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Located on a limestone mass rising from the eastern shore of Van Lake, the Van Fortress, with its lower city that stretches across its northern slopes, constituted Ṭušpa, the capital of the Urartian kingdom and one of the most important political and military powers in the Near East. Since the Middle Ages, the fortress, which contains crucial written data as well as monumental structures, has given rise to many stories by visitors, travelers, historians, and researchers. Within this context, the earliest scholarly research on the Van Fortress coincided with the earliest attempt to document and comprehend Urartian remains and culture.

Research on the Van Fortress dates back to the first half of the nineteenth century when F. E. Schulz copied its Urartian cuneiform inscriptions. Layard continued his work during a short-term excavation in Analıkız  in 1849 (Chapter 1). Lehmann-Haupt’s investigations of 1898-1899 were resumed by Marr and Orbeli’s excavations in 1916 and afterward by Lake in 1938. After this early stage, the work of Turkish archaeologists at the Van Fortress in the 1950s and the 1980s became more problem-oriented and conducted with their project’s specific objectives. Their excavations in the area generated much discussion and research on the functions and chronology of the buildings.

An Urartian city with characteristic multi-purpose architecture and facilities, the kingdom’s capital has become a model center for many scholars in this field. Not only does Urartian urban architecture offer representative examples of rock-working techniques, but the inscriptions carved into the bedrock are the primary source of data for writing Urartian history.	Comment by Oryshkevich: Do you mean the bedrock beneath the architecture? (The bedrock is the solid rock on which the city is built — is that where the inscriptions are carved?)	Comment by erkan konyar: yes of course. The inscriptions are not on the foundation beds but on the visible flat surfaces of the rocky area.	Comment by Oryshkevich: Ok - but then for clarity’s sake I’d say “into the visible flat surfaces of the bedrock”

In this book, Ṭušpa is reevaluated in terms of its function as the capital of the Urartian kingdom, as well as its identification, topography, chronological development, inscriptions, and structures. This reevaluation is based on the new data gathered from the seasonal excavations of the citadel from 2010 to 2019, and the research and documentation that emerged from them.

Despite the abundance of scattered Urartian inscriptions around the Van Fortress and its immediate surroundings, only the rock inscription from the Tabriz Gate at the eastern end of the rock informs us that this area was, in fact, the city of Ṭušpa. An inscription from the time of Išpuini (ca. 830-820/810 BCE), one of the founding kings of Urartu, explains how he, along with his son, Minua, and his grandson, Inušpua (Salvini 2011b, CTU A 4-1), built the Susi temple for the city of Ṭušpa. Hence, we first encounter the name Ṭušpa in Urartian texts from the reign of Išpuini. Aside from the inscription on the Tabriz Gate, the many architectural structures of various forms and functions—the royal tombs, the king’s palace, the city’s fortification system, the susi (tower temple) the ari (silo), the siršini (the barn used to hold sacrificial animals), and the taramanili (fountains) (Salvini, 1970), etc.—that extend along the south, to the outcrops of the fortress, reinforce the claim that the capital city bears Urartian urban characteristics (Chapter 2). The inscriptions and structures on the Rock of Ṭušpa (Van Kalesi) belong to the earlier periods of the kingdom as well as to some powerful later kings (ninth-eighth century BCE).

It is well-known that in the Near East, especially in the second millennium and even more so in the first millennium, powerful kings with a passion for propaganda began building new residences and moving out of their former ones. In Urartu, Ṭušpa remained the center on which the royal monarchy and the legitimacy of their power were based until the kingdom’s end. The material remains to which royal legitimacy was attributed consisted of the monumental inscriptions and structures that had accumulated on the Van Rock for a century ever sincethe earliest kings. The site of Ṭušpa was regarded as a royal seat between the period of Sarduri I (ca. 840-–830 BCE) when cuneiform inscriptions appeared in the area, and that of Sarduri II (756–ca. 730 BCE), when the royal inscriptions appeared for the last time in the second half of the eighth century BCE (Chapter 4). What is noteworthy is that—as far as we know—all the buildings with inscriptions and approximate dates end with Sarduri II. We cannot ignore the possibility that there may have been internal or external reasons for this. Urartian inscriptions lack a narrative on this issue. Assyrian inscriptions, by contrast, offer more detailed information on Urartian matters.	Comment by Oryshkevich: Do you mean “moving out of their former ones” (i.e., leaving them to live somewhere else), or physically moving the structures to new locations?	Comment by erkan konyar: The first option is to move to other places to live. The king builds new cities, but the buildings in Tushpa are still used.	Comment by Oryshkevich: Ok — I added “out of”	Comment by Oryshkevich: Unclear — royal legitimacy was justified by the inscriptions and structures on the Van Rock that the earliest kings commissioned in one particular century?	Comment by erkan konyar: yes	Comment by Oryshkevich: I tweaked the sentence to convey that more clearly/	Comment by Oryshkevich: lack any explanation for this issue?	Comment by erkan konyar: sorry, no	Comment by Oryshkevich: In that case I would say “lack a narrative that would account for this.”

For example, the inscriptions of Tiglath-pileser III (744-727 BCE) in his palace in Kalhu contain detailed accounts of the Urartian campaign. Although the inscriptions contain the remarkable claim that Tiglat-pileser III defeated Sarduri II and his allies west of the Euphrates in Kummuhu (classical Commagene) in 743 BCE and set siege to Ṭušpa, the capital, this is by no means certain. Though recorded in the eponym lists, the Assyrians’ Urartu campaign of 735 BCE remains quite unclear to us.

Sarduri of the land Urartu revolted against me and conspired with Mati᾿-il, son of Agusi (i.e., king of Arpad). Between the lands [Kishtan] and Halpi, districts of the city Kummuhu, I utterly defeated him and took his entire camp away from him. He became frightened of [the terrifying radiance of] my weapons, mounted a mare [in] order to save his life, escaped during the night to Mount Sizir, a rugged mountain, and ascended (it) (Tadmor & Yamada 2011, 103)

I confined Sarduri of the land Urartu to the city Ṭuruspâ, his city, and inflicted a great defeat upon him before his city gates. I fashioned my royal image and erected (it) in front of the city Ṭuruspâ or a distance of seventy leagues, [I proudly] marched [through the] extensive land of Urartu, from one end to the other (lit. ‘“from above to below”), (and) I had no opponent (therein) (Tadmor & Yamada 2011, 98).

This was the first and, as far as we know, the only time that Assyrian  troops claimed to have taken Ṭušpa. Situated on a rock high above Lake Van, the city proved impregnable. However, the presumed siege was of deep symbolic significance as it marked a change in the balance of power, heralding Assyria‘s supremacy over the Near East (Radner 2021: 388-389). The stela that Tiglath-pileser mentions in his annals has never been found. The inscription makes it clear that the Assyrians were able to raid the surrounding countryside but not conquer the actual city of Ṭušpa.

In another letter (ND 2673), one of Tiglath-pileser’s officials urges his king to reattempt the capture of Ṭušpa in order to attain immortal fame, thereby demonstrating the city’s symbolic significance:

When the king, my Lord, ascended to Urartu before, the gods Assur and Šamaš delivered Ṭuruspâ into the hands of the king, my Lord, and (therefore) the king, my Lord, may lead his campaign against Urartu. May they capture Ṭuruspâ, and may the king, my Lord, immortalize his name!

Tiglath-pileser III did not heed this suggestion and instead avoided any direct confrontation with Urartu for the remainder of his rule (Radner, 2013:, 83).

This issue is critical and one that must be borne in mind. According to Salvini (1995, 77), there are no known inscriptions by Sarduri II dating later than 740 BCE. This may be another indication that his rule ended in the turmoil caused by the Assyrians. We can ask yet another question, however: is this why most of the rock-cut tombs bear no inscriptions, and seem unfinished? Looking at later residences in the Van area, such as Toprakkale, can we surmise that they were erected because, for reasons unknown to us, construction shifted away from Ṭušpa?	Comment by Oryshkevich: But you are proposing reasons immediately above. Wouldn’t it make more sense to end the sentence with the question mark after Ṭušpa?	Comment by erkan konyar: of course it is	Comment by Oryshkevich: Ok — I changed the order of the words and added a question mark.

Ṭušpa was the royal capital of Urartu throughout the kingdom’s existence. It also stood as a symbol of the kingdom, as can be seen in many inscriptions. We know for certain that the capital was more than a mere citadel located on the Van Rock. Indeed, Urartu’s royal cities were built in the Lake Van  basin, where the capital was located, but also in the Erivan plain and in northwestern Iran. The royal cities are usually represented as a standard architectural plan, a tower-shaped Urartian temple (susi) set within a walled citadel on a natural hill, with various buildings in the temple area, as well as storage units, palaces, and other related royal residences. Outside the city walls is the outer or lower city, which consists of buildings with stone foundations and mudbrick walls that do not follow a standard pattern. Usually built on rocky areas, the citadels are not very large. Among the largest ones, Ṭušpa spreads over an area of 15 hectares, Bastam encompasses 10 hectares, while Anzaf, Çavuştepe, Aznavurtepe, Körzüt and Karmir-Blur fall in the range of 4-6 hectares. Compared to Kalhu (ca. 360 h), Dur-Šarrukin (ca. 330 h), and Ninive (ca. 720 h) in contemporary Assyria, these are small cities. This highlights the difference in our understanding of Urartu’s potential urbanization. We can trace this kind of urbanization and the Mesopotamian heritage to Assyria. However, the geography of eastern Anatolia and the Lake Van basin poses some problems to our understanding of the development of urbanization in Urartu. Ṭušpa, the capital, should be evaluated according to its settlement in the plain below rather than by its famous rocky citadel (Van Kalesi). The exact boundaries of the lower settlement, which is believed to have begun north of the Ṭušpa/Van Rock, are unknown due to later destruction. The graves in the Altıntepe necropolis to the north of the fortress most likely belonged to the city’s inhabitants. We do not know the boundaries and density of the city below the Altıntepe neighbourhood.	Comment by Oryshkevich: Are the storage units, palaces, & royal residences also in the temple area? If so “in the temple area” should go at the end of the sentence.	Comment by erkan konyar: No, each one is in a different area. But sometimes temples can have their own storage areas	Comment by Oryshkevich: Ok — I added “as well as” to clarify that	Comment by Oryshkevich: And its Mesopotamian heritage (i.e., the heritage of this type of urbanization)?	Comment by erkan konyar: Actually, the city type is different from Mesopotamia. But the concept of urbanization is a Mesopotamian heritage. That's what I meant. I'm talking about the Urartian cities becoming different afterwards.	Comment by Oryshkevich: Then how about: “We can trace this kind of urbanization and the Mesopotamian heritage in general to Assyria.” ?


Actually, the city type is different from Mesopotamia. But the concept of urbanization is a Mesopotamian heritage. That's what I meant. I'm talking about the Urartian cities becoming different afterwards.
	Comment by Oryshkevich: In that case, perhaps:

“We can trace this kind of urbanization and the Mesopotamian heritage in general to Assyria.”  ??




The Ṭušpa/Van Rock on which Ṭušpa was established was inhabited from the Urartian period until the early 20th century. Following the Urartian period, in particular, the stones removed from Urartian buildings seem to have been used to construct new buildings. Many of the ruined and extant buildings within the fortress and the city walls are post-Urartian and were begun in the Middle Ages. It is safe to say that Urartu is represented mainly by rock structures, rock tombs, inscribed stelae and bedrock, and building foundations. Materials from large Urartian stone buildings, generally in smaller sizes, continued to be used. Again, the tomb chambers and other spaces constructed in the bedrock were used for different purposes. Over time, it appears that the buildings were transformed. Revisions were made, especially in details such as door apertures, door components, foundation beds, drainage channels, and fortification routes. However, the scholarly discussion is based entirely on the definition of Urartu in the evaluations and documentation of Ṭušpa, especially its buildings. However, at least in the rock-cut tombs, it is clear from their purposes and names that many changes were introduced in later periods. We thus need to take into account that the structural elements may also have been altered and that their present condition may not offer a faithful representation of the Urartian period (Chapter 3).	Comment by Oryshkevich: Do you mean inscribed stone stelae?	Comment by erkan konyar: inscribed stone steles and some with inscriptions carved directly into the bedrock surface.	Comment by Oryshkevich: I tweaked the sentence to convey that more clearly

Due to the site’s intensive post-Urartian use, only a few objects associated with the kingdom have been found in situ during the excavation at the citadel. For this reason, we have tried to better understand the characteristics and chronology of the buildings by doing a stylistic critique of the buildings based on their architectural features and inscriptions. Once again, the mound to the north of the citadel provides essential information. According to the available data, we can assume that the citadel’s monuments and inscriptions ended with King Sarduri II. However, this could be a misleading assumption because very little of the Van Fortress, which extends over a vast area of the citadel, has been researched or excavated. On the other hand, the mound to the north of the fortress has yielded mansions with many rooms, halls, and storage units that were used until the fall of the kingdom and presumably belonged to the wealthy. The small number of inscribed artifacts, bullae, and tablets found in them indicates that these buildings served the royal bureaucracy.

The most important contribution of the ten seasons of excavations at Ṭušpa lies in their extensive documentation of Urartian buildings and the topography of the Van Rock. New methods were used to prepare orthophotos, topographical maps, and site plans. The Lidar technique was used to create 3D images of many buildings, which were then reevaluated within this framework. Each chapter of this book uses the data and output of these studies. Digital imaging systems, in particular, make it difficult to determine which areas of rock are natural and which have been worked, especially in places like the Van Fortress, where a great deal of art is embedded in the bedrock. Consequently, the technical drawings were analyzed on a computer and checked with the unaided eye in the field. The same problem, as often noted in the book, arises with the chronology of the rockwork. Clearly interventions and changes were made in the same area and structure over the course of history. In such cases, the integrity and artistic quality of the structure were assessed, and the chronology of the structure was reconstructed. In archaeology, reconstruction is challenging and can sometimes lead to erroneous results. In the case of the Van Fortress, the risks are even greater. With these concerns in mind, the restorations of the structures at the Van Fortress were attempted within the framework of the authors’ opinions. However, we recognize that they may fall within a margin of error, especially in terms of the details.	Comment by Oryshkevich: You said the phrase here could be deleted, but please check that I deleted the right words!

The book deals with individual buildings in chronological order. However, when it comes to groups such as water-related structures (Chapter 11), tombs (Chapter 9), and T-shaped niches (Chapter 12), it subdivides them according to their characteristics. The location and chronology of these are indicated in the subheadings. Each chapter begins with a summary and then discusses and reevaluates data from previous studies in light of new information. Thanks to its inscriptions and buildings, Ṭušpa is of great importance to the archaeology, history, culture, and architecture of the Urartian kingdom. A crucial settlement, it has been the subject of many studies. Thus, in evaluating its buildings and inscriptions, we have attempted to provide references of as wide a range as possible, albeit omitting publications that are not directly related to the subject or scientifically attuned to the discussion. As mentioned, all the studies here are based on original field data. Photographs, drawings, and illustrations have been reproduced. Consequently, there is not much need to reference books on Urartian tombs or their illustrations in the discussions presented here. Moreover, the information and plans showing the dimensions and number of rooms and other features that appear in certain comprehensive publications on the subject are inaccurate and inadequate and have thus not been used in the evaluation of the relevant data and information here.	Comment by Oryshkevich: Do you mean that all the illustrations are based on the photographs, drawings and illustrations made by your team?	Comment by erkan konyar: No, all drawings were made in the field. They were not produced in photographs.	Comment by Oryshkevich: I don’t understand — the drawings were made on site, in the field, and the photographs and illustrations were reproduced from other sources?  Please explain!

Chapters 1 and 2 explain the origins of Ṭušp’s name, list references to it in written documents, and discuss the earliest researchers, travelers, and archaeological excavations in the area in more or less chronological order. The assessments here are naturally revisited in later chapters that cover the structures and related topics.

The situation of the structures of Ṭušpa follows the topography of the Van Rock (Chapter 3). All the tombs, for instance, were built on its southern side. The steep rocky surface in this section was more suitable for the creation of grave facades. The other building groups were erected on its western and northern slopes, where the cliff is less steep. The Urartians turned the topographical problem of the rocky mass to their advantage. By dividing the bedrock into terraces, they were able to put areas that were technically unsuitable for construction to good use. As the book argues over and over, the bedrock artistry is the determining factor in the buildings discussed in the various chapters. In this chapter, the typical standard features evident in Urartian royal buildings are taken as references for dating them. However, rock steps, niches, small rooms, and apertures in the bedrock continue to be debated. Nearly every chapter in the book approaches rockwork from the perspective of its workmanship, the location of the structures, the inscriptions, or their relationship with other Urartian structures. Unfortunately, until recent years, the bedrock and fortification systems of eastern Anatolia, the Caucasus, and northwestern Iran have been attributed to Urartu without much discussion. The fact that Ṭušpa/the Van Rock contains important building groups, especially in terms of rockwork, makes it a reference point for these discussions. For example, should we date the eastern and western ditches, rock steps, water channels, niches, and cavities that appear almost everywhere to the same era as the structure near and within them? At this point, we have tried to look at the integrity of the building rather than for the compelling meaning of the unidentified small interventions and applications of its details.	Comment by Oryshkevich: What exactly do you mean by this phrase? The artistry required  to build this city out of the bedrock?	Comment by erkan konyar: engineering and architecture can be	Comment by Oryshkevich: I don’t understand — do you want to replace “the bedrock artistry” with “engineering and architecture”?	Comment by Oryshkevich: At which point? In Chapter 3?	Comment by erkan konyar: yes chapter 3	Comment by Oryshkevich: Ok — I changed it	Comment by Oryshkevich: As reference for what?	Comment by erkan konyar: was taken as a reference in dating the buildings.	Comment by Oryshkevich: Ok — I tweaked the text to convey that meaning	Comment by Oryshkevich: Unclear — Nearly every chapter in this book approaches the rockwork from the perspective of these debates?	Comment by erkan konyar: No. In addition to the rock workmanship, the location of the structures, the inscriptions and their relationship with other Urartian structures are also in question.	Comment by Oryshkevich: I changed the text — is this better?

The inscriptions from Ṭušpa have been transcribed by M. Salvini (Chapter 4). All the cuneiform inscriptions on rocks, stelae, or building stones identified thus far at the citadel date back to the earliest and most powerful kings of the Urartian kingdom, Sarduri I, Išpuini, Minua, Argišti I and Sarduri II, in that order. First to be mentioned here are six duplicate Assyrian inscriptions on the stones of the monumental building at the western end of the Van Rock that belonged to Sarduri I, the kingdom’s founder. Preceding these is a mutilated Assyrian inscription of a sacrificial nature (CTU A 1-2). Išpuini’s rock inscription on the Tabriz Gate at the eastern end of the Van Rock is the first Urartian inscription at the fortress. The longest Urartian inscriptions are the Horhor rock inscription on Argišti I’s tomb and the rock inscription and stelae of Sarduri II at Analıkız, which chronicle the campaigns and actions of the kings. Thus, Ṭušpa Rock with its royal inscriptions is the memory center of the Urartian kingdom. In addition to chronicles, inscriptions attributed to the unique structures and arrangements (e.g., siršini, ari, taramanili) built on the rock, can be seen as prototypes for the inscription-building tradition in Urartu’s capital. In this study, the inscriptions in the citadel are analyzed from all angles. The inscriptions were taken directly from M. Salvini’s Corpus dei testi urartei (CTU)[footnoteRef:2]. Focusing on the Fortress of Van, the discussion of the nature of Ṭušpa’s inscriptions can serve as a basis for future studies. In addition, Salvini also published the annals of Sarduri II and Argišti I collectively, allowing us to compare these two systems. By this point, the Van Fortress inscriptions have become an essential reference for Urartian history. 	Comment by Oryshkevich: By “arrangements”, do you mean “assemblages”?  	Comment by Oryshkevich: Together?	Comment by erkan konyar: not. evaluated separately.	Comment by Oryshkevich: I don’t understand — did Salvini publish them side by side in the same volume?	Comment by Oryshkevich: Texts? (why systems?)	Comment by erkan konyar: Written at different dates. We are talking about two different contents, two inscription styles, two writing styles. He compares them.	Comment by Oryshkevich: If you want to keep “systems”, you should add what kind of system you mean — e.g. “these two systems of chronicling a reign” or “these two systems of recording information” [2:  See also the portal of the Electronic Corpus of Urartian Texts (eCUT) project (https://oracc.museum.upenn.edu/ecut/index.html) and evaluated holistically.] 


It is possible to reconstruct the chronology of the Urartian buildings of Ṭušpa to some extent with the help of the inscribed stone blocks and rock inscriptions in situ (Salvini, 2014). Accordingly, the Sardursburg (Sardurburç) with the inscriptions of Sarduri I on the westernmost part of the Van Rock appears to be the earliest building group (Chapter 5). An analysis of the positions of the inscriptions and the wall suggests that the building underwent more than one phase of construction. As in the other chapters of the book, simple animations are used to illustrate the possible stages of architectural development, making it easier for the reader to comprehend.

[bookmark: _Hlk172907648]Regarding the post-Urartian buildings in many parts of the citadel, the Urartian stone masonry walls were fully dismantled, then reused in the same dimensions in certain areas. For example, the northern walls of the Inner Citadel, especially the middle section, seem to have been dismantled down to the bedrock after the Urartian period. A new wall foundation was erected with the same stones (Chapter 6). The changes in the wall patterns were redrawn with the help of technical drawings, photo analysis, and the evaluation of the sketches made on-site. Notably, some of the drawings have been annotated to better elucidate the subject matter. The Ottoman construction of the citadel and the restoration that began being implemented on a larger scale in the 1990s have not only destroyed the original texture of the Urartian buildings of Ṭušpa, but also made it impossible to understand the nature of later additions and constructions. The most striking example of these interventions can be seen in the northern walls of the Inner Citadel. Today, even the spaces between the large travertine stones forming the lower rows of these walls are filled with lime mortar. Irreversible damage has been done to this early and highly original Urartian masonry. Unfortunately, such practices are evident on nearly all the walls of Ṭušpa.	Comment by Oryshkevich: Incomplete sentence — something is wrong here:  

Do you mean: 
“..have  disrupted the original texture of the Urartian buildings of Ṭušpa, but at the same time strengthened our understanding of the nature of later additions and constructions.”	Comment by erkan konyar: What I actually mean is this. Since the restoration destroyed the original texture, we cannot understand not only the Urartian wall texture but also the post-Urartian wall additions and repairs.	Comment by Oryshkevich: I rewrote it, following your explanation — is it better now?

Another structure of questionable quality at Ṭušpa is the siršini, which amounts to a single room built into the bedrock of the Rock’s northwestern slope. According to the inscription at its entrance, it was commissioned by the Urartian King Minua (Chapter 7). The siršini—whose name we have not come across in Urartu except in the case of this rock chamber, of a type known only from the Van Fortress and the inscriptions found there—served as a corral in which animals of special importance were kept. During our recent excavations, several soundings were drilled in the slope in front of this rock chamber. The data we obtained related mainly to the construction system and the intended use of this area. In this study, we re-examine the siršini in all its aspects.

Today, most of the Van Fortress is a body of rock. Nearly all the stone foundations and walls of the Urartian buildings have been dismantled; some were reused in medieval buildings, while others in Old Van City buildings. As for the area identified as the New Palace, we can say that it is the one that saw the most destruction (Chapter 8). Once again, its nature and chronology are controversial. The area has been divided into five sections, coded A to E, with the help of Orthophoto images, new site drawings, and detailed on-site observations. The main distinctions and sub-divisions are based on the possible relationships of the buildings in this section to the topography and foundation deposits, and an attempt has been made to support these hypothetical connections with plans and reconstructions. However, the fact that little of the walls is left and that some of the foundation deposits may have served different functions and followed different chronologies must be taken into consideration.

None of the rock-cut tombs at Ṭušpa were in their original state when they were unearthed. The first tomb uncovered by archaeological excavations at the citadel is the single-chamber underground rock tomb. known as BG90. This tomb has given us an understanding of the concept and development of the Urartian royal rock tomb. Thanks to the new data, all the rock tombs at the citadel needed to be reconsidered and reevaluated (Chapter 9). The Ṭušpa rock-cut tombs are monumental royal structures; their size and the labour involved in their creation indicate that they are the product of a capital city tradition initiated by a powerful, innovative king. Urartian kings and royalty were buried in these multi-chambered rock tombs. Only the one belonging to Argišti I can be dated with the help of its annals. Although the inscriptions do not specify to whom this tomb belonged, the eight columns of cuneiform writing that relate the Urartian chronicles and decorate the entrance façade of the mausoleum chamber (CTU A 8-3) prove that the tomb was that of Argišti I. Different dates have been proposed for the other eight graves, all of which opened out onto the steep south face of the Van Rock on which the citadel sits. These have also been reassessed. The tombs of Argišti I, İç Kale (Kurucular/Founders/Inner Citadel), Neft Kuyu, and Doğu Odaları (the East Chambers) are similar in terms of façade, size, and the layout of their multiple chambers (cf. the old interpretations by König, 1955-57, Taf. 126-–127: Argišti-Kammern, Gründer-Kammern, Menua-Kammern, Sardur- Kammern). Apart from these, the three smaller, single-chambered tombs, the Cremation Tomb, and the BG90 tomb cut into the bedrock and uncovered during the 2016 excavations differ in plan and their structural features. A detailed chronological discussion of these is provided in the relevant section. The BG90 tomb is the only example in Ṭušpa or any other Urartian city regarding plan and architectural details. It consists of a single chamber with a niche extending along its side walls, accessed from the surface by a dromos. Thanks to these characteristics, its typological features resemble those of Urartian public graves, which were dug underground for multiple burials. Although similar examples exist at settlements such as Karagündüz, the one here is an unusual case of a royal settlement in the central Urartian region and is essential in terms of demonstrating the development of Urartian multi-chambered royal rock tombs. The fact that discoveries are still being made at such citadels shows us that Urartian archaeology has a long way to go.	Comment by Oryshkevich: Unclear — you mean it’s the only example with this plan and these architectural details?	Comment by Oryshkevich: There is no response to my comment here.

The tombs are discussed sometimes according to their location, sometimes according to the king to whom they are thought to belong, and sometimes according to their characteristics (Chapter 9). Save for Argišti I, the names of the kings do not appear in the text except in cases where dates are suggested, as the chronology of the disputed tombs  is highly controversial. Here, they go by their Turkish names, as used by T. Tarhan. In this context, the grave with the relief on its façade to the north of the ‘“Great Platform” is referred to as Neft Kuyu, while the one to the west is called İç Kale/Kurucular/Inner Citadel. Wherever Turkish names appear for the first time, their common English equivalent is included in parentheses.  The “Founders/Inner Citadel” tomb continues to be referred to as “İç Kale” in the rest of the book. The multi-chambered grave to the east of the East Ditch, is named Doğu Odaları (East Chambers). The single-chambered grave further east, identified as the Cremation Tomb, is called just that. By contrast, the Small Horhor tomb beneath the grave of Argišti I, the small grave chamber opening into the bedrock on the upper level of the İç Kale grave just below the İç Kale, the Arsenal/BD78 tomb, the grave under the large platform and the BG90 tomb unearthed by us are all based on the grid system as well. In addition, to avoid possible confusion, we also suggest that the name of the grave be based on the grid system, in which the largest area of each grave chamber is entered. For example, the Argišti I tomb is referred to as AL20-21, the Small Horhor tomb as AL20, İç Kale tomb as BB79-80/BC79-80, the tomb beneath the Great Platform as BD80, the Doğu Odaları tomb as BG9899/BH 9899, and the Cremation Tomb as the BO115, Arsenal/BD78 tomb in the 10x10m grid system of the Van Fortress. However, this system is impractical because the large-scale burial chambers correspond to more than one square within the plan. This system was only used to indicate the position of the burial chamber within the square system of the plan. The rooms and halls of the tombs, were thus identified according to a coding system that pairs Arabic numerals with the initials of their names. Thus, for example, the main hall of the Neft Kuyu tomb is coded NK01, and its northwestern burial chamber NK04.	Comment by Oryshkevich: This sentence is unclear. The use of “On the other hand” is confusing. Is the Small Horhor tomb the name of the grave of the one beneath the grave of Argisti I?	Comment by erkan konyar: yes	Comment by Oryshkevich: Is this ok?	Comment by Oryshkevich: Unclear — the suggested name of each grave chamber is based on the coordinates of the grid system?  This needs to be explained more clearly.	Comment by erkan konyar: The suggested names are not based on the grid system. However, we used the grid system especially for the smaller graves and the graves we found. We note that since the grid system shows their locations in the numerical system, it can also be used.	Comment by Oryshkevich: I rewrote this to what (I believe) you mean, but I still don’t get the final phrase: “…on the grid system, in which the largest area of each grave chamber is entered.” — “entered” in what sense? 	Comment by Oryshkevich: This final phrase seems out of synch with the rest of the sentence.	Comment by erkan konyar: we can delete it then

The chronology and nature of the Analıkız/Treasure Gate, where the first excavations at Ṭušpa/Van Rock were conducted, are reassessed in Chapter 10. Here, we argue that the Treasure Gate—the eastern niche— was built during the reign of Minua, while the western niche was added by Sarduri II, and was, in fact, the place where the annals of the Urartian kings were kept. and thus one that served propagandistic ends and preserved royal memory. The channel cut into the bedrock, which for years was believed to be a sacrificial channel associated with this building, has proven to be a drainage channel for the fortifications or the buildings just west of the Analıkız structure. Here, too, we suggest that this area was covered by new construction.	Comment by Oryshkevich: Unclear — by “new construction” do you mean post-Urartian?	Comment by Oryshkevich: There’s no response to my comment here — do you mean “new” in Urartian times?  Or simply “was covered by later construction”?

Aside from the Van Rock’s imposing appearance, most likely one of the key reasons why the Urartians built at the site of Ṭušpa is the abundance of underground water in the area. This is discussed in Chapter 11. Groundwater springs along the entire rock and provided the settlement with an advantage. It is conceivable that the water emitted from the bottom of the Van Rock was put to good use and that large rock cisterns stood by the Van Fortress site, as they did at Urartian sites such as Çavuştepe and Bostankaya. We do not know the precise chronology of the “thousand stairs,” that is, the areas where the steps ascend and descend; the arrangements around these areas indicate that they may have been built in the Urartian period. Another new piece of evidence regarding the waterworks is a fountain  mechanism with a niche that we unearthed during recent excavations. The function of such niches is discussed in this book. In addition to discovering  T-shaped niches surrounding the outcrops, the excavation revealed that such quadrangular niches might be associated with water structures. The main source of rock water comes from the northern flank of the Van Rock, from the so-called taramanili (spring water structure/fountain) built by King Minua. In three of the niches cut into the rock, duplicate inscriptions indicate that a water source was organized. Due to this inscription, both a geophysical study and an archaeological excavation were conducted in this area.	Comment by Oryshkevich: Used?	Comment by erkan konyar: Maybe. But it is emphasized here that a fountain was built. Because, Taramanili means fountain in Urartian.	Comment by Oryshkevich: “Was devised”  [“organized” does not really work here.]

T-shaped niches (Chapter 12) are another example of rockwork at Ṭušpa/Van Rock whose chronology and quality are disputed. However, their sizes and positions differ from those of other Urartian rockwork examples. They are often dated to the Urartian period on account of the T-shaped blind windows. The locations of the 23 T-shaped niches at the Van Fortress have been determined, individually drawn, and classified according to their size and type. Based on these data, their relationship with Urartu is discussed through comparison with similar examples from the Van Lake basin.

In this book, all proper names, such as those of historical persons, gods, and places, appear in their original form and alternative spellings, as in the case of as Išpuini (?). Likewise, all historical and contemporary names of buildings and places are given in both their inscriptional and modern form. Both usages are valid in the Toprakkale text (Rusaḫinili Qilbani-kai in Urartian), where the standard form, ”Toprakkale,” is the one most often used. In some cases, the names used by ordinary people or those in the different languages used by travelers or certain publications are included in parentheses at their first occurrence; thereafter, they appear in the form common in the current literature: Analıkız (Hazine Kapısı, Khazana Kapoussi, Chazineh-Kapyssy-Schatztor, Treasure Gate) Sardurburç (Madırburç, Sardursburg), Minua‘s siršini Rock Room, Great Cave) Minua’s Fountain (Minua’s tarmanili, Minua Çeşmesi), İç Kale (Inner Citadel, Yukarı Sitadel, Upper Citadel), Old Palace, Yeni Saray (New Palace), West Ditch (Batı Hendeği), East Ditch (Doğu Hendeği), and Bin merdivenler (Thousand Stairs). Again, proper names, as well as phrases and passages from the inscriptions appear in parentheses when and where necessary. Solely in the case of the names of Assyrian kings, such as “LÚ. DUMU-še URUṭušpaini= citizens of Ṭušpa”(?) are the standard English spellings (e.g., Ashurnasirpal/Aššur-nāṣir-apli), used throughout the text, though their original pronunciations are provided as well.	Comment by Oryshkevich: Is this a case of an original or an alternative spelling?	Comment by Oryshkevich: No response to my comment here.

This book offers discussions on, hypotheses about, and interpretations of the capital of Ṭušpa based on new archaeological data obtained from excavations and documents. It brings us one step closer to understanding the period of significant change in the Urartian kingdom of the Van Lake basin. Each of the book’s 12 chapters presents original discussions and ideas that enrich our understanding of Urartian culture.
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