fortress built as the
administrative centre, and baptized it Sardurihinili. He
claims to have dug a canal from the Guguna river, builta
city wvith gardens and cultivated land, caused the
building of grand monuments along vvith the Haldi and
the Irmushini temples on land vvhere nothing used to
exist, and to be “With the benevolence of Haldi, Sardur
the Povverful King, the Great King, King ofthe Lands of
Biainili, is the Master of the City of Tushpa”.

The city of Cavustepe (Sardurihinili), consisting of
the upper and the lovver fortresses, that vwwe have
uncovered during excavations Over a period of 17
years, testifies to the high level of Urartian civilization
reached during the reign of Sardur Il. The quality of
artistic vvorkmanship from the smallest fragment to the
temple and its surrounding vvalls, apart from being
masterpieces of Urartian military architecture, prove
that he really vvas the ‘Povverful King’.
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After a certain time, the Urartian state was again
reorganized under the rule of another great king, King
Rusa | (735-714/3 B.C.) The bilingual text found at
Tapzava, now in lraq, ascertains the fact that the
strategically important city of Mushashir administered
by Prince Urzana was reconquered and used as a
fortified military outpost against the Assyrians.

Rusa following his father Sardur II's steps in
foreign policyjoined in an alliance with the Tabal King,
Ambaris and the Mushki King Mita, of Anatolia.

Though it is repeatedly purported that he founded
the new capital city of Rusahinili (Toprakkale) and to
secure the vvater supply of the city he had a dam built in
Lake Kesis and a canal dug from there to the city of
Garden, it is most probable that ali these were
accomplished by Rusa Il later on. Some lands adjacent
to Gokcegol of Transcaucasia were recaptured and
fortresses were built to keep them under Urartian
hegemony. By dispossessing the Manna of ali the lands
east of Lake Urmia in the southeast, he included the
whole of Iranian Azerbaijan with Tabriz in the Urartian
possessions. Along with supplying the Urartian armies
with the necessary horses from these lands, he also had
irrigation systems constructed for the area, which the
Assyrians talk of with reverance later on.

Again, even during the reign of Rusa I, the
Urartians suffered a heavy defeat at the hands of the
Assyrians. Sargon Il of Assyria (721-705 B.C.), follow-
ing the policies of Tiglatpileser, first rCestablished the
authority of Assyria in the west in ali the lands as far as
Palestine, and in 714 B.C. directed his attention
towards the east with his famous 8th expedition;
continuing along the banks ofthe River Zap he reached
the lranian plateau Over the Zagros Ranges. After
securing the forced allegiance of the Parshuas and the
Manna and the small Mede princedoms, he organized a
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major assault on the Urartians to eradicate that danger
in the north and to destroy it decisively.

In the battle that took place in the foothills of
Uaus mountains and between the armies of Rusa | and
Sargon Il, the Urartians again suffered a heavy defeat.
Rusa had to flee the battlefield back to his homeland.
Sargon reports that Rusa killed himself with an ‘iron
dagger’. After the battle Assyrians captured the city of
Ulhu and destroyed it along with the province itself.
Hovvever they could not conquer the capital city.

Sargon IlI, on his wvay back, captured the
provincial capital of the Urartians in the east, the city
of Mushashir, destroyed and pillaged the royal palace
and the Temple of Haldi, looted ali the gold and silver
presents to the temple and took a large number of
pieces of art and vveapons.

It is most likely that the joint attacks of the
Cimmerians and the Assyrians played an important
part in the defeat of Rusa | at the hands of Sargon II.

Nevertheless, Urartu retained its independence
and its status of being a povverful state by protecting its
boundaries both in the east and the vvest during the
reign of Argishti Il (714/3-685 B.C.), son of Rusa I.
During the period of increasing attacks by the
Cimmerians the King aimed at strengthening the
border areas to increase their defensive capacity. It is
seen that during the reign of Argishti Il Urartu re-
entered another phase of ascendancy.

During the time of Rusa Il (685-645 B.C.) who
reigned after Argishti 11, Urartu vvitnessed a period of
renaissance and along vvith increased building activities,
nevv endeavours in economic and administrative fields
vvere launched. Urartu lost a considerable amount of
land and human life as a consequence of the continuous
vvars wvith the Assyrians and Cimmerian invasions in the
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north dver half a century. Also during that period the
new threat of the Scythians to the Assyrians created an
indirect ‘Modus Vivendi' between the Urartu and the
Assyrians, thus giving a breathing space to Urartians.
After Sargon 11, Assyrians relaxed their northem policy
and instead concentrated on the affairs ofthe west. Rusa
Il taking advantage of that relaxed atmosphere prac-
ticed a new settlement and population policy to make up
for the loss of manpower that his country suffered. The
King felt the need of new and young populations to till
the unoccupied lands, and to found new cities and
centers parallel to those lost, and to exploit the potential
economically. The necessary population for the purpose
were secured from the neighbouring lands and re-settled
in Urartian domains. For instance, sources confirm
that men from the Halitu region, women from Manna
and whole communities from Mushki and Hate lands
were secured.

Also during the time of the same King, it is seen
that wide-spread and heavy construction was started in
the east and in the area of Northern Aras (Araxes).
Along with the city of Bastam and its fort in Iranian
Azerbaijan, the new provincial city of Transcaucasia,
Teisheba (Karmir-Blur), was his work. In the home-
land however, the moving of the capital to Toprakkale
Rusahinili and the reconstruction of Adilcevaz
(Kef Fortress), are clear proofs of the city building
policies that Rusa Il practiced both on the frontiers and
in the homeland.

As a result of the excavations we have conducted,
the inclusion of Cavustepe (Sardurihinili) in the
reconstruction programme of Rusa Il who took up
construction densely in the capital region, has been
verified.

During a time ofreconstruction ofthe Kingdom at
the hands of Rusa Il, by diverting the attentions of
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Assyrians, the Scythian invasions of Urartian lands
have been a constant issue that engaged the state.

However, Rusa Il vvith a brilliant political
maneouver diverted this Scythian invasion into Manna
lands. In fact, the inscriptions found on clay tablet in
Toprakkale express this political success of Rusa 1.

It is understood that by diverting the Scythians
into Manna lands and the consequent Scythian-manna
alliance, had put the Assyrian King Assurhaddon (680-
699 B.C.) in a more critical state of affairs, thus
enabling Rusa Il to accelerate the development of
Urartu vvithout any foreign hindrance. Hovvever even
with the initial political success of Urartian policy,
Assurhaddon stili managed to break the Scythian-
Manna alliance and by 679 B.C. crushed the revolt in
the area. In fact a short time afterwards, a closing ofthe
gap betvveen the Scythians and the Assyrians took
place and by marrying his daughter to the King of
Scythians, Partatua, Assurhaddon strengthened the
Assyrian-Scythian alliance, vvith a blood tie.

During the same time approximately, Rusa Il, due
to the failure of his political move and the increasing
danger posed by the Mede in the east, sentembassadors to
King Assurbanipal (668-627 B.C.), around 654 B.C., to
establish diplomatic relations. It seems pretty obvious
that the Urartu-Assyrian rapproachment vvas intended
against the Medes and the increasing pressure exerted
by the Medes follovving the ascension of Xyaxares to
the Median throne around 650 B.C.

Sarduri 111, (645-635 ? B.C.) who took the throne
after the death of his father Rusa Il, follovved his
father’s steps and sent ambassadors to Assurbanipal
and vvent as far as voluntarily accepting the over-all
hegemony of the Assyrians. We do not have a definite
idea about Assurbanipal’s attitude against such an
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offer. However this particular event shows that after
the death of Rusa Il, Urartu no longer carried the same
weight in the affairs of the Near East at that period.

Though we do not have sufficient information
about the reigns of Sarduri 1V, son of Sarduri I, and
his son Erimena, and the political developments of the
period, nevertheless the mentioning of Rusa 111, son of
Erimena, on the shields found in Toprakkale and
especially the inscription found in Armavir mentioning
him as the builder of a granary there, show that during
the last years of 7th century B.C., the Urartian
Kingdom stili had enough life to go on building in the
frontier areas in the north. Furthermore if we are to
assume that the name of‘Rusa son of Rusa’ as a King’s
name, encountered on a seal legend found in Karmir-
Blur, it would be probable to accept the existence of the
Urartian Kingdom during the end of 7th and even the
beginning of 6th centuries B. C. However, we are not in
any position to ansvver whether‘Rusa son of Rusa’was
a king titled Rusa IV, orjust a prince from the royal
family.

As can be deduced, though the Urartian state
continued its existence after the death of Rusa I, it had
lost its importance to a very large extent. During the
second half of 7th century B.C. the Assyrian Kingdom
also most of its grandeur and power and faced the
rebellion of the Kingdom of Babylonia and the
increasing threat of the Medes. Before the conquest of
Nineveh, the Medes and Scythiansjoined in an alliance
and the Scythians played a very important role in the
siege and the final fail of the Assyrian capital. The
Assyrian King, Assurubalit withdrew to Harran after
the fail of Nineveh, stayed there until 609 B.C. and
finally after the siege and conquest of Karkemish, the
Assyrian Empire existed no more.
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The collapse of the Assyrian Empire created a
political vacuum and headed by the Scythians, the
Medes and the Babylonians started to play major
political roles. Under the conditions of this new
situation the existence of Urartu as a political force
would be a subject for discussion. However, Babylonian
chronicles talk of the Scythians advancing to Urartian
(Urashtu) lands in 609 B.C. and their subsequent
hegemony Over the Urartian lands in the Upper Tigris
Basin. In fact soon after the fail of Nineveh, the
Scythians forced Kyaxares into a retreat and byjoining
forces with the Babylonian King Nabopolassar con-
fronted the Medes., (Herodotus I, 104), and as
Herodotus informs us again, (Herodotus 1,106) ruled
Western Asia for 28 years.

Ifhistorical documents are scrutinized, no trace of
Median military advances into Eastern Anatolia are
known until the end of 7th century B.C. As such the
information of Babylonian chronicles as to the capture
of Urartian lands soon after 609 B.C. by the Scythians
can be accepted as valid. In fact some of the
archaeological findings during the course of excava-
tions at Cavustepe seem to prove that Urartian
Kingdom and Cavustepe Fortress were destroyed by
the Scythians.

The most vivid and physical evidence as to the
extended siege and the final destruction of the Fortress
by the Scythians are the thousands of Scythian style
arrow heads found ali dver the front of the surrounding
walls of the Fortress and inside the fortifications.

The terror of the invasion is also evidenced by the
layers of fire destruction, unearthed by the excavations.
Apart from that, the existence of deformed arrow
heads, some stuck deep in the Fortress walls, the
skeleton of someone, either thrown down or a fallen
watchman, with his belt stili around his waist, and other
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skeletons found in the same manner show how terrible
and dramatic the invasion must have been. We can
assume that this invasion which totally devastated
Cavustepe, also destroyed the last capital of the
Urartian Kingdom, Toprakkale (Rusahinili), since the
Scythian style arrow heads found in the excavations in
Toprakkale support our assumption.

It is known that the Scythians, after destroying the
Urartian Kingdom, did not settle in the area and
moved south into Syria and Egypt.

During that phase, it is likely that Urartian lands
came under the domination of the Medes gradually
from the east to the west and it is also probable that
King Syennesis of Cilicia cooperated with the Medes.
According to Herodotus (I, 74) the war betvveen the
Medes and the Lydians continued for five years and
finally ended with the edipse of the sun in 585 B.C.
Then, until 590 B.C. Eastern Anatolia, Halys (Kizilr-
mak) meaning Urartian lands and Cappadocia must
have fallen under the domain of the Medes.

However, according to Strabon (522), the Medes
had a decisive victory Over the Scythians near Zela
(Zile) in Cappodocia and built the Temple of Anaitis to
commemorate the event. As a result ofthat victory ali the
wide ranging lands between Media and Cappadocia
and Colchis were added to the Kingdom of Kyaxares.
Since the defeat ofthe Scythians could have taken place
at the time of Alyattes, this battle can only be placed
betvveen 595 B.C. when Alyattes pushed the Cimmerians
from Western Anatolia to Cappadocia and extended the
boundaries of Lydia to the banks of Kizilirmak, and
590 B.C. when the battles between the Medes and the
Lydians began. Thus the 28 years of Scythian rule
mentioned by Herodotus (I, 106) would seem to be
true. The fact that the battles continued for five years
and that no side could effectively prove a superiority,
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show that there was a balance in the military might of
the Lydians and the Medes. Also it can be assumed that
the Mede armies who fought extended battles against
the Scythians might have been tired. It is possible that
the Scythians after their defeat at Zela returned to their
homeland since they could not permanently settle in an
alien land. After this date no traces ofthe Scythians are

to be found in Anatolia.
On the other hand, the Urartians who continued

their existence till the end of 7th century B.C. have not
played any role in Near Eastem and Anatolian history
during the 6th and 5th centuries B.C. That points to the
fact the Scythians totally destroyed the Urartians
including their cultural centres and those who managed
to escape from that terrible fate withdrew to moun-
tainous areas.

Taking into account both the findings and the
traces ofthe invasion at Cavustepe, we accept the thesis
that the Urartians were destroyed within the last
decade of 7th century B.C. by a Scythian onslaught and
the last remaining settlement founded by those who
escaped Cavustepe had been totally devastated by the
Medes who conquered Eastern Anatolia and were
pushing against the Lydians. Though the last level of
settlement at Cavustepe gives only the village standard
ofculture, nevertheless in terms of its architecture it stili
carried on the Urartian traditions. Hovvever, no traces
or documents exist, indicating a foreign culture settling
in the magnificient Fortress of Cavustepe (Sardurihinili)
either during that phase or for the next 1000 years. Other
Urartian forts and settlement sites support this conclusion.

The Urartian territory, in the early years ofthe 6th
century B.C., became a cause of dispute between the
Medes and the Lydians; finally Medes controled the
eastern portions of Anatolia up to the Kizilirmak
(Halys) river. This seems to be. the period when the
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Armenians migrated from the West and began to settle
to the regions east of the Euphrates in small groups, as
new-commers. The Armenians are first mentioned in
the inscription of Darius, in the 6th century B.C.
During the Persian-Achaemenid empire, Armenians
formed a satrapy. The Armenians reffered to them-
selves not as Armenians but as the Haikh (singular,
Hai). Philologists are inclined to believe that though
the roots of the Armenian language is Indoeuropean
in essence, it has amalgameted to a great extent vvith the
ancient, non-Arian Anatolian languages. Consequently,
questions like their arrival to the region, their routes of
migration and their homeland cannot be clearly
determined.

Certain scholars (J. Karst, Die Vorgeschichtlichen
Mittelmeervolker. Heidelberg, 1931), hovvever, are in
the opinion that the Armenians (Arminia, Armina) or
the Armenoid tribes had 6nce lived in the northern
Aegean, in Greece-in northern Thessaly and Illyria-and
that they vvere amongst the indigenous people of the
above mentioned region. Moreover, these scholars
claim that the Armenians, vvho vvere essentially
nomads, had belonged to the Phrygio-Thracian tribes
and that they vvere forced to migrate tovvards east due
to the pressure of the Illyrians. Certain philologists and
orientalists, on the other hands, basing their vievvs on
linguistic and ethnographic evidences (i.e. Armenians
calling themselves Haikh and the actual vvord Arme-
nian being foreign to them), believe that the Armenian
origins should be sought at the northern Greece and in
the Balkans.

Though the Armenian homeland is assumed to be
Thessaly and the Balkans, it is not knovvn vvhen they
had arrived to Anatolia as vvell as vvhere they had lived
vvithout leaving any trace, prior to the 6th century B.C.



EASTERN ANATOLIA AND URARTIANS

At the very end of the 5th century B.C. (401-400
B.C.), Xenephon, in his Anabasis, speaks of the
Armenians amongst other Anatolian tribes.

As Alexander the Great conquered the Persian
Empire, the Armenians were left free for a short period
of time. After Alexander’s death, however, they began
to live under the total dominance of the Seleucids, who
reigned Over Syria and almost the whole Near East, and
paid them tribute. During the period of the Seleucid
king Antiochus 111, the Armenian territories were
directly controled by the Seleucids but as Antiochus 111
was defeated by the Romans in 190 B.C. near Magnesia
and was forced to sign the Apemeia treaty in 188 B.C.,
the satrapies of Armenia regained their freedom.

Artaxias, who controled the region, founded
Artaxata as his capital to the north and on the river
Araxes (near Erivan today). As the Seleucid period
came to an end and the state dispersed, Tigranes, a
descended of Artaxias, wanted to enlarge the lands he
controled by inheriting the former Selucid territories.
Tigranes who in his younger years was kept as a
hostage by the Parthians, not only conquered some of
the Parthian lands but also took the control of certain
small buffer states that lay between his and the
Parthian country.

Tigranes, the son-in law of Mithradates, tried to
Unite the former Seleucid territories under his controle
(83 B.C)).

His rise was of short duration. In 77 B.C., he
founded his new capital Tigranocerta to the southwest
of the Lake Van (Farkin or Silvan, to the north-east of
Diyarbakir today). Along with Mithradates, he launch-
hed an assault to Capadocia and then forced most of
the natives living there to migrate and settle by the
vicinity of his new capital. His ally and father-in-law
Mithradates was defeated by the Romans in the year of
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69 B.C. and took refuge by him. As its consequence, the
Roman commander Lucullus marched to Tigranocerta
and besieged the capital. The Roman army which vvas
composed of 16.000 men defeated Tigranes forces and
conquered the city. In 68 B.C., Lucullus again defeated
the joint forces of Mithradates and Tigranes. He also
wanted to conquer the former Armenian capital
Artaxata but due to the mutiny of his men, he went to
Mesopotamia instead. Two years later, Tigranes was
obliged to give himself and his state up to the Roman
commander Pompeius.

Mithradates vvas defeated by Pompeius and
seeked asylum by Tigranes, who not only refused his
appeal but also offered a revvard of 100 talents to those
who would bring Mithradates back to him, dead or
alive. Thus, he cut ali the contacts vvith him. The reason
behind this act vvas that he feared the Romans and felt
uneasy of the prevailing disorders existing in his
country.

Tigranes appointed his various sons one-by-one as
his heir to the throne but, later being suspicious of
them, ordered them to be killed. The last heir vvas
Tigranes, the Younger, bom from Mithradates daughter.

Tigranes the Younger vvas not sure of his future
and rebelled against his father in 66 B.C., took refuge
by the Parthian king. The Parthian king equipped him
with an army and sent him back to Armenia but
meanvvhile Tigranes the Great vvithdrevv to the moun-
tains. Later on, Tigranes the Younger joined his
grandfather Mithradates and after his defeat by the
Romans, he also surrendered to them.

Tigranes the Great implored for mercy to Pompeius
at Arthaxata; he not only had to give back ali the lands
he had conquered but also was forced to pay 6000 talents
as an indemnity as vvell as give a province to his rebelious
son.
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Thus, the state founded by Tigranes lived only for
a short period oftime and Armenia again turned out to
be an unimportant country and acted as a buffer state
between the Roman Empire and the Parthian kingdom
ali throughout the ancient history.

Although Tigranes is said to be a friend and an ally
of the Romans, in fact he was one of his vassals.

Pompeius made the country to the west of
Euphrates, known as Armenia Minor, a small state
under the Roman patronage and during the reign of
emperor Vespesianus it was incorporated to the
Roman Empire, as a part ofthe province of Cappadocia.

Later in history, Armenia became subjected to the
Arthakids and the Sassanids; Persians forced the
Armenians to practice Ormuzd, who, up to the time,
had their own local religion.

What is more important lhan ail, in fact, was the
counter religious act lead by Gregory (the IHluminator).
The Armenians were converted to Christianity by St.
Gregory and again it was by him that Christianity
was accepted as the religion of the state.

Gregory was an Armenian notable who ran away
from the Persian oppression and took asylum at the
Roman town of Casereia (Kayseri). Here at Casereia,
Gregory went through a Christian and Greek educa-
tion, which in the forthcomming years, played a vital
role in the development of the Armenian church.
Gregory tried to reorganise the Armenian state.

He rejected the famous cult of the Persian goddess
Anahit and converted to Christianity. Gregory, being
sanctified by the Archbishop of Casereia was rewarded
with the title of catholikus of the Armenian church,
which was to be inherited by the members of his family.

During the period of emperor Antorius Pius, the
Roman commander Priscus sacked the Armenian
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capital Artaxata. A new city, afterwards, was built on
the upper Araxes valley, which in the years to come,
was to be known as Echmiadzin. This city, from the 4th
century onwards, possessed a holy character and
became utore important than the former capital.

The Armenian church accepts the monophysic
dogma of Christs naturality and refuses his dual

' character (Jesus the human vs. Christ the God) which

was approved at the Council of Chalhedon in A.D. 451
and thus separated from the Roman church.

Armenia, under the Roman patronage, never
turned out to be a real Roman province and was left in
its prevailing state. These border satrapies were
essentially a part of the Roman political body. A
special Roman reign was applied to these territories
and it lasted up to the end of the Middle Ages.
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RESIMALTLARININ TURKCEST

: Dogu Anadolu’nun fiziki haritasi
. Yedisalkim Koyunde kizlar magarasinda boga Uzerinde bir

tanricayi gosteren kaya resmi

: Tuspa (Van Kalesi) nin kis manzarasi, kuzeyden gorunus

: Van Kalesi Sardur-bur¢ (Madirburg) daki kurulus yaziti

: Kral Argisti’nin mezar odasi ve yaziti

: Van Kalesine ¢ikis yolu ve Turk devri kale yapisi

: Urartu topografik haritasi

. Gorkemli Urartu Kalesi Cavustepe’den bir goriinis

: Yukari kaleden Cavustepe’nin bir gorunasu

. Cavustepe Kalesi Kazisinda bulunan tipik Urartu keramigi

: Son Urartu bassehri Toprakkale’den kis manzarasi

. Urartu bassehri Toprakkale ve buginki Van sehrinin Zimzim

dagindan genel goriinlsi

. Gorkemli Adilcevaz kaya kabartmasi, boga Uzerinde Urartu

firtina tanrisi Teiseba

. Adilcevaz kazisinda bulunan yazith ve kabartmal payelerden

bir detay

Urartu madeni eserlerinden bir 6rnek: Bronz bir kemer tizerinde
arslan ve boga figurleri

Urartu temelleri Gizerine insa edilmis Osmanl devrine ait anitsal
Hosap Kalesi
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Fig. 1: Rock painting showing a godess on a bull in the Maiden’s Cave at the
village of Yedisalkim, Van (15000-8000 B.C.)



Fig. 2: Winter scene from Tushpa; northern view



Fig. 3: The foundation inscription at the Sardur-buttres (Madirburg)



Fig. 4: The chamber-tomb of Argishti and his inscription



Fig. 5: The way climbing up to the Van Castle and Castle-gate of the Turkish
period



Map I1: Topographical Tap of Urartu



Fig. 6: View of the magnificient Urartian castle Cavustepe



Fig. 7: Cavustepe seen from the «Uper Castle»



Fig. 8: Characteristic Urartian pottery found in the excavations at Cavustepe



Fig. 9: Winter scene from Toprakkale, the last capital of Urartu



Fig. 10: The Urartian capital Toprakkale and the general view of the modern
Van seen from the Zimzim Mountain



Fig. 11: The magnificient rock relief of Adilcevaz; the Urartian stormgod Teiseba
on a bull



Fig. 12: Detail from the incribed and decorated stone pillars found at Adilcevaz
excavations



Fig. 13: An example of the Urartian metal workmanship : figures of lions and
bulls on a bronze belt



Fig. 14: The monumental castle of Hosap, built on the Urartian foundations in
the Ottoman period











