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The study presented aims to discuss tbe arcbitecture of king's tomh l from 
the stand point of the Thracian huria! practice: the approach leading to the under­
ground huria! chamher (the dromos2) interpreted în modern literature as an 
entrance towards the dead (to the Undenvorld), why not as an exit to the world of 
the living, in which the deified King had to return? The reason for this entrance to 
the burial chamher is proposed to he for: 

- laying of the dead hody in the huria! chamher; 
- multiple use of the vault for successive hurials - a family (a dynastic) 

tomh; 
- an approach to the chamher for memorial services, or for certain rites în 

honour of the heroized dead. 
Having în mind that the tomh was constructed hefore the tumulus was piled 

up (or simultaneously)3, it was possihle for the deceased to he laid directly into the 
huria! chamher and in such case tbe dromos would he superfluous, as in the case 
with numerous huria! tumuli witbout vaults, or witbout a possihility for an access 
into it4. I carinot accept the idea tbat tbe vault, wbicb prohahly had heen huilt 
during tbe King's lifetime, up to bis death bas functioned as a temples, hecause the 
tumulus, as Herodotus told (Hdt. 5, 8), was made as a part of the funeral rituals, 
and tbe same regularity, arcbaeologically proved, we can trace alsa in tbe contem­
porary huria! tumuli witbout any huilt construction under6. Thus tbe vault could 
nat function as a religious place witbout the mound ahove it. 

I cannot accept a Iso tbe idea ahout a multiple use of the huria! cbamher 7 as 
a reason for the existence of dromos: tbe confined space inside was provided for 
one, not more tban two klinai, wbich means that the secondary hurials violated tbe 
custom that the tomh bad heen ordered and huilt forB. Tbere was no place inside 
for the mortal remains of the preceding huriais9 and the question is wbetber such a 
"cleaning" we can interpret today as a disrespectful treatment of tbe mortal 
remains (unhelievahle according to tbe literary evidence for tbe Thracian huria! 
ri tes I O), or as a part of ritual requirements for tbeir huria! outside tbe vault 1 1  (under 
its floor? 1 2), although the secondary hurials aut of tbe tomh are still not registered 
arcbaeologically 1 3. The opposite is proved, mayhe, hy the existence of more tban 
one vault in the clase proximity of one necropolis, or even under tbe same 
tumulus 14. 
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The other popular opinion interprets the use of the dromos approach for cer­
tain memorial ceremonies 1 5. To specify their na ture it is necessary to distinguish 
theoretically the family tomb from the tomb-heroon in which the deified K.ing has 
been honoured, because the archaeological research gives enough proofs for rituals 
perfollt1ed on the tumuli 1 6, as well as in front of the sepulcher itself where the 
memorial service had been held 1 7, as it is the case with burial mounds without any 
built construction under, where memorial sacrifices and libations were done: the 
excavations of tomb N 2 in the Great Tumulus near Vergina revealed a built altar 
iri the mound just above the sepulchre. This proposes the memorial service to be 
done at the time when the tumulus was piled up and the tomb had already been 
closed (it had no dromos) IB .  Here we have to discuss also the question conceming 
the horses discovered today in front of the tomb's entrance, in the dromos, even in 
the burial chamber itseJf1 9. They were lefi there, not buried and hindered the pene­
tration inside if not for hygienic reasons only. To the opinion stated, that these 
horses were sacrificed with the last burial and after the tomb was closed for ever20, 
I would oppose the fact about sacrifices of a horse (horses) at funerals in mounds 
without any built constructions. The question of course is who was the one to con­
sider which burial to be the last in order to "seal" the entrance once and for ever. 

In such case we would hardly appreciate that the dromos approach to the 
undennound chamber has been built only as an entrance to help the profaners after. 
One of its probable interpretations is as a road out of the World Under (the burial 
chamber) - i.e. as an exit through which the deified King can return to the World 
of Living, but mortal men. 

· 

Thus the tumulus with the burial chamber in it is explained as the World 
Mountain (the body of the Mother-Goddess) with the cavem in it (her womb) and 
the road to the cavern (i.e. to the womb) being the dromos itseJf2 1 .  The monarch 
buried into the vault-cave-womb was supposed to be bom for a second time, but 
already from the womb of the Goddess and this time for an eterna! life. Subor­
dinated to this idea of rebirth was not the tomb's architecture only, but also its 
entire decoration22, as well as the burial rites, revealed through synchronous buri­
als too, in mounds without any built constructions. Here I would like to mention 
the burial wreaths discovered in graves, the same that we can see on the mural 
paintings inside tombs, bearing the idea for regeneration23, as well as the horses 
and chariots discovered in graves and tombs, which we also can see on wall-pain­
tings inside - the chariot with horses and a saddle-horse in front of Zaba mogila, 
the same as depicted on the wall-paintings in the burial chamber of Kazanlak's 
tomb and on the funeral relief from Shapla-dere on the Aegean coast of Thrace24. 
The horse being interpreted as a solar animal (the Sun's chariot) - the idea about 
the Solar cycle (sunset which is death, and sunrise - rebirth and resurrection) - thus 
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the horse is revealed as a mediator between the worlds25 . And this was the reason 
for the gods to appear on chariots and the mortais (as Herakles was) to ascend 
among gods also on chariots26. This can explain the chariot's position in front of 
the tomb in Zaba mogila near Strelcha, as if waiting for the King's exit27. 

In his lifetime the King was the one to maintain t; contact with gods as a 
mediator (the king-priest), after bis death, deified probably, he continues his pro­
tection of the living, but mortal peopie28_ In such case his vault can be revealed as 
a temple, dwelled by the deified King - a heroon . The Grcck tenn Î] Qcpov 
(Î]QO)LOV), perhaps not too accurate29, but felicitous, because the Greek hero had 
his power only in the town where his grave (cult) had been worshipped30_ Thus he 
is proposed to be a daemon, then a god - an avt>gcoJtoba(µcov as Euripides 
describes Rhesos to be after his death (Eurip. Rhesos 97 1 ) . In the modern literature 
on Thracian vaults the term named after the Carian king Mausolus3 I provcd to be 
used improperly, because of its meaning as an overground construction predomi­
nantly32.Tuus the mausoleum has been related mainly with the function of poli tical 
power (the Hellenistic fashion), while the heroon concems the religious practice 
and the cult of the deified Ruler as one who can assure Life and Prosperity33. 

The prototype of these ideas can be traced in the Hellenized myth about 
Rhesos, who after his death will not go beneath the black earth (as Demeter' s  
daughter owes to her mother), but from inside the caves of  the mountain, rich with 
silver, he will be gazing at the daylight like an anthropodaemon, as the prophet of 
Bacchus (Orpheus?) had lived in the rock of Pangaeos, honoured by the initiated 
(Eurip. Rhesos 962-975). This can be traced also in the story told by Herodotus 
about Zalmoxis who vanished for three years from the sight of the Thracians into 
his underground chamber, in order to appear again on the fourth (Hdt. 4, 95)34, and 
Hellanicus, according to whom the Getai tribes of Terizoi and Krobyzoi practiced 
the rites of immortality, believing their dead that go to Zalmoxis will  be back 
again.  This was the reason for their feasts and the victims they sacrificed - their 
belief that the deceased will be back (Hell. fr. 73). Maybe this idea is the proper 
explanation of the inhumation ritual, examined in nearly all of the vaults here dis­
cussed - their belief in physical imrnortality35, as the Getai who practiced the rites 
of immortality36 - i.e. they pretended to be imrnortal (Hdt. 4, 93), and as Plato ex­
plained the unity between the soul and the body that a Thracian physician, one of 
Zalmoxis'  followers, had taught (Plat. Charm. 1 56c- 157c). To this is opposed the 
Greek Orphism and the idea about the body (crooµa) as a sign (crfjµa) of the soul, 
interpreted by Plato as a grave (prison) of the immortal soul (Plat., Cratyl. 400c; 
Phaed. 62b; Paedr. 250c)37. So I cannot accept the equivalence between the two 
doctrines as proposed by D. Gergova38. 

These ideas can he traced also in the poetic myth about Orpheus and 
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Euridica which in its late, hellenized (?) version puts the accent on the explicit 
limit between the two worlds : that of the living and of the dead (Apollod. 1, 3, 2). 
An earlier myth with a happy-ending has been suggested in accordance with the 
Thracian influence on Greek Orphism, as the words of Adrnetos have been inter­
preted (Eurip. Ale., 357-360)39. Thus under the Greek religious influence, later 
authors misunderstood the Thracian religious ideas, speaking about the immortali­
ty of the soul, that has to return (Pomp. Mela 2, 2, 1 6-33 ;  Solin. 10, 1 - 1 1)40, the 
same as we can trace in the ritual practice of Athenean Anthesteria4 1 . 

All these ideas we can trace in the decoration of the tomb near Kazanlak and 
the main scene here discussed as a "heroic banquet"42 - a popular scene in Greek 
art43. The gesture with the hands of the married couple, similar to "dexiosis" in Greek 
art, here is interpreted as a new reunion of the married parted by Death, as can be seen 
on Greek funeral memorials44. May be this was the reason for the proposed interpre­
tation of the scene as a wedding ceremony45, or even hierogamy46. In contrast to the 
Greek banquet, the king is sitting on something like a shortened kline47, while his 
wife, as it is accepted by the Greeks48, is sitting on a chair (a throne?). The King who 
is the only to give wine and food to his men, here is depicted to hand a phiala to his 
wife - we can compare the scene with the banquet in Seuthes, described by 
Xenophon, where the tripods in front of each one of the guests, are mentioned too, 
and all  those present there were sitting in a circle (not reclining on klinai) -
Km')TJ µtvou; KUKA.cp; also the king who has been endowed with rich gifts, a horse 
among them (Xenoph. Anab., 7, 3, 21 -26), the same as we can see on wall-paintings 
in the tombs near Kazanlak and Sveshtari. Looking at Kazanlak's frescoes a compari­
son arises with the words of Plato about the doctrine of Mousaios and his son 
(Eumolpos?), that the pious men, crowned with wreaths, spend all their time in feas­
ting, thus thinking the everlasting drunkenness to be the best price for the virtuous life 
they lived (Plat. Rep., II, 363 d). This turns my attention to the idea, already stated, 
about the stone klinai in the tombs and their purpose for the banquets of the heroized 
dead, but not as funeral couches for the everlasting sleep of death, even the idea that 
the tombs resemble in plan the temporal tents for feasts (the fonaTOQLa), set up by 
the kings at places shaded with trees and watered with running streams49. And the 
question here concems again the Thracian tombs and their personal character: the 
number of klinai in them - one, rarely two50: for the King and his wife at their "heroic 
banquet" and all the others would be merely servants, as the mural painting has 
shown. The same as Herodotus tells us about the andreon of Zalmoxis, where he 
entertained and treated the chiefs among his countrymen, and taught them that neither 
he, nor his guests, nor any of their descendants should ever die, but that they would go 
to a place, where they would live for ever and have all good things (Hdt 4, 95). 

Here it is interesti ng to disci..iss the images of the Roya! c0uple: the artist 
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who succeeded in presenting the Holy Beginning, wherc the king - solemn and 
passionless, has retumed5 1 ,  he could not escape his own rea 1 i ty, when the King is 
dead and his wife is deep in sonow at the parting, the wife who remains in the pro­
fane time of the ordinary mortals, dependent on the implacable lapse of the days52.  
And if the King after his death is to go to Zalmoxis, in whose mysteries he has 
been initiated in his lifetime (he has visited him)53, it is Zalmoxis to receive him 
on the feast in his underground chamber (the tomb)54. Thus Zalmoxis is to be 
interpreted as a god-protector of the King's transition to the world of Gods - as 
told by Porphirius, that the barbarians worshipped Zalmoxis as Herakles (Porph. 
Vita Pithag., 14 f), if only Porphirius had perceived Herakles as we can suggest 
today in the reconstruction of his myth and cuJt55 . 

Here an interesting question comes up as some scientists recognize Demeter 
or her daughter Persephone in the tall woman who offers food to the Roya! 
coupJe56. And the question is about the scene in the tomb: is this not the place for the 
blessed in underworld Kingdom, where Persephone is receiving the newly come, ini­
tiated in the Great Mysteries at Eleusis, which again reminds us of the link, already 
mentioned, between Eumolpos and Musaios, Orpheus and Thrace in the syncretism 
of Greek religious and philosophical ideas. But this would solely mean that these 
ideas from Greek Orphism, close to Thracian religious thinking57, penetrate (or 
return?) in the hellenized Thracian society (the time that most of the known tombs 
were built). And this was the only reason perhaps, for these ideas to be adopted in 
such a conservative sphere of social life as the burial rites and beliefs are. 

Gone to his immortal life, blessed in his eterna! existence, the King can 
always be prayed to return back to the mortals and this was the reason for the tomb 
(his heroon) to be connected with the world, using the dromos approach58. This is 
the road to the world under, but also to the world of the living - the road that the 
only one to pass through in its two directions was to be the King59. For all the 
others it had only one direction and that is why the proposed rituals inside it, I 
would associate only with the King and his cult - he who maintained the right (also 
the duty?) to visit his predecessor, may be for the reasons of his own initiation60. 

The archaeological research on some of the tombs proposes that at one time 
or another the tombs were finally closed, may he as a kind of a ritual after the 
death of the next king when a new tomb was built as a center of the religious 
cult6 1 ?  

562 

Konstantin Rabadjiev 
Sofia University, Dept. of Archaeology 

Tzar Osvoboditel I S 
Sofia 1000 - Bulgaria 



NOTES 

I .  The dimensions of the vault were as to assure space for an erected man (CTOJIHOB 
T., 1po6HH'!Hara apxnTexTypa a CeaepoH:JTO'!Ha Tpaxns a caeTJTHHara na KOHT8KTHTe 
c MaJTa A:JHR (VI-III a. np.n.e.), Terra Antiqua Balcanica IV ( 1 990), 1 22). In modern Iite­
rature the buri.al mounds have already been discussed as made for the aristocracy - the 
tumulus as a social sign, later - an economic (KHTOB r., TpaxnffcxHTe MOrHJTH, Thracia I O  
( 1 993), 39-80; KHTOB r., TpaKHHCKHTe MOI'HJIH B b'b.!lrapHR, ro,n:HWHHK H a  .n:enap­

TaMeHT ApxeonornR KoM HEY, I, (1 994), 67 cn.). Thus the vaults we can attribute to the 
most prominent part of aristocracy, and those with a possibility for an access to the buri.al 
chamber - to detennine as Royal, and this is the aim of the paper proposed. 

2. I mean the dromos not only as a construction leading to the buri.al chamber, but 
also the vaults that were situated in the periphery of the tumulus and whose entrance 
remained uncovered (archaeologically proved) for a certain period of time: the one near 
Phi l ippopolis (EoTywapoBa JI.,  KoJiapoBa B., KynoJIHa rpo6HHI.(a xpaii lIJIOBJ(HB, B: 
S tudia în honorein K. Skorpil. C., 1 96 1 ,  279-296, qrnr. 5, 6); near Varbitza (ArnHacoB r., 
TpaK/!HCKaTa rpo6HHI.(a npH rpa,a B'hp6u.ua, BapHeHCKa o6JiaCT, rMCE XVI ( 1 990), 
26); near Sveshtari (Gergova D., Studies on tumulus N 13 from the eastem necropolis of 

Svcsh tari, Hellis I I  ( 1 992).  Sboryanovo - Studies and Prospects. Proceedings of the 
Conference în Isperich, 8 December 1 988, 1 1 9 t). The ornamentation of the entrance has 
been considered as a proof for its free access (KHTOB r. ,  TpaxuffcxaTa rpo6Hnaa ­
MaB30JJeii xpaff CTpeJJ'la, BeKOBe 1977, N I ,  1 2-21), but the tomb's entire decoration in 
and out, has been directed not to its visitor-spectator, but to the world beyond (MapaJOB 
I1B. ,  MHT, pnTyaJJ u u:ixycTBO y TpaKHTe, YHHBepcHTeTCKO HJ.z:taTeJICTBO "CB. Kn. 
OxpH.llCKH", C., 1 992, 422). Tbese problems we can trace in the Macedonian tombs with 
their richly decorated fai;:ades that were covered with mounds soon after the funeral 
(Andronikos M . ,  The Roya/ Tombs al Vergina, Athens 1 980  (Athens Annals of 
Archaeology X, 1 977, 1 ), 44; Fedak J., Monumental Tombs of /he Hellenistic Age: A 
study of selected tombs from the pre-Classical to the Early Impenal Era, University of 
Toronto Press 1 990, 40); also in the tomb in Ginina Mogila near Sveshtari, similar in plan 
and construction, to those in Macedonia, with the dromos that was added (not as a part of 
its construction) to the entrance, as the thracian tombs were - may be as a ritual require­
ment here in Thrace. See also: PyceBa M., TpaxnffcxaTa rpo6Hll(Ha apxHTexTypa B 
6'bJJrapcKHTe :JeMH npe:J nepH0,[(8 V-III B. np.H.e., ro.n:HWHHK Ha BHAC XXIX (198 1 -
82), C B .  I ,  30 1 - 3 1 7 ; Ilpo6neMH H a  TpaKHHCKaTa rpo6HH<t:Ha apxHTeKTypa B 6011-

rapCKHTe JeMH npeJ V-III B. np.H.e. -ro.umIIHHK Ha HMilK III ( 1984), 1 1 -22. 
3. G. Kitov was the only one to propose just the opposite (KnTOB r., TpaxuffcxHTe 

MOrHJJH xpaff CTpeJJ'la, C., 1979, 21 ). 
4. Only 1 4  of the known more than 40 vaults have dromos as a possibility for an 

access to the undermound buri.al chamber (PyceBa M . ,  Tpaxuffcxa Ta rpo6nowa 
apxnTexTypa .. . , 306 t). Interesting for our discussion are the one-chamber tombs with 
entrance, but without any possibilities for an access in, under the mound: the one near 
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Malko Belovo, Pazardzik district (Benxoa Ha., KynoJinara rpo6Hnaa npn c. MaJixo 
.5eJIOBO, fHAM VII ( 1 943), 37-43); near the village of Ruetz, Targovishte (Benxou Ha., 

Honu MOI'HJIHH Haxo,axu, HAH V ( 1 928-9), 37 f, fig. 46); near the village of Staroselka, 
Shumen district (Bacnneua ,[(., Tpaxniicxo MOI'HJIHO norpe6eHne npn c. CrapoceJixa, 
IllyMeHCKH oxpi,r, Apxeonorm1 XIII ( 1 97 1 ), N 3 ,  39-4 1 ); the tomb N 3 from "Mogi­
lanska" tumulus in Vratsa (Huxonoa E., I'po6nnaa III or MornJiaHcxara MOI'HJia oi,o 
Bpaaa, Apxeon o rn.11 IX ( 1 967),  N l ,  1 1  ff) ; the tomb in "Akchilar" near Odessos 
(Mnp'leB M., IlaMeTHHI.lH Ha rpo6uara apxnrexrypa o O,aecoc H Herooara OKOJIHOCT, 
In: Studia in honorem acad. D. Dechev. S. ,  1 958, N 4, 573 f, fig. 5), and the newly discov­
ered tomb in "Malkata mogila" near the village of Sheinovo (Kitov G„ Theodossiev N . ,  
New data on Thracian archaeo/ogy and religion from the tumuli near the vil/ages of Shipka 
and Sheinovo in the Kazan/ak region, In: Studia in honorem Alexandri Foi (= Thracia XI). 
S. ,  1 995, 320, fig. 2). The question is weather we can interprete the entance, that could nat 
be used, as a tradition from the house architecture (the idea about the eterna! home) or as 
an imitation of the king's vault with a decorated entrance and a possibility for an access 
into it? Or, as it is in Christian eschatology, in the Doom' s  day when all the dead will 
resurrect from their graves - thus the entrance was made for the deseased and not for the 
living. 

5. Mapa30B Ha. , Ki,M ceMaHrnxara na creHonncnre or Ka3aHJI1>IIIKara rpo-
6HHI.(a, HJxycrno 1 978, N 7 ,  25 ;  Teo.uocuea H . ,  XuepoH Opac. -Kymypa 1990, N 6, 65.  

6 .  Gergova D „  op. cit., 1 1 9 f; fo'leBa 3n. , Ilorpe6aJIHHTe o6n'!aH Ha rpaxnre H 
Bflpa ra HM n 6e3CM1>prnero, B: M e)((.uytt a p o.ueH cnMnOJHYM - CeaTono;rn·c u 

tta.urpo6HnTe Mornnu B IOronJTO'IHa Eapona, KaJaHJibK 1993, 30. 
7. <l>nnoa E., KynoJIHHre rpo6HHI.(H npn Me3ex, HEAH XI ( 1 937) ,  79, fig. 89); 

Mnxoa B., AHTH'!Hara rpo6nnaa npn Ka3aHJI1>K, EAH, C„ 1954, 28; Bette.uuxoa Ha., 

TaiiHara Ha rpaxniicxnre MOI'HJIH, C., 1 968, 2 1 ,  23; <l>on An., JloJIHTH'!ecxa ncropnR 
Ha rpaxnre. Hayxa H H3xycrao, C., 1 972, 64; Venedikov Iv. ,  L 'architecture sepulcrale en 
Thrace, Pulpudeva 1 ( 1 974), 57; tJanbpOB E., Ma,a)f(apoocxara rpo6Hnaa, MTIK XXV 
( 1985) ,  N 4, 28;  ,[(oMapa.ucxu M., Tpaxniicxn 6orarn norpe6eHHR, Terra Antiqua 
Balcanica III ( 1 988), 8 1 ;  fo'leBa 3JI., op. cit., 29; KHTOB r., TpaxHiiCKHTe MOI'HJ/H B 
.5MrapHR„., 77. B. Nikolov, having in mind the example of the tumulus in Vratza with 
three successively built tombs under it, has suggested that this problem was surmounted 
with the use of the dromos as a possibility for a multiple use of the burial chamber 
(HHKOJIOB E., op. cit., 1 3). 

8. The tomb near Magliz was painted again and the dromos was prolonged, proba­
bly due to enlarging of the tumulus (QaHOBa r .. feTOB JI., TpaKHHCKaTa rpo6Hnua npu 
MbrJJH)(( , Apxeonorn.11 XV ( 1 973),  N 2, 1 5-29; feTOB JI., M1>rJIH)f(Kara rpo6Hnaa. 
I>l.nrapcxu xy.uo)((HHK, C., 1 988, 1 5  f); the second use of the tomb near Mezek demanded 
a new pavement of the floor with stones (<I>nnoB E., op. cit., 1 - 1 16); and in the tomb in 
Ginina Mogila near Sveshtari, a second kline has been added, that was nat provided in pri­
mary, so the architectural design was partly broken (Foi Al., Chichikova M., Ivanov T., 
Teofilov T., The Thracian Tomb near the village of Sveshtari, Svyat Publishers, S.,  1 986, 
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PI. 42, 43; qH'HIKOBa M., CBeaiapcxarn rpo6nnaa - apxHTeKTypa H ,aexopaaaa, -Terra 
Antiqua B alcanica III ( 1988), 1 25- 143 ;  Teo<j>HJIOB T., Ana..na3 na CTHJIOBHTe oco6enocTH 
na Tpaxaficxarn rpo6nnaa npa c. CBeaiapa, Terra Antiqua Balcanica III ( 1 988), 1 57,  
1 59; Pyceaa M., Haxoa na6JIJOP.eHHR B'hpxy apXHTeKTyparn na rpo6nnaarn B 'Tanana 
MOrnJia "xpafi c. CBeaiapn, Terra Antiqua Balc:mica IV ( 1 990), 1 1 3 .  

9 .  Such "places" - lhe niches i n  walls fo r  the mortal remains (ashes) are to be seen 
in tombs in Macedonia, even one in Lefkadia has twenty two niches in two rows with the 
names of the dead being painted over them (Kurtz D.,  B oardman J., Greek huria/ customs. 
Thames and Hudson, L., 1 97 1 ,  275). 

l O. nonoB .[(., IlpOY'fBaHHR B'hpxy T/)aKHHCKaTa peJIHI'HR. I. - 06eJCM'bpTJ1BaHeTO, 
rcY 11<1> 75 ( 1 982), 1 3 -47. 

1 1 . D. Gergova has proposed a ritual dismembering of the dead body, practiced by 
the Thracians on account of the Orphic mythology, thus the sepulchre is interpreted as a 
temple in which the rite of immortalization took place (Gergova D. ,  The Problem of the 
"Plundered" Thracian Tombs and it 's proposed solu/ion: A New Method Applied during 
Excavations, In: Heinrich Schliemann. Grundlagen und Ergebnisse modemer Archaologie. 
l 00 Jahre nach Schliemann ' s  Tod. Berlin 1 992,  290 f; reproaa .[{., 06pe,a'h T na 
o6e3CM'hpTRBaHeTO B ,[(peana TpaKHR. C., 1 996, 96-1 09). My reason for !he rejection of 
this canceros aur knowledge about the hon-ours, the remains of Orpheus and Rhesos were 
treated with (MapaJOB I.fu., op. cit., 3 1 2 f; about the cult of Rhesos in Amphipolis: Isaac 
B. ,  The Greek Settlements in Thrace unii/ the Macedonian Conquesl. E. J. Brill, Leiden 
1 986, 55-58), and from Orphic texts a variant is known concerning lhe regeneration of 
Zagreus from his gathered remains, (Eor,naHOB E., Opf/Jeă H ,apeanarn MHTOJIOrHR na 
EaJixan11Te, Ym1aepc1n·eTCKO HJ,naTencTBo "Ca. Kn. OxpH,nCKlf", C., 1 99 1 ,  38  f. 

1 2 .  The only known to me sounding under the floor has been dane by B. Fiiov in 
the tomb near Mczek (<l>Hnoa E., op. cil., 1 8  f) 

1 3 .  The proposed secondary burial of the mortal remains in a pit aut of the tcmb 
(reproua .[{„ op. cit„ 66 f) as can be seen in the tomb near Voivodovo, Haskovo distr:ct 
(Ana,nJKOB .[{., Tpaxaficxa rpo6nnaa B c. Boăao,aoao, Apxeonorm1 VIII ( 1 966), N 4, 52-
56) was dane probably by lhe thieves, as the author has proved; and lhe tomb near 
Madjarovo (qan'bpOB E., ApxeoJiorn'leCKH OTKpHTHR B Ma,a)f(apoBcKaTa rpo6nnaa, 
AOP Ja 1 986 r. PaJrpa.n 1 987, l 05- 1 07) is still nat published in detail. 

1 4. KHTOB r., TpaKHHCKHTe MOrHJIH xpajj CTpeJI'la„., 1 2  f, fig. 1 3 .  
1 5 . KHTOB r., KynOJIHHTe rpo6HHaH npH Paanorop B Po,aonHTe, Apxeonorn.11 

XXXI ( 1 989), N 3, 33,  37; nonOB .[{., 3a..nMOKCHC. pe.RHI'HR H o6meCTBO Ha TpaKHTe, 
YH HBepCHTeTCKO HJ,naTeJICTBO "Cu. Kn. OxpH,nCKH'', C. ,  1 989, 1 97 f; reTOB Jl., 
Tpaxnficxa rpo6nnan B XHHTepJian,aa na CeaTonoJIHC npe3 eJIHHHCTH'lecxarn enoxa, B: 
C6opH1iK TpaKHHCKaTa KynTypa npe3 enlfHHCTlf'leCKaTa enoxa B KaJaHJI'bWKH.11 Kpaii. 
KaJaHJI'bK 1 99 1 ,  A. ? f' roqeaa 3n., op. cit., 29;  KlfTOB r . •  TpaKHHCKHTe MOI'HJIH B 
E'hJirapaa„., 77. 

1 6. KHTOB r . •  TpaKHHCKHTC MOI'HJIH B E'hJlrapHR „., 78; ro'leBa 3n., op. cit., 30; 
reoprneua P., JlOMHHaJibHble o6pR,abl BO </JpaKHH (xonea II-I TblC . .ao H.3.), Terra 
Antiqua Balcanica VI ( 199 1  ), 25-3 1 .  
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1 7 .  A bothros with human and animal bones, sherds and golden artefacts has been 
found in front of the tomb's  entrance in tumulus N 1 3  of the Eastem necropolis near 
Svcshtari (Gergova D.,  op. cit., 1 20); a hearth with traces of a long use was found in front 
of the sepulchre near Vurbitza (ArnHaCOB r., op. cit. , 25); as well as vessels with their bot­
tom up, that were discovered in front of the sepulchre hear Brestovitza village, Plovdiv dis­
trict (fepacttMOBa B., PyceBa M., KttcbOB K., Heny6;mxyoaHH TpaKHHCKH naMeTHHI.(H 

OT 3eMJIHII."1 Ta Ha ceJia Ta EpecTOBHI.(a H IhpneHel.(, TinoB):(HBCKO, 11MIOE XVII I  
( 1 992), 70). 

1 8 .  Andronikos M . .  op. cit., 29 f; Fedak J . ,  op. cit., 1 05 .  
1 9 .  In front of the tomb in Zaba mogila near Strelcha a chariot with two horses and a 

third saddle-horse have been discovered (KHTOB r., TpaKHHCKHTe MOTHJIH Kpajj CrpeJI'fa . . .  , 
6, fig. 5 ,  29); a horse in the open antechamber of the tombs N 1 and 3 near Yankovo 
(LJ:peMCHJOBa UB„ Ha.arpo6HH MOrHJIH npn c . .J!HKOBO, l1Al1 XIX ( 1 955), 6 1 -72) and near 
Kaloyanovo (qHlfHKOBa M. ,  TpaKHHCKa Ta MOrHJIHa rpo6Hnaa OT c. KaJIORHOBO, 

CJIHBeHCKH oxpbr (IV B. np.H.e.}, 11Al1 XXXI ( 1 969), 45-90); a horse (horses?) have been 
discovered in the dromos (on the floor) of the tomb near Mezek, according to the men that 
were the first to enter in (<l>IUIOB E„ op. cit., 4), as well as in the dromos of the tomb near 
Kazanlak (MttKOB B., AHTH'!Hara rpo6Hnaa npn KasallJTbK ... , 25), and in the dromos of the 
tomb near Madjarovo (qarr'bpOB E„ op. cil, 25); a horse was found in the antechamber of the 
tomb near Valchepol, Svilengrad district (<l>IUIOB E„ op. cit., 79), while in the tombs near 
Losengrad the horse was laid in the burial chamber (MnKOB B„ llpon3xo.a Ha xynoJIHHTe 

rpo6HHI.(H B TpaxHH, 11Al1 XIX ( 1 955), 19, fig. 2d). A burial of a horse has been discovered 
southwest of the tomb in Ginina mogila near Sveshtari, while in the antechamber inside, the 
bones of three horses and other anirnals together with two human sceletons - that of a man and 
a woman, have been discovered too (The Thracian tomb near Sveshtari„. ,  24 fi). 

20. KHTOB r„ TpaKHHCKHTe MOTHJIH xpajj CTpeJI'la ... : 6. 
2 1 .  Gimbutas M., The Civ1Jization of the Goddess: the world of Old Europe, San 

Francisco 1 99 1 ,  28 1 ,  305 ; Gimbutas M., The /anguage ofthe Goddess, London 1 989, 149-
1 57; Teo):(OCHeB H. ,  op. cit., 59; PyceBa M„ OnnT 3a TbJIKyBaHe Ha norpe6aJIHHTe 

naMeTHHI.(H B TpaKHR xaTo Mo.aeJI Ha coera, AHanu 2 ( 1 995), N 1 -2, 28 f. 
22 .  Mapa30B 11B„ 3a ceMaHTHKa Ta Ha H3o6pa)f(eHHRTa B rpo6HHI.(a Ta OT 

Coe�apn, l13KYCTBO 1 984, N 4, 28-38. 
23. Mapa30B 11B„ MnT, pnrya.JI H H3KYCTBO y TpaxnTe„., 4 1 8. 
24. Venedikov Iv„ T. Gerassirnov, Thracian Art Treasures, S., 1 979, N 56. 
25 .  foqeea 3n„ op. cit., 28; TiorroB LJ:„ KoHRT H KOJieCHHI.(aTa B Tpaxniicxara 

aapcxa n.aeoJiorna, 11El1LJ: 38 ( 1 986), 139  f. 
26. Herakles after his self-incineration on Oeta (Boardrnan J., Herakles' death and 

apotheosis (Herakles VIII). -In: LIMC V- 1 ,  2 ( 1 990), 1 3 1 f, N 2877-2938). 
27. KHTOB r„ TpaKHHCKHTe MOTHJIH xpajj CTpeJI'la ... , fig. 5 ,  29. 
28. <l>on An., Bapara o 6e3CM'bfJTHeTO, B: TpaKHHCKH nereH,nu. Hayxa H HJKYCTBO, 

1 98 1 ,  1 8  f; TiorroB LJ:„ 3aJIMOKCHC. „, 52-63 ,  1 97 ;  Eor):(aHOB E., Opt/Jeff H .apeBHa Ta 

MHTOJIOrHR Ha EaJIKaHnTe . . „ 1 2 1 ,  1 23 ;  MapaJoB 11B„ MnT, pnTyaJI H H3KYCTBO y 

TpaKHTe . .. , 425-43 1 .  
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29. <t>oJI AJI., Cnoao H J(e.na a /Ipeana Tpaxu11, YHHsepcHTeTcKo HJ.AaTeJICTBO 
"Cs. KJI. OxpH.ACKH", C., 1 993, 46 f; nonos .[{., EOIDT c MHOI'O HMena, HK "Csu­
HayKa'', C., 1995, 32 f. 

30.  Famell L.R. ,  Greck Hero cults and ideas of lmmorta/ity, Oxford 1 92 l ,  95 f. 

3 1 .  For thc first ti.me in modem literaturc this term was used by G. Tzanova and L. 
Getov in their study on the tomb ncar Magliz (QaHOJla r., rerns JI., op. cit., 27), later by 
G. Kitov (KHTOB r . . TpaKHHCKaTa rpo6HHJW MBB30JTeH xpan CTpen'!a . . . , 1 2-2 1 ). 

32 .  Fedak J. , op. cit., 23 f. 
3 3 .  This is proved by the legend about the head of Orpheus, burried under a mound 

that was enclosed with a peribolos like a heroon, and this all was done as to avoid the 
fai lure that succeded !he treachery of the Thracian women that caused his death (Con. 
XL V); and the story about the foundation of Amphipclis on the Thracian coast only after 
the remains of Rhesos were buried in a heroon in it, carried there from Troy, where he was 
killed by the Greeks (Polyaen. VI, 53; See here note Nr 1 1 ). lt was proved archaeologically 
with the excavations of a huria! mound and a small temple, all enclosed in the sacred area 
or a heroon in roman times, near the modern vil lage of Lyublen, Targovishte district 
(Os'"lapos .[{., O HaJIH'IHH repoonoa B /Ipeanen <Ppaxuu, Thracia 3 ( l  974), 345-352). 

34. D. Popov has proposed two levels of Immortalization on the text in Herodotus: 
the first (the Thracian one) according to which the Thracians claimed to be im.mortal, 
believing that they do not die, but that he who perishes goes to the god Zalrnoxis (Hdt. 4, 
94). and the second one, that Herodotus has been told about by the Greeks who dwelled 
beside the Hellespont and Pontus (the Hellenized one), !hat Zalrnoxis has roade himself an 
andreon where he feasted with his noble guests and preached his doctrine, that neither he 
nor his companions nor any of their descendants should ever die, but they all will go to a 
place where they will live for ever and have all the good things (Hdt. 4, 95, 3) .  The 
"Thracian" version concems the messenger to Zalmoxes on each fourth year, while the 
"Hellenized" one concems his aristocratic companions, probably initiated in the misteries 
of im.mortality and believing in the possibility to return back to Life as Zalrnoxis did. But 
this can not be interpreted as a duality of the ritual: the comrnon that go to Zalmoxis and 
return back, while the initiated remain together with Zalmoxis (Ilonoe .[{„ EoIDT c MHOro 
HMeHa .. „ 32  f, 4 1 ). 

35 . .[{eJieB n„ PaHHOT/)BKHHCKH norpe6aJIHH o6H'IBH H BRpBaHHR. Asrnpe$epaT 
Ha .n;HcepTaum1. C., 1 986, 25. One of the exceptions, known to me, is the tomb near 
Mezek, where a stone kline and two stone ums were placed in the burial chamber (<l>HJIOB 
E., op. cit., 27), but this meens that the King, whom the tomb had been buit for, was the 
only to obtain Imrnortality and the possibilities of coming back. B. Filov has suggested just 
the opposite: the kline for a woman and the urns for men (op. cit., 27). 

36. IlonOB .[{., Q6e3CM'bpTRBBHCTO„., 13-47; IlOilOB .[{., EOIDT C MHOI'O HMeHa„., 
27-53. 

37. Burkert W., Greek Religion: Archaic and Classical, Harvard University Press, 
1 985, 32 1 -325. 

38. reprosa .[{., 06peJ('bT na 06e3c,'-f'bpTRBBHeTO B /Ipeaea TpaKHR„„ I 00. 
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39. Eor.naHOB E., op. cit., 67. The reason for this being insufficient having in mind 
Euripidus' idea to prepare his audience for Herakles descent to the Undeiworld. But the 
same idea we can trace in the words of Rhesos ' mother, that the bride of Hades feels her 
duty to leave in the world above all the relatives of Orpheus (Eurip. Rhesos 962-975). 

40. See here note 36. 
4 1 .  Simon E., Festiva/s of A ttica. An aichaeo!ogica/ commcnt;uy. The University of 

Wisconsin Press, 1 98 3 ,  93 ; Burkert W . ,  op. cit., 238;  Garland R., The Greek way ofDeath. 

Duck- wort/J, L., 1 985,  6. 
42. MHKOB B., AHTH'fHaTa rpo6nmm apa K:nan,1bK . . . , 1 4; )J.11M1npoe )]..IT., 3a 

,aa rn rn  na cTeHOIIHCHTe OT TpaKHHCKa Ta rpo6nmia apa Ka3aHJibK, ApxeonornH VIII 
( 1 966), N 2, 9; Venedicov Iv . ,  T. Gerassimov, op. cit., 74; MHBKOBa JI., KaJaHJibmKa Ta  
rpo6nmia. HayKa H H3KYCTBO, C. ,  1 974, 77; U:aHOBa r., feTOB JI.,  TpaKHHCKa Ta 
rpo6nmia apH KaJaHJibK. EonrapcKH xy.nmKHHK, C. ,  1984, 20 f. 

43. The scene of the feast as an illustration of the pleasures awaiting the blessed 
among dead (the initiated?) in Hades, in contrast to the ordinary mortals and their fate as 
mere shadows (Garland R., op. cit., 70 f). 

44. Garland R., op. cit., 66 f. 
45 .  Orttettoea-MapHHOBa JI.,  3a aenrpaJIHHJT C/O){(CT H 3a asropcrsoro Ha 

crenoaucure Ha KaJaHJiblllxara rpo6Hnaa, MITK XVI ( 1976), N 2, 7- 1 2; Ornettoea­
MapHHOBa JI., Ka3aHJibillKara rpo6Hnaa - me,ahOBbp Ha rpaxuncxoro H3xycrso, B: 
C6opHHK "TpaKHHCKaTa KynTypa npe3 enHHHCTHqecKaTa enoxa B Ka3aHJI"bWKHH Kpaii". 
Ka3aHn"bK 1 99 l ,  15 f. Another opinion proposed a synthesis between the two, based on the 
metaphor "marriage-death": Mapa30B MB. ,  KbM CCMBHTHKaTa na CTCHODHCHTC OT 
Ka3aHJibillKara rpo6nnaa . . .  , 2 1 -25. 

46. Mapa30B MB. ,  Ja CCMaHTHKa Ta Ha H306pa){(CHHJTT8 B rpo6HHaa ra O T  
CBezaapH ... , 28. But in the drawing on  !unelte of  the central burial chamber (the tomb in 
Ginina mogila near Sveshtari) the wife is missing and the scene with the Goddess that 
offers a wreath to the Horseman, is to be interpreted as a deification (heroisation?) of the 
deseased King, even the horn of Zeus-Amon, examined behind his ear - as a popular sign 
of deification after Alexander the Great (qHqHKOBa M., I'po6HHaarn or CsezaapH ... , 20; 
)J.HMHTpoB K., Jf3o6pa)f(eHHe na Tpax11ncKH BJia,aereJI or CBemapcxara rpo6HHaa, 
Terra Antiqua Balcanica III ( 1 988),  1 63) .  

4 7. l t '  s legs resemble in pro file the stone carved legs of the klinai in the tombs near 
Sveshtari (The Thracian tomb near the village of Sveshtari . . .  , PI. 42) and near Philippopolis 
(EoTywapoBa JI., KonapoBa B., op. cit., 288, fig. 1 2), and the blue colour they are painted 
in, proposes it (the kline) to be made out of metal or stone and not of wood as the brown 
coloured throne was. 

48. Kurtz D., Boardman J., op. cit., 280, fig. 64: a vaulted tomb in Eretria with two 
klinai and two thrones in the burial chamber, all ofmarble, and as the inscriptions show the 
klinai being for men, while the thrones - for the female dead of the family. 

49. Kurtz D., Boardman J., op. cit., 277; Tomilson R.A., Thracian and Macedonian 
Tombs compaied, Thracia 3 ( 1 974), 247-250. 
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50. Klinai are known from: one in the tomb near Mall<o Belovo (BenKOB Via., op. 
cit., 3 7-44); one from the tomb near Philippopolis (Eo-rywapoaa JI., Konapoaa B., op. cit., 

288, fig. 1 2) ;  two in !he tomb near Sveshtari - one of them additionally built (The Thracian 
Tomb near the village of Sveshtari . . . • 1 06); probably two in the tomb near Mugliz (remu 
JI . ,  op. cit., 1 4 , fig. 6); one kline with two stone ums in the tomb near Mezek (<I>Hnoa E., 
op. cit. , 27 ) ;  in the  tombs near Lozengrad ( MHKOB B . ,  11ponJxo,a Ha xynoJJHHTe 

rpo6HJIIJH . . . , 1 7 . fig. 2a;  19 , 2d); in the tomb N 2 near Odcssos (MHp"leB M., op. cit., 57 1 
f, fig. 2) and in the tomb near Varbitza (AraHacoa r., op. cit., 25) .  In the other tombs the 
klinai  probably were made of wood as it is obvious for the tomb near Kazanlak (MHKOB B. ,  
op. cit. , 25) .  

5 1 .  Eliade M., Le Mythe de l 'Etemal Retour. Archetypes et Repetition, Gallimard, 
Paris 1 949. 

52 .  N. Mavrodinov has proposed that the sorrow the king's wife depicted, was due 
to the earthly joys she had to part with (Maapo.D.HHOB H . ,  JKneonncb aHTH'IHOH 

rpo6HHI(1J B Ka3aHJJIJKe, B,lU'I 1 954, N 2, 1 57), as well as a sorrow for her dead husband, 
if the burials in the tomb were not synchronous (:>KHBKOBa JI., op. cit., 7 1 ). 

53 .  Ma pa30B Via., MHT, pnTya..n H H3KYCTBO y TpaxHTe . . .  , 4 1 9. 
54. It seems probable to accept that the rituals of king's · initiation took place in the 

Wlderground chamber (the heroon) of the last King - may be as a substitute for the andreon, 
although that Herodotus had separated the two: the andreon of Zalmoxis and his Wlder­
ground chamber (Hdt. 4, 95). 

5 5 .  These ideas I have already discussed in my dissertation on Herakles' theme: 
Pa6am1rnea K., XepaxDJJ (XepxyJJec) B Tpaxns (4 eex np.H.e. - 4 eex OT H.e.), Aarnpe­
<t>epaT ua .D.HCepl-aum1. C„ 1992 r. 

56 .  Orueuoaa-MapHHOBa JI„ 3a !leHTpaJJHHR CJO)f(CT H aeTopcTBOTO Ha 

cTeHonncnTe . . .  , 9; Venedikov Iv., T. Gerassimov, op. cit., 74; Orueuoaa-MapHuoaa JI„ 
Ka3aHJJ'hmxarn rpo6HH/la - we,abOB'bp ... , 1 5. 

57 .  <I>on An., TpaxniicxnsT Op</JH3'bM, YuHaepCHTCTCKO H3.D.aTenc:rao "Kn. 
OxpH.D.CKH", C. ,  1986. 

58. But we can hardly propose that this world of ideas had caused the real wear of 
the doorsteps in stone as it is examined in some of the tombs discussed (KHTOB r„ 
TpaKHHCKa Ta rpo6HHI(8 M8B30JJe.ii xpa.ii CTpCJJ'la . . „ 1 8 ; KHTOB r„ KynOJJHHTe 

rpo6HHI(H npH PaBHOrop B Po,aonHTe . . . , 32;  KHTOB r„ TpaxHiiCKJ/Te MOFHJIH B 
E'hJJrapns . . .  , 77). The reasons for this, may be, were the builders and artists in the process 
of construction and decoration of the tomb, the cases of its secondary use (in contradiction 
to the idea it was buit with), the visits of thieves in antiquity and later on, also the reuse of 
stone blocks in its construction (an idea proposed by an architect - Dafina Vassileva). 

59. Thus the dromos can be interpreted as the road leading to the Underworld 
(Mapa30B Via„ MHT, pnryaJJ H H3KYCTBO ... , 4 1 5) and it's interesting to remember the 
Greek Orphism and its concept of death as a long joumey to the world beyond (Kurtz D.,  J. 

Boardman, op. cit., 33 1  ). 
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60. On this see:  <l>oJI AJI., lloJTHTHKa H KYJTTypa B j{peena TpaKHR, HayKa u 
BJKYCTBO, C. ,  1 990, 1 7 1 ;  <l>oJI B. ,  Cxana ra, KOHJlT H orz.HRT. Pauua rpaxHiicxa 
o6peJ(nocr, MK "Aprec'', C., 1 993, 1 54; Ilonoa )];., EonT c Muoro HMena .. .  , 202 f. See 
here note 54. 

6 1 .  In the sepulchre near Philippopolis the antecharnber was filled with mud-brick 
and a stone slab replaced the two-leaved door (EoTywapoaa JI., B. KoJiapoaa, op. cit., 

279-296, fig. 7); in front of the iron-made door to the main chamber of the tomb near 
Kazanluk, a stone slab was added (MBKOB B., op. cit., 3); there has been a two-leaved door 
to the entrance of the tomb near Strelcha, later built in with stones, probably at the time 
when the axle-door to the burial chamber was replaced with a stone slab (KBTOB r., 

TpaxHiicxara rpo6uul(a -MaB30JTeii npH Crpe.n'la .. . , 1 7  f); the entrance to the tomb near 
Sveshtari has been built in with stones (The Thracian tomb near the village of Sveshtari . . .  , 
26, PI. 33); in the tomb near Mugliz after the second burial the dromos was locked with a 
two-leaved door, that later has been built in (UaHOBa r., JI. feTOB, op. cit., 27). The idea 
for a multiple use of the tombs presumes that after the last burial the tomb has been shut up 
for ever and the mound has covered the entrance. But who was the one to take the decision 
and when? In such case we have to accept that after each burial the tomb has been built in 
again and again. But the archaeological research proved periods of time when the entrance 
had been accessible. One of the answers proposes this to be done as a defence against rob­
bers: the tomb near Philippopol bears the traces of distruction before it has been closed. In 
the tomb near Sveshtari a secondary burial has been done after a robbery and destruction, 
even it has not been cleaned before it. Maybe the social status of the deceased did not 
required an access to the burial charnber, as the case with the common burials was? lt can 
be proved with the archaeological situation in the tomb ncar Mugliz, where a time after thc 
second burial, which caused a ncw paintings of the walls in, and an extension of the dro­
mos that was closed with a massive door, later on the entrance was built in with stones. 
This means that the second burial was a royal one too, as the need for an entrance pre­
swnes. The same can be proposed about the tomb near Brestovitza, the dromos of which 
after a reconstruction had been extended (fepaceMoaa B., M. Pyceaa, K. KecboB, op. cit., 

65), and the tomb near Madjarovo whose dromos had been extended too (qan'bpoa E., 
op. cit., 25). G. Kitov has rejected the idea about a simultaneous close of all the tombs, 
suggesting the term "sealing of the sacred places", when a horse (with or without a chariot) 
was laid in front of the built  in entrance (KBTOB r.,  KynoJTHHTe rpo6HHI(H npH 

Paenorop . . . , 37 f). A more probable reconstruction of this custom is the huria! (a sacri­
fice?) of the horse as a part of the funeral itself, having in mind the data already discussed, 
and the synchronous burials in mounds without any built constructions under, where this 
has been a part of the funeral ritual. 
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