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An East Lycian City: Idebessos

isa KIZGUT* — Siileyman BULUT** — Nevzat CEVIK***

Traveling Lycia in the spring of 1842, T. A. B. Spratt — E. Forbes visited at Idebessos on
April 4 “The remains of this city consisted of many ancient buildings including a small
theatre of which a few rows of seats only remained strangely placed facing the precipitous
side of the mountain. Walls built of squared and well finished blocks and an aqueduct
extend beyond the general mass of ruins. Among them was a Christian church. On most
of the tombs were long inscriptions in fine preservation, in which the name of the town,
EDEBESSUS, frequently occurred, sometimes in conjunction with that of Acalissus. There
was a single rock-tomb, but not inscribed. The modern name of the site is Kosahagatch
[Kozagacil'. The inscriptions at Edebessus are numerous and very perfect. With the excep-
tion of the last they are all funereal. Eleven were copied by our party. The site was visited
again in following days and copies of more inscriptions were made.” This, having taken
place 167 years ago, was the first survey at Idebessos. The first publication on the inscrip-
tions of the site was made by Kalinka in 19443, Other scholars also stopped at the site
before the onset of our research here within the context of surveys around Rhodiapolis in
2008. In 1958, F. Stark’s voyage evaluation? and Bean’s evaluation on the ruins and history®
were followed by a brief visit to the site by C. Bayburtluoglu, who revised the site’s sketch
map prepared by Spratt and Forbes®. However, there is nothing added on. Furthermore,
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the errors like the presence of an aqueduct and a rock-tomb were retained! Hellenkemper
and Hild also studied Idebessos as part of their rapid survey in the region’. N. Cevik made
his first observations on the site in 2000% and 2008%. Our team surveyed the settlement
covering all the ruins in detail and now presents the total results herewith!®. In our work,
all the ruins were mapped and archived, and plans of remains were drawn. Apart from
some walls which do not give any hint for any sort of identification, all remains have been
covered. New inscriptions discovered at Idebessos have been studied by B. Iplikcioglu, the
epigraph in charge.

Idebessos is mentioned as a city of Lycia in the dictionary written by Stephanus but
its name is spelled wrongly by Hierocles as Ilebessos!!. Despite the lack of information
regarding the meaning and origin of the city’s name, the suffix —ss-'? in the name sug-
gests a settlement earlier than the ruins now visible. However, no evidence pointing to the
Classical period and before has been attested on site to support this hypothesis. Suffixes in
many local names like Akalissos, Arykanda and Gagae, as with Idebessos, point to earlier
foundations. In Lycian language it was probably Iddb'3. “It originates from Itei, a woman’s
name, and maxzza and transforms into Idamaxzza™. Neumann also states that it was
possibly related with a personal name®. It is controversial that the Classical period coin
with the name Ire'%, of the Persians, may belong to Idebessos?”. The dolphin depiction on
the coin usually supports that it should belong to a coastal city but no other settlement
name starting with ffe is known to date in the region. Zgusta mentions the name of the
city but does not comment on its meaning'®. On the other hand, Ramsay made some com-
ments on the name of Idebessos: “The chief of the Pisidian priests known as ‘wolves’ was
called ‘head-wolf’ Edagdabos (archigallos). Archi in Greek corresponded to Ida, Ido or Ede
in Anatolia. ‘Mount Ida’, thus, was the head-mountain or the highest mountain. Idomeneus
was the long-spelled version of Ida used in metrical poetry. Meno or mene was the com-
mon name of the priest dynasty in Anatolia. Another settlement name originating from this
root was probably Idebessos in Lycia.”® The fact that Pisidian artistic tradition is stronger
at Idebessos than that of Lycia makes the comment of Ramsay sound quite plausible while
the presence of Kizlarsivrisi, the highest peak behind the city, makes it natural to compre-
hend that the city was named after a head-mountain. Thus, the name of the city Idebessos
must have originated from the highest mountain rising behind her.
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Earliest historical record of the city dates to the period of the Lycian League. The city
was a member of the League from the beginning (168 B.C)%*. A Hellenistic inscription dis-
covered during our surveys is the only remain indicating the presence of a settlement dur-
ing this period?!. Inscriptions compiled show that the settlement was a polfis and a member
of a sympoliteia of three cities including Akalissos and Kormos and led by Akalissos, and
this sympoliteia was represented with a single vote in the League during the Roman pe-
riod?2. After the Roman period, the city assumed the name Edebessos and in the Christian
period was a bishopric called Lebissos or Lemissos within the metropolis of Myra®.

Idebessos bears importance for its location on the route connecting the coastal towns
with the mountain settlements in the north of East Lycia. The city is one of the 50 settle-
ments mentioned on the Milliarium Lyciae uncovered at Patara®’. The settlements on side
C of this monument start with Idebessos and continue with Akalissos and Korma. The
distance between Akalissos and Korma is given as 24 stadia but the distance between
Idebessos and Akalissos is not known as that part is broken®. The same inscription, later,
connects Idebessos to Kithanaura?®. Although not verified by the Miliarium Lyciae, a road
connection between Arykanda and Idebessos is naturally expected?. F. Stark claimed that
“Alexander the Great might have led some of his troops to Phaselis possibly via Arykanda,
Idebessos and modern Kesmebogazi"28, but it sounds more plausible that Alexander took
his troops via the short coastal road passing through Lymira and Korydalla.

Idebessos, a city of East Lycia, is located 7 km north of Akalissos and northwest of
Kormos. It is accessed via the forest road leading north from Karacatren-Kozagact vil-
lage of Kumluca to Kirkpinar pastures. It is located at an altitude of 1050 m. on the east
slope of Mount Giiciizen on the eastern skirts of Mount Kartal, whose highest peak is
the Kizlarsivrisi (3370 m.), part of the Masikytos (Akdaglar) (Figs. 2-3). Ak Dere, a stream,
flows from Kizlarsivrisi and Uckuyular, passes 500 m. north of Idebessos and continues on
to Karacadren. The main water sources of the settlement must be found in this valley with
this stream.

The settlement extends in the north-south direction due to the terrain and covers
about 360x160 m. (Fig. 2). Most of the ruins are to the east of the forest road while a few
are found to its west. The low hill with the castrum and the flat areas to its west and
north were picked for the settlement. Buildings are found up to the steep cliffs starting
in the east. Narrow building corridors formed by terrace walls on the slopes help widen
the city there. Along the east slope there are terraces extending at several altitudes and
mainly houses are found on them. Flat areas were spared for central public buildings and
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necropolis while the sloping parts particularly in the east were spared for houses. Some
public structures like baths, theater, basilica and the rich necropolis are well preserved.
However, many other structures, especially the houses, are damaged to a level that makes
it impossible to identify their layouts. Therefore, the residential quarters are given as
hatched sections in the settlement layout. Remains seen in the area where the Roman pe-
riod necropolis is found indicate that that area was settled also in the Byzantine period.

Buildings are placed along the main ancient street extending north, parallel to the for-
est road, entering the city at the west flank of the acropolis. The necropolis extends unin-
terrupted along both sides of the street. It is difficult to find another city mingling so much
with its necropolis. The settlements in this region have necropoleis flanking the main
roads coming to the cities but they terminate where the city center starts; however, here at
Idebessos, they become denser in the public center and downtown. The main street ex-
tends for about 400 m. from the west of the theater, east of the baths up to the church in
the north and, especially on its west side, there are numerous sarcophagi. This main street
opens onto side streets both east and west. The public center of the settlement is the area
between the theater and the baths (Fig. 4). No remains of monuments other than tombs
are found in this area. The wide flat area that the theater faces to the south of the baths
must have served as the agora. The small hill of 10 m. height in the southeast section of
the settlement has the densest architectural remains. In addition to monuments, most are
houses. The overall extension of the settlement, the residential quarters, the capacities of
public structures, especially of the theater, clearly show that Idebessos was a small settle-
ment. Yet, the necropoleis indicate that the quality of the settlement exceeded its quantity.

Acropolis (Figs. 4 and 5): This natural part of the terrain is located in the southeast of
the settlement. It covers an area of about 120x150 m. formed by terracing where neces-
sary. Its east and south sides are sheer rock face. It rises about 10 m. above the flat area
where the public center is found. It was transformed in the Byzantine period to a fortified
castrum by building walls of 1.20 m. average thickness on the north and west sides. The
Byzantine walls were mostly built with earlier materials (Fig. 7). Fragments of extant walls
on the west reveal information about the earlier walls (Fig. 6). Although the gates leading
to the acropolis are not clearly visible today traces indicate the presence of two gates on
the west and one gate on the north side (Fig. 4). The east and west terminals of the north
stretch of the acropolis walls and the southwest corner were reinforced with a tower.
About the middle of the north stretch of the walls is a gap with a recess of 0.50 m. point-
ing to the possible presence of a gate here leading to the necropolis and houses. Blocks
suitable for a gate and correspondence of the street axis also support the presence of a
gate here, One of the gates identified on the west side is on the same axis with the acrop-
olis church and has a width of 1.60 m. It is entirely in ruins and the walkway extends
between the buildings to the church. The other gate on the west side adjoins the tower
on the southwest corner. Although this gate is entirely in ruins too, all the blocks belong-
ing to the jambs and lintel are still visible. Measurements taken from the lintel shows that
it had a width of 1.60 m. as well. In the southwest of the acropolis the walls join the ter-
race walls on the south slope, which gets steeper, and extend eastward. On the east side
too, the acropolis was fortified by making use of the high and strong terrace walls. The
acropolis was surrounded with walls reinforced by the towers on the north and west sides
where it is the least protected from external threats. On the steep rocky south and east
sides, terrace walls completed the fortification (Fig. 8). The same is also true for the east
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side of the flat necropolis area to the north of the acropolis. Here strong terrace walls ex-
tending at various levels in the north-south direction supported the security of the area.

Earlier materials were re-used in the construction of especially the southwest and north
sides of the fortifications (Fig. 7). These walls built with spoils*® must have been built in
the 7 — 8™ centuries A.D. when the region suffered from Arab raids®. Like the fortifica-
tions, some of the buildings within the acropolis date to the Byzantine period. It is under-
stood that in the Byzantine period the acropolis was transformed to a castrum® encircling
the church, the heroon serving as a cistern adjoining the church with the houses on its
south side. Because of extensive fillings and damage, it is impossible without any excava-
tions to identify the buildings from the Roman and earlier periods. However, all the blocks
of the Roman buildings on the acropolis were re-used in the construction of the Byzantine
structures, which shows the presence of a settlement atop this hill prior to the Byzantine
period. Besides, the partially preserved walls adjoining the theater on its east side show
that the acropolis was fortified already in the Hellenistic period (Figs. 8, 13). However, for
the time being it is not possible to verify the presence of the gates on the north and west
sides and the towers. Another piece of evidence from the Hellenistic period is the inscrip-
tion identified in 2008 at the northeast corner of the fortification®?.

The northeast slopes of the acropolis, which are outside the walls, were terraced with
good quality walls and served for residences (Fig. 8). Some terrace walls have polygonal
masonry. Dressed architectural blocks belonging to buildings in this area are scattered
around the slope down toward the flat area to the east. Dense construction is noted on
the acropolis. Although most of the buildings are damaged either by fillings or illicit dig-
gers, functions of some buildings could be identified as follows: Castrum, basilica, cisterns
and houses from the Byzantine period; houses, heroon, statue bases and cistern from the
Roman period. Most of the buildings are residential. While houses are denser in the west
half of the acropolis, on the slopes facing the valley to the east there are rock-cut floors of
hybrid buildings.

The street axes can be traced amidst the ruins. The main axis starts from the south-
west gate, proceeds through the buildings and terminates at the north gate (Fig. 4). The
street coming from the west gate also joins this main axis. Streets or alleys branching off
the main axis provide access to the eastern parts of the acropolis. Taking into account the
positions of the buildings, the streets in the southern half of the acropolis should extend
in the northeast-southwest direction. The south and east parts of the acropolis are also at
a lower level; therefore, it is plausible that the streets leading into these parts may have
extended parallel to the slope starting from the south end which is at about the same
level. The level differences due to terraces, particularly in the east, should have been cov-
ered with ramp or stepped streets. It is worth noting that the church is located right on
the main axis extending from the north gate, thus blocking the traffic. As other Byzantine

29 The fortifications built in the 7% and 8t centuries A.D. when Arab raids were at a peak has a lot of spoils re-used.
Lawrance 1983, 200 ff.

30 Many cities in Lycia and Pamphylia were fortified in the 7 - 8 centuries A.D.: Akytirek 2003, 100 ff.
31 For Trebenna see Akyiirek 2005, 99 ff.; for Gagae see Cevik — Bulut 2008, 67 ff.

32 The inscription has been preliminarily evaluated by B. Iplikcioglu. According to Iplikcioglu, the inscription states
that an Idebessian from the Hellenistic period wanted to honor his wife of Arykanda origin and perpetuate her
memory.
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structures too display similar situations, it is thought that the road axis existing since the
Hellenistic period was blocked and altered in the Byzantine period. It is seen that the
streets in the acropolis that come from the gates and other alleys meet in the center. The
most monumental and privileged tomb was found in the center of the acropolis together
with statue pedestals; thus, it was a traffic junction on the acropolis.

Heroon (Figs. 4 and 9): This building is located in the central plaza, i.e. the most
privileged place, of the acropolis. This single-room structure has a high-quality facade
that faces east. Built with fine dressed blocks, it measures 10.00x8.70 m.; its walls are
0.70 m. thick and the height of the mono-block and in situ body of its doorway is 2.80 m.
Its layout, workmanship and location suggest that it is a heroon from the Roman period.
Its location suggests that it belonged to the most privileged person of the town in the
Roman period??, The statue pedestal fallen from the stepped podium of 4.30x1.90 m. ad-
joining it on the north must be related with the heroon. The podium is three-stepped and
the find position of the pedestal suggests that it faced east, i.e. the street. This heroon is
the only tomb built on the acropolis and is noteworthy for its high-quality workmanship.
Taken into account together with the statue pedestal to its north, this tomb must have be-
longed to a person quite important for Idebessos®4. The heroon was converted to a cistern
in the Byzantine period by building a second wall of 0.70 m. thickness and closing off its
doorway. Three steps leading down into the interior by the only standing jamb belongs to
the Byzantine cistern. Traces of plaster still visible on the walls also verify the function of
a cistern.

Hybrid Building with an Apse: It is located in the northeast corner of the acropolis
and close to the church on its east side (Fig. 4). The building extends in the east-west di-
rection and its east wall was partially hewn from the bedrock. It west wall terminates in a
wide apse. Its north wall cannot be traced as the terrace walls collapsed but the south wall
can be partially seen. It is not possible to speak clearly about the function of the building.
Its dimensions and apse facing west suggest that it is a monumental public structure from
the Roman period.

Acropolis Church (Figs. 10 and 11): It is located 17 m. east of the west gate to the
acropolis. In very poor condition, the church was a three-aisled basilica with a width of
15.10 m. The length from the doorway of the nave to the apse is 19.60 m. A doorway of
1.37 m. width leads into the nave. Width of the doorways leading directly into the side
aisles could not be measured due to debris covering them. The church lacks a narthex.
The apse is measured to have a width of 550 m. No traces are attested for the presence
of pastophoria. The church was built with rubble and mortar as well as re-used spoils. It
is not possible to date the church precisely but the similarities with the churches at the
acropoleis of Trebenna®, Rhodiapolis®® and Gagae®” with respect to masonry and layout
may suggest a date in the 5™ and 6™ centuries.

33 For the heroon with a similar location at the acropolis of Trebenna see Cevik et al. 2005, 59 ff. Figs. 13, 106, 115.

34 In the rich necropolis there is only one tomb decorated with garlands and reliefs. It was obviously the tomb of
an important person like those with tombs bearing an exedra. However, those were not buried in the acropolis.
Thus, the person buried in this heroon at the acropolis must be of top importance, such as the founder or a no-
table in the administration.

35 Akyiirek 2005, 104 fF.
36 Gevik — Bulut — Kizgut 2006, 1 ff.
37 Cevik — Bulut 2008, 68.
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Cisterns: Three cisterns have been identified within the acropolis. Apart from the
heroon which functioned as a cistern in the Byzantine period, there is a big rectangular
cistern on the southeast skirt of the acropolis. It measures 5.45x9.00 m. and its south wall
is 1.00 m. thick (Fig. 12). The wall of rubble and mortar also features brick fragments here
and there. The plaster on this wall and the one on the wall leaning on the slope differ
from each other. The same is valid also for the masonries of both walls in question. In the
northwest corner of the partially preserved vault is one of the water pipes, also preserved.
The differences in masonry technique and workmanship indicate that especially the south
part of the cistern was rebuilt and re-plastered in the Byzantine period. There is another
cistern with two chambers on the northeast slope of the acropolis. Uncovered by illicit
diggers, this cistern suggests the possibility of finding other cisterns on the slopes around
the acropolis. Two rectangular holes in the rock surface on the south cliff of the acropolis
should be related with a press in a work-area. As the hole for holding a press-arm wore
away in time, a new one that has survived better preserved was hewn right next to it%®.

Theater (Figs. 4 and 13): It was built into the northwest slope of the acropolis hill. It
faces west where the public center of the town begins. The small cavea sits completely on
the hillside. There is a gap of about 6 m. between the top row of seats of the theater and
the acropolis wall. This gap is like a natural diazoma and no arrangements are attested.
This area preserved all along the top of the cavea must have been used by spectators
over the capacity. The orchestra has a diameter of 9.40 m. The five rows of seats in the
cavea are divided into three kerkides through two stairways. No traces are attested for a
stage building. Rows of seats are flat with a top profile and concave. Although Bean states
the capacity of this theater as 600 to 7003, this number is a bit exaggerated in our view.
Measurements we made on site indicate that the seating capacity was maximum 364 based
on 50 cm. width spared for each person. Although this capacity would appear to be quite
small, it seems fitting for the size of the settlement. The theater is dated to the Hellenistic
period®. This is the smallest example of theaters in the region, aside from the one at
Simena®!. As it rests on the hillside and there is no evidence for Roman period work on
it, its origin is placed in the Hellenistic period. It stayed in service without any alterations
through the Roman period. The fact that its blocks were not removed for use elsewhere
during the Byzantine period implies that the theater was used in some way during that
time as well.

Baths — Gymnasium (Figs. 4, 14-19): It is located 42 m. north of the theater in the city
center. The entire complex extends parallel to the main street in the north-south direction
while its baths section extends in the east-west direction. The entrance to the baths is in
the northeast corner via the palaestra. The walls of Unit II, which is in the south, stand
up to the vault level. Other units have survived in poorer condition. The layout can be in-
ferred almost entirely despite extensive rubble filling. A total of seven units including the
palaestra in the north have been identified®?. The south wall of Unit IT of the baths was
built with fine dressed blocks on the exterior and rubble with mortar as well as reused
spoils, while the walls of Units IV and V were built with rubble.

38 Similar examples were also encountered during the surveys at and around Trebenna: Cevik et al. 2005, 31 ff.
39 Bean 1997, 145.

40 1ghler 1994, 473; Bayburtluoglu 2004, 149 ff.

41 Bean 1997, 121 Fig. 64.

. Farrington evaluated the baths having three units only: Farrington 1995, 15, 153 Fig. 5.
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Unit I: This small room of 2.50x3.00 m. is the vestibule of the baths. The opening of
2.10 m. width in the north is also the main entrance of the baths. The doorway leading to
the first unit of the baths is in ruins; therefore, its dimensions could not be measured.

Unit II: This is the largest and the first main unit of the baths. There is a pool pro-
truding out in the east end of its south wall opposite the main entrance of the baths.
Measuring 7.00x14.65 m., the unit extends in the east-west direction and its south wall is
supported with two large arches (Fig. 15). Partially extant, this wall has three loophole
windows at the springing level of the vault. Farrington identified this unit as the fepidari-
um™; however, there is no evidence for in-wall heating in this unit and the wall shown in
his sketch plan between units I and II does not exist. Our detailed survey has shown that
Unit III with the cold water pool and this Unit II must have served as the frigidarium cum
apodyteriuni.

Unit I1I: Designed in connection with Unit II, this unit is located in the southeast cor-
ner and measures 4.60x3.50 m. It is accessed via an arch of 3.50 m. in width. A postament
stands in situ by the east pier of the arch. Between the piers of the arch are the stairs lead-
ing down into the pool (Figs. 16-17). Traces of plaster seen on the east wall verify that this
area served as a pool. The pool made the frigidarium appear monumental and comple-
mented its function. Similar common implementations of a pool depending on necessity
are known from baths and examples found in the region.

Unit IV: A doorway of 1.05 m. width in the north wall of Unit II leads into Unit IV,
The gap of 0.10 m. above the door lintel was meant for reducing the weight load on the
lintel. The unit measures 5.40x8.55 m. and extends in the east-west direction. There are
two niches in the north wall. Traces on the walls show that this unit was heated. Holes of
0.06x0.09x0.15 m. for terracotta pins (spacer pins) are observed 0.60 m. apart vertically and
0.30 m. apart horizontally. Some holes still retain remains of terracotta pins. Thus, it is seen
that the terracotta pins were of the angled type like those at the baths of Rhodiapolis® and
Typallia. According to Farrington, this unit served as the caldarium?®. The main reason for
such deviations in Farrington’s evaluation arose from the fact that he could not cbserve the
baths in its entirety. Thus, Farrington saw the units IV and V as a single unit and ascribed
the function of caldarium to them jointly. However, there are two units here: the first is the
tepidarium and the second one is the caldarium.

Unit V: The doorway leading to the unit to the west of the tepidarium could not be
identified due to heavy rubble piled there. The last main unit of the baths was spared for
hot bathing (caldarium). Tt measures 5.40x4.45 m. In its south wall there is a semicircular
niche 250 m. in diameter and 1.50 m. deep that is topped with a semi-dome. Traces of
plaster on the walls are still visible. The structure and position of the corridor that comes
from the west exterior of the baths, extends between units VI and VII and joins the south
rear wall of the caldarium make it suitable as the praefurnivm.

43 Farrington 1995, 153.

4 According to Farrington, there are two doorways on this wall: Farrington 1995, Fig. 5. However, we could not
identify a second door here despite our detailed surveys.

45 Cevik — Kizgut — Bulut 2009, SAYFA
4 Farrington 1995, 153.
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Unit VI: This unit measuring 4.70x7.10 m. located to the west of caldarium is also lo-
cated at a lower level than the other units. Tt has a separate entrance on the south wall
leading in from the outside. This unit must have served for the service and fuel storage.

Unit VII: This unit adjoins the west wall of the frigidarium and is independent from the
bathing section. Measuring 3.50x3.90 m. the unit has thick walls. Taking into account its
position in the layout and the water canal on the west, this unit must have served as the
castellum of the baths. Three of the steps on its west wall leading up have survived.

Unit VIII: The flat area to the north of the baths was once encircled with walls as
inferred from the remains. Measuring 14.75x19.10 m., this area was the palaestra of the
complex. The entrance to the baths is in the southeast corner of the palaestra but the en-
tranceways to the palaestra from outside have not yet been found.

The common layout of Lycia is also seen at the baths of Idebessos though with some
changes (Fig. 16). The covered part of the baths comprises units placed within two main
rectangular areas. The first main unit in the south accessed is named as frigidarium cum
apodyterium and the rectangular area to its north houses the tepidarium and caldarium.
Juxtaposition of rectangular units conforms to the general Lycian baths layouts. However,
the difference from the customary design is that the frigidarium cum apodyterium form-
ing a rectangle is placed parallel to the tepidarium and caldarium placed on the same axis.
This layout is similar to those at Southwest Baths of Patara?, Baths of the Inscribed House
at Arykanda® and Baths A in Tlos®. Extensive use of spoils in the walls of Unit II shows
that it was repaired?.

The city was at its height during the 2°¢ and 3" centuries A.D. to which most of the
sarchopagi belong. As inferred from the other buildings, this baths must have existed then.
Thus, it must have been not later than the 2" century. There is no evidence to support this
dating other than the not-very-reliable masonry techniques and stonework; however, use
of spoils clearly seen particularly in south wall of Unit II indicates multi-phased construc-
tion history in the Roman period. Units III, VI and VII were possibly added at the time of
repairs in the 4" century. Following the first phase when the baths was smaller, the units
related with the consumption and direction of water in the baths must have been built at
the same time as the water canal during the 3'-4™ century — especially the castellum (VID
and the pool (IID. In addition to the spoils in these units, the fact that Unit VII did not di-
rectly connect to the baths supports our hypothesis that they are later additions. Besides,
the corridor between Unit VII and Units VI and V has an unusual design and location and
this point can be explained only with such additions constructed. Yet, it is not possible to
claim certainty for all these proposals without conducting excavations here.

Water canal (Figs. 4, 20-21): It reaches the settlement from the north and connects to
the baths from the west. It continues westward for about 30 m. of the baths and reach-
ing the necessary inclination and extends northward parallel to the hillside. It can be fol-
lowed for 400 m. and it terminates in the valley before the bed of Akdere stream starts.
Although the source of the water canal has not been identified yet, it is plausible to expect

47 Farrington 1995, Fig. 10; Isik 2000, 125 ff,; Korkut 2003, 445-59.
48 Farrington 1995, Fig. 19; Bayburtluoglu 1984, 289 ff. Dwg. 2

49 Farrington 1995, Fig. 21; Gilsen 2007, 223-58.

50 Farrington 1995, 70.
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the sources in this valley to have been used. Today, too, the land this valley opens into re-
ceives much water. The water canal was built with rubble of various sizes and has a thick-
ness of 1.05 m. The canal hewn on the cut-stone rectangular blocks placed on top of walls
is 0.13 m. wide and 0.08 m. deep (Figs. 21-22). The water canal does not have arches or a
wall serving as substructure; only a wall reaching a height of maximum 1.00 m. was built
on rough terrain. Thus, it looks more like a modest provincial water canal rather than an
aqueduct. The canal is hewn mainly on the stone blocks resting on a superficial founda-
tion; thus, there is no known parallel in the region®!. Farrington dates the “aqueduct” to
the 4™ century for the reason that it was built to supply water to the baths®2, but the baths
was built earlier than that. Because of the absolute necessity of the water for the baths, the
baths and the waterway must have been built in same time period.

North Basilica (Church) (Figs. 4, 22-23): This is the last building on the northern fringe
of the settlement. Built with rubble and mortar as well as spoils, the church measures
about 15.30x28.15 m. This three-aisled basilica is accessed via the 1.10 m. wide doorway in
the middle of the west wall of the narthex. Curiously enough, the narthex also has a door-
way on the north and south walls. Three doorways lead from the narthex into the naos.
The doorway leading into the nave is on the same axis as the main doorway. The door-
way leading to the aisle on the north side is 1.00 m. wide, while that leading into the aisle
on the south side is 1.19 m. wide. The southern side aisle 3.35 m. wide and some bases
and columns separating it from the nave are still inside the building. There is a doorway
on both the north and the south walls. The north wall extends for 17.25 m. and the south
wall extends for 16.35 m.; then both protrude out for 0.90 m., then continue. The wall
thicknesses reach 1.90 m. in these sections.

The pastophoria flanking the main apse have a triconch layout. In Lycia, churches with
triconch layout are quite common®. There are also churches that have only the southern
pastophorion with a triconch layout®®. But Idebessos’s North Basilica is the only example,
for the time being, with two pastophoria with triconch layout. The basilica was dated to
the Middle Ages by Lang®. A comparison of this three-aisled basilica with similar exam-
ples in the region points to its having been built in the 5-6™ centuries.

South Church (Triconch Church) (Figs. 24-25): This church entirely in ruins is lo-
cated in the necropolis in the southwest section of the acropolis. The apses of the tri-
conch have a diameter of 3.15 m. and a depth of 1.20 m. The middle apse has a step of
0.24 m. width. The naos extends 6.80 m. west of the triconch. The 0.70 m. thick walls
are hardly seen due to heavy damage. Wall debris to the west of naos must belong to
the narthex. A comparison with similar buildings in the region suggests that this was
church®®. Although it is very difficult to date this small church built in the necropolis area,
it is possible to say that it is later in date than the others.

51 For the connection between the baths and the water canal and the blocks with a canal, see Cevik 2008b, 327 ff.
52 Farrington 1995, 106, 109.

53 For churches with triconch layout in Lycia, see Aydin 2006, 31 ff.

54 For example, see Kokburnu Church. Aydin 20006, 42 Fig. 3.

55 Lang 2003, 463 ff.

56 Aydin 2006, 31 ff
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Necropolis (Figs. 4, 26-30): The flat area to the north and west of the acropolis was
used as necropolis as well as for public structures. The main street in the north-south di-
rection passes through the middle of the settlement and is flanked with tombs on either
side. Density is high to the south and east of the baths.

The necropolis contains numerous tombs with different types: sarcophagi, U-shaped
tombs with exedra and ostotheks. The only monumental tomb of the settlement occupies
the privileged spot on the acropolis. Although Spratt®” mentions one rock-tomb, neither
Bean®® nor we could identify one. The tombs at Idebessos can be studied under four
headings:

1. Sarcophagi (Fig. 29, 30): The sarcophagi are the most noteworthy remains of the
settlement and we have recorded 51 of them This number does not include those placed
on top of the exedra type tombs. The sarcophagi are of limestone and have saddle-roof
type lids®® and measure 2.10x1.20 m. on the average. The square part in the middle of the
ridgepole of the lids is worth noting. 15 sarcophagi have a relief of a shield, 31 have in-
scriptions and 28 are inside tabula ansata.

Two sarcophagi with garlands have been identified, one in its entirety and one that is
partially damaged. The first example still retains its garland and supporting bull head. The
second example was removed from its place together with its podium and thrown down
the hill. The monolithic podium is decorated with lion paws at the ends of the long sides
while the short sides are chamfered. It has been observed that both the lid and the basin
have reliefs on both sides.

On the exposed face of the sarcophagus is an Eros standing in the middle and carry-
ing the garlands on his shoulders (Fig. 29). On the left is a dressed female figure resting
her foot on globus. The figure’s upper part and head have disappeared but she must be
holding one end of the garland. The same figure is expected on the right end, which is
concealed under earth filling and vegetation. The bottom parts of the garlands’ curves
have grapes and right below them is a rabbit, behind which is a figure carrying a basket
on her back and stretching her left arm to the rabbit. Opposite them is another Eros trying
hard to calm down a dog, which wants to attack the rabbit. This scene is depicted twice,
though asymmetrically, beneath the garlands. The field surrounded by the garland on the
right is extant and is decorated with a Medusa head. The molding at the bottom of the ba-
sin has a floral frieze of low plastic quality.

On the long face of the lid toppled down is a lion overwhelming a bull/buffalo already
knelt down (Fig. 30). The lion is depicted his head facing the viewers revealing his pride
but the artist depicted only a bull/buffalo on the narrow side of the lid. These reliefs can
be considered high-relief but the craftsmanship is of low quality as can be attested from
the disproportion of arms and bodies of the Erotes on the front side. The most noteworthy
point about the lid is that it has an unparalleled statue base instead of a ridgepole (Fig. 31).
This statue base on the lid has moldings but the statue cannot be identified as this part of
the lid is buried under earth. The sarcophagus dates to the 2™ century.

57 Spratt — Forbes 1847, 169.
8 Bean 1997, 145.
9 The sarcophagus from the tomb with exedra located southeast of the baths has a gabled lid.
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Chamosorion: Only one example has been identified at the settlement. It is found atop
the rock mass of 2.40 m. height, to the west of the north church. The chamosorion meas-
ures 1.90x0.88x0.90 m. and its lid with saddle-roof shape fell down the rock.

2. Ostotheks: Three ostotheks have been identified. The independent ones are dam-
aged and not at their original sites. One rock-cut ostothek has also been found.

3. U-shaped Tombs of the Exedra Type (Figs. 4, 27, 33-36): There are four tombs of
this type® and they constitute the best quality tombs of the settlement. Three are well
preserved while the fourth is quite damaged. These tombs have sarcophagi placed on top
of a raised U-shaped podium with an exedra. The common characteristics of this type are
the rectangular exedra, the bench surrounding the exedra and absence of burial cham-
bers inside the podium®. They differ from each other with respect to the number of sar-
cophagi placed on top. Two of them have three sarcophagi, one has two and the last has
a single sarcophagus. The tomb with a single sarcophagus (Fig. 36) measures 5.05x3.80
m. and is 1.74 m. high while the one with two sarcophagi (Fig. 33) measures 5.40x4.00 m.
and is 1.80 m. tall. The tomb with three sarcophagi decorated with a Pisidian shield on
the lid (Fig. 35) measures 3.95x5.00 m. and is 1.10 m. tall while the other one with three
sarcophagi (Fig. 34) measures 5.30x3.75 m. and is 2.10 m. high®. The tombs face different
directions and the benches feature stylized lion paws at the corners. One tomb has an in-
scription in which the tomb owner described the building as an exedra®, which has led to
such a naming®. These tombs must date to the 2"-3" centuries like the other sarcophagi
in the necropolis®.

4. Monumental Tomb: As described above, it is located in the acropolis and it is the
only heroon in the settlement®®.

No systematic layout is observed for the placement of the sarcophagi. Sarcophagi with
reliefs, tabula ansata and inscriptions are found next to others that are entirely plain (Figs.
4). However, the heroon in the acropolis differs with its privileged location, high quality
workmanship and different architecture. All these must have arisen from the privileged so-
cial status of its owner, just like the heroon at the acropolis of Trebenna®.

Evaluation

Except for the coin attributed to the city, there exists no evidence for the Classical peri-
od and earlier times. Absence of rock-cut tombs further strengthens this point. From what
is seen on the surface it is inferred that particularly from the theater that the city existed
in the Hellenistic period but its dimensions and layout we know nothing about; its richest
days were in the Roman period but it was a small city; it was settled through various phas-
es of the Byzantine period for it has three churches and a castrum and the city’s size of

60
6l

For more information on tombs with exedra, see Aktas 2008, 235 ff.

According to Aktas, “This is peculiar to the tombs of Idebessos™ Aktas 2008, 243.
62 Aktas 2008, 243.

63 Kalinka 1944, 838, 840, 846, 862.

54 Akras 2008, 244 ff.

5 ibid, 248.

66 supra p. 150.

67 Gevil 2006, 179.
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the Roman period was more or less preserved. It was an East Lycian mountain settlement
whose economy depended on the farmland around and mainly the forests. It is located
at the crossroads of the routes connecting the mountains to the coastline: It connects to
Finike bay via Rhodiapolis, to Elmali plains via Arykanda and to Attaleia via Kithanaura
— Trebenna. It is of the same size as the settlements in the Alakir Valley such as Kormi,
Akalissos, Pygale and Madnausa.

Some public structures such as baths and theater, whose sizes depend on population
size, give us clues about the small size of the settlement, but the necropolis reflects the
quality, and both quantity and quality are higher than would be expected. The single
vote Idebessos shared with Akalissos and Kormos in the Lycian League verifies this point
in political terms. Thus, it was not at the level of other Lycian cities whose autonomies
were recognized at the level of a single vote. For the decisions to be taken for the League,
Idebessos had to move together with Akalissos and Kormos which further shows her po-
litical impotence.

In terms of topology, the settlement and remains display differences but there are also
some authentic remains: The church whose pastophoria have triconch layout — unparal-
leled in Lycia; high number and quality of U-shaped tombs with exedra; the structure of
the plain water canal; and the unique sarcophagus with a statue base on the lid are the
most important among the “authentic” remains.

Byzantine pottery is observed extensively on the surface while Roman pottery is less
frequent. In addition to pottery only bronze statuettes have been found. Eight bronze
statuettes from illicit digs were confiscated in 1989 and turned over to Antalya Museum;
they were published by I. Delemen®. These statuettes include the only equestrian figure
with Men as the rider from Lycia (Fig. 32), three Kakasbos-Heracles figures, which are very
popular in Lycia, one equestrian figure and three horse figures whose riders are missing.
These statuettes are dated to the end of the 2° through beginning of the 4™ century A.D.
when rider god figures found widespread popularity on the coins®. These finds provide
us with the only clues regarding the deities worshiped at Idebessos. No reliefs, inscriptions
or any building that could be regarded as a temple have been attested at the settlement.
Indeed, the probability is very little that such finds would come out altogether in an illicit
treasure hunt dig. It may be difficult to learn such details as the items were confiscated. If
it is true that these eight statuettes came out from the same pit then the treasure hunters
accidentally excavated a sanctuary for a rider god.

The texts and materials presented in this article contain only a summary of overall
evaluation that could be attained from a detailed survey. Final and decisive information
regarding the settlement and remains can be obtained only through excavations.

58 Delemen 1996, 197-212; Kizgut 2005, 206 ff.
%9 Delemen 1996, 207.
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Bir Dogu Lykia kenti idebessos

1842°de Lykia yolculugu yapan Spratt ve Forbes 4 Nisan'da Idebessosa da ugramistir.
Kentin yazitlariyla ilgili ilk calisma ise Kalinka tarafindan 1944'te yayinlanmugtir. 1958'de
Stark’in gezi degerlendirmesi ve Bean'in kalintilara ve tarihe yonelik 6zet incelemesi de-
zerlendirmesi sonrasinda Bayburtluoglunun da kisa bir ziyareti stz konusu olmusgtur.
Hellenkemper ve Hild de bolgedeki hizli-yiizeysel incelemelerinde idebessos’u ele alan
bilim adamlarindandir. Cevik de kentte iliskin ilk gdzlemlerini 2000 ve 2008 yillarinda
gerceklestirmistir. Ekibimiz, 2008 yazinda yerlesimi tiim kalintilariyla ele alip detaylica in-
celemis ve varilan sonuglari bu makale kapsaminda bilime sunmustur.

Stephanos’un sozligiinde Lykia kentlerinden biri olarak sayilan idebessos, Hierokles'te
yanlislikla flebessos olarak yazilmistir. Kentin adinin anlami ve kaynagiyla ilgili kesin
bilgi bulunmamakla beraber, Adindaki “ss” sufixi —soneki-, kalintilarla gériinenden daha
eski bir yerlesimin var oldugunu diisindirmektedir. Lykce'de olasilikla “Idab”dir, “Kadin
adt olan ‘itei’ ve ‘maxzza’dan bir kompozisyon olarak Idamaxzza biciminde gelmektedir”.
Neumann da olasilikla bir kisi ismi oldugunu belirtir. Perslere ait “ite” adinin gectigi bir
Klasik Dénem sikkesinin Idebessos’a ait olmast kuskuludur. Bolgede ‘Ite’ ile baslayan bagka
bir yerlesim ismi simdilik bilinmemektedir. idebessosun adiyla ilgili daha anlamli bir yo-
rum Ramsay tarafindan yapilir: “Kurt olarak amilan Pisidia rabiplerinin bas: olan Baskurt
Fdagdabos’ (Arkbigallos) olarak adlandirihyordu. Grekge Arkbi'nin karsihgy Anadoluda
Ida, Ido yada Ede idi. ‘Ida Dagv basdag ya da en yiiksek dag idi. Idomeneus ise 6l¢iilti
siirde kullanilan ‘Ida’nin uzun bhecelenmis bi¢imiydi. Meno yada mene ise Anadoluda
rahbip ailesinin ortak ismiydi. Bu kékenden olusturulmus diger bir yerlesim adi olasilikla
Likyadaki Idebessos’tur’. Pisidia sanat geleneginin, Lykia'ya gore cok daha baskin oldugu
idebessos’ta Ramsay’in yorumu yoriingesinde adlandirmasi normal goriiniirken, kentin
arkasindaki daglik alanda bulunan bélgenin en yiiksek tepesi Kizlarsivrisinin varlig: da,
yerlesime ‘Basdag’dan kaynaklanan bir ismin verilmis olmasini dogallastirmaktadir. Kentin
ad1 olan Idebessos dolayisiyla arkasindaki en yiiksek dagdan kaynaklanmig olmalidir.

En erken tarihsel bilgilerimiz Birlik dénemindendir. Kent, basindan beri Birligin Gyesi-
dir. Arastirmalarimizda buldugumuz bir Hellenistik yazit ve bazi duvarlar bu dénemde yer-
lesimin varligini gosteren kalitlardir. Ele gecen yazitlar, yerlesimin bir ‘polis” oldugunu ve
Roma déneminde Akalissos ve Kormos ile basint Akalissos'un cektigi bir Sympoliteianin
tyesi oldugunu ve tic kentin, Birlik'te tek oyla temsil edildigini géstermektedir. Roma
Donemi sonrasinda ise Edebessos adini alan kent Hiristiyanlik déneminde Myra Metropoli
icerisinde, adi Lebissos, Lemissos olan bir piskoposluk olarak anilir.
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Idebessos, Dogu Lykia'nin kuzeyindeki dag yerlesimleriyle kiy1 kentlerini birbirine
baglayan yol giizergahi Gzerinde bulunmasiyla 6nemlidir. Patara’da bulunan Miliarium
Lyciae’de adi gegen 50 yerlesim arasinda ismi anilir. Anitin C ytzlindeki yerlesimler
idebessos ile baslar, Akalissos ve Korma ile devam eder. Akalissos ve Korma arasinin 24
stadia oldugu goriiliirken, sanssizlik eseri Idebessos ile Akalissos arasindaki mesafeyi ver-
mesi beklenen kisim eksiktir. Ayni yazitin devaminda Idebessos yolu Kithanaura’ya bagla-
nir. Miliarium Lyciae’de okunamasa da Arykanda'dan Idebessos’a uzanan bir yolun varligi
da beklenir. Stark, ‘“Iskender’in, ordularvun bir béliimiinii olasiliklia Arykanda, Idebessos
ve bugtinkri Kesmebogaz: tizerinden Phaselis'e ulagtirmig”, olabilecegini One stirmelktedir.

Dogu Lykia kentlerinden olan idebessos, Akalissos'un 7 km. kuzeyinde, Kormos'un
ise kuzeybatida yer alir. Kumluca flgesime bagl Karacadren- Kozagact Koyii'nden kuze-
ve Kirkpinar Yaylastna ulasimi saglayan orman yolu ile ulasilir. Akdaglarin (Masikytos)
bir pargast olan ve en tepesinde 3070 m yiksekligindeki Kizlar Sivrisinin bulundugu
Kartal Dagrnin dogu eteklerindeki Guictizen Dagrnin dogu yamacinda, 1050 m. yiiksek-
likteki tepe boyunca konumlanir. Kizlar Sivrisi ve Uckuyular tarafindan inen Ak Dere
idebessos’un 500 m. kuzeyinden Karacatren'e dogru iner. Yerlesimin ana su kaynaklar1 bu
derenin bulundugu vadide olmalidir.

Kente ait oldugu digstniilen sikkeyi saymazsak, Klasik ve Oncesine iliskin hichir veri
bulunmamaktadir. Kaya mezar1 yoklugu bu stipheyi arttirir. Yiizeyde goriinen yapilardan,
ozellikle tiyatrodan Hellenistik Dénem'de, boyutlarini ve planini bilmedigimiz bir bicimde
var oldugu; en varsil giinlerini yasadigi Roma Dénemi'nde, kiiciik bir kent oldugu; Bizans
doéneminde 3 kilisesi ve kastronuyla Bizans'in farkli dénemlerinde yerlesim gordigii ve
Roma Dénemi kent boyutunun yaklasik korundugu anlasilmaktadir. Cevresindeki tarim
arazilerinden ve daha cok da ormanlardan gecimini saglayan, tamamen Dogu Lykia’li bir
dag yerlesimidir. Rhodiapolis lizerinden Finike Korfezi, Arykanda tzerinden Elmali plato-
su ve Kithanaura-Trebenna lizerinden Attaleia’yva varan yollarin kavsaginda, daglarla sahili
birbirine baglayan bir ugrak noktasidir, Kormi, Akalissos, Pygale, Madnausa gibi kiiciik
Alakir Vadisi yerlesimlerinin ortak kent boyutundadir.

Yerlesim kalintilarindan &zellikle hamam ve tiyatro gibi biytiklikleri poptilasyona da-
yali olmasi gereken kamu yapilari yerlesimin kticiik boyutlart hakkinda fikir verse de, ken-
tin niteligi daha ¢ok nekropolden yansir: Nitelik ve nicelik beklenenin Gzerindedir. Lykia
Birligi'nde Akalissos ve Kormos'la birlikte sahip olabildigi tek oy hakk: bunu sivasi an-
lamda dogrular. Yani otonomisi dahi tek oyla temsil edilen diger Lykia kentleri diizeyinde
degildir. Birlik baglamindaki kararlarinda, tek ovun ortaklar: olan Akalissos ve Kormos’a
bagli davranmak zorunda olmasi siyasi zayifligini tanimlar.

Topoloji agisindan yerlesim Ozellikleriyle ve kalintilarin bazi 6zel yanlarniyla farkl ¢zel-
likler sergilemeleri disinda, yerlesimde 6zgiin kalintilar da bulunmaktadir. Lykia’da benzeri
olmayan pastophorialar: trikonkhos planl kilise, “U” bi¢imli eksedra mezarlarin ¢oklugu
ve niteligi, yalin su yolunun yapisalligi ve kapagindaki altligiyla inik olan girlandli lahit
bu “6zel” kalintilarin” en dnemlileridir.

Yizeyde yogun olarak gozlemlenen Bizans ve kismen Roma seramigi disinda yer-
lesimde ele gecmis olan yegane buluntular bronz heykelciklerdir.1989 yilinda zor alim
yoluyla Antalya Mizesi'ne kazandirilan, define kazisinda bulunmus 8 adet heykelcik,
I. Delemen tarafindan degerlendirilmistir. Heykelcikler arasinda Lykia'nin binicisi Men olan
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tek atli heykelcigi, Lykia'da oldukca popiiler olan 3 adet Kakasbos-Herakles heykelcigi, 1
atlt heykelcigi ve binicileri yitik olan 3 at heykelcigi bulunmaktadir. Bu heykelcikler, sik-
kelerde atli tann figiirlerinin yayginlik kazandigi déneme bagli olarak LS. 2. yy/in sonu ile
4, yy’in basina verilmektedir. Bu buluntular Idebessosta inanilan tanrilara iligkin eldeki
tek ip ucudur. Yerlesimdeki kiiltlere iliskin ne bir kabartma ne bir yazit ne de tapinak ola-
rak adlandirilabilecek bir yapi kalintisina rastlanmistir. Bu bulgularin bir define kazisinda
bir arada ¢ikma olasiligi aslinda ¢ok zayif. Zoralimla elde edildigi i¢in bunu 6grenmek zor
olabilir. Ancak eger dogruysa tek bir define ¢ukurunda 8 bronz heykelcigin bir arada cik-
mis olmasi, definecilerin bir Ath tanri Kutsal Alanr'ni kazmis olduklarint gosterebilir.

Bu makale kapsamindaki metin ve diger materyaller detayl: bir ylizey aragurmasindan
cikabilecek tiimciil degerlendirmeleri icermektedir. Yerlesime ve kalintilara iligkin nihai
kesin bilgilere ulagmanin tek yolu elbette kaz yapilmasidir.
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Fig. 1
Location of
Idebessos on
regional map
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Fig. 2
General
view

Fig. 3
Acropolis
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. Water Canal
. North Church
. Bath-Gymnasium
. Theatre
. South Church
. Exedra tombs
. Acropolis Church
. Heroon
. Cistern
10. Podium
11. Building with apse
12. Cistern
13. Workshop

[ Chamosorion
B Sarcophagus
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Fig. 4 City plan of Idebessos
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Fig. 5 Acropolis, general view, looking from Fig. 6 Hellenistic fortification wall on the west
the church toward the heroon of the acropolis

Fig. 7 Byzantine fortification wall on the west
of the castrum

Fig. 8 East terrace walls of the acropolis,
Hellenistic period

Fig. 9 Acropolis, heroon and the statue Fig. 10 Acropolis church
postament next to it
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Fig. 11 Acropolis general view

Fig. 13 Theater and the fortifications
of the acropolis behind it

Fig. 14 Baths, south wall

Fig. 15 Baths, Unit Il
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Fig. 16 Baths, plan and cross-sections

Fig. 19 Baths, doorway connecting frigidarium to tepidarium
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Fig. 21 Water canal, corner block
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Fig. 22 North church, plan Fig. 24 South church, plan

Fig. 23 North church, seen from northeast Fig. 25 South church, apse.
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Fig. 27 Necropolis, group east of city center Fig. 28 Necropolis, sarcophagi in front of the
baths, detail of the ridgepole

Fig. 29 Sarcophagus with garlands Fig. 30 Lid of the sarcophagus with garlands

Fig. 32
Bronze figurine
of Men from
ldebessos

Fig. 31 Detail of statue base on the lid
of sarcophagus with garlands
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Fig. 33
U-shaped tomb of exedra
type, plan (Aktas 2008)
and photo

Fig. 34 Necropolis, tomb with exedra south of city center, plan (Aktag 2008) and photo
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Fig. 35
Tomb with exedra, plan
(Aktas 2008) and photo

Fig. 36
Tomb with exedra, plan
(Aktag 2008) and photo



