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Abstract

Somak-Asarlik, is a fortress type settlement which is located in the north western highlands of Beycesultan
Hoyik and dominates the routes opening from north and east to the plain of Civril. Somak-Asarlik, 5.7 km
beeline to Beycesultan Hoyuk, was detected in 2014 within the scope of the systematic archaeological surveys
that we have continued to record the prehistoric settlements in the mountainous areas of the districts of Civril,
Cal and Baklan of Denizli in the Upper Menderes Basin since 2010*. The settlement was founded one of the
crests lying to the plain from the plateau in the plateau-plain threshold dividing the parts of the plain and plateau
of the basin. This is the most important factor of the selection of the site location placed in a strategic point that
sees Beycesultan and its hinterland. Likewise, Beycesultan Hoylk might be described as a regional center in the
17"-16™ century in which Somak-Asarlik was founded. The excavations have proved that the settlement
inhabited around a wide area in 35 hectares and had an advanced organization inside the settlement with the
administrative and elite structures in this process. The works about the hinterland feeding a population of
Beycesultan Hoyuk in the characteristics of an administrative center which includes a great population in this
process, have revealed the existences of satellite settlements depended on Beycesultan and each of them 4
hectare in size. In this settlement model, Somak-Asarlik might be considered as a part of defensive system
protects the hinterland including Beycesultan HOylk and its satellite settlements. In this paper, the archeological
data obtained from Somak-Asarlik that we have considered it as a fortress related to Beycesultan Hoyiik, will be
presented in detail and its place in the settlement model of the region will be discussed.

Keywords: Somak-Asariik fortress, Beycesultan, the Middle Bronze Age, the Late Bronze Age, Civril plain, the
Meander basin

SOMAK-ASARLIK: BEYCESULTAN HOYUK YAKININDA YENI BIR 2.BIiNYIL
KALESI

Ozet

Somak-Asarlik Kalesi yerlesimi, 2014 yili Yukar1 Menderes Havzasi Daglik Kesim Yiizey Aragtirmasi
Projesi’nde kesfedilmistir. Civril Ovasi’nin kuzeybatisin1 siirlayan daglik alanda bulunan kale, ilk olarak MO
17-16. yiizyilda kurulmus ve bu siirecin ardindan MO 7-6.yiizyila kadar iskdn gérmemistir. Kalenin konumu,
Beycesultan ve artalanini goren stratejik bir noktada yer almaktadir ve bu 6zelligi ile iliskili bir iglevi oldugu
diisiiniilmektedir. Nitekim bu siireg, Yukari Menderes Havzasi’nda Beycesultan Hoyiik’iin basimi ¢ektigi bir
siyasi orglitlenmenin oldugu bir donemi temsil etmektedir. Mikro 6lgekte Somak-Asarlik yerlesiminin detayli bir
sekilde ele alindig1 makalede, makro dlgekte MO 2. Binyilda bdlgede sekillenen yeni bir yerlesim tipininin
ortaya konulmasi hedeflenmektedir. Zira temel gecim ekonomisinin tarima dayandigi Beycesultan Hoyiik’Un
bilinyesindeki niifusu besleyen genis art alan1 ve bu art alan i¢ine giren “uydu yerlesimler”i barindirdig1 ve bu
yapilanmanin giivence altina alinmasinin siyasi ve ekonomik agidan son derece 6nemli oldugu sdylenebilir.
Somak-Asarlik Kalesi’nin goriis alanini analizi sonuglari, yerlesimin Beycesultan’t ve art alanin1 merkeze alan
bir noktada konumlandigini gdstermektedir. Bu baglamda Somak-Asarlik rneginin MO 2. binyilda, Beycesultan
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Hoyuk merkezli sosyo-ekonomik orgilitlenmenin tarimsal girdisini saglayan art alammimn giivenliginin nasil
saglandigin1 gostermesi agisindan da iyi bir model sundugu diistintilmektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Somak-Asarlik Kalesi, Beycesultan, Orta Tung Cagi, Ge¢ Tung Cagi, Civril Ovasi, Biiyiik

Menderes

THE FORTRESS OF
ASARLIK

Somak-Asarlik was constructed on a
volcanic hill in the height of 960 m from
the sea level, locating in the borders of the
Somak village of the Civril District in the
Denizli Province, and 135 m from the plain
level. The crest that the fortress is situated
is isolated from the topography around it
with a narrow and deep valley from the
north and south directions. The only
passing point of the settlement which
might be relatively described as flat and
provide the connection with the field
around it, is the part connecting to the
northwestern hillsides of the settlement.
(Fig.7), The crest on which the settlement
exists, has a direction of northwest-
southeast, and its altitude shows
differences when the topography increases
through the east in parallel with the
settlement’s direction. The difference of
the level between two ends of the
settlement is approximately 30 meters. The
altitude alters between 945-950 meters in
the middle part. There are stone lines
which might be followed from the surface
and probably related to the fortification
wall (Fig.8), in the settlement lying to
approximately 1 hectare. Especially in the
north western area of the settlement, 2,70 x
0,50 m foundations consisting of big-size
stones, should be a part of the fortification
wall.

During the systematic survey carried out in
the settlement, many ceramic finds have
been detected. Due to the fact that the
topography of the settlement does not show

SOMAK-

a specific distinction in itself and due to the
slope, collecting the surface material has
been carried out in the whole settlement
instead of creating specific areas®. The
finds on the settlement, show that the
settlement area was inhabited in the early
period of the Late Bronze Age and the Iron
Age.

All of the finds from Somak-Asarlik
consist of ceramics. Among the most
frequent pottery forms in the ceramics we
date to the early process of the Late Bronze
Age that generates the main subject of the
paper, interior and exterior thickened rim
and hemispherical bowls (Fig. 1: 1-6) or
pots (Fig.1l: 11) stand out. Whereas the
upper sides of the rims of some of the
subject wares were flattened (Fig. 1: 2, 5-
6), some of them were left as globular (Fig.
1: 1, 3-4, 11).

2 The method we generally use in gathering the
surface finds is to gather the finds inside “sample
areas” formed as appropriate to the settlement’s
topography. However, it has been thought that
forming any gathering area on the site would be
insignificant since slope abundantly exists in
Somak-Asarlik.
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Figure |: Cermic examples of 1 Tih-16th, cenury BC from Somak-Asarhk

Flaring rim (Fig. 1: 13), and inverted and other forms. Besides the potsherds which
flaring rim (Fig. 1: 14) deep bowls, might be belonged to limited jugs (Plate 1:
inverted and flaring (Fig. 1: 10) or flaring 8; Plate 2: 3-4), goblet (Plate 1: 9)

rim plates (Fig. 2: 1-2) are among the
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and pots (Fig. 1: 7; Fig. 2: 5-6), ring (Fig.
2: 7,9, 11) and flat (Fig. 2: 8, 10) shaped
bases and horizontal handles (Fig. 2: 13-

15) are among the ceramic samples found
at the settlement.
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Figure 2: Ceramic examples of | Tih-16th. century BC from Somak-Asarhik
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Especially slip and burnish processes of
the ceramics have been largely ruined due
to the long standing on surface and

generally a small part of the ceramic has
been preserved (Fig.3).
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Figure 3: Ceramics of 1 7th-16th. century BC from Somak-Asarlik
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Figure 4: Ceramics of Tth-6th. century BC from Somak-Asarlik

Slip and burnish have been seen nearly in Among the ceramics, the most common
the whole of the ceramics and it has been group consists of red or red-brown surface
understood that they were wheel-made. ceramics.
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The paste colour of this group is more light
brown and brick color, and mainly has grit
or grit-lime temper (Fig. 3). The paste
colour of another ceramic group with grey
surface is predominantly brown and has
grit and lime temper. The potteries found
in the settlement, are completely similar to
particularly the Layer 5b of Beycesultan®.
For instance, the analogies of flaring rim
plates® (Fig. 2: 1-2) and interior — exterior
thickened rim and hemispherical bowls and
pots® were found in Beycesultan in the
manners of both ware groups and forms.
Besides this great closeness with the Layer
5 of Beycesultan, it is seen that it shows
some similarities with the settlements such
as Aphrodisias®, Panaztepe’, Troia®,
Bademgedigi Tepe®, especially when
vertical handles and interior and exterior
thickened bowls are considered.

* In the stratigraphy determined by S.Lloyd and J.
Mellaart, it corresponds to the Layer II.

* Dedeoglu and Abay, 2014: 9, Fig 27:6-9, Mellaart
and Murray, 1995: P17:13-14, Pl 18a: 10.

® Mellaart and Murray, 1995: P17:5-7-8-10.

¢ Joukowsky, 1986: Fig 307: 9, 21

" Giinel, 1999: Lev.1-5.

® Blegen et al., 1951: Fig 251: 11-17.

° Merig, 2003: 92, Fig.14, 11.
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Figure 5: Ceramic examples of 7d6ib. ccatury BC from Somsk-Asarlik

The limited ceramic sample shows that
Somak-Asarlik was inhabited in the Iron
Age after the Late Bronze. Besides the red
and brown slipped monochrome samples,
the ware dated to the 7""-6™ century BC on
which parallel red horizontal band
decoration is seen (Fig. 5, Fig. 3), is
remarkable.
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Besides the surface surveys in the
Upper Menderes Basin', the analogies of
these ceramics found in the settlement and
known as the description of “Black on Red
Pottery” in litterateur, have been found
during the excavations of Sardes™
Aphrodisias’?,  Uylupmar®®,  Asopos
Tepesi’* and Tabae®. Also, sharp
shouldered bowl, flaring rim pots and
inverted rim, exterior thickened rim pots
dated to the Iron Age, have been found at
the settlement.
CONCLUSION

It has been understood that the
Somak-Asarlik fortress situated in a high,
protected and strategic location, had a
relatively short inhabiting dated to the 17"-
16™ century that we define as the early
period of the Late Bronze Age. It has been
comprehended that the fortress was
abandoned after this period, and was never
settled except the limited inhabiting in the
Iron Age. A massive fire layer in
Beycesultan Hoyuk corresponds with the
period that Somak-Asarlik was abandoned.
This homogeneity brings to mind that an
event affecting the common region, might
be lived. Likewise, it has been thought that
the massive destruction in this process
corresponding to the Layer 5 of
Beycesultan Hoyik'® resulted from an
invasion as many human skeletons found
in the settlement, support'’. However there
is no information about which community
executed this invasion. The limited data
about the political structure of the region
come from the written sources of the

0 Mellaart, 1955: 115 vd, Abay and Dedeoglu,
2005: 282, Yeni, 2010, Dedeoglu et al., 2014: 370,
Dedeoglu et al., 2015: 156.

" Giirtekin, 1998.

12 Joukowsky, 1986: 119.

13 Cokay, 2009: 29.

14 Konake1, 2014: 94.

' Giirtekin et.al., 2015: 122,

'8 The Layer 5b is contemporary to the Layer Il in
the excavation researches of the first period.

7 Abay, 2012: 58; Dedeoglu and Abay, 2015: 10.

Hittites® and give information that the
region is a part of the lands of Arzawa. It
has been understood from the written
sources that the Land/s of Arzawa
including various kingdoms and consisting
of different political units in this context,
were tried to be kept under the control of
the Hittite Kingdom. It has been also
mentioned that the communities of Arzawa
occasionally revolt against this situation®®.
The archeological data such as the palace,
public buildings, temples and elite
structures detected at Beycesultan Hoyik,
show that the settlement was a regional
center in the political and economic
manners in the lands of Arzawa in this
process?’. At the same time, the settlement
includes a great population with being
inhabited in an extremely large area
spreading over two cones. That the main
subsistence economy of the community
forming population, is based upon
agriculture, has been understood from both
the location of the settlement and the
structures in which a huge amount of
cereals is stored?.

8 Houwink ten Cate, 1970: 71; Heinhold-Krahmer,
1977: 4; del Monte and Tischler, 1978: 42.
9 Latacz, 2002: 196; Karauguz, 2002: 139-140;
Bryce, 1980: 135.
2 |loyd and Mellaart, 1955: 43-52; Lloyd and
Mellaart, 1956: 106-123; Lloyd and Mellaart, 1965:
3-34.
! Abay, 2014: 179-180.
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In this context, Beycesultan Hoylk, a

typical “Plain Settlement”, should have a
large hinterland which feeds the population
of it. The analyses have shown that this
hinterland is  approximately 1120
hectares?. In that area, there are four more
settlements which are clustered around
Beycesultan might be defined as “satellite
settlements”. These settlements, each of
them is in the size of 4 hectares, are
Yamanlar Hoyuk, Sokmen Hoyik, Catal
Hoylk and Yakacik Hoyiik. Securing
Beycesultan Hoyuk of which main
subsistence economy is agriculture, and its
background  which  includes  both Vomanlar
Beycesultan itself and the settlements
above, should be extremely significant in
the political and economic manners.

Yakactk H.

.Beyuesuhan

Sokmen H.

CatalH.

Figure 6: Agricultural sustaining area of the Beycesultan and other sites around.

22 While the hinterland of Beycesultan Hoyiik was
been calculating, it was used an estimation that
80% of each individual needed 3100 calories only
from wheat products per a day, and this estimation
was equal to approximately 320 kg whole grain
wheat in a year (Hillman 1973: fig 2; Lupton 1996:
22). In the calculation of the agricultural usage area
that this estimation requires, the records of the
Republic Period of Turkey (Taskin and Karagam,
2006: 49) and the works of “Temettiat Defterleri”
(profits and earnings registries) of the region in the
Ottoman Period have been evaluated. (Ozgelik,
2001; 2007).
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Figure 7: The viewshed analyse of Somak-Asarlik from different directions.

At this point, the location of the
Somak-Asarlik fortress is seen related to
this function of the settlement. Likewise,
the result of viewshed analyses of Somak-
Asarlik indicates that the fortress is located
in a point centralizing Beycesultan and its
hinterland. In this context, Somak-Asarlik

fortress offers a better model to show how
the security of its hinterland which
supplies the agricultural input of the socio-
economic  organization  based  on
Beycesultan Hoyik, was provided in the
second millennium BC.
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Figure 8: Somak-Asarlk fortress from north.
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Figure 9: Fortification wall (?7) remains from Somak-Asarlik.
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CATALOG
Figure 1:

1.Ceramic No: DB/76/03, Fabric Colour: 5YR7/6 Interior Colour: 2,5YR 5/8 Exterior

Colour: 2,5YR 5/8 Inclusions: Sand, lime Exterior: Burnished Interior: Burnished Firing:
Hard, wheel-made.

2.Ceramic No: DB/76/28, Fabric Colour: 5YR7/4 Interior Colour: 5YR 5/2 Exterior
Colour: 5YR 5/2 Inclusions: Grit, lime Exterior: Burnished Interior: Burnished Firing:
Hard, wheel-made.

3.Ceramic No: DB/76/18, Fabric Colour: 5YR7/4 Interior Colour: 5YR 5/1 Exterior
Colour: 5YR 5/6 Inclusions: Sand, Exterior: Burnished Interior: Burnished Firing:
Hard, wheel-made.

4.Ceramic No: DB/76/24, Fabric Colour: 7,5YR7/4 Interior Colour: Unslipped Exterior
Colour: 7,5YR 6/1 Inclusions: Grit, lime, Exterior: Burnished Interior: Unburnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

5.Ceramic No: DB/76/25, Fabric Colour: 2,5YR 6/6 Interior Colour: 2,5YR 6/6 Exterior
Colour: 2,5YR 6/6 Inclusions: Sand, Exterior: Unburnished Interior: Unburnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

6.Ceramic No: DB/76/19, Fabric Colour: 5YR6/6 Interior Colour: 2,5YR 5/6 Exterior
Colour: 2,5YR 5/6 Inclusions: Sand, Exterior: Burnished Interior: Burnished Firing:
Hard, wheel-made.

7.Ceramic No: DB/76/23, Fabric Colour: 7,5YR 8/3 Interior Colour: 2,5YR 5/8 Exterior
Colour: 2,5YR 5/8 Inclusions: Sand, Exterior: Burnished Interior: Burnished Firing:
Hard, wheel-made.
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8. Ceramic No: DB/76/30, Fabric Colour: 5YR 6/6 Interior Colour: Unslipped Exterior
Colour: Unslipped Inclusions: Sand, Exterior: Unburnished Interior: Unburnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

9. Ceramic No: DB/76/29, Fabric Colour: 5YR 7/2 Interior Colour: 5YR 5/2 Exterior
Colour: 5YR 5/2 Inclusions: Sand, Exterior: Burnished Interior: Burnished Firing:
Hard, wheel-made.

10. Ceramic No: DB/76/02, Fabric Colour: 5YR7/6 Interior Colour: 2,5YR 6/6 Exterior
Colour: 2,5YR 6/6 Inclusions: Grit, lime Exterior: Burnished Interior: Burnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

11. Ceramic No: DB/76/20, Fabric Colour: 5YR6/6 Interior Colour: 2,5YR 6/6 Exterior
Colour: 2,5YR 6/6 Inclusions: Grit, lime, Exterior: Burnished Interior: Burnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

12. Ceramic No: DB/76/21, Fabric Colour: 2,5YR7/6 Interior Colour: Unslipped Exterior
Colour: Unslipped Inclusions: Grit, Exterior: Unburnished Interior: Unburnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

13. Ceramic No: DB/76/04, Fabric Colour: 5YR6/6 Interior Colour: Unslipped Exterior
Colour: 2,5YR 6/3 Inclusions: Grit, lime, mica Exterior: Burnished Interior:
Unburnished Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

14. Ceramic No: DB/76/12, Fabric Colour: 5YR6/4 Interior Colour: 5YR6/4 Exterior
Colour: 5YR6/4 Inclusions: Grit, organic Exterior: Unburnished Interior: Unburnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

Figure 2:

1. Ceramic No: DB/76/08, Fabric Colour: 7,5YR 5/4 Interior Colour: 7,5YR 4/4 Exterior
Colour: 7,5YR 4/4 Inclusions: Sand Exterior: Burnished Interior: Burnished Firing:
Hard, wheel-made.

2. Ceramic No: DB/76/26, Fabric Colour: 5YR 7/4 Interior Colour: 5YR 5/6 Exterior
Colour: 5YR 5/6 Inclusions: Sand, lime, Exterior: Burnished Interior: Burnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

3. Ceramic No: DB/76/10, Fabric Colour: 7,5YR 8/3 Interior Colour: Unslipped Exterior
Colour: 7,5YR 5/1 Inclusions: Grit, lime, Exterior: Burnished Interior: Unburnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

4. Ceramic No: DB/76/17, Fabric Colour: 5YR 6/6 Interior Colour: 2,5YR 6/8 Exterior
Colour: 2,5YR 6/8 Inclusions: Grit, Exterior: Burnished Interior: Unburnished Firing:
Hard, wheel-made.

5. Ceramic No: DB/76/27, Fabric Colour: 5YR 6/6 Interior Colour: Unslipped Exterior
Colour: Unslipped Inclusions: Grit, lime, Exterior: Unburnished Interior: Unburnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

6. Ceramic No: DB/76/16, Fabric Colour: 5YR 6/8 Interior Colour: 2,5YR 6/8 Exterior
Colour: 2,5YR 6/8 Inclusions: Grit, lime, mica Exterior: Burnished Interior: Burnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

7. Ceramic No: DB/76/06, Fabric Colour: 7,5 YR8/3 Interior Colour: 7,5YR 6/1 Exterior
Colour: 7,5YR 6/1 Inclusions: Sand Exterior: Burnished Interior: Burnished Firing:
Hard, wheel-made.

8. Ceramic No: DB/76/22, Fabric Colour: 5 YR7/6 Interior Colour: 2,5YR 6/6 Exterior
Colour: 2,5YR 6/6 Inclusions: Grit Exterior: Burnished Interior: Unburnished Firing:
Hard, wheel-made.

9. Ceramic No: DB/76/14, Fabric Colour: 7,5YR8/4 Interior Colour: Unslipped Exterior
Colour: Unslipped Inclusions: Sand, lime Exterior: Unburnished Interior: Unburnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.
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10. Ceramic No: DB/76/15, Fabric Colour: 5YR6/6 Interior Colour: Unslipped Exterior
Colour: Unslipped Inclusions: Grit, lime Exterior: Unburnished Interior: Unburnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

11.Ceramic No: DB/76/01, Fabric Colour: 5YR7/8 Interior Colour: 5YR 6/2 Exterior
Colour: 5YR 6/2 Inclusions: Grit, lime Exterior: Burnished Interior: Burnished Firing:
Hard, wheel-made.

12. Ceramic No: DB/76/11, Fabric Colour: 10 YRS8/3 Exterior Colour: 10 YR 6/1
Inclusions: Grit Exterior: Burnished Firing: Hard.

13. Ceramic No: DB/76/05, Fabric Colour: 2,5 YR6/4 Exterior Colour: 2,5YR 6/6
Inclusions: Grit, lime, Exterior: Burnished Firing: Hard.

14. Ceramic No: DB/76/13, Fabric Colour: 5YR7/6 Interior Colour: 5YR7/6 Exterior
Colour: 5YR7/6 Inclusions: Grit, lime Exterior: Unburnished Interior: Unburnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.

15. Ceramic No: DB/76/07, Fabric Colour: 2,5 YR7/6 Exterior Colour: 2,5YR7/6
Inclusions: Grit, lime Exterior: Burnished Firing: Hard.

16. Ceramic No: DB/76/09, Fabric Colour: 5YR 6/6 Interior Colour: 5YR 6/8 Exterior
Colour: 5YR 6/8 Inclusions: Grit, lime Exterior: Burnished Interior: Unburnished
Firing: Hard, wheel-made.
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