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The castle and its identification (N. Gevik - B. Varkivang)

The investigation and identification of Kastabara: E. Kalinka published in 1944 an
account of some archaeological remains from Deliktas settlement that was discovered by
Heberdey in August 1898. In this first and unique publication concerning this site, we find
the transcription of two milestones, an altar and two sarcophagus inscriptions, that of a
sarcophagus lid from the grave monument of Firnaz, as well as a sketch showing the
facade of the castle!. Our pioneer team was the first to inspect, in the summer of 1994,
these remains with their neighboring settlements to the southeast of Tlos, namely: Koristan,
Zindan, Erikli, Dikmen, Girdev and Kincilar?, We decided to devote two investigation
seasons respectively to the Darozii and Koristan settlements when we for the first time
climbed together with F. Isik to the steep Danozi Acropolis. Due to the fact that the work
and transport conditions were the most difficult in Danézii, our group was only able to
conclude our research on that settlement a year after the completion of our research
relating to Koristan, at the end of the summer in 19983.

The way from Kemer near Fethiye to the settlement of Dandzii consists of a road 32
kilometers long, which begins before the Tlos exit and passes Kayacik and Deresapag
through a forested area. Then via a mountainous and wooded path, one can reach the
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L TAM 1T (1944) 265-266 Fig. 1.

For initial information concerning these settlements, see Yilmaz - Cevik 1996, 196 Tig. 10-12.
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3 For the detailed survey report about Danézii setilement, see Cevik - Varkivang 2000, 329-344.
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Derekoy village, also called Danozi, in about two hours. From the Karamuar quarter, the
larthest point a motor vehicle can reach, you have to walk for an hour to reach the
Deliktag hillock, where the ancient settlement lies. Between Deliktas and Karamuar there
is a place called Kumarézii, where our group stayed in a platcau house nearest the hitlock.
The climbing from this plateau house to the Deliktas Acropolis takes 30 minutes (Fig. 2-3).

Dandzi, situated on the ancient road leading from Tlos castwards to mountainous
Lycia, is the most important settlement on the long pass called Akdaglar between Tlos
and Choma®. 1t is also the last settlement before reaching the Girdev plateau in Akdaglar.
The information we obtained from the 22B, 23B and 24B blocks of the miliarium -or
‘milestone’ or ‘Stadiasmus’- that serves as a road guide to the Province of Lycia, shows that
the only town between Tlos and Choma was called Kastabara®. Another northwest road,
that is initially parallel to the road Tlos-Choma, leads via Plata to Oinoanda. The distance
of 32km from Tlos to Danézii is confirmed by the Patara milliarium, where the distance
between Tlos-Kastabara is given as 128 stadia (24 kn)®. A difference of 8 km between the
ancient road and the present road can be considered usual once one understands that the
ancient road benefited from some shorteuts. Although we don’t possess any find giving us
the ancient name of Danozii, the most convincing supposition is that the remains in
Dandzi should be identified with the settlement of Kastabara. Inscriptions showing organic
ties between Tlos and this settlement support this supposition. The most noteworthy
inscription is on the sarcophagus lid that belongs to the most monumental grave to e
found in the setilement. From it we learn that the grave belongs to the son of a Tlos
citizen’. This inscription, dated to the 2nd century AD, suggests that Kastabara was ruled
by one of the most important familics of Tlos. Further evidence towards the identification
of this road Tlos - Kastabara is provided by the milestone extracted and reevaluated
by S. and N. L, Akytirck Sahin during the 1995 Tlos surveys®. Two more stones, exactly
identical in form and inscription, had been observed at Deliktas?. On this milestone, dated
to the time of Severus, an inscription reads “18 Roman miles”. S. and N. E. A. Sahin
believe!? it (o belong to the road between Tlos and Dariézii/Deliktas - a locality that our
working tcam proposed for the first time in 1998, as the site of Kastabara-!', Our rescarches
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For the first approach to the road guide monument in Patara, sce S. Sahin, “Ein Vorbericht {iber den Stadiasmus

Provinciae Lyciae in Patara”, Lykia I, 1994, 130 {f; for full details, sce F. Isik - I Iskan - N, Cevik, Milliarium Lyciac.
Patara Yol Kilavuz Anu, Onrapor / Das Wegweisermonument von Patara, Vorbericht, Lykia 1V (2001).

Isik - Iskan Isik - Gevik, op.cit. 36 note 174,

0

The distance between Tlos and Kastabara, measured as 128 stadia equals 24,6 km., if we consider 1 stadion
as 1923 m. Cf. KIPauly 5 (1979) 337 “Stadion” (Chantaire). The fact that the figures are almost completely
unreadable because of the damage inflicted on the inscription block 248 (Isik - [skan Isik - Gevik, op.cit., PI. 27¢.)
resulted in the first reports concerning Dandzi, giving a false distance: Gevik - Varkivang 2000, 329. 8. Sahin
suggests a reading of 128 stadia on this hardly readable surface, and this supposition of his has been adopted by
H. Iskan Tsik in the comprehensive publication of the monument: Isik - iskan Isik - Cevik, op.cit., 36 note 173.

7 TAM I (1944) 266 No. 722.

C. Naour initially found it in 1977, however S. Sahin identified it as a milestone: N. T Akytirek $ahin - S. Sahin,
“Ein Meilensiein aus Tlos”, Klio 82, 2000, 475.

TAM I (1944) No 718 {1, Akyiirck Sahin - Sahin, op.cit., note 11, During our research we were unable to find thent,
Akyiirek Sahin - $ahin, op.cit., 475-482.

Akyiirek Sahin - $ahin, op.cit., does not mention the identification made by us in 1998: Cevik - Varkivang 2000,
329.
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covering the whole region made it possible to highlight that in this direction, Danézii was
the biggest frontier castle of Tlos; they also enabled us to define the borders of the region
under Tlos’s control. We think that its powerful neighbors, such as Telmessos, Pinara and
Xanthos the capital, having managed to weaken Tlos’s hold on all the areas along the
Xanthos Valley, Tlos then acquired a larger degree of control in the mountains. On the
other hand, as Tlos had the plains to the east of the Xanthos valley, its economy became
multivalent and therefore richer than that of its seaside neighbors. The reason why Tlos
had far more ties with garrisons and semi-garrisons, such as at Zindan, Erikli, Koristan, was
that the area under its control was large, and its geographical conditions were, as shown
by Kastabara, very demanding.

In the following pages we shall study the settlement in three parts: Acropolis,
Necropolis, and the surrounding arca (extramuraD). Although the inscriptions we found
we had hoped would form a part of this study, this objective proved unrealizable at the

present time 12

Acropolis: (Fig. 2, 3, 5, 6, 12)

The acropolis is situated on the prolongation of the southeast summit of Deliktag (Fig.
2, 3). The environmental structures aside, the castle itsell’ is located on a rectangular base
measuring 29.50x45.00m (Fig. 6). The remains on the rock floor of some structure to the
northwest part of the acropolis indicate that the settlement continued as far as the end of
this rocky surface. The deep, abrupt and sheer cliff of Karadere limits the extent of the
long western side of the castle. Tts cast side dominates the entire valley and the
Pirnaz/Firnaz plateau to the south. The surrounding arca and the scarce arable resources,
meadows and water sources are under the castle’s control (Fig. 1, 2).

At the east foot of the castle-hill, there is a natural entrance carved in the main rock;
there are also some finds of carly attempts to emphasize this entrance in order to create a
kind of monument from it. These are the footing sockets for an arch, dug in the rock, with
their respective dowels, and around them, some surviving traces of the columns. Still in
this area, we find some traces at the cast foot of the mountain, providing a monumental
access to the cast entrance of the town. Parts of a column, found among the material used
in the construction of a Byzantine church quite near to these remains, complete the
monumental picture. On the segment of this rocky surface that overlooks the road, we
found three stelai holes of similar measurements, namely 0.10x0.18m. These stelai must
have been the first group of “monuments” welcoming those who approached the
settlement (Fig. 11).

On the only flat portion, which is at the southeast end of the settlement, there are
mounds of architectural remains but it is impossible, given the nature of this survey, to
provide an accurate reconstruction of these structures, o which at present we can offer no
reasonable suggestion as to their function. The villagers cultivating the plateau have trans-

12 R, Tekoglu, responsible for inscriptions, informed us that he did not want to give his name to this article and so
we cannot incorporate any detailed information concerning these inscription. These inscriptions will be published
in ZPE (forthcoming). For this reason, we have o content ourselves with what was published by Kalinka, and the
data provided by our own observations.
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structure before the church was constructed. Broken stones and mortar debris were used
to seal up the Roman door during the Byzantine epoch. Only the sm.u]l blocks 'Il]fl[ can be
seen in the apse are of undoubted Byzantine production. A 5.50m thick Wal.l I‘CII’]f()rCCS' the
entire exterior of the apse. A 4.80m wide narthex runs along the western.smle. Ige 1.18m
wide entrance to the church is slightly to the north of the axis of the main nave'™.

In the foothills of Deliktas, especially on the foothills to the southwest and southeast,
there are mounds of architectural remains. The small structures to which these remains

belonged must have been residences demarcating the approach to the acropolis by two
sloping ground, and have rough stone walls,
ave been exposed. Thesce

routes. These residencies are situated on
hence the great damage caused by the erosion to which they h
buildings are so fragmentary that it has proved impossible to draw plans and, for this
redason, one cannot distinguish their entrances and other architectural details. We suppose
that these houses, in serried rows in the districts that are in direct connection with the
acropolis, constituted, by forming a wall, although less carefully built than the inner
one, a second defense system. To the south an exterior tower, in connection with these
structures, fortified the system.

The tower, as well as the walls along the hill, are carefully constructed, quite protected
and mostly remain standing (Fig. 3). This unique tower assured the security afforded by
a garrison, and offered a warning-pre-defense system. All the towers we find in the
settlement are of two floors. All the second floors of these towers have salient parts as
some support holes for wooden beams set into the stonework, especially those in the
inner blocks of tower nr 2, that informs us of the situation to the second floor. The empty
space between the first tower, that is the tower situated at the southern end, and the
median tower s filled by a huge staircase that leads to the terrace of the acropolis. Three
towers, built on the same line, and identical in dimensions, form and building manner,

constitute the monumental facade of the castle (Fig. 5).

Tower L (Fig. 14, 15, 7) This tower was built 37.00m south of the central buildings,
where the southern steep slope of the Deliktag hill begins, at a point where the acropolis
overlooks the ancient road leading from the main settlement to the Pirnaz/Firnaz plateau.
This place is also where the acropolis is the most exposed to attack and so, at this point,
its inhabitants erected a defensive tower. Since they felt no need to construct other
towers at other points in the outside, it remained the only defensive element at the
outside of the castle, Except for its back wall, it is still standing.

—

For ()lhu“ Lx‘lmp‘k,b in Lycia, see R. M. Harrison, “Churches and Chapels of Central Lycia”, AnatSt XIII, 1963,
117-151 M‘FI 17; For Pisidia, sce §. Aydal - S. Mitchel - L. Vandeput, “1966 Yili Pisidia Yiizey Arastirmast”, AST XV.2,
1998, 281 ff. Fig. 5, 6.




A Settlement in Lycia: Danézii / Kastabara 193

The facade and the western wall of the tower are constructed in polygonal masonry
technique with bossage; as for the eastern wall, it is constructed in pscudoisodomic
masonry. The inner walls are made of smaller and less good stones. Although its plan is
approximately the same as those of other towers, its polygonal stonework distinguishes it
from them. Although it is nearly square inside, its appearance from outside is not that
regular. The entrance is offset slightly to the south in the fagade; with its width narrowing
from 1.17m to 1.10m, and measures 2.20m in height. A block found in situ at the north-
west corner indicates that the floor of the second storey was 0.70m above the lintel header
of the first floor door., One of the fallen blocks inside is a threshold block belonging to a
double door, probably from the door leading to the second storey. These two-storied
towers provide for a strengthened defense; besides facilitating access from the upper
levels to the sloping ground behind. A cross, engraved on a block found to the right side
of the first storey entrance, provides us with evidence that this tower was used during the
Byzantine period.

All along the slope behind the tower, there are a lot of masonry fragments from some
other structures, whose walls were built of polygonal, isodomic or rough masonry. Since
the quite dispersed buildings from which these remains have come, have not as yet been
studicd, neither for their structure nor for their plans, we cannot say anything further about
then.

The entire castern facade of the central settlement is still mostly standing". (Fig. 5, 0,
13). Three towers provide a splendid view from the front, constitute the acropolis’s
terrace. The fact that the eastern facade was constructed with so litde space between
the towers, is due not only to a defensive problem but also, by so building, they aimed to
provide a monumental appearance to the castle-settlement. The eastern and northern faces
of the castle, both of which are standing, as well as the remaining half of the southern wall
are built from bossage blocks in pscudo-isodomic construction. Most of the blocks are
rectangular but, in some places thinner ones are used to fill the erpty spaces. A fascia of
5 em encloses these bossage blocks. In cach of the towers, the external faces are uneven
while the inner faces are built from smooth ashlar stones. On the fagade there are two
set back closets built from smooth faced blocks. The joints follow round the castle
walls without any irregularity, with the exception of a couple of 5-10 cm deviations made
intentionally to strengthen the stonework. The four first courses of the wall are composed
of stone blocks measuring 0.60-0.70m, while higher up the wall, the smaller the stone
blocks are, above the first 4 courses measuring 0.40-0.50m. The transition from the first to
the second floor of the tower is confirmed by straight and oblong blocks of 0.35m, that
must have been laid to extend outwards into the inner space of the tower, so that the floor
of the second storey could be placed on these supports. The technique used in the wall
masonry as well as the stonework is in accordance with Hellenistic examples'. As for the
remaining upright western extension of the southern long side, the wall is built in the
polygonal technique. We could find neither clamp or insert, nor are there any anchorages
relative to these stone blocks.

I yilmaz - Cevik 1996, 196 {1, Fig. 10.
15 ¢f. Marksteiner 1997, 167 Iig. 90.
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Tower IL: (Fig. 5, 6, 16). This tower situated on the southwest corner of the castle, is,
by comparison with the other towers, the best preserved and provides the most valuable
information about a possible restitution of the entire structure. Thanks to its state of
preservation we can provide a description of almost all the architectural elements. Its
external measurements are 6.50x6.35m; only a 6.60m high part of this structure remains
standing. From some technical details on the column found in situ at the southern corner,
we understand that there was at least one row of blocks. The first storey is 3.70m high.
‘The southwest substructure is deeper than the other parts, because of the inclination of
the ground. The entrance to the tower is slightly offset from the first floor axis and is 1.94m
high; its width is 1.00m at the top, 1.05m at the bottom. The way the doorframe has been
worked, leads us 1o suggest it was a double door and each door leaf could be bolted from
hehind. About 1.00m above the door, in a central position, there is a window opening (Fig.
5, 10). There is also a 0.60m wide embrasure, slightly offset from the door axis. Another
window profile, about 1.00m high, is on the upper storey. Details from the in situ blocks
indicate that a single wooden leaf closed cach widow. If we ignore the deviations of 0.03-
0.10m by the door and those to both sides of the second storey window, the line of the
joints continues without any interruption. Although there are some thin blocks reminding
one of isodomic masonry, the tower is, as a whole, made from pscudo-isodomic blocks of
mainly identical height. The southeast and southwest faces of the tower, whose hack wall
is destroyed, are made from bossage blocks; as for its northeast face, it is smoothly
worked. The first storey walls are thicker than those of the second storey, and their
internal face is composed of small polygonal stones. As far as we were able to observe,
no binders of any kind, such as clamps or inserts, were used in the construction. The
interior of the tower is, 1o the height of the second storey, full of mounds of blocks fallen
and abraded by the wearing passage of time. Among them there is one block belonging
to the door. We found an in situ threshold stone in the middle of the back wall just at the
start of the second storey; from which we understand that there was a wooden staircase
leading 1o the upper storey, which was on the same level as the ground floor of the acro-
polis, and thus led 10 the interior space of the tower. The perimeter wall that limits the
place in the south joins the southwest corner of this tower. This wall going 2.40m south-
westwards in the same direction as the back wall of the tower then makes a ninety-degree
angle before turning toward the northwest, The stonework of this wall, joint lines and
block dispositions are, for some 8.00m, identical 1o those of the tower (Fig. 5, 17), but the
wall continues, after this, with polygonal stonework. Although this polygonal wall has

heen destroyed from g point 21 meters from the tower's corner, we can follow it thanks
to the notches cut in the bedrock.

Between towers 11 and 11 there s 2 3.60m large and 0.35m long passage (Fig. 5, 16).
We understand from the fact that the steps are as large as the whole aperture, that through
this pussage one climbed to the terrace of the castle, and the main entrance of the castle
wits at this point. Although the fallen blocks are dispersed, the position of some of them
leads us 1o think that some steps led 1o the top of the first storey, 4m high, as well as to
the open floor arca of the castle’s interior!®. A partial cleanup has revealed that these steps

16 - RV . . . e
During the visit they patid 1o the region, Heberdey and Kalinka supposed that there was a five-step access. (TAM

I 11944] 265 Fig. 1) For this supposition to be correct each ol the steps should be 0.80m high; which is absurd.
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are 0.25m high and 0.45m wide. Thus, there must have been a total of 16 steps. As far as
we can see, they are mostly worn through use over a long period of time. Besides, the
fact that the last in situ blocks on the back wall are threshold stones leaves no room for
doubt in this matter (Fig. 18). Among the blocks fallen in the passage, we found two parts
of the doorframe belonging to this entrance and some fragments from a sarcophagus. In
the Byzantine period, this entrance was restored to its initial form.

In the anterior courtyard, situated on the main rock 5.80m before the stepped exit, there
is 2 circular hollow, where we see a dowel niche with its lead pouring duct (Fig. 5).
Unique in the neighborhood, this niche suggests that there may have been a stele. Near
the niche we found a fragment of an inscribed stele measuring 0.58x0.25x0.24m and dated
to the late 11. Century A.D (Fig. 19,

Tower II: (Fig. 5, 6, 13) It has a square ground-plan, measuring 6.35x6.40m. The front
wall is like the other towers, 1.00m thick, and the sidewalls are 0.80-0.90m. The reason for
the front wall being thicker than the others is that the pressure on it is stronger. As is the
case with tower 11, the door of tower 11 is slightly offset from the axis; it is on the same
level, and as high as the door of the tower that stands next to it. The tower has some joint
deviations at the threshold level. Tts highest point is 1.80m above the door lintel level.
Almost all the blocks of the superstructure have fallen into the interior of the tower. Unlike
tower 11, here we cannot see the window aperture because the row of blocks in which it
was set have fallen down. There is no embrasure window to this tower. The masonry and
stonework are the same throughout the entire building. However bumped blocks are only
used on the fagade. The sidewall looking onto tower 1V is bossaged only on its first row
of stones, the rest are without any peculiarity. '

The three-walled, court shaped recess between towers 11 and T was definitely closed
off by a wall that began 0.50-060m from the floor. This wall was probably built in the
Byzantine period. As is the case with the other towers, the back wall is preserved to
the height of the second storey. The back walls not only completed the towers, they
constituted the wall of the terrace of the castle.

The most important detail of tower I is a 0.55m wide niche (Fig. 5); that begins at the
top level of the door and descends 1.20m, with a depth of 0.15m. On the ceiling of this
niche there is a nearly square-shaped mortise and at the upper and lower external corners
of the niche we can see joint holes that were made in order to attach something. This
attached object may have been an inscribed plaque providing information about the
settlement to those arriving through the monumental staircase of the three towered
acropolis'®.

17 The inscription reads: *Pompeia Valentina built this stele as a memorial 1o a slave called Neike”.

I8 we find other niches constructed to pay respect o the builders of cities or 1o venerate the ancestors at Doyran,
Silyon, Termessos and ‘Trebenna, Cf. K. G. Lanckoronski, Stidie Pamphyliens and Pisidiens T(1890) 08; G. E. Bean,
Kleinasien® 2 (1986) 117 PL 22 lower, Cevik ef al. 1999, 403 PL. 2; Cevik 2000a, 42 Fig. 4.
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Tower IV (Fig. 5, 13, 20). The external dimensions of this tower, which completes the
castle fagade, together with two previous ones, is 6.60x6.90m. The thickness of the walls
varies from 1.00 to 0.90m. The northeast wall facing onto the hillside was given a higher
substructure in order to compensate for the slope of the ground. In accordance with these
ground conditions it was built outside the great wall. The fact that the entrance is, unlike
that of the other towers, offset towards the left, must have been necessitated by the same
thinking, because a central aperture would have caused the weakening of the northwest
face of the tower’s static force. The dimensions and the workmanship are the same as in
those of the other towers; the sole difference is that its masonry bumps are left in a rougher
condition.

A 9.80m fragment of the wall going from this tower all around the castle is still
standing. Tt has on its external face pseudo-isodomic masonry, but internally, we mostly
find polygonal masonry. On the terrace behind the towers there are many architectural
remains. Since these are mostly in a poor condition, their initial plans and functions have
not, as yet, been determined. The first architectural group on the terrace behind the
towers passes along the back of towers IT and 111 Between them there is a corridor of
4.00m. The back door of the tower opens into that corridor. We can see two square shaped
rooms there, whose respective dimensions are 5.50x6.70m and 5.50x5.70m. The entrances
are to the southeast. For the sidewalls the builders have in part, used the surrounding wall.
The entrances to these rooms have their original door blocks from the Roman period. Of
the other walls, only a few courses of which can be seen, they were built in the Byzantine
period (Fig. 5).

The most important element we found within the castle is an architectural structure that
extends 19.00m in a northwestern direction and is parallel to the inner wall of tower 1'%,
Only a fragment 3.15m in length and 1.20m in height can be seen. It is located on a podium
whose two steps we can see in the substructure (Fig. 2D. This fragment exhibits the best
workmanship in the entire settlement. It is the podium of an important monument that is
located within the castle, just in front of the monumental entrance corridor leading into the
large rooms at the end of the acropolis. Some relief blocks which were found about 4-5.00m
to the south, might belong to this structure. Among these remains we see a grave altar
carrying a bust in relief (Fig. 22)2 and some fragmented blocks with garlands and wreaths
of flowers on them. This evidence leads us to think that the whole edifice constituted an
arched structure, probably a grave monument, with a monumental fagade (Fig. 23).

About 0.90m from the podium, there is another wall about 7.00m long, which is built
from large blocks, 1.00m thick, and has the strength of a city wall. There is also an in situ
block with a relief among the remains 16.00m to the northeast of the wall. On this frag-
ment there is a horse’s head (Fig. 24). Both the relief itself and the metope or corner part
of a Doric frieze that characterize this block suggest a religious monument on this site, but
we were unable to determine the precise type of structure to which this relief belongs. The
monuments, for which evidence is provided by all these finds, show that the castle had
not only a military function, but also had a civilian character.

19 yiimaz - Gevik 1996, 196 f. Fig, 11.
200 TAM 11 (1944) 266 No. 723,



A Settlement in Lycia: Daniézii / Kastabara 197

The rocky hill, partially used as a quarry, marks the end of the group of buildings. The
hill has passed through some few transformations. In this last section there are two large
rectangular structures, measuring 27.00x14.00m (Fig. 0). As far as we can ascertain, there
was a residence built round a court-corridor group of buildings, that began between two
first towers and extended westwards. Past this point, on the prolongation of the hill,
we can observe various remains. However, none of them provide useful information
concerning their layout. We can follow them only from the foundations dug onto the
bare rock. The unconquerable precipice that ends in Karadere is so deep that there was
probably no need to build an external city wall at this point.

From Lycia?! and the adjacent cultures?? towers and walls similar to these in technique
and stonework are known. Among them there are defensive towers as well as obser-
vation towers?? as part of city walls, and as part of fortified farms that are called “tower-
farms™?!, which were built with the same defensive thinking. Although there are no signi-
ficant technical differences between these three main types of tower, there maybe some
points where they differ. Around the cities, in the farms dependant on the city wall, they
stand independently, and their dimensions could be bigger and the number of towers larger.
‘The number of storeys, the stonework and the thickness of the walls differ from one tower
to another. Examples comparable in form and workmanship to the Darniozi towers, that
are still standing are to be found in Lycia in fortified farms. They are found in a similar
situation in Cilicia. As for Pamphylia, in addition to those built within the fortified farms?>,
there are also defensive towers pertaining to the city wall?®. Some features to be seen in
the towers at our site have exact parallels with those of Beymelek, Myra, Andriake and
Oinoanda in Lycia®’, such as external visible embossed or slightly bulging faces to these
towers built in the pseudoisodomic technique; the fact that they are framed, with narrow
blocks inserted between big ones to provide an impression of dynamism; the fact that
through narrow and long blocks, the limits between the different storeys are denoted. All
these examples have been dated to the Hellenistic period®. The use of regular shaped
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For a detailed bibliography, see Koneeny 1997.
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For Cilician examples, see L. Haselberger, “Diicher gricchischer Wehrtiirme™, AM 94, 1979, 93 . PL 29 it S
Durugéndl - H, Gabelmann, “Tirme und Siedlungen im Rauhen Kilikien™, IstMitc 47, 1997, 213 ., Fig. 2 {f; s.
Durugdnil, Tirme und Seidlungen im Rauhen Kilikien, AsiaM$ 28 (1998); A. ‘Tirpan, “Kilikyu Thracheia’da
Poligonal Tag Orgailii Duvarlar”, X, TUrkTKB, 1990, 405-424; for Pisidia see 8. Aydal - 8. Mitchell - L. Vandeput,
“1996 Yil Pisidia Yiizey Arastimast”, AST XV.2, 1998, 278 Fig. 2. For a general reference to defensive structures
and towers sce J. P Adam, L'Architecture Militaire Greeque (1982) 40 ff; AW, MeNicoll, Hellenistic Fortifications
(1997) 171 {f.

23 Ihe closest Lycian region where a similar defensive system of architecture s 1o be found is at Pydnai. Especially
the use at Pydnai of regular blocks at the corners and irregular polygonal ones in the internal spaces is comparable
(o those in Dandzii. See Adam, op.cit. 124 ff. Fig. 170, We also find many examples, comparable in workmanship
and form, to these at Latmos Heraklein, For these see Adam, op.cit. 46 {10 Fig. 83.

24 1n almost all the texts publishied to the present this kind of settlement has been called a “tower-farm™. More
precisely, they are “farms having defensive structures™, and, in spite of the tower form these structures only fulfill
the function of a secure home for the head of farm and provide a storchouse where the harvest is kept.

25 Cevik 2000b, 82 ff. Fig. 7, 8.

26 For Pamphylian examples see A, Akarca, Schir ve Savunmast (1998) PL 18, For Lycian towers as a part of a
fortification system sce Marksteiner 1997.

27 Marksteiner 1997, 166 {1, Fig. 182-183, 193,

28 We have found, during ficld investigations in Trebenna and its environment, more examples of “farms having

defensive structures™ (turmgehofie). One of the best is in Lyrboton Kome (Elaibaris), others heing near Kelbessos,

and in Belen: Cevik 2000b, 82 tf. Fig. 6-8. For Hellenistic towers see Koneeny 1993, -47-5-4; Koneeny 1997
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: 5 8 5 as as poor
large blocks in the external walls, and small and of 1111‘101p]10L?sl;sltci)rrl1flblizl‘: xii:cd SIH.UC_
quality workmanship in the mortared internal ones, was VC‘W) Usu e capectily 1o o
tures constructed throughout ancient times. Tlle:s‘c Cllllri'lct(.‘lls‘tl(,b’”‘ ¢ thfwmdows o
observed as a common feature of 1ellenistic Lycmr} zurclutcumlc;‘2()1"11‘11ig rnelons are
in the second storey, reminds us of typical tower farm cxum? (,ZS ]. t‘o 1)(; <erensive
measure. In the Lycian examples it is rare for the second floor \Ag(l)nc (Iw ’ .tiCL]ll:lr hove
the entrance however, this feature is well-established elsewhere: T IT)P‘:Idcnil morke
manship and the polygonal stonework distinguish toxlvcr I‘thzlt stzm-d:s ml( Lli)ocm ,lm(zlrphous
other towers. Like its Lycian counterparts, it is built of 1‘9ngl1]el and 1.‘ ‘ ‘l o oS
stones than those towers that date from the Classical p(:I:l(,)‘d' , z-l.nd 1[t 1sf.T[(')r1]1’1thc h(,)les
conformity with the polygonal wall technique of the IIcllcmstl.c period, l)y) illi 137( 1o o
between the blocks with small irregular stones. This practice is due to t lL} pl(x)‘ ‘ l]émj(m
the joint connections between the larger blocks. On the ot.llcr har}d, the u’n )(1)55,211]1)&.6(1
the block surfaces resemble those of the Hellenistic period, left 'rough me‘ c o ‘,mé
rather than the smooth ashlar masonry surfaces of the C]zlSSiFlll period. A n?mF ]slg,lnll) thc
example for comparative purposes to this Hellenistic type og;nusonry, is provided by
city wall and tower at Pydna, another example is Kadyanda32,

. s ear llenistic phase of this
There is still an unanswered question concerning the early Hdlulmlui PI et some
TSt PO i as inhabited, after ¢
setlement. If this settlement is dated to the Hellenistic period, it stlm 1 ”1 ’ unable (o
. , Nt > have been d
repair work, all the way through the Roman period and vyet, V‘I/Q “V“L (he graves (o be
. lemictie e re buried, as a 1¢ grave:
discover where the dead from the Hellenistic pu1od. were | d - from the 3 century
seen, with one exception, date from the Roman period, most being ambles of
» thi : > ex: .
A.D. Only one single Hellenistic grave has been found. We think tlmtilmorc " mpﬁuurc
, . ambers. wi scovere
simple sarcophagus coffins, as well as simple burial chambers, will be disco
investigations,

The ancient path that climbed to the Frrnaz plateau was tl.le only link lo‘lh(:* ,()L(l;ilikvf;;l
the setlement. The path went down in front of the acropolis, and up t(’. l“r-n“j ‘ ;3(} H"m’
crossed Karadere over o wooden bridge, whose piers rested on two }I]“lilSSlVC ’OQ (‘5.-” "' Q“ ,
cross the same watercourse through a similar simple bridge I()d:l}'/. I'he road is stll in use
and, in spite of some repairs, it is the same as it was in ancient times,

In'the castle, there are three niches cut into the rocks facing Firnaz. They are not related
to any known structure in the

town. In two of these niches we found some relief carvings.
In the westerly-situated one

there are three figures (Fig. 26)%. In the easterly-situated niche
! igun i is hands (Fig. 27).
there is only one relief; of a roughly carved human figure throwing up his hands (]I g{, "
: ithi : > settlement and situate
The fact that these three niches are within the rocky part of the sutlunulm n¢ ——
uncti ’ There is a similar
beside of a road, suggest they served the function of protecting the town. There is

-_—
29 Except for
1993, 48.
30 Koneeny 199348, 55 e 20.
31

; , iroor or. Konenc
A few unusual examples, these towers do not have any window on their ground floor Y

. sosele o 1hes dan ex: 'S, see Marksteiner
For the characteristics 16 be found in the Classical and Hellenistic periods, for the Lycian examples, see <
1997, 119 1F, 167 1.
32 Marksteiner 1997, 167 {f. Fig. 179, 180, 192.

o . 989) 48 Cat. 40.
33 For a similar example see S, Durugondil, Die Felsreliefs im Rauhen Kilikicn, BAR 511 (1989) 48
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niche in Kibyra. It has an inscription and four figures —a women and three men-. As we
learn from the inscription this niche dedicated to the Gods of Justice by a person -
“Gerechte Gotter”-31. The figures in the niches at Kastabara presumably local deities.
Mounds of pottery have been found in the settlement (Fig. 28). A few shards are dated
to the Roman, but most to the Byzantine period. Beside large vessels there are fragments
from small vessels in daily use. Most of them are of poor quality and have been fired
without any previous polishing. Except for red slip painting on a light brown background,
they are all monochrome. As for the decoration, we mainly find a decorative crenulated
circle round the apertures. The next most common decorative elements are carved
triangular belts. In addition to vessels, fragments of Byzantine roofing tiles are also to be

found.
Apart from pottery shards, one silver coin, ceramic spindles, and the highly corroded
metallic fragments from wooden door leaf fittings have been found.

Qutside areas (N. Cevik - i. Kizgut)

within the Deliktas Acropolis and in its near surroundings there are some highland
houses, farms and observation towers; these are not parts of the structures directly
attached to the acropolis. They are agglomerated in three places: Between Erentepe and
Deliktas, in Firnaz and in Karamuar. Among these three places, only Firnaz/Pirnaz has an
organic relationship with the acropolis and it will be described later. As for Karamuar, since
there is nothing but graves in this locality, we shall describe it in the section concerning

the Necropolis.

Eren Hill and its surroundings

Eren is the highest peak to the northwest of Akdaglar from where, it is approximately
3 hours climbing distance. It overlooks the entire valley of the Xanthos and of the territory
of Tlos. For this reason, it was chosen as an observation point. It is one of the most impor-
tant links in the communication chain of Tlos' dominance. It binds Tlos, the dominant
power in Lycia, to Girdev, to Choma and the Lycian plateau through Kastabara with the
strongest garrison in the region (Fig. 4).

On the sharp rocky part of Erentepe, there is an oblong structure, visible from every-
where, on an axis passing from northwest to southeast. Treasure hunters have savagely
plundered it. This oblong structure finishes, at both ends with two larger parts. Its plan
is in conformity with a well-known pattern of architecture. As for its floor plan type, the
nearest similar examples are to be found in settlements such as Biiksez or Giirses®. Its
plan is in accordance with what is to be expected for this structure: Both the dimension
and the form of its various parts could provide shelter for military units in sufficient
number, as well storing the necessary (o satisfy their vital requirements. The treasure
hunters committed their uncontrolled excavations on such a large scale that we can now

3, Korsten, “Kibyra 20007, AST 19.2, 2001, 139 Fig. 9; Th. Korsten, Die Inschriften von Kibyra (2002) 123 Nr. 96.
35 Marksteiner 1997, Fig. 29, 102,
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easily find architectural fragments all over the site. On both ends of the hill there are the
remains of some observation structures. A corridor passing along the hill binds them to
cach other. In the northwest we see a group of structures and here we can distinguish at
least three separate units. One of them, measuring 1.90x3.00m, and retaining its plaster
layer, provides us with information on the architecture of the other two, which are hardly
visible under mounds of carth and mortar. The walls are constructed from small and
irregular stones with layers of plaster over them (Fig. 29). When we go from this area to
the other end of the hill we find connection walls or traces of them. At the southeast end
there is a control point whose substructure is entirely cut into the rock. The entire site must
have been kept under surveillance, from both ends of the hill, covering the two main
directions, thanks to this system.

Not only guard posts are found surrounded by the remains on the hill, but there are
also other structures connected with them. Among the structures in the northwest there is
a 4.60x5.30m room, and adjoining it another structure, which has a nearly circular plan.
Its architecture as well as the residual mortar, show this circular structure to have been a
cistern. Pottery shards have been found in the interior of all these structures. They mostly
belong to large storage jars. Access to and from this key observation point was not casy,
because of the distance to the main settlement (3 hours’ walk away), when onc considers
the daily needs of the guards, who lived permanently on this observation hill, with their
provisions kept in pottery pithoi in these houses.

To the west of the hill, before the rocky peak, there are some architectural remains,
which could have only been housing structures for the military. In addition to these, there
is @ 0.25x0.45m stele hole (Fig. 30).

On the abrupt castern slope of Eren, some terraces were obtained by leveling the main
rock, and we find some remains on them. On the first terrace the finds suggest a three
storied structure, We can distinguish all the walls of another structure, cut into the bedrock,
on the lower terrace. This 5.70x2.30m rectangular structure has rendered walls and a
barrel vaulted roof.

Farm I: It is located midway on the road leading from the southeast point of Eren Hill
10 Dantszii. It has the characteristics of a fortified farm, with a square plan of 10.00x10.00m
and 1.00m thick walls. These heavy walls suggest a high and fortified structure. Because
of the vandalism conducted by treasure hunters, the entrance is not clearly distinguishable
any more. Three faces of the structure are built into the rock and so the entrance must
have been on the northwest face. The pottery examples found in this structure consist
mainly of parts of big pithoi. The large plateau in the west is suitable for extended agri-
culture and for livestock farming; and indeed the land is still used today for these
Same purposes. So, we may expect there was already some civilian housing, similar to
today’s highland houses. The farm might have been used as a residence for the head of
community and his family, as well as a storeroom for the harvest, and an intermediary
protective link within the defensive chain binding Eren to Dandzii. In front of the tower
farm, the highland houses with the characteristics of today’s scasonal dwelling also carry
Some traces from past periods (Fig. 31). The casily perishable wood construction explains
why there are today no surviving remains of the ancient highland houses. The present
structures have a rectangular plan and consist of a single room covered by a triangular
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roof. There is a platform along the back wall, and a shelf to the right of the entrance. All
these buildings, technically and from the point of view of measurement and internal
arrangement, conform to an astonishingly strict standardization. Only the wooden frame is
durable and cach season of summer pasturage, the spaces within this wooden skeletal
structure are filled in again to form the walls,

Farm IL: In front of the only known grave monument in the neighborhood, on the
slightly inclined slope of the foothill to the northeast of the narrow transverse valley where
the ancient road reaches the plateau, there are some architectural remains, which are
connected ecach to other (Fig 32). The plans of some of them are still recognizable. The
most casterly group comprises two rooms and a corridor. One of the rooms is rectangular
(4.90x9.80m), the other being a square (4.35x4.45m), and the corridor is 4.00m long. The
wall thickness is about 1.10m. In an area completely covered with fallen construction
stones, the second structure whose plan can be recorded is located about 21.00m to the
west of the first architectural group and its dimensions are 7.50x9.20m, with a wall
thickness of 0.80m. About 9.00m before these structures, and situated on the same line,
there is a terrace wall, approximately 18.00m long still standing. In the small rocky mass
6.00m to the west of the last structure we find a stylized sun carved in relief (Fig. 33). Not
all of the sunrays on this relief are identical; in addition they are superficially done. This
sun carved in relief, as well as another similar relief on the top of the necropolis, might

have been in carved in the hope for an abundant harvest from the agriculture areas’®,

Farm III: Near the eastern border of the plateau, some remains have been found of a
farm. Although it is impossible to record its plan, from the use of huge and irregular
blocks, we deduce that it might well be dated to a very carly period. Its external
dimensions are 6.80x5.00m and its entrance is to the south. In the interior of this building,
at the southeast corner there is a room measuring 2.10x1.80m. The walls stand today to a
height of 2.20m. Similar to this building, there is another structure located 5.00m away to
the southwest. Only the south wall of this second structure, which is made from large
blocks, is today standing.

Farm IV: This farm is situated near the village of Karamuar, at the northern foot of
Dartdzii. There are few finds relative to the farm structures and we can only see some
traces on the rock. The sarcophagi that we shall describe in the section concerning the
necropolis, suggests that here there was a permanent farming structure. In addition, we
can deduce from the leveled land that a farm once existed at this place.

Sacred Rocky: Kizilkaya is situated at the southern limit of the Frrnaz region, in front
of the acropolis; the “Holy Rocks” are located on the flat face of Kizilkaya, which over-
looks the plateau, and they constitute its anteroom. The front part being concealed by an
carthen bank, it has been impossible until now to establish the appearance of the lower
part. Many signs cut into the surface of the rocks resembling crosses and, to lesser degree,
some Lycian ideograms, indicate that this place served a religious function (Fig. 34, 35)%,
The fact that there are no remains from any settlement around this place shows, by its

30 yilmaz - Cevik 1996, 197 Fig. 12.
37 The suggestion that these signs might be Lycian inscriptions, mentioned in the first report concerning the
settlement come from R, Tekoglu: Gevik - Varkivang 2000, 337.
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isolation from settlements, that it was related to some religious observance. Also, t‘his
religious function of the Holy Rocks suggests that they served at a much earlier period
a religious purpose, while the creation of places of worship from rocky spaces was a
traditional practice in Lycian cities*®. However it is mostly a single niche or a hollow llmt‘
confirms the religious function of these rocky spaces. In this case, advantage was t:lk?n of
the natural flatness of the rocky places. Since the ground covering the lower part is an
carthen bank, we cannot give any precise opinion as to what lies behind it.

Necropolis (i. Kizgut - F. Gilsen)

In spite of the fact that all around Danozii as well as beyond the settlement there are
independent single sarcophagi, there is also an proper necropolis, situated to the cast of
the acropolis, on a lower rocky hill (Fig. 36) and whosc uneven topography, with its large
flat spaces, beginning from the deep valley in the north, extend southward and castward.
The place chosen for the sarcophagi consists of the slight slopes on hillsides and the top
section of the banks of the brook flowing along the west side of the hill. The flat arcas of
the settlement were not used for graves, they might have been reserved for agriculture as
is indicated by the terraces that are still visible.

The sarcophagi are lined along the path, beginning in Kumardzi and, in the last
part of the valley, arriving at the acropolis; there are also some sarcophagi on the hillsides
overlooking the valley. Although their altitude might be slightly different, the spaces
left between make them seem to have been placed an even level®. The reason why the
hillside was chosen for the sarcophagi is that this is the best place to face the acropolis
and sarcophagi are also situated on the side of the road leading from Karamuar to it. The
front sides of all of these sarcophagi face the acropolis. The streams running down from
the top of the hill, run between the sarcophagi, and have dragged small fragments of
them into the valley. Among 8 sarcophagi, mostly broken into picces and dispersed, 3 are
nearly intact in their totality. There are also some fragments belonging to other graveyards,
I we take into consideration all these fragments as well as those lids belonging to the

coffins which were not found, it is obvious that the original number of sarcophagi must
have been larger.

The Danézi sarcophagi are composed of a plain coffin, a stepped podium and a lid of

the Lycian type. Except for three examples with tabula ansata, there is no decoration,
With these characteristics they thus conform to the unpretentious simplicity that we

usually find in the Lycia examples®,

_
38 Yor cul places in the rock see I
Konferanslar, 19935, 119 ff.; N. Gevik,
bunun sigimda benzeri cukurlann yen

Isik, “Likya Kaya Tapiaklan”, 1994 Yili Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesi
“Yuvarlak Kaya Ostothekleri. Trebenna'da belgelenen yeni bir mezar tipi ve
iden irdelenmesi®, Adalya 101, 1997, 127 {f.; Cevik 2000a, 37 ff.

39 During our field investigations in the vicinity

of Antalya we found original examples of graveyards situated along
the road, w

hich were common traditionally in the Roman period. One can see sarcophagi all along the roads
leading to the settlement of Trebenna, Kelbessos and
1999, «i01-421; N. Cevik -
(in press).

Neapolis. For more information, see Cevik - Kizgut - Aktas
B. Varkivane - 1. Kizgut, “2001 yil Trebenna ve Cevresi Yiizey Arastivmalan”, AST 2002
) sut, Y

A0 See v Idil, Eikya Lahitlen (1985) 11
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In and around the settlement were found 9 sarcophagi and 2 two tombs, differing from
the others by their being cut into the bedrock, i.e. chamosorion. These two sarcophagi cut
into the rock are near the Karamuar farm, which is situated in a lower place than the
principal scttlement center. In this area we do not find a single sarcophagus. The fact that
the farm owner was able to chose for himself a different type of grave, even if it wasn’t
too far from the center, was undoubtedly due to his economic status. It is common
knowledge that sarcophagi of this type, i.e. composed of a coffin dug in the rock or soil
and of a lid, form the simplest type of Roman grave. The easy method of production, as
well as their cheapness made the chamosorion the popular tomb and for this reason, it is
1o be expected that we would find them in less prosperous settlements.

Two of the sarcophagus lids that were found are saddle-roofed?! and the others are
triangular-roofed, in conformity with the Lycian tradition in which both kinds of lid were
used. The most common Lycian form of sarcophagi, next to the saddle-roofed, is the
sarcophagus having a triangular-formed lid2, the latter has a tabula ansata on one of its
long faces. For those sarcophagi that have no carved decoration, the only clement that

could help us to date them is the type of characters deployed on the inscriptions ™3,

The dating of the sarcophagi found in the Necropolis and the surrounding area does
not correspond to that of the acropolis, which is the most important and the best
conserved part of the settlement. All the sarcophagi, including the splendid grave monu-
ment on the Firnaz plateau, date from the Roman period, but the acropolis is however
dated to the Hellenistic period, and so it is quite possible that more examples from earlier
periods will be found through future excavations. Today only one chamosorion in the
south of the acropolis confirms this assumption. These tombs, due to the absence of any
conerete finds, do not provide sufficient information to establish a date. However the date
of the sarcophagi at Dariozii may be estimated, taking into consideration the fact that
this kind was used from the Archaic to the Roman period over a large aread?, also the
examples from Patara may prove of utility in a comparative study.

Sarcophagus I: (Fig. 37). This sarcophagus is situated on the hillside of the Necropolis
at the northeast end. Like the other sarcophagi it faces the valley, its rear being opposite
the rocky foothill. In spite of some cracks in the lid and coffin, the whole is still standing.
The external dimensions of the coffin, which is on a podium cut in the rock, are
2.00x1.05x1.00m with an internal height of 0.62m. The floor of its northern narrow side is

4l Most of the sarcophagi made from local material have a lid typical of Lycia. These high lids are in the form of a

roof with curved side faces. There are two acroteriz on cach of the long faces, and one acroterion on cach of the

narrow faces: G. Koch - H. Sichtermann, Romische Sarkophage (1982) 536 PL 22,1

Koch - Sichtermann, op.cit. 537 {1

43 Sarcophagi in vogue during the Hellenistic period and Barly Empire continued in use into the 2nd and 3rd
centuries, Although a great number of Lycian sarcophagi have been found, no precise criterion has been decided
on in order 1o date them. However among triangular-roofed examples, those witl a tabula ansata are dated to the
3rd century: Koch - Sichtermann, op.cit. 538.

1N, Cevik, making use of recently excavated Pamphylian examples, studied the area and chronology of the
hypogeum and suggests these tombs have been used by numerous and varied cultural groups over a longer
period and throughout a larger area than was previously thought. See, N. Cevik, “The Rock-cut Tomb Tradition in
Pamphylia in the Light of New Examples at Etenna”, Anatst 2003 (in press).
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purposcly left high in order to create a headrest. The lid is internally curved, externally
pointed. The tabula ansata on its undecorated front side has an inscription that is only in
part legible.

Sarcophagus 2: (Fig. 38). This sarcophagus is situated to the southwest of the first
sarcophagus and very close to it. Both the coffin and the podium constructed from four
local blocks have been dislodged but have not toppled. There is no lid. The coffin
(2.43x1.10.1.27m) still has its Sem wide lid molding around its internal edge. The rims of the
tabula ansata on the front side facing the valley are each decorated with two dolphin heads.

Sarcophagus 3: (Fig. 39). This sarcophagus is situated on a two-stepped podium. Its
main floor cannot be examined because of the filling material that has leaked in from
the top. The coffin is broken into fragments. There is no lid. The lid found five meters
away, might well belong to another sarcophagus because its dimensions do not fit this
sarcophagus™. The external dimensions of the coffin are 2.23x1.00m; its external height is
L.15m, and the internal height is 0.65m. There is an uninterrupted lid molding around its
internal edge.

Sarcophagus 4: This sarcophagus is mostly fragmented, and is in poor condition. Only
the lower part of the coffin can be easily observed. The rocky platform behind it forms a
part of this sarcophagus. As far as we can establish from the remaining upright part, the
coffin must have measured 1.70x1.05x1.18m. Its rear wall is thicker, and less carefully
worked than the other examples. It has, like the others, a lid molding.

Sarcophagus 5: (Fig. 41). This sarcophagi stands at the extreme southern end of the
line of sarcophagi. Due to the characteristics of the landscape, it faces the north. In spite
of lacking its podium blocks and the fragmented condition of the lid and coffin, it is still
standing, and it is the best-preserved sarcophagus at Dandzi. The coffin measures:
2.206x1.20x1.34; the saddle-roofed lid of the coffin, which has a ridge beam, measures:
2.40x1.36x0.92m. The front side has a tabula ansata, the inscription?” is partly legible, and
both sides of the tabula ansata are decorated with a dolphin?®.

Sarcophagus 6: These sarcophagi fragments are at the point where the flat ground to
the cast of the acropolis leads to the hillside. They are undecorated like the others, and
there are very few signs as to this sarcophagi’s original appearance.

Sarcophagus 7: (Fig. 41). This sarcophagus is situated on the southeastern foot of the
acropolis, at the beginning of the entrance carved in the main rock; it is outside the
Necropolis group of sarcophagi. Since it is buried up to its lid in the earth, it must be well
preserved, as must be its coffin, It is the biggest sarcophagus of Dandzi, and it structurally

IS CTAM 1 Q940 206 No. 721
A6 e sarcoplhagus 1o w

hich this lid helonged must have been broken into fragments and has fallen into the valley.
47

TAM TEC1944) 265 No. 720. For other undecorated sarcophagi of which there are many examples in Lycia, sce idil,
op.ait, PLS, Fig. 2 p]. 28 Fig. 1, 2; F. Kolb, Besiedlung und Bodennutzung auf dem Territorium der lykischen Polis
/ Kyaneai, Akten des 11, Internationalen Lykien-Symposions Wien (1990) PL. 25 Fig. 9 f.

8 For the symbolic signification of representations of dolphins in burial culture, see B, Andreae, *Delphine als
Glacksymbole™, HL Roth (ed.), Zum Problem der Deutung mittelalterlicher Bildinhalte. Akten des 1. Int. Koll. In
Mi“‘l"”}l A Lahn 1983 (1986) 51 {1, Some sarcophagi with dolphin description after Lycian type are also to be
found outside Lycia, such as, for instance, those not yet published of Termessus,
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differs from the others. We cannot measure its height because it stands underground. Its
lid, saddle-roofed and broken at some points, ends with a rooftree of 0.15x0.14m. On both
sides there is two akroteria.

Sarcophagus 8: This sarcophagi is not in situ, and stands just in front of the arable
terrace that is situated to the east of the acropolis. Only four fragments of this sarcophagus,
which has been smashed by dynamite, have been found. Two of the fragments belong to
the saddle-roofed lid, the two others to the coffin.

Sarcophagus 9: (Fig. 42, 43). This sarcophagus stands alone near the “Holy Rocks”. Tt
has fallen to the foot of the main rock platform, on which it was standing originally. It
measures 2.25x1.00x0.85m and it faces the “Holy Rocks”. A lion’s foot decorates each of
the corners of the podium, on which the sarcophagus was placed and it is unique, because
of this particularity. The lion’s foot at the right corner is broken. The relief carved on the
rocky podium provides an indication as to the direction this sarcophagus faced. It is
interesting to note that for this relief carving, not the sarcophagus itself, but the rock
floor was chosen. Although it is in very poor condition, we can distinguish a figure
representing a woman raising her hands. (Fig. 43). Tts characteristics belong mainly to the
Roman period.

Sarcophagus 10: (Fig 44). This sarcophagus is in the rocky place near Karamuar farm,
on the northern foot of the acropolis, within the limits of the actual village. It is to be related
to farm IV and is a chamosorion. Except for the coffin, which is roughly carved in the main
rock, nothing survives. In structural conformity with the rock, it is cut slightly crosswise
toward the west. It measures 2.02x0.94x0.80m. On the tabula ansata of the front side only
a small part of the inscription is legible.

Sarcophagus 11: (Fig. 45). This is the second chamosorion belonging to Karamuar
farm, and is located at the foot of the hill to the north of the present village graveyard.
One half of the coffin, dug into the rock, is buried in the ground. The lid has been
toppled and lies near the coffin. It has external dimensions of 2.20x1.60m, and internal
ones of 1.80x082m. We cannot see any inscription on its tabula ansata. The mostly broken
saddle-roofed lid has both akroteria and ridge beams.

The hypogeum: is situated on the foot of the small hill to the left side of the ancient
path leading toward south, 150 meters from the acropolis. The internal southern and
northern walls of this mostly destroyed tomb have been dug into the main rock; as for its
castern and western walls, having been dug into a part of the rock that was not sufficiently
solid, these walls have been strengthened by neatly cut stones. The burial chamber
measures approximately 2.50x2.58m. The remaining steps suggest that the entrance was
on the eastern side, and on the same level as the road. From these steps, worked from
small pieces of stone, one can go down to the floor, which is partly conserved®. The same
masonry technique, i.e. that by which a surface is covered with small stones, is also
applied to the floor. Especially that part adjacent to the right side of the entrance where

49 The reason why the steps are made from litle picces of stone is that the rock was not strong enough, nor was it
suitable material for decent stonework. We must not consider this to be a traditional characteristic nor yet a local
particularity. For instance, in the rock-cut tombs of Patara, the steps are entirely cut into the rock. See Yimaz -
Gevik 1997, 204 PL 2, 3, 5.
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the rock is most vulnerable, does not allow for proper stonework. As far as we can
measure from a well-preserved point, the tomb was 0.85m high. Because of the natural
infilling over time and the damaging effects of illegal excavation, there is today no visible
plan. Lying 5m to the west of the tomb, a decorated threshold measuring 1.20x0.60m
provides evidence that there was originally a bolted door; with this detail too, the
hypogeum follows the Lycian tradition®?. Because of the low number of sarcophagi,
and the lack of rock-cut graves, we would expect the hypogeum type of tomb to be more
common at Dandzi. As at Patara, where there are very few examples of the rock-cut
traclition and the hypogeum burial chamber was preferred, so (oo at Darozii this same
type of entombment may well have been practiced. The hypogeum type of tomb being
very well hidden, they are well preserved and they are only found by chance. We expect
that further hypogeum will be found and excavated in Dariozi.

We cannot precisely date this tomb, as no grave goods have been found in it, however,
since similar tombs at Patara were in use between the 1% century B.C. and ond century
ADSY we can suggest this period for the hypogeum at Dariozii, when this form of burial
was in widespread use. In addition, the fact that Dardzii was inhabited from the
Hellenistic period and far into the Roman period and, as its sarcophagi have been dated
to the Imperial epoch, this might lead us to suspect that hypogeum met the need for
burial in those earlier times.

The vaulted tomb: I'rom some architectural remains we understand that on the northern
hillside in which stood the hypogeum, and which overlooks the acropolis, there was a
structure erected on a leveled picee of ground to the left side of the road leading to the
hypogeum. The thickness of the wall is 0.80m and, as far as we were able to measure it,
its long side extends 8.70m. This structure has a 1.30m wide entrance. The exact extent of
the other walls, which are concealed beneath the natural filling material, cannot be clearly
established. The size of the structure as well as the characteristics of the blocks, suggest a
large vaulted architectural structure2, The fragments studied are so slight we are unable
to suggest a date.

The adicula tomb: (Fig. 40-51) This is situated on the southern side of the ancient
road leading from the acropolis to Karadere at the point where it reaches the Firnaz plain.
The most monumental grave known today at Dariozi, it is visible from the acropolis.
Located on a stepped podium, and covered by an arch, it is a typical cedicula tomb (Fig
46, 493>, "The lower part of the tomb is constructed from quite well cut blocks carved into
the bedrock. From this bedrock the greatest advantage was taken; so that even the coffin
of the sarcophagus as well as the foot of the northwestern arch are made entirely from this
rock. The plan of the wdicula is of a wide rectangle measuring externally 3.03m wide and
5.42m long, the internal measurements being 2.02x3.50m. The wall thickness is, on both

_—

P. Roos, “The Rock-Tomb Doors of the Lyco-Carian Borderland”, OpAth 10, 1971, 25 (T,

Yilmaz - Cevik 1997, 200 f,

In view of the important position of (his -probably- vaulted structure, together with its length, we may well expect
a second grave monument in the settlenient,

See, e.g., Lanckoronski, op.cit. Fig. 22, 86 [.; C. Bayburtluoglu, “1983 Yili Arykanda Kazidarn”, KST XVI.2, 1994, 226
Fig. 8, N. Cevik - F. Giilsen, “Kent Antalya'nin Arkeolojik Envanteri Projesi 11, Varsak Arastirmalar”, AST XV. 2,
1998, 365 {I. Fig. 4; Gevik 20001, 89 f. Fig. 19, 20, 22.
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sides, about 1.00m, and, in the back and front 0.80m. On the front side there are three
steps made from blocks, and two other steps leading to the podium cut in the main rock.
The height, including the stepped podium is 3.50m.

The coffin, whose walls are quite thick, is, as a prolongation of the entire substructure,
carved in the rock (Fig. 46). It is separated from the main rock walls of the tomb by 0.44-
0.48-0.58m wide corridors. Its external measurements are 1.50x2.44m, the internal ones
being 0.73x1.73m. On its right side, there is the impost. Its total height, including the lid,
is 1.40m.The lid has fallen, but it is in the main well preserved. The most important
data concerning this tomb are to be found on the lid: on the front long side we sce an
inscription along the molding, and on the frontispicce there is a shield in relief. The
inscription reads “...whoever damages this tomb shall pay a fine of 2500 drachms to the
most sacred treasure bouse” (Fig. 49)%%, This monument is a typical sedicula tomb, many
examples of which are visible in various settlements in Lycia, Pisidia and Pamphylia. As
for the inscription, it is most important because it articulates the ties between the Darnozi
settlement and the center, i.e. Tlos (site of the most sacred treasure house).

54 TAM 11 (1944) 266 No. 722,
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Ozet

Likya - Akdaglar'da Yeni bir Yerlesim:
Deliktas / Kastabara

Yerlesime Fethiye'nin Kemer Ilgesinden Tlos’a ¢rkmadan dnce kuzeye, daglara ¢ikan
yol tizerinden Kayacik ve Deresapad izlencesindeki 32 km’lik orman yoluyla varihir. Dag-
orman yolu Kemer'den sonra yaklagik 2 saat sonra Derekdy ya da Danozi olarak bilinen
koye ulagihir. Ara¢ yolunun ulastigi son nokta olan Karamuar Mahallesi, antik yerlesimin
bulundugu Deliktas tepesinin yaya olarak yaklagik 1 saat uzagmdadir. itk kez 1898'de
Heberdey tarafindan varligt kesfedilen Deliktas yerlesimindeki bazt kalintular 1944°de
E. Kalinka tarafindan yaymlanmisgtr.

Tlos'tan gelip Akdag yaylasindan doguya dogru Daghk Likya'ya giden antik yol giizer-
gahinda bulunan Dandzi, Tlos ile Choma arasindaki uzun Akdaglar gegidinde bulunan en
onemli yerlesimdir. Patara’da bulunan, Likya Eyaleti Yol Kilavuz Anitrna gore, Tlos ile
Choma arasindaki giizergahta anilan tek kent Kastabara’dir. Danozi ile Tlos arasindaki
32 kmlik mesafe, Patara Yol Kilavuz Anmtrnda anilan, 128 stadia uzakhikh Tlos-Kastabara
giizergahina da uygunluk gostermektedir (24 km.). Guntmz karayolundan ol¢iildigiinde
32 km gelen yolun, antik yol glizergahindaki kestirme gidisler sonucu kisaldigr diistinil-
diginde yaklagtk 8 km fark dogal kargilanmalidir. Dandzi kalinularinin antik Kastabara
yerlesimi ile identifikasyonu en giiclii olasilik oldugunu gostermektedir. Yerlesimin Tlos'la
organik baglantising gosteren yazitlar bu 6neriyi destekler niteliktedir. Bunlardan en 6nem-
lisi, yerlesimin en antsal mezarna ait lahit kapagindaki yazitta olup, “merzar sahibinin
Tlos'lu birinin oglu oldugundan™ sz ctmektedir. [.$. 2. yy.a ait bu yazut Kastabara’nin
Tlos'ta egemen ailelerden biri tarafindan yonetildigini diistindiirmektedir. Tam bolgeyi
kapsayan ve bolge tarihi agisindan biylik dnem tagiyan arasurmalarimiz sonucu, Tlos'un,
bu yondeki en biiytik ug kalesinin Darnidzii oldugu ortaya konulmus, bunun yaninda Tlos
egemenlik alaninin bu yonde ulagtige siurlar acik bir sekilde saptannustr. Bauda ve gliney-
deki Telmessos, Pinara ve baskent Ksanthos gibi gliglti komgulart nedeniyle Egen Vadisi
boyuncaki arazilerde pays daralan Tlos'un daglarda ¢ok daha genis bir egemenlik alanina
sahip oldugu anlagilmaktadir. Esen Cayr'nin dogu tarafindaki dizliiklerin Tlos'un egemenli-
gine ait oldugu disiiniildigiinde ve sahildeki komgularina oranla ¢cok genis daghk alanlara
sahip oldugundan ¢ok yonli ve dolayisiyla daha zengin bir ckonomi olusmustur. Tlos'un
diger kentlere oranla ¢ok daha fazla garnizon ya da yan garnizon yerlegimiyle (Zindan, Erikli,
Koristan gibi) bagr olmasinin nedeni, etki ve hak alanmin bu denli genig ve -Kastabara

orneginin gosterdigi gibi- zor cogratyasidir.
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. i Uuney-
Akropol, gineydogu-kuzeybati yoniinde uzayan kayalik Deliktag TCPC‘*in‘_fLI%’f”?LY
dogu dorugunda, tepe uzantisina kuruludur. Bati uzun yant bOYU.“C“.I\m‘i.( L)le mr}
gecilmez, derin ve dik yart ile sinirhidir, Dogu yanda tim vadiye ve g[mcymdel\f : ulr;"u
Firnaz Yaylas'na egemendir. Tiim gevresiyle birlikte zaten oldukga kisitls .Okl‘n T;mm 1 m-
larint, otlaklar ve su kaynaklarint kontroliinde tutar. Oldukga k()l’U{)zlkll, 111@111{11 v? bitylik
oranda ayakta kalan kule ve sur duvarlan tepe ¢evresince uzanif. Onemli l.)lr g;u:.mzond:m
beklenen giivenlige uygun olarak kale ciginda tek bir kuleyle desteklenmis ve on savun-
ma olusturulmustur. Yci’lcsimdcki tim kuleler iki katlidir. ikinci kata iligkin blok Q‘lflmlkm
tim kule iclerinde izlenirken, 6zellikle kuzeydeki 1T nolu kulenin ic hl()kl;u-]r.]dzlk] ahsap
haul yuvalary, ikinci kata gecis konusunda bilgi verirler. En giineydeki ilk kule ile orta kule
arasindaki bosluk boydan boya basamaklarla akropol terasina gikar. Boyutta, bi
iscilikte birbirlerine benzeyen, ayni aks tizerine yerlestirilmis 0¢ kule kalenin anitsal
cephesini olusturur,

bicimde ve

Merkez yerlesimin (surici) doguya bakan tiim yiizi biytk oranda ayaktadir. On ytizde,
ti¢ kule gorkemli bir cephe sergilerken ayni zamanda akropol terasint da olustururlar. ’Bu
tic kulenin boylesine sik dizinde yapilmis olmalar, aktif savunma amact yaninda, yerlesim-
deki yapilasmanin anusalliginim vurgulanmasindan da kaynaklanmaktadir. Kalenin ayakta
kalan tim dogu ve kuzey yuzii ile giney duvarin yarist tamamen bosajli bloklarla
pscudoisodom tarzinda oriltidiir, Kule 11 ile Kule T arasinda, 3.60 m. gcni\?‘ligmdc ve 6.35 m.
uzunlugunda bir gegenek vardir. Bu kesimden, tiim agikligr dolduran 16 basamakla kale
dazligiine ¢rkuldigy, kalenin ana giriginin burada oldugu anlagiimaktadir. Girig, Bizans
Donemi'nde, dncekine benzer bicimde yeniden dtizenlenmistir.

Kulelerin ve duvarlann teknik ve iscilikte benzerleri Likya'dan ve komgu bolgelerden
pek cok érnekle bilinir. Bunlar hem kent surlarmin bir parast olarak korunma kuleleri
biciminde, hem yerlesimlerin uzaklanndaki gozetleme kuleleri olarak ve hem de
aynt iglevin gercksindirmesi nedeniyle- korunmal ciftliklerde (kule giftlikler) bulunmak-
tadr. Bu ti¢ asal tipin arasinda yapsal ve form olarak biiyiik boyutlu farklar olmamakla
beraber aynildiklar noktalar da s6z konusudur. Kent ¢evrelerinde sura bagh ciftliklerde
bagimsiz durmakta ve mekan boyutlar ve de mekan sayisi artabilmektedir. Kat sayisi,
duvar isciligi ve duvar kahnliklarinin da tipler arasinda farklhlagu@t izlenmektedir. Daridzii
kulelerinin bicim ve isgilikte saglam kalmis benzerleriyle Likya Bolgesi'nde daha ¢ok
korunakl ciftlikler olarak karsilagtlir. Ayni durum Kilikya icin de soz konusudur. Pamfilya’da
is¢ bu tiir korunakl ciftlikler olmakla birlikte schir sur sistemlerine bagh savunma kuleleri
de goraliir, Pseudoisodom tarzda oralmiis kulelerin goriinen yiizlerinin kaba bosajlar bigi-
minde ya da hafif bombeli birakilmalari, cerceveli oluslarr, araya konulan dar bloklarla
gorsel hareketliligin saglanmasi, dar ve uzun bloklarla kat smrlarmm vurgulanmast gibi
ozellikler Likya'daki Beymelek, Myra, Andriake ve Oinoanda kulelerinde aynen izlenir,
Tiim bu 6rnekler Hellenistik Cag'a verilir. Dis duvarlarda iri ve diizenli yapidaki bloklarm,
har¢la sivanan ic duvarlann ise kiiciik ve bicimsiz, niteliksiz tas isciligi ve dizensiz Orgli
teknigi kalin duvarlara sahip yapilarda tim antik donem boyunca gelenckseldir ve dzellik-
le Likya’nin Hellenistik Donem yaptlarinda bir ortak karakter gibi tim orneklerde izlenir,
Pencerelerin 2. katta yer almast ile tipik kule-ciftlik drneklerini animmsaurlar. Bu korunmaya

-Ozde

yonelik bir dnlemdir. Ikinci kat penceresinin hemen girisin tizerinde yer almasina Likya’da
nadiren rastlanir. Likya disinda ise sevilerek kullanilmaktadir. Digerlerinden ayri, bagimsiz
duran IV nolu kule isciligi ve poligonal duvar orgii teknigi ile de farklidir. Likya’daki
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benzerlerinde oldugu gibi, Klasik Donem drneklerine gore daha bicimsiz ve kaba tastarla
oriilidiir ve Hellenistik Donem polygonal duvar teknigine uygun olarak, derz baglanulari-
nim niteliksizliginden dolayt biyik bloklarin aralarmda kalan bosluklar kigiik taslarla
yamanarak tamamlanmistir. Ayrica blok ylizlerindeki bosajlar, Klasik Donem’in ¢ekiclenmis
yiizeyinden ¢ok Hellenistik Donenvin kaba ve bombeli birakilmig bosajlarina benzerler.
En yakim ornegi Pydna sur duvart ve kulesinde ve Kadyanda'dadir. Tim ozellikleriyle
Hellenistik Donem’e tarihlenen ve Roma Cagrnda da kiicik onarimlarla tamamen kullani-
lan asal yerlesimin Flellenistik baslangiemda tek geliski vardir: Bulunan mezarlann tamama
Roma Cagr, cogunlukla da 1.8, 3. yy.'dir. Hellenistik Cag oliilerinin nereye gomaldigi anla-
stlamamustur.

Firnaz Yaylasina trmanan antik yol, yerlesim disma iliskin olarak saptanan tek baglan-
udir. Yol, zik-zaklar ¢izerek Akropol Onitinden iner ve Firnaza ¢ikar, Karadere tizerinden,
bugtin oldugu gibi, ayaklart biribirine uzanan iki kaya kiitlesine oturan ahgap bir kopriyle
karstya geger. Guintimiizde de, birbirine uzanan iki dogal kaya kiitlesinde agilmig hatl
yuvalaria oturan yahn bir ahsap kopriyle Karadere tizerinden karsiya gegilir. Genelde
antik donem izleri tagtyan ve halen kullanifan yol, bazt yerlerde onarlnustir. Yol boyu
kayaliklarinda kabartmalr kiigtik nisler bulunmustur,

Eren Tepe ve Cevresi: Kastabara akropoliinden kuzeybatya yaklagik 3 saatlik dag
yuriiyistiyle varilan Eren, Akdaglar'm batsindaki en yiiksek tepedir. Tiim Ksantos Vadisi
ve Tlos teritoryumu buradan rahatlikla gozlenebilmektedir: Gozetleme noktast olarak
secilisinin nedeni de budur. Tlos'un bolgedeki egemenlik ve iletisim zincirinin en onemli
halkalarindan biridir. Likya'nin bu bélgede egemeni Tlos'u, en giicli garnizonu olan
Kastabara ve aracihigiyla Girdev'e Choma'ya, Likya Yaylasrna baglar. Bu tepede islevine
uygun askeri gozetleme yapilarina ait kahnular bulunmustur. Erentepe ve Kastabara akro-
polii arasinda ¢iftlik yapilart ve alanlarn tesbit edilmistir.

Nekropol: Darozimiin tim ¢evresi ve yerlesim dismdaki ciftliklerde tekil lahitler
bulunmakla birlikte asal nekropol, akropoliin dogusunda ve yakininda yer alan daha algak,
kayaltk bir tepe tizerinde konumlandinlnistir. Lahitler, Kumarozi'nden ¢ikan, vadinin son
kesiminde akropole gelen yol boyunca ya da yola bakan yamaclarda, kayalik yapisina
baglt olarak, az da olsa degisebilen kot ve arahklarda bir diizen icerisinde es ylkseltide
stralannustie. Lahitler icin bu yamacm secilis nedeni akropolle bakisan en iyi nokta olmasi
ve akropole Karamuar yoniinden ¢ikan yolun kenannda bulunmasidir. Cephelerin tamami
akropole yoneltilmistir. Yamage akintilary, Iahitler arasidaki izlegi, ve kinlan lahit pargalarni
buiytik oranda Ortmis veya vadiye stirtiklemistir. Cogunlugu parcalanmug ve dagiulns olan
ve bu alanda saptanabilen toplam 8 lahitten 30 biitine yakindir, digerlerinden ise bazi
parcatar bulunabilmigtir. Irili ufakl bu parcalar ve teknesi bulunamayan kapaklar da
dikkate alindiginda lahit sayismin daha fazla oldugu anlagidmaktadir. Dartdza lahitleri yalin
bir tekne, basamakh podyum ve Likya tipi kapaktan olusmaktadir, Yalnizea ¢ érnekte
gorilen wbula ansata disinda bezemeye rastlanmaz,. Bu ozellikleriyle Likya genelinde
yaygin goriilen yalinhiga uymaktadular.

Yerlesim ve civannda, korunabilmis 9 lahit, 2 de chomosorion (kaya Lahdi) bulunmustur.
Anakayaya oyulu oluslaryla farklr olan iki ornek, asal yerlesim merkezinden asagida yer
alan Karamuar Ciftligi'ne yakin bulunmast ile dikkat ¢ceker. Bu bolgede serbest kihit ornegi
yoktur. Merkezden ¢ok uzak olmamasina karsin, kendisine farkl mezar tipi se¢ebilmesi,
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cifdik sahibinin ckonomik statiistiyle baglantuli olmalidir. Bilindigi gibi kayaya oyulan
teknelerden ve kapaklardan olugan bu tip, Roma'nin en basit mezarnicir. Bu, kolay elde edile-
bilirlik ve ucuzluk halkin mezar tipi olmasina yol agmigtir. Bu nedenle de asal yerlesim
digindaki ikincil yerlesimlerde daha yogun rastlanmast normaldir.

Asal Nekropol ile ¢evrede dagili lahitlerin tarihleri, yerlesimin en dénemli ve en iyi korun-
mus birimi durumundaki Akropolin tarihi ile értiismemektedir. Pirnaz Yaylast girisindeki
nitelikli anit mezarla birlikte biitin lahitler Roma Donemi  icerisindendir. Hellenistik
Donem’e verilen Akropol nedeniyle yerlesimde erken dénem mezarlant beklenmektedir.
Bu beklentiyi, Akropol'tin giineyinde simdilik tek 6rnek olan oygu mezar karstlamaktadr.,
Oygu mezarin buluntusuz olusu tarihleme igin yetersiz olsa da, bu mezar tirtiniin Arkaik
Doénem'den Roma Doénemi'ne dek ve genis bir cografyada yayginca kullanilmis olmast,
Patara Orneklerinin isiginda, ozellikle Hellenistik Donem’de yogunlagsmalart nedeniyle
Danézii drnegi de bu baglamda degerlendirilebilir. Dandzi'ndeki en amitsal mezar Firnaz’da,
basamakli podyuma oturan, kemerle értiilii tipik bir aedikula’dir.
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Fig. 1 Map showing the location of Kastabara in Lycia.
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Fig. 4 The Derekoyi valley from Deliktas.
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Fig. 10 Stone plan of the church.
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Fig. 11
Rock-cut dowels.

Fig. 12
The church from
the acropolis.



A Settlement in Lycia: Dariézii / Kastabara

219

Fig. 13
The towers Il to
IV and the
entrance to the
acropolis.

Fig. 14
Tower [.

Fig 15
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Fig. 18 The steps and the threshold blocks.
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Fig. 19 Inscribed allar.

Fig. 20 Tower IV.

Fig. 21 Podium blocks on the acropolis.
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Fig. 22

carving.
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Altar with relief

Fig. 23
Some of the
architectural
remains on the
acropolis.

Fig. 24

A metope block
carved with a
horse’s head.
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Fig. 25
The ancient road
from the acropolis
to Firmaz.
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Fig 26

Three warrior
figures carved
in the rock of
the acropolis.

Fig. 27

A niche with a
carved relief on
the rock of the
acropolis.
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Fig. 28
A selection of the
ceramic finds.
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Fig. 29
The ruins on
Erentepe.

-,j;(;:] Fig. 30
¢ 3% The rock-cut
hollow on

Erentepe.

Fig. 31
Traditional seasonal
wooden dwelling.
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Fig. 32 Firnaz farm 1l, ruins of houses.
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Fig. 34 Firnaz, Kizilkaya, ideograms cut into the surface of the rock.
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Fig. 35

Firnaz, Kizilkaya,
i
° 5 cm. examples of the

ideograms.
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Fig. 36
General
view of the
necropolis,
i
&
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Fig. 37
Plan and sections
i e of sarcophagus
= 0 1.

No. 1.
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Fig. 38 Plan and sections of sarcophagus Fig. 39 Plan and sections of sarcophagus

No. 2. No. 3.
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Fig. 40
Sarcophagus
No. 5.

Fig. 41
Sarcophagus
No. 7.
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Fig. 42 Sarcophagus No. 9.

The relief carving
on sarcophagus No. 9. 5 =25 om.
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Fip. 47
Section of the
acdicule tomb.

Fig. 46 L
Plan of the aedicule tomb.
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The facade of the in the aedicule tomb.
. acdicule tomb.

The inscription on

Fig. 50
The aedicule tomb.
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A reconstruction of the aedicule tomb.

Fig. 51



