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MERSIN UNIVERSITESI
KILIKIA ARKEOLOJISINI ARASTIRMA MERKEZI
BILIMSEL SURELI YAYINI ‘OLBA’

Kapsam

Olba siireli yayin1 Mayis ayinda olmak lizere yilda bir kez basilir. Yayinlanmasi
istenilen makalelerin en ge¢ her yi1l Kasim aymda gonderilmis olmasi gerek-
mektedir.

1998 yilindan bu yana basilan Olba; Kiiciikasya, Akdeniz bolgesi ve Orta-
dogu’ya iligskin orijinal sonuclar iceren Antropoloji, Prehistorya, Protohis-
torya, Klasik Arkeoloji, Klasik Filoloji (ve Eskicag Dilleri ve Kiiltiirleri),
Eskicag Tarihi, Niimizmatik ve Erken Hiristiyanlik Arkeolojisi alanlarinda
yazilmig makaleleri kapsamaktadir.

Yayn ilkeleri
1. a. Makaleler, Word ortaminda yazilmig olmalidir.

b. Metin 10 punto; 6zet, dipnot, katalog ve bibliyografya 9 punto olmak tizere,
Times New Roman (PC ve Macintosh) harf karakteri kullanilmalidir.

c. Dipnotlar her sayfanin altina verilmeli ve makalenin basindan sonuna
kadar sayisal stireklilik izlemelidir.

d. Metin i¢inde bulunan ara bagliklarda, kiiciik harf kullanilmali ve koyu
(bold) yazilmalidir. Bunun disindaki secenekler (tiimiiniin biiyiik harf
yazilmasi, alt ¢izgi ya da italik) kullanilmamalidir.

2. Noktalama (tireler) isaretlerinde dikkat edilecek hususlar:

a. Metin i¢inde her climlenin ortasindaki virgiilden ve sonundaki noktadan
sonra bir tab bosluk birakilmalidir.

b. Ciimle i¢inde veya ciimle sonunda yer alan dipnot numaralarinin herbirisi
noktalama (nokta veya virgiil) isaretlerinden once yer almalidir.

c. Metin icinde yer alan “fig.” ibareleri, kiigiik harf ile ve parantez icinde
verilmeli; fig. ibaresinin noktasindan sonra bir tab bogluk birakilmali
(fig. 3); ikiden fazla ardigik figiir belirtiliyorsa iki rakam arasina bogluksuz
kisa tire konulmali (fig. 2-4). Ardisik degilse, sayilar arasina nokta ve bir
tab bosluk birakilmalidir (fig. 2. 5).



VIII Kapsam / Yayn Ilkeleri

d. Ayrica bibliyografya ve kisaltmalar kisminda bir yazar, iki soyadi tasiyorsa
soyadlart arasinda bogluk birakmaksizin kisa tire kullanilmalidir (Dentzer-
Feydy); bir makale birden fazla yazarli ise her yazardan sonra bir bosluk,
ardindan uzun tire ve yine bosluktan sonra diger yazarin soyadi gelmelidir
(Hagel — Tomaschitz).

3. “Bibliyografya ve Kisaltmalar” boliimii makalenin sonunda yer almali, dip-
notlarda kullanilan kisaltmalar, burada agiklanmalidir. Dipnotlarda kullanilan
kaynaklar kisaltma olarak verilmeli, kisaltmalarda yazar soyadi, yayin tarihi,
sayfa (ve varsa levha ya da resim) siralamasina sadik kalinmalidir. Sadece bir
kez kullanilan yayinlar i¢in bile ayn1 kurala uyulmalidir.

Bibliyografya (kitaplar i¢in):
Richter 1977 Richter, G., Greek Art, New York.
Bibliyografya (Makaleler i¢in):

Corsten 1995 Corsten, Th., “Inschriften aus dem Museum von Denizli”, Ege
Universitesi Arkeoloji Dergisi 111, 215-224, lev. LIV-LVII.

Dipnot (kitaplar igin)
Richter 1977, 162, res. 217.

Dipnot (Makaleler i¢in)
Oppenheim 1973, 9, lev.1.

Diger Kisaltmalar

age. ad1 gecen eser
ay. ayni yazar
vd. ve devami

yak. yaklagtk

v.d. ve digerleri
y.dn. yukar1 dipnot
dn. dipnot

a.dn. asag1 dipnot
bk. Bakiniz

4. Tim resim, ¢izim ve haritalar icin sadece “fig.” kisaltmasi kullanilmali ve
figiirlerin numaralandirilmasinda siireklilik olmalidir. (Levha, Resim, Cizim,
Sekil, Harita ya da bir bagka ifade veya kisaltma kesinlikle kullanilmamalidir).
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Kapsam / Yayn Ilkeleri IX

Word dokiimanina gomiilii olarak gonderilen figiirler kullanilmamaktadir.
Figiirlerin mutlaka sayfada kullanilmas:1 gereken biiyiikliikte ve en az 300
pixel/inch ¢oziiniirliikte, photoshop tif veya jpeg formatinda gonderilmesi
gerekmektedir. Adobe illustrator programinda calisilmis cizimler Adobe
illustrator formatinda da gonderilebilir. Farkli vektorel programlarda caligilan
cizimler photoshop formatina cevrilemiyorsa pdf olarak gonderilebilir. Bu
formatlarin digindaki formatlarda gonderilmis figiirler kabul edilmeyecektir.

Figiirler CD’ye yiiklenmelidir ve ayrica figiir diizenlemesi ornegi (layout)
PDF olarak yapilarak burada yer almalidir.

. Bir bagka kaynaktan alint1 yapilan figiirlerin sorumlulugu yazara aittir, bu

sebeple kaynak belirtilmelidir.

. Makale metninin sonunda figiirler listesi yer almalidir.

. Metin yukarida belirtilen formatlara uygun olmak kaydiyla 20 sayfay1 gec-

memelidir. Figiirlerin toplami 10 adet civarinda olmalidir.

Makaleler Tiirkce, Ingilizce veya Almanca yazilabilir. Tiirkce yazilan
makalelerde yaklagik 500 kelimelik Tiirkce ve Ingilizce yada Almanca 6zet
kesinlikle bulunmalidir. Ingilizce veya Almanca yazilan makalelerde ise
en az 500 kelimelik Tiirkce ve Ingilizce veya Almanca ozet bulunmalidir.
Makalenin her iki dilde de baslig1 gonderilmeldir.

Ozetin altinda, Tiirkce ve Ingilizce veya Almanca olmak iizere alt1 anahtar
kelime verilmelidir.

Metnin word ve pdf formatlarinda kaydi ile figiirlerin kopyalandigi iki adet
CD (biri yedek) ile birlikte bir orijinal ve bir kopya olmak iizere metin ve
figiir ¢iktis1 gonderilmelidir.

Makale i¢inde kullanilan 6zel fontlar da CD’ye yiiklenerek yollanmalidir.
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Scope

Olba is printed once a year in May. Deadline for sending papers is November
of each year.

The Journal ‘Olba’, being published since 1998 by the ‘Research Center of
Cilician Archeology’ of the Mersin University (Turkey), includes original
studies done on antropology, prehistory, protohistory, classical archaeology,
classical philology (and ancient languages and cultures), ancient history,
numismatics and early christian archeology of Asia Minor, the Mediterranean
region and the Near East.

Publishing Principles
1. a. Articles should be written in Word programs.

b. The text should be written in 10 puntos; the abstract, footnotes, cata-
logue and bibliography in 9 puntos ‘Times New Roman’ (for PC and for
Macintosh).

c. Footnotes should take place at the bottom of the page in continous
numbering.

d. Titles within the article should be written in small letters and be marked as
bold. Other choises (big letters, underline or italic) should not be used.

2. Punctuation (hyphen) Marks:

a. One space should be given after the comma in the sentence and after the
dot at the end of the sentence.

b. The footnote numbering within the sentence in the text, should take place
before the comma in the sentence or before the dot at the end of the
sentence.

c. The indication fig.:

* It should be set in brackets and one space should be given after the dot
(fig. 3);
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* If many figures in sequence are to be indicated, a short hyphen without
space between the beginning and last numbers should be placed (fig. 2-4);
if these are not in sequence, a dot and space should be given between the
numbers (fig. 2. 5).

d) In the bibliography and abbreviations, if the author has two family names,
a short hyphen without leaving space should be used (Dentzer-Feydy);
if the article is written by two or more authors, after each author a space,
a long hyphen and again a space should be left before the family name of
the next author (Hagel — Tomaschitz).

3. The ‘Bibliography’ and ‘Abbreviations’ should take part at the end of the
article. The ‘Abbrevations’ used in the footnotes should be explained in the
‘Bibliography’ part. The bibliography used in the footnotes should take place
as abbreviations and the following order within the abbreviations should be
kept: Name of writer, year of publishment, page (and if used, number of the
illustration). This rule should be applied even if a publishment is used only
once.

Bibliography (for books):
Richter 1977 Richter, G., Greek Art, New York.

Bibliography (for articles):

Corsten 1995  Corsten, Th., “Inschriften aus dem Museum von Denizli”, Ege
Universitesi Arkeoloji Dergisi III, 215-224, pl. LIV-LVII.

Footnotes (for books):
Richter 1977, 162, fig. 217.

Footnotes (for articles):
Oppenheim 1973, 9, pl.1.

Miscellaneous Abbreviations:
op.cit.  inthe work already cited

idem an auther that has just been mentioned
ff following pages

et al. and others

n. footnote

see see

infra see below

supra see above
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Scope / Publishing Principles

. For all photographies, drawings and maps only the abbreviation ‘fig.” should

be used in continous numbering (remarks such as Plate, Picture, Drawing,
Map or any other word or abbreviaton should not be used).

. Figures, embedded in Word documents can not be used. Figures have to be

in the length in which they will be used in the page, being at least 300 pixel/
inch, in photoshop tif or jpeg format. Drawings in adobe illustrator can be
sent in this format. Drawings in other vectoral programs can be sent in pdf if
they can’t be converted to photoshop. Figures sent in other formats will not
be accepted.

. Figures should be loaded to a CD and a layout of them as PDF should also

be undertaken.

. Photographs, drawings or maps taken from other publications are in the

responsibility of the writers; so the sources have to be mentioned.

. A list of figures should take part at the end of the article.

. The text should be within the remarked formats not more than 20 pages, the

drawing and photograps 10 in number.

Papers may be written in Turkish, English or German. Papers written in
Turkish must include an abstract of 500 words in Turkish and English or
German. It will be appreciated if papers written in English or German would
include a summary of 500 words in Turkish and in English or German. The
title of the article should be sent in two languages.

Six keywords should be remarked, following the abstract in Turkish and
English or German.

The text in word and pdf formats as well as the figures should be loaded in
two different CD’s; furthermore should be sent, twice the printed version of
the text and figures.

Special fonts should be loaded to the CD.
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WHAT HAPPENED IN INLAND SOUTHWESTERN
ANATOLIA BEFORE 5500 BC?
A REVIEW OF THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE
FROM THE SELCEN-ORENARASI SETTLEMENT

Fulya DEDEOGLU* — Ali OZAN*™*

ABSTRACT

The Upper Meander Basin qualifies as a region where one can follow the char-
acteristics of the material cultures of two important cultural regions in the Neolithic
and Early Chalcolithic periods and the changes they underwent. The settlement of
Selcen-Orenarasi is strategically located at the pass connecting the plains to the
mountains. Its location enables us to make an overall inference concerning the
settlement pattern and cultural process of the settlements in this extensive region,
which extends from the Lake District to the Coastal Aegean. The archaeological
data shows that before the 6! millennium BC the settlements in the basin shared
a cultural structure which was common in many aspects. The analogies which can
particularly be followed via the monochrome pottery verify this relationship among
the Lake District, the Upper Meander Basin in Central Southwestern Anatolia,
and the Coastal Aegean. It is also clear that the cultural borders were reshaped
and the above-mentioned common cultural structure underwent a change after the
6™ millennium BC. Because of this process, the Upper Meander Basin culturally
joined the Lake District, as indicated by the painted pottery. On the other hand,
the tradition of monochrome pottery continued uninterruptedly in the Coastal
Aegean settlements located in and around izmir. There is no doubt that the mutual
relations within the regions concerned did not completely end. However, after
the 6 millennium BC, the Upper Meander Basin displayed a culture which was
identical with that of the Lake District but differed from the Coastal Aegean. These
changes and transformation can be followed via the settlement of Selcen-Orenarasi
in the Upper Meander Basin.

Yrd. Dog. Dr. Fulya Dedeoglu, Ege Universitesi, Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Béliimii, Protohis-
torya - Onasya Arkeolojisi Anabilim Dali, 35100 Bornova izmir.

E-posta: dedeoglufulya@hotmail.com

Yrd. Dog. Dr. Ali Ozan, Pamukkale Universitesi, Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Boliimii,
Prehistorya Anabilim Dal1, Kinikli Denizli. E-posta: aliozan@pau.edu.tr
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Fulya Dedeoglu — Ali Ozan

The systematic surveys in the region document that both the plains and the
plateau leaning against the mountainous region were preferred as settlement areas
in the basin throughout the Neolithic Period. The same surveys also shows that
this settlement order changed at the beginning of the 6! millennium BC when set-
tlements shifted towards the plain. In this paper, it is put forward that this change
in the Upper Meander Basin not only reflected a transformation within the region
but also affected the Coastal Aegean and even the regions located to the west of
the Aegean Sea in terms of its consequences. Likewise, the new settlements which
appeared concurrently in these last two regions seem to have been related to the
changes in the Upper Meander Basin. It is likely that some of the settlements
represented by the monochrome pottery tradition in the Upper Meander Basin in
Inland Southwestern Anatolia withdrew towards the plain and integrated with the
Lake District, whereas some communities from these same settlements must have
dispersed and moved westwards.

Keywords: Inland Southwest Anatolia, Neolithic, Selcen-Orenarasi Settlement,
Settlement Pattern, Prehistory, Pottery

OZET

MO 5500 Oncesinde i¢ Giineybati Anadolu’da Ne Oldu?:
Selcen-Orenarasi Yerlesimi Arkeolojik Kamtlar
Uzerinden Bir Degerlendirme

Yukar1 Menderes Havzas1 Neolitik ve Erken Kalkolitik donemlerde iki dnem-
li kiiltiir bolgesinin materyal kiiltiir 6zelliklerinin ve bunlarin zaman igerisinde
gosterdigi degisimin takip edilebildigi bir bolge 6zelligi gosterir. Bu kesimde yer
alan Selcen-Orenarasi yerlesimi, gerek ova diizliiklerinden daghk bolgeye gecis
veren konumu, gerekse materyal kiiltiirii acisindan, havzadaki diger yerlesimler
ile birlikte bolgenin yerlesim modeli ve kiiltiirel siirecine iligkin genel bir ¢ika-
rim elde etmemizi saglamaktadir. Zira arkeolojik veriler, MO 6. binyil 6ncesinde
Goller Bolgesi’'nden Kiy1 Ege’ye degin uzanan genis bolgenin bir¢ok yonden
ortak bir kiiltiirel yapr sergiledigini gostermektedir. Ozellikle monokrom ¢anak
¢omleklegin iizerinden takip edilebilen benzerlikler Géller Bolgesi, I¢ Giineybati
Anadolu’da yer alan Yukar1 Menderes Havzas1 ve Kiy1 Ege arasindaki bu iligkiyi
dogrulamaktadir. MO 6. binyildan sonra kiiltiirel sinirlarin yeniden sekillendigi ve
yukarida bahsedilen ortak kiiltiirel yapinin degistigi goriiliir. Bu stirecle birlikte
Yukar1 Menderes Havzasi, boya bezemeli ¢anak ¢omleklerin gosterdigi iizere,
kiiltiirel olarak Goller bolgesine dahil olur. Diger yandan Izmir ve cevresinde yer
alan Kiy1 Ege yerlegimlerinde monokrom c¢anak ¢omlek gelenegi kesintisiz olarak
devam eder. Bahsedilen bolgelerdeki karsilikli iligkilerin tamamen sona ermedigi
kugkusuzdur. Ancak bu tarihten sonra, Yukari Menderes Havzasi ve Goller Bolgesi
paralele bir kiiltiir gelisim sergiler ve Kiy1 Ege’den farklilagir. Bu degisim ve donii-
stim Yukar1 Menderes Havzasi’'nda Selcen-Orenarasi yerlesimi iizerinden takip
edilebilmektedir.
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Havzanin Neolitik Dénem boyunca hem ova diizliiklerinin hem de daglik
kesime yaslanan plato diizleminin yerlesim alani olarak tercih edildigi, bolgedeki
sistematik yiizey arastirmalariyla belgelenmistir. Bu yerlesim diizeninin MO 6. bin-

s

yilin baglarindadegistigi ve yerlesimlerin ova diizlemine dogru kaydigi, yine ayni
aragtirmalarin sonuglarindan birisidir. Makalede, Yukar1 Menderes Havzasi’nda
goriilen bu degisimin sadece bdlgenin kendi igerisindeki bir doniisiimii yansitma-
dig1 ve sonuglar1 bakimindan Kiy1r Ege ve hatta Ege Denizi’nin batisinda yer alan
bolgeleri de etkiledigi ortaya konulmaktadir. Nitekim ayni tarihlerde, bu son iki
bolgede ortaya ¢ikan yeni yerlesimler, Yukart Menderes Havzasi’nda yasanan degi-
sim ile iligkili gibi goriinmektedir. Muhtemelen I¢ Giineybati Anadolu’daki Yukart
Menderes Havzasi’nda monokrom gelenekle temsil edilen yerlesimlerin bir kismi
ova diizlemine dogru cekilir ve Goller Bolgesi ile biitiinlesirken, ayn: yerlesimler-
den bazi topluluklar da batiya dogru hareket etmis olmalidir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: 19 Giineybat1 Anadolu, Neolitik, Selcen-Orenarasi
Yerlesimi, Yerlegim Diizeni, Prehistorya, Canak Comlek.

The first field surveys into the prehistoric, and especially Neolithic/
Early Chalcolithic, periods in the southwest of Anatolia were carried out
in the 1950s'. In relation to these first surveys, the settlements dated to
the subject periods were detected?, and it has even been possible to docu-
ment the Neolithic/Early Chalcolithic cultural sequence of the region with
the help of the archaeological excavations in the Lake District at Hacilar.
Following the excavations at Hacilar, various excavations and field surveys
continued in subsequent years in the same region. Because these surveys
concentrated on Southwestern Anatolia, especially on the Lake District,
this region gained prominence in the evaluations and discussions about
the Neolithic/Early Chalcolithic periods. By centering the research on the
Lake District, parts of Inner Southwestern Anatolia, such as the basin of
the Upper Meander, have been misevaluated as intermediary areas existing
at the periphery of Hacilar Culture3.

Another approach which has led regions such as the Upper Meander
Basin to be viewed as an intermediary area has been a result of a more
common paradigm*. For many years, Anatolia, and consequently Western
Anatolia, has generally been handled as a region deprived of some

I' Mellaart 1954; Mellaart 1961.

2 Mellaart 1954, 188.

3 Mellaart 1970a, 146-147; Mellaart 1970b, 437, fig. 156.
4 Ozdogan 2007, 18-19.
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environmental opportunities which may support different types of sub-
sistence, or they have been considered either as a barrier which separates
the cultures of the Near East from Europe, or as a bridge which plays a
role in the transmission of these cultures to Europe. As a consequence of
these perspectives, it has been argued that the Neolithic lifestyle which
was transmitted to the Aegean coasts and subsequently to Europe was
distributed by following the river basins in Southwestern Anatolia’. In
these discussions, the Meander Basin has again been regarded as simply an
intermediary area that plays a role in the transmission of the lifestyle of the
Neolithic/Early Chalcolithic.

As a result of these various approaches summarized briefly above, the
place and importance of the Upper Meander Basin in the Neolithic/Early
Chalcolithic period, has not been fully comprehended. However, several
recent systematic field surveys of the region® show that the situation is far
different than previously thought. In this article, we aim to produce some
evaluations and generalizations about the Neolithic/Early Chalcolithic
periods of the Upper Meander Basin, in terms of a new Neolithic settle-
ment we have recorded during our field surveys in the mountainous areas
of Denizli Province in the districts of Civril, Cal and Baklan. In addition,
we will also include in these discussions other Neolithic/Early Chalcolithic
settlements which have been recorded in the basin in the last decade and
occasionally make reference to settlements along the east coast of the
Aegean. From this material we will try to form a general framework.

The landscape of the region

Southwestern Anatolia has relatively varied natural habitats including
river valleys, mountains, intermountain plains, plateaus and lakes. Some of
these environmental properties are more dominant than others in smaller
sub-regions located inside southwestern Anatolia. However, the Upper
Meander Basin displays a characteristic closed basin which includes all of
these environmental varieties within its borders. The basin, which includes
the Denizli districts of Civril, Cal and Baklan, is isolated in all main di-
rections from the surrounding regions by mountain chains. A wide plain
about 800-850 meters above sea level lies in the area. It is bordered by

5 Ozdogan 2014, 36.
6 Abay - Dedeoglu 2005; Abay - Dedeoglu 2007; Dedeoglu 2010; Dedeoglu 2014; Abay 2011.
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mountains. The monotony of the plain is interrupted by old and new lake
beds. The plain is split off lengthwise by the Meander River, which has
the highest water-carrying capacity of the Aegean region and is the longest
stream, which gives its names to the basin and the valley. Kiifii Stream,
located in the northeast of the basin, is one of the significant streams of the
basin with many other large and small tributaries. The valley of this last-
mentioned stream also connects the Upper Meander Basin to the Afyon-
Sandikli Plain in the northeast with the Diizbel Pass.

The basin opening to Usak with a natural valley located in the north
is connected to the Lake District via a natural route through Dinar. From
the west, it is possible to reach the coasts of the Aegean Sea via the Lycos
Valley by following the Meander Valley. It might be considered that all
the environmental characteristics of the Upper Meander Basin provided
an opportunity for communities to exist with different living styles from
the prehistoric age in the region. As we are going to discuss in the follow-
ing pages, it can be also seen in the archaeological record that the basin,
which seems to be a self-enclosed area isolated by high mountains from
the cultural regions surrounding it, was in fact connected to the neighbor-
ing regions via natural routes in the Neolithic/Early Chalcolithic periods.

The Selcen-Orenarasi Settlement

The settlement of Selcen-Orenarasi was detected in 2013 within the
systematic field surveys we have been carrying out since 2010 in order
to record the prehistoric settlements in the mountainous parts of Denizli’s
Civril, Cal and Baklan districts located in the Upper Meander Basin. The
field survey was started to determine whether or not the mountainous areas
were inhabited, as well as the plains, and, if so, to detect in which period
the higher elevations were first settled, and also in order to identify the re-
lationship and settlement layout among the plain settlements and mountain
settlements. In this context, Selcen-Orenarasi was one of the settlements
researched. The site is approximately 1 km northwest of Selcen Village
of Cal (fig. 1). The 1000 m high mountains to the west of the settlement
go down to the east, expanding through the Civril Plain; the settlement is
located in a topography we might define as a mountain threshold in the
plateau plain existing between the Civril Plain and the more mountainous
areas. A seasonal stream, located just south of Selcen-Orenarasi, meanders
from a hilly terrain, falling through the Civril Plain, and after going straight
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for approximately 7 km, joins the Meander River in the northwest. Both the
settlement itself and its periphery have been used as an agricultural terrain
(fig. 2). The settlement is located in a plateau high from the Civril Plain to
the west of it, down from the mountainous area at the east. With this loca-
tion, it might be defined as an intermediate area which enables passage
from bottom land to the mountainous area.

The assemblage collected on the area used as agricultural terrain indi-
cates that the settlement was used as an inhabited area, and it also shows
that particular parts of the area were preferred during specific periods. The
pottery obtained over an approximate 2.2 hectare area shows that the settle-
ment was inhabited in the periods of the Early Roman, Iron Age, Middle
Bronze Age, Late Chalcolithic and Neolithic Ages. The settlement, which
covers approximately 1.2 hectares, has been divided into 10 sampling
areas. The pottery collected from sampling areas labeled SA 127, SA 128,
SA 130 and SA 133, are all dated to the Neolithic (fig. 3).

This situation indicates that the settlement in the Neolithic Period was
occasionally replaced in a specific area, and this might suggest the prob-
ability of a horizontal stratification. The absence of a typical mound rise
also supports this conclusion. Probably in the same period, the settlement
must have been replaced in a limited area in the Late Neolithic period, as
we will discuss below. The distribution of the Neolithic material indicates
that the center of the Neolithic settlement was predominantly in the sam-
pling area SA 133.

When Selcen-Orenarasi was first surveyed by us, the vineyards on the
SA 133 sampling area had been uprooted with a deep plow for the purpose
of making the terrain suitable for growing wheat. The deep ploughing of
the settlement also caused the inlay of the latest archaeological level to
substantially rise to the surface (fig. 4) where much archaeological mate-
rial was abundantly recovered. Among the archeological material, pottery,
grinding stones, a sling stone, a flint stone and obsidian flakes and blades
(fig. 5), burned bone tools, and also architectural stones and mud-brick
pieces were collected. The mud-brick pieces had been exposed to intense
heat, indicating that the settlement, at least the structural level in the sam-
pling area labeled SA 133, ended with a fire. The impressions of wooden
construction in the burned mud-brick pieces indicate the use of wood be-
sides mud-brick in the architecture of the settlement. The unshaped stones
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found both in the area which had been plowed, and also placed near the
field, probably belonged to the rubble foundation of structures. Grinding
stones were detected among this rubble in the field.

In Selcen, there are a large number of pottery items among the finds
from the areas considered to have been settled in Neolithic times. Amongst
the pottery, the most common form is bowls, particularly S-profiled bowls.
Sub-diversifications seen in the S-profiled bowls are probably the reflec-
tions of function differentiation in the use of pots. The forms which can be
found in the inventory of the Selcen-Orenarasi settlement are represented
by S-profiled big and small bowls, conical and hemispherical bowls,
necked and neckless pots, plain and disc bases, and vertically placed tubu-
lar lugs. The best equivalents of the analogues of the pottery types we have
mentioned exist in the early layers of the Lake District settlements. The
analogues of S-profiled bowls seen in fig. 7 (a-b) with some sub-variations
exist in Hacilar IX7 and Hoyiicek ESP 13. Slightly closed S-profiled bowls
in fig 7 (c-d) first appear in the IX level of Hacilar® in the Lake District.
Similar bowls are seen in the levels of Hacilar IX!0 and VIII!!, and the
building level labeled Hoyiicek ESP 212, and Kurugay 1313 (fig. 7e-f). The
best matches of slightly S-profiled big and small bowls, another group
which might be evaluated as a subgroup among bowls, in fig. 7 (g-h), are
seen in the levels of Hacilar IX'4, VIII!S and VI'6, and the building levels
such as Hoyiicek ESP 217,

It is possible to see the analogues of more notable S-profiled big and
small bowls (fig. 7i-j) in the VIII'® and VI levels of Hacilar!®.

7 Mellaart 1970b, 241, figs. 32, 35.
8 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.40/5.
9 Mellaart 1970b, 241, fig. 28.
10 Mellaart 1970b, 241, fig. 29.
T Mellaart 1970b, 247, fig. 5.
12 Duru - Umurtak 2005, pl.37/3, 4.
13 Duru 1994, p1.36/7.
14 Mellaart 1970b, 241, fig. 19.
15 Mellaart 1970b, 247, fig. 6.
16 Mellaart 1970b, 251, fig. 25; 253, figs.13, 14.
17" Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.36/4.
18 Mellaart 1970b, 247, fig. 4.
19 Mellaart 1970b, 251, fig. 30; 255, fig. 5; 257, fig. 1.
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The analogues of the ones which are reminiscent of the previous
S-profiled bowls obtained on the surface in Selcen (fig. 8 a-b) appear in the
VII level?, and VI level?! of Hacilar, and Hoyiicek Sh.P?2.

As for the previous samples of big and small slightly S-profiled bowls
(fig. 8c-d), the equivalents exist in the IX level?3, VIII level?* and VI level?
of Hacilar. A small group of S-profiled bowls (fig. 8e) exists in level IX?¢
and level VI?7 of Hacilar, and also in Hoyiicek ESP 228 and Sh.P%. It is
possible to see the analogue of a medium-sized bowl in a single sample we
encountered in Selcen (fig. 8f), in Hoyticek ESP 230,

S-profiled and vertical standing big and small bowls (fig. 8g) are
seen in level IX3!, level VIII32 and level VII3? of Hacilar, and in the pot-
tery of Hoytlicek Sh.P34. The bowls, seen as a slightly different varia-
tion of the same group (fig. 8h), appear in levels such as Hacilar VII?,
Hoyiicek Sh.P3%¢ and Kurucay 13%7, Kurugay 12 upper®®. The definable
bowls from this group with their everted sides, of which S-sides are
more notable, also exist in level VI of Hacilar® (fig. 8i). The analogues
of another group, everted S profiled big and medium sized bowls (fig.
8j), appear in level VI of Hacilar®’, and Hoyiicek Sh.P*! and level 13 of

20 Mellaart 1970bi, 249, fig. 3.

21 Mellaart 1970b, 251, fig. 25.

22 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.54/1.
23 Mellaart 1970b, 241, fig. 22.

24 Mellaart 1970b, 247, fig. 8.

25 Mellaart 1970b, 251, fig. 19; 253, fig. 12.
26 Mellaart 1970b, 241, fig. 2.

27 Mellaart 1970b, 251, fig. 9.

28 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.36/2.
29 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.45/2, 3; pl.48/3.
30" Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.36/3.
31 Mellaart 1970b, 241, fig. 24.

32 Mellaart 1970b, 247, fig. 12.

33 Mellaart 1970b, 249, fig. 7.

34 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.54/2.
35 Mellaart 1970b, 249, fig. 4.

36 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.63/2.
37 Duru 1994, p1.38/5.

38 Duru 1994, P1.50/4; pl.51/6.

39 Mellaart 1970b, 251, figs. 26, 28.
40" Mellaart 1970b, 253, fig. 3.

41" Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.48/2.
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Kurugay#?. The similar samples of the bowls of 10-11 cm diameter also
appear in the early layers of Hacilar and Kurucgay (fig. 9a).

Everted convex-sided big bowls (fig. 9b) appear in Hoylicek ESP 143,
and in the building level 13 of Kurucay*; everted hemispherical bowls
(fig. 9¢) appear in level IX* and level VI* of Hacilar, in Hoylicek ESP
1-3%7, and Sh.P*%, in the Kurucay 12 lower building level*; and everted
straight-sided big and small bowls (fig. 9d) occur among the bowl forms
found in level VII of Hacilar>. Vertically rising straight-sided bowls (fig.
9e-f) are seen in Hacilar VIIIP!, Hoylicek ESP 2-152 and Sh.P33, and the
pottery of structural layer of Kurucay 12 lower>.

Like bowls, jars can also be divided into some subgroups. While the
main two groups consist of necked and neckless jars, necked jars also have
subgroups.

The jars shown in fig. 9 (g-i) are seen in levels such as Hacilar VI3, and
Kurucay 12 lower>¢. Jars with vertical necks (fig. 9j), appear in Hacilar VI>7,
Kurugay 12 lower and upper?®, and another type of similar pot (fig. 9k) ap-
pears in Hoyiicek ESP 2 and 15°, Hacilar IX% and VII®', Kurugay 1362,
Kurucay lower and upper®® settlement layers. The oval forms of the jars

42 Duru 1994, pl 38/4.

43 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.38/1.

44 Duru 1994, pl.35/1, 3.

45 Mellaart 1970b, 245, figs. 37, 38.

46 Mellaart 1970b, 251, figs. 12, 14, 18.

47 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.33/1-7; pl.34/1, 5; pl.35/6-8; pl.38/2; pl.39/2-4; pl.42/3.
48 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.44/2-3; pl.52/3-7.

49 Duru 1994, pl.37/5; pl.43/1; pl44/2, 4, 5; pl.46/1-5.

50 Mellaart 1970b, 249, fig. 1.

51 Mellaart 1970b, 247, fig. 13.

52 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.38/5; pl.34/1, 2, 4; pL.36/1.
53 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.53/7.

54 Duru 1994 , pl.37/3, 4.

55 Mellaart 1970b, 257, fig. 15; 257, fig. 17; 259, figs. 6, 7.
56 Duru 1994, pl.45/8.

57 Mellaart 1970b, 259, fig. 4.

58 Duru 1994, pl.45/4, 5; pl.50/6.

59 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.37/5, 6; pl.40/6, 7; pl.43/3, 4.
60 Mellaart 1970b, 243, fig. 11.

61 Mellaart 1970b, 249, fig. 11.

62 Duru 1994, P1.34/9, 10; pl.36/8, 9.

63 Duru 1994, P1.40/4; pl.45/6, 7; p1.50/9.
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with everted neck (fig. 9, 1) exist in Hacilar VIII®, and non-oval ones ap-
pear in the settlement layers of Hoyiicek Sh.P%, and Kurugay 12 lower®.
Jars with a short neck seen in fig. 9 (m) and fig. 10 (a-b), first appear in
Hacilar VI®7, and Kurugay 13%. Another type of similar jar (fig. 10c) ap-
pears among the pottery types of level VIII® of Hacilar. Jars with slightly
everted rim (fig. 10d-e) are seen in the settlement layers of Hacilar VII70,
and Kurugay 12 lower”! for the first time. Jars with a globular body and
everted rim (fig. 10f-g) exist in Hacilar IX72, and a slightly different form
of it exists in Hacilar VI7® and Kurugay 1374.

Hole mouth jars (fig. 10h) appear in Hacilar VII7>, and Hoylicek ESP
2 and 176, and a subgroup of the same jars (fig. 11a) appears in Hacilar
VIII”7 again and in Hoyiicek ESP78. Hole mouth jars, another group that
appeared among the finds of Selcen (fig. 11b-c) occur among the pottery
of the levels of Hacilar IX7 and Hoyiicek ESP 2-139. Additionally, the last
type of hole mouth jars (fig. 11d-e) appears in the levels of Hacilar IX8!,
Hoyticek Sh.P32 and Kurugay 1383,

Plain and disc bases (fig. 11f-k) have been used in the pottery of
the Lake District from the early periods as is known from Hacilar IX84,

64 Mellaart 1970b, 247, fig. 20.

65 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.58/1.

66 Duru 1994, pl40/9.

67 Mellaart 1970b, 255, fig. 6; 259, fig. 1.
08 Duru 1994, P1.34/5, 7; pl.35/10.

69 Mellaart 1970b, 247, fig. 10 and le-1 VI Mellaart 1970b, 257, fig. 5.
70" Mellaart 1970b, 249, fig. 10; 249, fig. 12.
71 Duru 1994, p1.38/10.

72 Mellaart 1970b, 243, fig. 14; 259, fig. 3.
73 Mellaart 1970b, 255, fig. 7; 259, fig. 10.
74 Duru 1994, pl36/5.

75 Mellaart 1970b,249, fig. 14.

76 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.35/1, 2; pl.37/1; pl.38/7.
7T Mellaart 1970b, 247, fig. 22.

78 Duru - Umurtak 2005, pl.42/5.

79 Mellaart 1970b, 243, fig. 3, 6.

80" Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.37/2; pl.40/8.
81 Mellaart 1970b, 243, fig. 13.

82 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.47/3.

83 Duru 1994, pl.35/8.

84 Mellaart 1970a, 103.
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Hoyticek ESP and Sh.P35 and level 13 of Kurugay®¢. The vertically-placed
lug (fig. 11m-p) is a type of lug seen in level IX in Hacilar®’, in levels
of Hoyticek ESP#, Bademagac1 EN® and Kurugay 13%. These types of
handle seen in level III of Hacilar! disappear in the pottery of the Lake
District after a while from the beginning of the Early Chalcolithic.

The last lug type found at the settlement of Selcen-Orenarasi is a quite
distinctive sample (fig. 11, 1). These types of handles have previously been
found in level IX of Hacilar®?. This handle type, inwardly placed on a
necked jar’s rim, is a useful dating sample for this reason.

The foregoing comparisons indicate that the pottery obtained at the
settlement of Selcen-Orenarasi can be considered contemporary with the
early Neolithic levels of the Lake District. Another finding which confirms
the validity of our evaluation is that the pottery of Selcen is only based on
a monochrome tradition. Thus, in Hoyiicek ESP and Sh.P%3, the pottery
types in the levels defined as Early Neolithic of Hacilar IX-VI®4, Kurucay
13% and Bademagaci1? in the Lake District reflect a monochrome tradition,
except for phenomenal samples (fig. 6, 12). The majority of the pottery
from Selcen has only mineral inclusions; a small number include organic
tempering in addition (fig. 13).

It might be said that the settlement levels pointed out as references in
order to evaluate the pottery of the settlement of Selcen-Orenarasi can be
generally assigned to the second half of the 7t millennium BC?’. Thus,
these comparisons indicate a time period between the last few centuries of
the 7" millennium BC and the very beginning of the 6" millennium BC for

85 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.35/4, 5; pl.53/7.

86 Duru 1994, P1.34/12; pl.34/13.

87 Mellaart 1970a, 103.

88 Duru — Umurtak 2005, pl.34-43.

89 Duru 2007, 347-348.

90 Duru 1994, 30; pl.34/1; pl.35/6, 9, 11; pl.36/4.
91 Mellaart 1970a, 114.

92 Mellaart 1970b, 245, Fig. 29.

93 Duru — Umurtak 2005, 28-29.

94 Mellaart 1970a, 99-103.

95 Duru 1994, 30.

96 Duru 2008, 54, Res. 109 a, b; Duru 2008, 56-60, res. 112-116.
97 Thissen 2010.
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the pottery of the Selcen settlement (fig. 14). We think that, in particular,
the pot with the lug opened inside the rim found in level IX of Hacilar
(fig. 11,1) dates to the first date of settlement at Selcen-Orenarasi.

It has been pointed out that the pottery used to date settlement at Selcen
has been collected from the surface. It is also highlighted that samples of
painted decoration do not exist among the pottery. It might be objected that
the reason for the absence of painted decorated samples arises from the
pottery being only surface material. Thus, monochrome and painted deco-
rated pottery found during the field surveys carried out in Civril, Baklan
and Cal, has proved that the region was generally synchronously inhabited
with the Late Neolithic/Early Chalcolithic settlements of the Lake District,
and this type of pottery was a significant cultural and chronological cri-
terion in the region®. However, as stated above, the pottery obtained in
Selcen was gathered from a surface which had been deeply dug, to the
extent that archaeological levels could have been destroyed. The sugges-
tion that finding only monochrome pottery in Selcen is not necessarily due
to the limits of the methods of the field survey is supported by facts seen
throughout the region.

Selcen is not the only settlement which is represented by a solely
monochrome tradition. The repetition of the same situation in some other
settlements indicates a reality rather than a coincidence. In the settlements
named Domuzderesi, Orucgazi, Ozdemirciler of approximately 1-1.5
hectares in size, only monochrome pottery items have been collected, just
as in Selcen”. In the choice of these settlement areas, a level plateau at ap-
proximately 850-1080 meters altitude, which might be defined as a passing
zone between mountain and plain was preferred, as in Selcen.

One of the settlements we detected on our last year of survey, the
settlement of Zincirli-Asar, mimics Selcen and the aforementioned three
settlements in terms of both location and pottery types. The settlement
was founded on sloping land throughout the plain, in the southern hillsides
of Mali Mountain which separates the plain of Baklan from the plain of
Ciirtiksu.

98 Dedeoglu 2014.
99 Dedeoglu 2014, 38.
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On the other hand, the 13 settlements on the plain, each between 1 and
3 hectares, mostly show a tendency to be situated around river beds and
lakes. Another situation observed in these settlements is that they have
both monochrome and painted decorated pottery, which means they were
inhabited in the periods of both the Late Neolithic and Early Chalcolithic.

Two sides of the region: the Lake District and the Coastal Aegean

Considering the results of the field surveys and the pottery of the settle-
ment of Selcen-Orenarasi, it might be said that the region occupies the
same cultural environment as the Lake District. However, it is hard to say
that the western border of this culture is the basin of the Upper Meander.
Thus, the pottery with painted decoration dated to the Early Chalcolithic
of the settlements of Tripolis Yenice Hoyiik!'®, Laodikeia'®!, Aphrodias-
Pekmeztepe!92 and Cine-Tepecik!9? proves that the culture of Hacilar is
distributed over the valley of the Meander through to the east coast of the
Aegean (fig. 15). On the other hand, level VI of Ulucak Hoyiik indicates
the first half of the 7® millennium BC for the beginning of the Neolithic in
the Coastal Aegean!%4. The settlements situated in the same region, such as
Yesilova'®, Ege Giibre!%®, Cukuri¢i'?’ and Dedecik-Heybelitepe!?8, show,
with Ulucak Hoyiik, that this cultural process continuously advanced dur-
ing the 7t millennium BC; it comes to an end after a few centuries of the
61 millennium BC, roughly around 5700 BC. At this point, it might be
said that there is a concurrent development between the beginning and ad-
vancement of the Neolithic for the Lake District and the Coastal Aegean.
However, the clearest difference which can be established between the two
regions is observed on pottery from the beginning of the Early Chalcolithic.
In contrast to the Lake District, the pottery with painted decoration never
returned as a significant cultural element in the Coastal Aegean. The mono-
chrome tradition in the pottery of the Coastal Aegean goes on continuously

100 Konakgt, in press.

101 Simgek 2013, 470, res. 476.
102" joukowsky 1986, 59-61.
103 Giinel 2007, 234-235.

104" Cilingiroglu 2012, 17-18.
105 Derin 2012.

106 saglamtimur — Ozan 2012.
107" Horejs 2012.

108 [ ichter — Meric 2012.
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in both the Late Neolithic and Early Chalcolithic. On the other hand, the
pottery found in the Neolithic levels of two regions which have been dated
before the 6™ millennium BC show close similarities in terms of ware
characteristics and shapes!?. In this context, in both regions, it is possible
to define the transition line into the 6" millennium BC as the turning point
where similarities, particularly in pottery styles, decrease.

In this general framework, the settlement of Selcen-Orenarasi, which
is located in the region between the Lake District and the Coastal Aegean,
enables us to deduce the developments and changes seen in the 7" and
6™ millennium BC in the extended area reaching to Inner Southwestern
Anatolia from the Coastal Aegean.

Assessment and Conclusion

The maps which have shown the Neolithic and Early Chalcolithic
sites detected in Anatolia up to now!?, indicate some points. First of all,
the settlements spread from Southeastern Anatolia and the province of
Malatya-Elaz1g of Eastern Anatolia, to the Aegean coast, generally along
the southern half of the entirety of Anatolia. Also, in the context of the
settlements’ locations on the map, a line starting from Central Anatolia and
the Lake District runs through Northwestern Anatolia and Eastern Trakya
over Eskisehir-Kiitahya. When this distribution of the settlements shown
in the geography of Anatolia is evaluated against the results of calibrated
radiocarbon dates, then the dates get older through to the east!!!. That these
two facts coalesce determines the general framework of the debates about
the roots of the first Neolithic cultures in the western regions of Central
Anatolia and, of course, in Europe. The discussion of how and when the
Neolithic culture spread from the Fertile Crescent to Europe has generally
been carried out in this framework from the beginning of the debate!!2.
It has been claimed in these discussions that the Neolithic culture was
transmitted from east to west and that a different Neolithization process
was experienced in every new region!!3. Correspondingly, it has been

109 Lichter 2005, 64; Cilingiroglu 2012, 106; Ozan 2012, 313-323.
110 Rosenstock 2014, 224, fig. 1.

11 Thissen 2002; Reingruber — Thissen 2005.

112 price 2000; Diiring 2013, 80-82.

113 Gzdogan 2008, 153, fig. 4, 154, fig. 5.
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extrapolated that the Neolithic cultural regions existed in the western part
of Anatolia, for instance, the Fikirtepe culture in Northwestern Anatolia
or the Hacilar culture in the Lake District!'4. The settlements recorded by
field surveys and archaeological excavations were accepted as boundary
stones while the distribution areas of these cultural regions were being de-
termined. The distribution areas of these aforementioned cultural regions
undoubtedly must be changed because of the impact of recent archaeologi-
cal researches. One of the last concrete examples of this, in our opinion,
is the field surveys which have been carried out in the last ten years in the
Inland Southwestern Anatolian plains, Civril, Cal and Baklan, and in the
mountainous regions which encircle these plains. These systematically
conducted field surveys provide a holistic picture of the Neolithic and
Early Chalcolithic periods of the region, similar to an aerial photograph
of a site. Thereby, we find an opportunity for comparing both the settle-
ments in the region, and also the regions to which the Neolithic and Early
Chalcolithic settlements situated in the east and west of our region extend.
On the other hand, our research field between the Aegean eastern coast and
the Lake District offers some clues about the advancements experienced
during the transition from the Neolithic into the Early Chalcolithic and
how the cultural borders were reshaped in this process.

Around the beginning of the 6™ millennium BC, it is known that some
changes were experienced in the wide geography lying from the Coastal
Aegean to the Lake District in the Early Chalcolithic in the chronology of
Anatolia. The subject changes have also been seen in the area beginning
from Inland Anatolia and crossing to Greece, Macedonia and Bulgaria. In
this process, Eastern Catal Hoyilik was abandoned!!'>. Architectural struc-
tures and settlement layout alter at Ulucak Hoytik in the Coastal Aegean!!6.
New settlements appear in Greece, Macedonia and Bulgaria!'”. The out-
standing alteration in the Lake District in this period is that the rate of
painted decorated pottery increases!!'®. Moreover, the production styles of
the painted decorations become different!!”. It would not be wrong to see

14 {ichter 2005, 62, fig. 1.

115 Weninger 2006 et al. 417.

116 Cilingiroglu 2012, 18-19.

17 Weninger 2006 et al. 417-418.
18 Mellaart 1970a, 100.

119 Mellaart 1970a, 122.
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this as a period in which the cultural borders were being restated. Before
the 6™ millennium BC, this wide region had been a region with a common
cultural structure, as pottery samples have shown. Among the regions we
mention, there is no doubt that differences exist in terms of material culture
and architecture. However, it should be seen as usual if it is considered that
each region shows differences of their own, as is seen in the settlements
situated in Izmir and its province!2°. On the other hand, it is understood that
the cultural borders transformed in the 6™ millennium BC. We do not sug-
gest that the relationships of this wide region completely disappear. Thus,
the anthropomorphic vessel with painted decoration found in level IV of
Ulucak Hoyiik'?! and a similar vessel seen in Hacilar 1'22 might be consid-
ered as one of the proofs of the continuation of this relationship. However,
we do imply that, principally, the Upper Meander Basin and of course the
Lake District begin to become culturally different from the Coastal Aegean
in this period. Thus, while the area beginning from the Lake District and
reaching from the Meander Valley to the Aegean coast draws a cultural
framework which is determined by the pottery with painted decoration of
the Early Chalcolithic, the monochrome tradition continuously moves on
in the Coastal Aegean. The plains of Civril, Cal and Baklan which generate
our research subject in this process exist on the same cultural borders with
the Lake District as it is indicated by the red on cream and cream on red
pottery!23 in the settlements located in the plain terrain of the region. Thus,
it can be said that the cultural borders are not stable in the region reaching
from the eastern Aegean coast to the Lake District in the periods of the Late
Neolithic-Early Chalcolithic. However, it should be stated here that the
condition was more pronounced immediately before the Early Chalcolithic
when the borders of cultural groups were redrawn. We try to embody
this over the site of Selcen-Orenarasi which generates the subject of
our article.

The settlement of Selcen-Orenarasi is situated on a level plateau which
runs through the mountainous region from the lower end and might be
defined as a mountain threshold zone, in topography with rift plains in
which borders are determined by mountain chains. In the settlement, only

120 Cilingiroglu 2012; Ozan 2012.
121 Cilingiroglu 2012; plt. 38/1.
122 Mellaart 1970b, 525, fig. 249.
123 Dedeoglu 2014, 37.
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monochrome pottery exists, in contrast to the pottery types found in the
plains. Hence, when habitation stops in Selcen after the Late Neolithic, it
is possible to follow the habitation process in the Early Chalcolithic in the
plain settlements. In this respect, it has been seen as a valid interpretation
that both the plain level and the plateau level, which might be defined as
a mountain threshold zone in the early stages of Neolithic in the region,
were inhabited by the Neolithic communities. Selcen-Orenarasi, Zincirli-
Asar and some other settlements in which monochrome pottery exists have
also shown that the plateau level was suitable for settling. This habitation
model continues until the end of the Late Neolithic but is transformed at
the beginning of the Early Chalcolithic. Thus, the settlements located in
the plateau level, with their monochrome pottery, were abandoned in this
process. Probably, the Neolithic communities in the plateau level shifted to
the plains. Even if we do not completely know the reasons for this change,
we might suggest that the environmental conditions that allow human com-
munities to survive disappeared on the plateau defined as the mountain
threshold zone. Thus, the climatic phenomenon which started in approxi-
mately 6200 BC and caused climate cooling and acidification, with global
effects for several centuries!?* corresponds to this change experienced in
the Neolithic settlements in our research area. Our first attempts to verify
this theory, such as pollen analysis, unfortunately, have not produced any
result. However, we believe that the synchronicity among the desolateness
of other settlements in Selcen and in the above-mentioned plateau levels
and a climate event occurring in the Holocene is not a coincidence. One
of the Rapid Climate Change intervals seen during the Holocene era, as
it is known, occurred between 8.6 and 8.0 ka calBP. In this process, cold
climate conditions prevailed. These cold climate conditions were amplified
by another climate event seen between 8.2 and 8.0 ka calBP. The combined
impacts of the Rapid Climate Change and the 8.2 ka calBP event produce
one of the most extreme climate anomalies seen during the Holocene
process'?. That the plain settlements dated to the Early Chalcolithic in
our research area are mostly connected with a water source such as a lake
or river seems related with this. Thus, for now we consider that the event
which stimulated the settlements to move to the plain level at the beginning
of the Early Chalcolithic in our research area is this climatic amplitude.

124" Clare — Weninger 2014, 9.
125 Weninger et al. 2014, 8-9.



18 Fulya Dedeoglu — Ali Ozan

Whether related to this climatic amplitude or not, some communities
such as Selcen moved to the plain level at the beginning of the 6™ mil-
lennium BC. However, it is debatable whether this translocation was only
limited to the basin or not. Thus, settlements such as Ege Giibre first settled
around 6200 BC in the eastern Aegean coast'2, Nea Nikomedia occuring
in Macedonia at the ends of the 7 millennium BC, or Kovacevo, appear-
ing approximately during the same time span in Struma Valley, may be
related to the aforementioned mobility. The pottery of these settlements
shows some similarities with the Neolithic settlements of Izmir in the
Coastal Aegean'?’, supporting our conclusion. Another proof which argues
for our conclusion is the tradition of ring base, only seen at Ege Giibre
in Izmir. The ring bases are also significant applications of pottery in the
settlements in Teselya and the Struma Valley!?3.

The size of this mobility and the regions which are reached by the re-
placements we see in the context of the settlement of Selcen-Orenarasi do
not directly generate our article, so we want to dwell on our research area,
and the regions located around it, rather than this. In relation to the Near
East and Central Anatolia, when and how the Neolithic settlements ap-
peared in Western Anatolia and in Europe, and which mechanisms played
arole in this process, have been argued for a long time by several research-
ers'?. However, it will be proper here to note another fact whose effects
we have seen in the world of the Aegean since the Mesolithic. As has been
established, besides the Neolithic settlements in the regions located to the
east of the Aegean Sea!?, obsidian of Milos origin has been found in al-
most all Coastal Aegean settlements'3!. That obsidian of Milos origin has
been found on both sides of the Aegean Sea has been interpreted as a kind
of sea route network and a bartering system that existed around the Aegean
Sea from ancient times, and, in the later periods, played a role in the barter
of obsidian and transmission of Neolithic culture to the east of the Aegean
Sea!32. Hence, it may be possible to interpret this situation as the Neolithic

126 Saglamtimur — Ozan 2012.

127 Cilingiroglu 2012, 159-161, 166-167.

128 Ozan 2013.

129 (")zdogan 2011; Brami — Heyd 2011; 2014; Diiring 2013; Clare — Weninger 2014 and references
here.

130" Reingruber 2011, 302, fig.15.

131 Mili¢ 2014.

132 Renfrew — Aspinall 1990, 269-270; Reingruber 2011, 301-303.
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communities living in Inner Southwestern Anatolia indirectly having infor-
mation about the regions located to the east of the Aegean Sea. Probably,
we might say that the replacements we see in the context of the Selcen-
Orenarasi settlement reach beyond the Aegean Sea through this connection
network. The second half of the 7" millennium BC corresponds to the
time Neolithic settlements were first established in the regions located in
the west of Central Anatolia. The question of which region the Neolithic
culture was transmitted from and where it was transmitted to plays a
significant role in the discussions about this period. From this point, we
think it is significant that the transformation of a region on its own in this
process has been documented in our research area. Our evaluation is based
on the results of our field surveys, and the settlement of Selcen-Orenarast,
indicates that the basin of the Upper Meander, at least up to the Early
Chalcolithic, was actually a part of a wide cultural region. It has been es-
tablished that the borders surrounding our research area restructured at the
beginning of the Early Chalcolithic. The Upper Meander Basin, in which
the Selcen-Orenarasi settlement is situated, geographically exists in an
inter-location — in other words, between the Lake District and the Coastal
Aegean. However, our assessment above indicates that the region is not
merely a natural route which enables the Neolithic cultures in the east to
transfer further west. If there is demographic mobility from east to west in
specific periods, it is logical that this occurred through the valley systems,
also included in our research area. However, as we have discussed above,
each new research adds more territory and new settlements to what can
be defined as a cultural region. In this context, the Upper Meander Basin
should be evaluated as a part of a wide cultural region in the Neolithic/
Early Chalcolithic periods. The changes we see in the region itself should
be understood as the equivalent of the changes seen in the cultural region
encompassing the entire Upper Meander Basin.
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Fig. 1 Neolithic/Early Chalcolithic Sites in the Upper Meander Basin
1- Selcen-Orenarasi, 2- Domuz Deresi, 3- Ozdemirciler, 4- Zincirli-Asar, 5-Oruggazi,
6- Kepir Hoyiik, 7- Stirmeli Hoyiik, 8- Asar Hoyiik, 9- Eksi Hoyiik, 10- Cayiryan: Hoyiik,
11- Hoytik Mevkii Hoyiik, 12- Karayahsiler, 13- Degirmen Hoyiik, 14-Domuz Hoyiik,
15- Dogu $ahanlar, 16- Candir Biiyiik Hoyiik, 17- Candir Kiigiik Hoyiik, 18- Candir Hoyiik

Selcen-Orenarasi

Fig.2 View from west to plateau surface at Selcen-Orenarasi
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