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OLBA Dergisi; 2006 yilindan itibaren TUBITAK-ULAKBIM Sosyal
Bilimler Veri Tabaninda taranmaya baglamugtir.

Yayin Ilkeleri

1.

OLBA; Mersin Universitesi Kilikia Arkeolojisini Aragtirma Merkezi siireli bilim-
sel yaymudir. Yilda 2 say: yaymlanir. Kaynak gosterilmeden ahinti yapilamaz. Yazila-
rin sorumlulugu yazarlara aittir. Dergi; Protohistorya, Klasik Arkeoloji, Klasik Filo-
loji (ve Eskicag Dilleri ve Kiiltiirleri), Eskicag Tarihi, Niimismatik ve Bizans Sanat
Tarihi kapsaminda orijinal sonuglart igeren makaleleri yaymlar. OLBA’da yayinlan-

- mas1 istenen makalelerde agagidaki sartlar aranir:

OLBA her y1l, ilki en ge¢ 15 May1s’ta ikincisi en ge¢ 15 Kasim’da olmak lizere
iki say1 halinde yaymlamr. Yaymlanmasi istenilen makaleler, zaman simirlamasi

olmaksizin gonderilebilir. Hakemler tarafindan olumlu degerlendirilen makalele-
rin adedi OLBA’ nin bir sayisi i¢in fazla oldugu taktirde, bazi makaleler diger sayi-
da yaymlanmak iizere havuzda bekletilir. Bu gibi durumlarda daha erken gonderil-
mis olan makalelere oncelik taninir.

OLBA’nin uluslararas: bilimsel standartlara uygun olarak yaymlanabilmesi i¢in
asagida belirtilen teknik kurallara uyulmalidir:

a_

Makaleler, Word 5.0 ve iistii, Windows 95-98 veya Word 2000 yazim prog-
ram1 ile yazilip disket ya da CD’ye kaydedilerek, figiirleriyle birlikte iki
niisha olarak teslim edilmelidir;

Makaleler, figiirleriyle birlikte ¢ogaltilmus olarak iki kopya halinde gén-
derilmelidir.

Metin yazilirken 10 punto, dipnot i¢in ise 9 punto New York (Macintosh
i¢in) ya da Times New Roman (PC igin) harf karakteri kullanilmalidir.
Dipnotlar her sayfanin altina verilmeli ve makalenin bagindan sonuna kadar
sayisal siireklilik izlemelidir.

Metin iginde bulunan ara bagliklarda, kii¢iik harf kullanilmal: ve koyu (bold)
yazilmalidir. Bunun digindaki secenekler (tiimiiniin biiyiik harf yazilmas,
alt ¢izgi ya da italik) kullanilmamalidir.

3. Makale i¢indeki Yunanca karakterler i¢in kullanilan Yunanca font da diskete yiik-
lenerek yollanmalidir.



. Makale metninin sonunda figiirler listesi yer almalidir.

Dipnotlarda kullanilan kaynaklar kisaltma olarak verilmeli, kisaltmalarda yazar
soyadi, yayin tarihi, sayfa ve (varsa) levha ya da resim siralamasina sadik kalin-
malidir. Sadece bir kez kullanilan yayinlar i¢in bile ayn1 kurala uyulmalidir.
Dipnot (kitaplar icin):

Richter 1977, 162, Res. 217
Dipnot (Makaleler icin):

Oppenheim 1973, 9, Lev.1

. “Bibliyografya ve Kisaltmalar” boliimii makalenin sonunda yer almali, dipnot-

larda kullanilan kisaltmalar, burada agiklanmahdir. |
Bibliyografya (kitaplar i¢in):
Richter 1977  Richter, G., Greek Art, New York
Bibliyografya (Makaleler icin):
Corsten 1995 Corsten, Th., “Inschriften aus dem Museum von Denizli”,
Ege Universitesi Arkeoloji Dergisi III, 215-224

. Tiim resim, ¢izim ve haritalar i¢in sadece “fig” kisaltmasi kullamlmal1 ve figiir-

lerin numaralandirilmasinda siireklilik olmalidir. Levha numarasi tarafimizdan
verilecektir. Bu sebeple levha, Resim, Cizim, Sekil, Harita yada bir bagka ifade
veya kisaltma kullanilmamalidir .

Kullanilacak fotograflarin, daha iyi sonu¢ almak agisindan, siyah-beyaz olmasi
tercih edilmektedir. Dia génderecek yazarlar dia gergevesi iizerine mutlaka resim
sirasiu yazmahidir. Dijital ortamda yollanacak figiirlerin numaras: belli olmali-
dur. Bir bagka kaynaktan alnt1 yapilan figiirlerin sorumlulugu yazara aittir, bu
sebeple kaynak belirtilmelidir.

k]

. Metin yukarida belirtilen formatlara uygun olmak kaydiyla miimkiinse 30 sayfay1

gecmemelidir. Figiirlerin toplami 20 adet civarinda olmalidur.

. Makaleler Tiirkge, Ingilizce ve Almanca olabilir. Makalelerde, biri Tiirk¢e olmak

tizere, yaklagik 200 kelimeden olusan iki dilde 6zet, iki dilde makale baghg: ve
yine iki dilde anahtar kelimeler bulunmalidir.
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ANEW EXCAVATION IN WESTERN ANATOLIA:
KADIKALESI (ANCIENT ANAIA)
(A Preliminary Report for prehistoric-protohistoric results 2001-2005)

Engin AKDENIZ*

Abstract

Kadikalesi Byzantium castle, located approximately 8 km. south of Kugadasi
in Aydm in Western Anatolia, is essentially constructed on a prehistoric-protohis-
toric mound. This territory had a highly significant location in terms of its position
controlling the Samos (Sisam) Channel, its agricultural potential around Soke
Yaylakoy, and its ports big enough both to transfer the goods from the hinterland
(Soke Plain) to the sea and to receive the delivered products and goods. For this
reason, Kadikalesi had been inhabited by various people for a long period of time.
It has not yet been brought to light whether the mound and the settlement on it in-
cluded only the port, or both the port and the city, which was called “Anaia” in the
ancient Greek times. However, the submerged remains of the port within 150 me-
ters of the south-west of the mound provide us with sufficient clues to affirm that
at least the port was situated in this region.

Today it is not quite possible to encounter architectural remains from the By-
zantine period around Kadikalesi Mound. The few pieces discovered from Helle-
nistic and Roman times were used as building material. However, a careful sur-
face research can detect pottery pieces belonging to different periods dating back ¢
to the first phase of Early Bronze Age. The findings obtained in these surface re-
searches and the excavations carried out in 2001, 2002, 2002, 2003, but especially
2004 and 2005 reveal the existence of a prehistoric-protohistoric settlement,
which is highly significant in terms of both its location and the findings. Despite
the absence of stratified findings, considerable pieces have been uncovered, such
as the bronze male figurine in Hittite style found inside the Byzantine walls, the
winged bronze figurine with a vulture-eagle head, human body and winged un-
earthed in the Byzantine fill in grid sguare M5 inside the fortress, and finally the
female figurine in Mycenaean style obtained in grid square D 16 1 near the en-
trance gate of the castle.

* Yrd. Dog. Dr. Engin Akdeniz, Adnan Menderes Universitesi, Fen - Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji _
Béliimii, Aytepe-Aydm / TURKIYE.




Engin Akdeniz

In the excavations carried out in 2004 and 2005 in Kadikalesi, layers dating
back to the Late Bronze Age, Middle Bronze Age and also to the Early Bronze
Age I-II-III have been reached for the first time. Five main building levels are as-
signed at Kadikalesi (Kadikalesi I-V). The findings, which can be dated to Late
Bronze Age, consist of imported and local Mycenaean pottery belonging especial-
ly to the late periods of Late Bronze Age also named as LH ITIC in Aegean termi-
nology. :

Although the excavation is new and the prehistoric-protohistoric settlements
of the mound have been unearthed recently, the significant amount and quality of
the findings obtained will definitely contribute to the better understanding of the
Late Bronze Age in Kadikalesi, including problems regarding especially the his-
torical geography and archaeology of Western Anatolia. It should also be consid-
ered that it is the only settlement dating back to the second millenium B.C. to be
excavated east of Samos (Sisam) and in the region between Ephesus-(=Apasas)
(=Ayasuluk-Selcuk) and Miletos (=Millawanda) (=Balat).

Keywords: Kadikalesi, Anaia, Anatolia, Prehistory, Protohistory, Hittite,
Mycenaean, Bronze Age.

Ozet

Bati Anadolu’da Yeni Bir Kazi:
Kadikalesi (Antik Anaia)

(2001-2005 Prehistorik-Protohistorik sonuglarina ait 6n rapor)

Aydin’m Kusadas Tlgesi’nin yaklagik 8 km giineyinde yer alan Kadikalesi Bizans
kalesi bir hoyiik iizerine kurulmugtur. S6z konusu arazi, hem Samos (Sisam) Bogaz1’
n1 denetleyen konumu, hem de Soke Yaylakdy civarindaki tarimsal potansiyeli ya da
i¢ kesimlerdeki ticaret mallarini denize aktarabilecek, digaridan gelecek iiriin ve
mallar alabilecek limantyla oldukca 6nemli bir konumdaydi. Bu sebeple, Kadika-
lesi ¢ok genis bir zaman diliminde degisik halk kitleleri tarafindan yerlesime salfne
olmustur. Héyligiin ve iizerindeki yerlesimin antik ¢agda Anaia adiyla anilan kentin
hem kendisi hem de limanini mi, yoksa sadece liman kesimi mi oldugu konusu
heniiz tam olarak a¢ikliga kavugmasa da kalenin giineybatisinda, kiyidan 150 m.
agikta deniz igerisindeki liman kalintilar1 en azindan liman kismimn burada yer al-
dig1 kesin olarak sdylememize olanak saglamaktadir.

Kadikalesi’nde yiizeyde yapilan aragtirmalarda Bizans dénemi dncesine ait
mimari pargalara rastlamak pek miimkiin degildir. Hellenistik-Roma dénemine ait
birkac blok Bizanshilar tarafindan devgirme malzeme olarak degerlendirilen eser-
lerdir. Buna kargin dikkatli bir yiizey taramasinda arazide Erken Tung Cagi’'nm 1.
evresine kadar inen degigik donemlere ait seramik pargalarma ulagmak miimkiin-
diir. Gerek bu yiizey arastumalarinda gerekse 2001, 2002, 2003, dzellikle 2004 ve
2005 y1l1 kazilarinda ele gecen buluntular, sirf konumu agisindan degil, buluntular
acisindan da oldukga 6nemli bir prehistorik-protohistorik yerlegimle kargi karsiya
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oldugumuZu gostermektedir. Tabaka buluntusu olmamakla birlikte N4 plankare-
sinde, Bizans duvarlar: arasinda ele gecen Hitit iislubundaki tung erkek heykelcigi,
M5 plankaresinde Bizans dolgusunda ele gegen akbaba-kartal bagli, kanatli, insan
govdeli tung heykelcik (hanger basi1?) ve son olarak kalenin girig kapis: yakinla-
rinda D 16 1 plankaresinde ele gecen Miken tarzindaki figiiriin son derece 6nemli
eserlerdir. Kadikalesi’nde 2004 ve 2005 yili sezonunda yiiriitiilen kazilarda ise ilk
defa II. binyil ve III. biny1l tabakalarina ulagilmigtir. Buna gore Kadikalesi’nde
bes ana tabaka saptanmistir (Kadikalesi I-V). Bu tabakalar icerisinde en dikkat ceki-
ci olan Geg Tung Cagi’nin 6zellikle son donemlerine ait olup, Ege Arkeolojisinde
LH IIIC olarak adlandirtlan donemin Miken ithal ve taklit yerli seramiklerden
olugmaktadir.

Heniiz ¢ok yeni bir kazi olmasia ve hdyiik tabakalarinin iki sezondur kazil-
masina kargin ele gecen buluntularin yogunlugu ve niteligi, Kadikalesi’nin Bati
Anadolu’nun 6zellikle tarihi cografya kapsaminda sorunlar igermekte olan II. bin-
yilin ikinci yarismn yani Geg Tung Cagi’nin daha iyi anlagilmasma katkida bulu-
nacag1 gtiphesizdir. Bilim adamlarinin genellikle fikir birligine vardiklart eslestir-
me sekliyle Ephesos (=Apasas) (=Selguk-Ayasuluk) ile Miletos (=Millawanda)
arasindaki kesimde ve Samos’un (Sisam) dogusundaki alanda kazis1 yapiimakta
olan tek M.O. TI. biny1l yerlesimi oldugu unutulmamalidar.

Anahtar kelimeler: Kadikalesi, Anaia, Anadolu, Prehistorya, Protohistorya,
Hitit, Miken, Tung¢ Cag1

Geographical Location

A medieval fortress Kadikalesi is situated in the area of summer-house
complexes named as “Nazilli Sitesi” today in the north-west of Davutlar
District, approximately 8 km south of Kusadasi, Aydin in Western
Anatolia (Fig.1)!. Although some has been destroyed, the remains of a
magnificent Byzantium castle rise on the mound stretching in an east-west
direction by the sea. Due to the attractive remains of the castle, the '
mound on which the castle was built has been ignored since the first
publications, and generally only the castle has been mentioned in the
publications on the region. However, the mound measuring 23 m. in
height and 250 m. in diameter is one of the unusual settlements on the
coasts of Western Anatolia in terms of both its location and dimensions
(Fig. 2, 3, 5).

1 I 'would like to express my thanks to Prof. Dr. Zeynep Mercang6z in the first place the Director of
Kadikalesi Excavations, and also Prof. Dr. Altan Cilingiroglu, Prof. Dr. Turan Efe, Prof. Dr.
Mehmet Ozdogan, Dr. Nigel Sipencer and Assoc. Prof. Dr. Yasar Ersoy for their help.

2 Mercangdz 2002, 272.
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It could not have been a coincidence that the area, in which Kadikalesi
Mound is situated, had been chosen by people as a settlement from the
early phases of Bronze Age to the late Ottoman periods. As is well-known,
this area has great advantages especially for sea transportation. When the
sea transportation on Western Anatolian coasts is taken into account, the
shortest and straightest route is the one stretching north-south and west,
close the Western Anatolian coasts. This route is likely to intersect with
different routes around Samos (Sisam) island (Fig. 1,4). The passage con-
tinues from Samos westwards. Following the Western Anatolian coasts in
the north, the route stretches further to the north between Khios (Sakiz) is-
land and the Karaburun peninsula, and to the south in the direction of Kos
(Istankdy) after passing through the Samos Channel and Dilek (Mykale)
Peninsula (possibly the Arinnanda mound of the Hittite texts). In the same
way, Samos Island has been shown to be on the possible east-west sea
transportation route in the Eastern Aegean®. Therefore, the geographical
location of Kadikalesi and the settlements established here had inevitably
been related to trade from the very early periods to the later ones. The loca-
tion of the castle provides great advantages in the control of Samos (Sisam)
Channel. When the geography of Kadikalesi is closely examined, it is
recognized to be the most appropriate port for especially the region around
Soke-Yaylakoy. The lands around Yaylakoy are acknowledged to have the
highest agricultural potential in the region. Thus, it is possible to state that
Kadikalesi, which might first have been established as a small fishing
village in a very early unknown period, has developed in time and become
a significant trade settlement especially in the second millennium B.C.
The findings uncovered in Kadikalesi belonging particularly to the second
millennium B.C. consist of pieces reflecting the characteristics of the lo-
cation. As it is known, in the second millennium B.C., especially at the
Late Bronze Age some settlements in Western Anatolia close to the coast
were of Mycenaean type, while the ones in the hinterlands were of Anato-
lian-Mycenaean type, and the ones situated in the west-hinterlands em-
bodied Central-Anatolian and Hittite characteristics. It is expected to find
Anatolian style settlements further in the hinterlands. Nevertheless, due to
its geographical location, Kadikalesi is one of the intersection points of
Aegean and Anatolian cultures®.

3 van Andel — Runnels 1988, Fig. 1, 238 vd.
4 Spencer 1995, 269-306.
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The geologic formation of many regional mounds, besides mounds
like Kadikalesi, consists of limestone. These limestone formations appear
as little “islands” stretching from around the [zmir Gulf to the Akbiik
Gulf. Although no scientific drilling has been carried out in and around
Kadikalesi, the alluvial plain accumulation in the surrounding reveals the
fact that Kadikalesi was most likely a peninsula or an island close to shore
in Prehistoric times. Geomorphological drillings around Kadikalesi are re-
quired to determine the exact situation. However, the observations display
the coast line in ancient times to be different from today. The dense rush-
bed in the south-west of the mound indicates the existence of fresh water.
Besides the geographical location, this fresh water supply may have
played a significant role in the choice of this settlement.

Such a ruin was marked for the first time on the maps of H. Kiepert
and A. Philippson®, and the first scientific study of the fortress and mound
was carried out by T. Wiegand®. Following this initial research, a German
scientist, W. Miiller-Wiener, prepared a very detailed study of Kadikalesi
(Fig. 6)7. The scope of this last research was not limited only to Kadikale-
si, but extended to all the medieval structures in southern Ionia.

The biggest problem concerning the situation of Kadikalesi in ancient and
medieval times is the name of the settlement. As it is well known, the city
of Anaia mentioned in ancient texts and books is one of the two ports in
the south of the Kusadasi1 Gulf-both in and after the ancient times. But
where is this Anaia, which was an episcopacy center all through the By-
zantine period (unlike Phygela) was used as a customs station in the peri-
od of Lascarids, but was given to the Genoese as a colony in accordance
with an agreement; and was seized by the Turks in the 13™ century AD?%.s
Two different opinions exist at this point. The first identifies Anaia with the
Kadikalesi Mound, and the second one claims Anaia to be the area situat-
ed to the east of the castle on high land named Sogucak today. The area of
Sogucak village is cited as “Anya” on the 19™ century maps. Furthermore,
this name has survived until today as a surname used by the local people.
According to Miiller-Wiener, who carried out a research in the region, this

3 Kiepert 1891; Philippson 1913.

® Wiegand — Schrader 1904, 490-491.
7 Miiller — Wiener 1961, 66-74.

8 Foss 1979, 124-125.
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situation stemmed from the fact that the location of the Anaia settlement
on the coast shifted upwards to modern-day Sogucak during the unsettled
political atmosphere in the 13% century including pirate attacks, and thus
the Sogucak region in the east began to be mentioned as “Anya”. Foss
states in his publication on Ephesus that Kadikalesi should be identified
with Anaia and that it was an episcopacy center throughout the Byzantine
period, unlike Phygela, which was another settlement established on the
Kusadasi coast®. There are the remains of the ancient port at a distance of
150 m. from the coastline to the south-west of the Kadikalesi Mound. The
surrounding area does not indicate any other remains of this kind. Conse-
quently, it is possible to state that the “Anaia” port is definitely located to
the south-west of the mound, which is today in the sea. Nevertheless, the
question that still needs to be answered is whether Anaia city should be
sought at Kadikalesi or at Sogucak. The surface research we carried out in
Sogucak did not reveal remains that could unveil the truth. As Foss has
stated, Anaia may have first been established on the area where Kadikalesi
is situated, and then moved to further east to the ridges of Sogucak for
various reasons, such as the rising of the sea waters, malaria, pirate at-
tacks or security, etc.

Prehistoric and “protohistoric” findings

Today it is not possible to find architectural remains belonging to pre-
Byzantine period around the Kadikalesi Mound (Fig.5,8). The few discov-
ered pieces from Hellenistic and Roman times had been utilized by the
Byzantines. However, a careful surface research reveals pottery pieces
dating back to the first phase of the Early Bronze Age. '

%
In the surface research executed in previous years at Kadikalesi, and

the 2002 and 2003 excavations, findings dating to the third millennium
B.C. the earliest were uncovered in the surrounding earth and inside the
foundations of structures from the Byzantine period. These layers began
to be brought to light for the first time in the 2004 and 2005 excavation
seasons.

Kadikalesi mound stratigraphy which based on 2001-2005 excavations
results, but especially 2004-2005 layer excavation on the southern part of
the mount to be follows:

9 Foss 1979, 124.
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Level I Byzantine and Ottoman (Anaia)
Level II Ancient Greek and Roman (Anaia)
Level 111 Late Bronze Age (three phases?)
Level IV Middle Bronze Age _

Level Va Early Bronze Age III phase

Level Vb Early Bronze Age II phase

Level Vc Early Bronze Age I phase

In the excavations carried out on the south slope, in grid squares 13-J3,
K3, L3, L4 around the tower no. 4, grid square O4 west of tower no 3,
prehistoric and protohistoric layers were detected (Level I1I, IV and V). In
grid square K4 in the 2004 excavation, a fire layer situated between 12.85
and 12.57 meters was observed right in front of the rampart (Fig.7, Fig. 10);
the southern parts of the fire layer was destroyed during the leveling of the
mound. The findings discovered in and after the fire layer date back to the
Late Bronze Age. At the end of the sondage realized in 2004 in the south-
east of the area, where the Hittite figurine had been uncovered in the exca-
vations carried out in this part before 2002, the team reached a depth
measuring 1.70 m (10.70 m) within an area of 1.5 m in grid square O4,
and a depth measuring 1.81 m (10.81 m) in the area between the wall and
the rampart in the east (Fig. 9). Pottery pieces dating to the second millen-
nium B.C. were found in these excavations. These findings, which can be
dated to the Middle Bronze Age and to at least three different phases (?)'°,
belong to especially the late periods of Late Bronze Age generally named
as LH ITIIC in Aegean Archaeology.

Late Bronze Age Finds
The third level belong to Late Bronze Age. The level has been identi-
fied in south slope of the mound.

Pottery

The typical ware groups of the Kadikalesi Late Bronze Age layer, were
thin walled vessels, lustrous ware (red ware, grey ware, gold wash ware),
the burnished ware and Mycenaean pottery (Fig. 12). Plain ware occurs

10" A detailed study on these phases is still being carried out.
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but is not common. All the pottery is made on a fast wheel. Lustrous ware
is made of buff or reddish clay, well levigated, with very small grits, thin
and hard fired. The pottery is coated with a micaceous wash, which is pol-
ished, producing either a copper red wash (red ware), or a silvery grey (grey
ware) and gold wash (goldish tinge) ware. Red wash, grey and gold wash
wares seem to be in the West Anatolian local tradition, similar to Troy late
VI-VII'!, Beycesultan ITI-II-1'2, Panaztepe'3, Aphrodisias'4, Limantepe'
and Bademgedigi Tepe VI-II'®. It is therefore possible that Kadikalesi pot-
tery may be same this comparable levels. Gold wash ware is not confined
to Southwest Anatolian coast settlement but is quite common in the Kadi-
kalesi. In the inland Southwest Anatolia, the grey (silvery) ware is also
more common than at coastal settlements. The bowls, plates and cups are
common forms. The burnished ware is of the same buff or reddish fabric,
covered with a slip. The colors are buff, red, orange, brown and black.

The Mycenaean pottery is the biggest percentage of total pottery as-
semblage at Kadikalesi Late Bronze Age wares. Numerous pieces of
Mycenaean pottery also have been found in Late Bronze Age Layers. In
general, it can be said that the Kadikalesi Mycenaean pottery are in two
groups, local and imported, like the Mycenaean pottery found in many
other centers of Western Anatolia and Aegean Island. These pottery pieces
consist of imitations produced by local people, rather than imported Myc-
enaean examples. There is nothing obviously earlier than LH IIIC (1190
BC). The shapes include the deep bowl, conical bowl, carinated cup,
kylix, kalathos, krater, jug, amphoriskos and amphora.

Although the paste was fairly refined in both Mycenaean groups, it is
possible to detect some inclusions. There is some mica and quartz is com-
mon. As a matter of fact, mica is usually included in the clay of the Myc-
enaean pottery produced in almost all the settlements on the coast line
stretching from Troy to Miletos!”. Tiny pieces of stone can rarely be found

1 Blegen — Caskey — Rawson 1953, 34-37;

12 Mellaart — Murray 1995, 1-2, 21-22, 56-57; 99-109.
13 Giinel 1999, 83-88.

14 Marchese 1976, 407;

15 Erkanal — Erkanal 1983, 169-170;

16 Meri¢ 2003, 87-91.

17 Mommsen — Hertel — Mountjoy 2001, 170.
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in Kadikalesi Mycenaean pottery. Local Mycenaean wares are usually or-
ange, red and light brown in color (Local Mycenaean, Fig. 13, 14, 15, 16).
Figure 15 is simiral with Furumark Motif 7 bird figure from Late Eastern
type, LH IIIC1*. Figure 16 was found in grid square L4, 12.45-12.35 m.
This is typical LH IIIC wavy line decorated on the body (Furumark Motif
53/20)19, spiral decoration at the bottom (Furumark Motif 65)* deep
bowl. This vessel comparable with many examples from Greek Mainland,
Aegean Island and also Western Anatolian LH III C2!. It is therefore pos-
sible that Kadikalesi deep bowl shoul be same period.

Imported Mycenaean pottery, on the other hand, has an almost perfect
quality of paste. Although this fairly refined paste includes mica and
quartz, it is impossible to find inclusions in it due to the successful refin-
ing process. Most of biscuits tones are red, light brown, cream, yellow
and pink.

It is understood that Kadikalesi Mycenaean pottery were made on a
fast wheel and were produced in kilns with steady temperatures. The bak-
ing temperature is high and the pottery is hard in both local and imported
wares. While pores can sometimes be observed in local wares, it is not
possible to see that in imported wares.

Both local and imported wares have slip and polish. The slip color in
local wares is red, buff to cream and pink on the outside surface, while the
inside it is light brown, brick color and cream. Due to the successful pol-
ish application, the surface of the potteries is smooth. Purple, dark brown,
orange, black and dark brick color paint decorations were applied on these
smooth surfaces. Painted decoration was usually applied on the upper half*
of the body. Simple band decoration, parallel horizontal-vertical lines, tel-
escopic circles, wavy line, dot decoration, leaf motif decoration and spiral

18 Furumark 1972, Fig. 31/41, 45.
19 Furumark 1972, Fig. 65/20.
20 Furumark 1972, 372, Fig. 65.

21 Body and wayv line decoration; Thessaly Volos/Iolkos, Mountjoy 1999b, 851, Fig. 345/121;
Aitolo-Akarnania Ayias Tlias, Mountjoy 1999b, 805, Fig. 321/39; Emporio Mouttjoy 1999b, 1155,
Fig. 474/19, Kalymnos Pothia, Mountjoy 1999b, 1136, Fig. 466/29; Kos Seraglio, Mountjoy
1999b, 1121, Fig. 460/165; Kos Langana, Mountjoy 1999b, 1097, Fig. 447/58, Mountjoy 1999b,
1125, Fig. 461/182, Mountjoy 1999b, 1097, Fig. 447/59; Torbali-Bademgedigi Tepe Merig —
Mountjoy 2002, 93, 96, Fig. 6/43; Kilisetepe, Postgate 1998, 135; Symington 2001, 172, Fig. 12;
Gozlitkule, Goldman 1940, 82, Fig. 53.
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decoration constitute the principle decoration types. The Mycenaean pot-
tery of Kadikalesi is present Western Anatolia (Troy VIIb1-VIIb222, Panaz-
tepe??, Miletos?4, Bademgedigi Tepe?S), East Mediterranean (Kilisetepe?s,
Soli?’, Gozliikule?®), Aegean Islands?® and Greek Mainland3°. A detailed
study on these findings is still being carried out.

Figurines

One of the reasons for excavating the areas outside the castle of Kadi-
kalesi is the fact that the Hittite style figurine, which is one of the signifi-
cant findings obtained in recent years in Aegean Region, was uncovered
in 2002 in the west of this area (Fig. 17)3!. This figurine, which we have
published recently, was found in the southern part of Kadikalesi, in grid
square N4, outside the wall stretching between the towers no 3 and 4, and
approximately 30 cm above the layers dating to the second millennium
B.C. It was discovered in a lying position next to a single-filed stone wall
leaning upright to the fortification wall. This bronze figurine represents a
male with his left foot stepping forward and his right hand holding up ei-
ther a spear, thunder bolt, or a similar object. It measures 7.8 cm in height.
It has a conical cap, round face, big nose, popped eyes, large prominent
ears and a pony tail at the back of his cap down to his waist. The neck
structure of the Kadikalesi figurine differs from other similar ones. The
neck 1s not straight and connects to the body with a distinctive convex
shape. The position of the feet is not clear, since the legs were broken at

22 Bloedow 1988, 26.

23 Giinel 1999, 36-38.

24 Niemeier 1998, 33; Greaves 1999, 87.

25 Merig — Mountjoy 2002, 83.

26 Postgate 1998, 135; Symington 2001, 172, Fig. 12
27 Yagc1 2003, 96, Fig. 20-25.

28 Goldman 1940, 82, Fig. 53

29 Especially Kos, Rhodes, Kalymnos, Khios and Samos, Mee 1986, 359-367. Mountjoy 1999b,
Fig. 460/176; Mountjoy 1999b, 1027, Fig. 419/117 Mountjoy 1999b, 1155; Fig. 474/15;
Mountjoy 1999b, 805, Fig. 321/39.

30 Thessaly, Attika, Argos, Mountjoy 1999b, 851, Fig. 345/121.
31 Akdeniz 2004, 21-57.
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the ankles. Therefore, it is not possible to comment whether this figurine
has pointed feet as observed in some other figurines. The legs were not
left as straight, and the plumpness below the knee was also expressed.
Since the figurine is not from a stratified context, it has been difficult to date
it in exact terms. However, judging from similar examples, it is possible
to identify this figurine as an Eastern Mediterranean (possibly Levantine)
production in Hittite style belonging to the 14 century B.C. In the 2003
excavation season, only one year after this figurine had been found, an-
other bronze figurine (or dagger-head) was obtained *2. But it is possible
to identify that this figurine from first millennium B.C. (Fig. 18).

A Mycenaean female terracotta figurine head, discovered at 14.90/
14.75 m level in grid square D 16 1 near the entrance gate of the Byzantine
castle, is another indicator pointing out the richness of Kadikalesi in terms
of findings dating to the second millennium, which is a period scarcely
known in Western Anatolia (Fig. 19). This terracotta figurine found in
2004 season and is detailed published for the first time in this article.

This figurine measures 3.7 cm in height and 2.2 cm in diameter. The
eyes were expressed with telescopic circles, whereas the nose and the eye-
brows were expressed with relief-paint method. The paint specifying the
eyebrows forms the hair together with other lines as it reaches behind the
head. Along with this figurine, a vast amount of Mycenaean sherds were
found. As is known, the only published examples of Mycenaean figurines

32 This figurine/dagger head was also not from a stratified context. The figurine/dagger head was
uncovered in the inner section of the castle, in the south-west of plan M5, at 16.75 m level. The
undestroyed male figurine/dagger head is vulture/eagle-headed and winged. The ground, on
which the feet stand is not flat; and a line is observed at the feet of the figurine, which may pos-
sibly be made to insert the feet somewhere. The wings are open and facing down. The height of
the figurine is 9.25 cm, and it measures 5.4 cm in width from one wing to the other. The dimen-
sions of the wings are not in proportion. This is thought to have stemmed from the use of a sin-
gle mould while making the wings. The soil, in which the pieces were discovered, attracts atten-
tion with its ashy and soft structure different from the earth in the surrounding. Tt is likely that
this earth was brought from another part of the mound. It is difficult to date the bronze figurine/
dagger head since it is not from a stratified context. Stylistic examinations also do not reveal suf-
ficient information to detect the period of the figurine. Yet, the structure of the beak of the figu-
rine/dagger head and its disproportionate arms, which indicate the use of a single mould, should
be taken into account while dating the figurine/dagger head I would like to thanks to Prof. Dr.
Ahmet Unal for advice about this object. However, we can say that it is possible to identify that
this figurine as belonging to the first millennium B.C.

e
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areat Troy*?, Klazomenai Limantepe* and Miletos (two figurines)®® until
now, although this type of figurines is discovered extensively on Aegean
islands and in Greece. Therefore, as Kadikalesi is only the fourth findspot
in Western Anatolia, and the figurine head represents only the fifth exam-
ple of its kind, it is highly significant. In addition, a figurine, which has
been included in Istanbul Archaeology Museum collection in recent years
and stated to have come from Cyprus, was published by N. Atakan?.

The Mycenaeans generally produced female figurines. Most of the
Mycenaean figurines, unearthed in the excavations or displayed especially
in the museums in Greece, are female. Apart from these, group figurines,
a limited number of male figurines, horse-riders?’, and various animals (bear,
boar, bull, cow, dog, goat, horse, hedgehog, lion, ram, sheep, sphinx, and
stag)®® are also found among the terracotta figurines produced by Mycen-
aean artists. However, the common type is a bird-faced and round-eyed
female figurine with long-conical skirts and round pedestals. Especially
these female figurines are one of the most significant terracotta figurine
types. It has long been discussed for which purpose these figurines were
produced, however a definite explanation has not yet been proposed. Al-
though these figurines, discovered in Mycenaean excavations by Schlie-
mann, were first identified with the cow-eyed Hera culture by Schliemann
himself, it was soon clarified that they belonged to a different period and
culture with their distinguished characteristics®®. Blegen, who examined
the findings of Prosymna excavation in his publication of 1928, identified

33 Schmidt 1902, 170, Nr.3562.

34 Limantepe figurine is in Psi'type, dated to area no. V-7, LMT 93/1 inventory in layer IE1, layer

GH IIT1-C in 1993 excavation. Giinel 1998a, 30; Giinel 1998b, 449.

In the excavations carried out in Miletos, one Myken figurine head in Phi type was found in the
| second layer around the Athena Temple, and another Myken figurine head in Psi type was found
in the third layer. Weickert 1960, s.25,30; Tafel 18/1-2; Klian 1988, P1.19.

It has been stated that the figurine to which reference is made, along with a group of Bronze Age
figurines, was taken from the collection of L.P. di Cesnola, who worked on the island for a long
period of time. Atakan 1991, 168, 172, 178, 183. This figurine measures 2.6 cm in height and
4.9 cm in thickness. The bottom diameter is 3.1 cm. It is a Phi style figurine. It has an orange
color dough. The eyes, nose and the hair were expressed in an orange-like brown paint, the body
is disk shaped, and the breasts were plastically moulded on to the finished body.

37 French 1971, 164; French 1985, 209.
38 PFrench 1971, 151, 159-164; French 1985, 209.
39 French 1971, 102.

35

36
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these figurines as Mycenaean works of art*0. The most important studies
on Mycenaean figurines were realized by Furumark and E. French. These
figurines were named as Phi, Tau and Psi by Furumark, who took his in-
spiration from the Greek alphabet*'. Tau and Phi type figurines fold their
7hands? (? = arms?). The arms of the Psi type figurines are open to both
sides. Furumark divided the Psi type into two groups, Psi 1 and 2*2. How-
ever, some scientists have replaced this naming. For example, Holmberg
used the expression “crescent figurines”.

E. French suggests that these figurines were inspired from Minoan figu-
rines, and gives Korakou and Mycenaean findings as examples*. Recently,
Dickinson has stated that the raised arms of especially Psi-type figurines
evoke Cretan female figurines®.

Although the Mycenaean figurine dated to the earliest period was dis-
covered in a grave in Pylos and was decided to belong to the very early
periods of LH IIIA,% E. French, who examined these figurines, stated that
the emergence of this type of figurine may be dated to the end of LH II,
with 1430 B.C. given as an absolute date*’.

E. French first formed a group under the title “Naturalistic”, and then
divided the three groups into sub-groups: “proto-Phi”, “Phi A”, “Phi B”,
“Transitional phase”, ”Tau type”, “Hollow Psi”, “the high-waisted Psi
type” and “Late Psi type™®. French also examined the child figurines under
the title “Kourotrophoi™#. This type constitutes a sub-group in Proto-Phi,
Phi, Transitional and Tau>°.

40 French 1971, 104.

41 Furumark 1941, 86, 87, Fig.1

42 Furumark 1941, Fig. L.

43 Holmberg 1982, 43.

44 French 1971, 102, 105.

45 Dickinson, 1996, 177, Fig.5.37,

46 Taylour 1964, P1. 26; French 1971, 103 vd.,
47 French 1971, 104.

48 French 1971, 108, 126, 127, 128, 131-139, Fig.1; French 1981, 173-178.
49 French 1971, 142-144.

30 Prench 1971, 142.
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The two earliest types among Mycenaean figurines are Naturalistic
types and they belong to the early phases of LH IIIAS!. The types that are
called as Tau and Phi emerge in further phases. The tau-type was first
produced in LH IITA2, and its production then intensified in LH 1IIC1,
and continued throughout LH ITIC. This type is distinguished from other
types with its comparatively small dimensions. Proto Phi first appeared in
LH IIA1, and Phi in LH IITA2. The beginning of LH IIIA is the transi-
tional phaseand the end of LH IIIB. Although Psi type first appeared in
IITA, this figurine type is usually stated to belong to LH IIIB, their use
continued in LH IIIC32,

The Kadikalesi Mycenaean figurine head differs from others primarily
in its dimensions. Mycenaean figurines usually measure 10-15 cm in height,
and their heads measure 1-2 cm; whereas only the surviving part of Kadi-
kalesi figurine head measures 3.7 cm in height. Although these dimen-
sions seem striking, heads and bodies with similar dimensions were some-
times produced in Mycenaean art. The figurines obtained in Phylakopi are
a good example of this with their heads measuring 7 cm and their bodies
measuring 20-30 cm in height%. Another difficulty in categorizing Kadi-
kalesi figurine in a group is the fact that the body form is uncertain, al-
though the head is very distinctive. Hence, it is possible to date the figurine
to a specific period, due to the structure of the head. The head description
closest to Kadikalesi figurine can be found in Phi type works. The head in
Phi type is thick, although not as thick as observed in our figurines; the
eyes are big and telescopic reminding one of the subsequent Cyprus
figurines. Therefore, the Kadikalesi Mycenaean figurine head may be cat-
egorized as belonging overall to the LH ITIC phase, although it has not yet
been subjected to a detailed examination.

Middle Bronze Age Finds

Middle Bronze Age remains (Kadikalesi IV) have been uncovered in
especially grid squares L4, K4 and 04 in front ot the Byzantian fortifica-
tion wall, southern slope.

51 French 1971, 109.
92 Furumark 1941, 88; French 1971, 112, 117, 123, 125, 127,128, 129.
33 French 1985, Fig. 6:3; Fig. 6:4; Fig. 6:5.
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Pottery

Middle Bronze Age pottery of Kadikalesi I'V consist of red slipped-
washed wares, red coated ware, plain buff ware, grey ware, pattern bur-
nish grey ware, tan ware and coarse ware. The common group is red
slipped-washed wares and red coated wares. Surface treatment is well
smoothed and reddish slipped, and generally well bone-burnished. The
slip adheres well to the surface. Plain buff ware, grey ware, tan ware rep-
resent a less common group.

All of the Middle Bronze Age pottery at Kadikalesi is wheel-made.
Colors of the biscuit is predominantly buff or light pinkish. The paste va-
ries from fine to coarse. Most sherds have occasional stone, small grit, or
mica inclusions. The vessels forms are presented beginning with the most
open forms (bowl, plate, cup) to the closed (mouthed jar, jug, cooking pot
and pot) (Fig. 20). They are similar to Southwest Anatolian local Middle
Bronze Age products, especially Beycesultan IV and V34, Troia VI,
Panaztepe, Aphrodisias®’, Limantepe™® and Bademgedigi Tepe VI-II*°.

Early Bronze Age Finds

The Early Bronze Age period is representing by three phase: Kadikalesi
level Va, Vb and Vc. South of grid squares K4 and L4 in the 2005 excava-
tion Early Bronze Age III and II phases (Kadikalesi Va and b) were found
between 8.60-6.95 meters, with an Early Bronze I phase (Kadikalesi Vc)
starting after from 6.95 m. (Fig. 10-11) The excavation in that area ended
at 6.77 m. this year. It has not yet been excavated deeper. There are no
building remains in the Early Bronze Age levels except for a simple wall
lying in an east west orientation (Fig.11).

The findings belonging to the Early Bronze Age consist of pottery pie-
ces (Fig. 21, 22, 23, 24), polished celts in greyish-black stone from grid
square L4 (7.86-7.74 m.) (Fig. 25), a stone seal with a circle base incised

34 Lloyd — Mellaart 1965, 69-81.

55 Blegen — Caskey — Rawson 1953, 34-37.
56 Giinel 1999, 29-36.

57 Marchese 1976, 407?

58 Erkanal - Erkanal 1983, 169-170;

% Meri¢ 2003, 87-91. -
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design from grid square L3 (8.56 m.) (Fig. 26), various obsidian tools
from grid square D 18, O4, K4, L4 and also mount surface (Fig. 27), clay
spindle horns from K4 and L4 (Fig. 28, 7.80m.) and a bronze object (pin?)
from K4 (9.60 m.).

Pottery

The Early Bronze Age I pottery of Kadikalesi is the earliest found on
the site. The Early Bronze Age pottery of Kadikalesi is hand made (Early
Bronze Age I- 11, level Vb,c) (Fig. 23, 24) with some wheel-made exam-
ples also (end of Early Bronze Age II-II1, level Vb,a) (Fig. 21-22). Whereas
the surfaces of a few vessels were left plain, most were burnished. Some
pottery received both slip and burnish. The majority are dark faced vessels
(black, brown, brownish black, grey, greyish black). In the Early Bronze
Age III pottery there was a substantial proportion of red wares. Most of
biscuits are black, brown and gray. Limestone, quartz and sand, was found
in the paste. While organic temper absent in the Early Bronge Age III and
II, appeared only in Early Bronze Age I. The paste was generally compact,
and the biscuit well fired. Truly hard-fired thin-walled black ware appears
in the Early Bronze Age II period. That black ware was generally thin-
walled and often decorated with grooved and impressed patterns. White
slipped ware first occurs in Early Bronze I and continues in Early Bronze II.
The paint is fleeting in nature, and designs can only be traced on sherds
retaining their slip.

Kadikalesi Early Bronze Age pottery forms of bowls (Fig. 23, grid
squares L3+K3, 8.90-8.70 m.), plates, cups, jars (Fig. 24, grid square L4,
8.00-7.50 m.), jugs and tripod vessels (Fig. 21 from grid square HS, 18.81-
12.79 m.), multiple vessels (Fig. 22, grid square Al7, 16.80-16.41) with
brown-black slip and high quality polish or left plain can be found along
almost the entire Western Anatolian coast line (from Troia® to Iasos), on the
Eastern Aegean Islands (especially Lemnos, Lesbos, Khios, Samos and Kos)
and in the hinterlands (Aphrodisias®!, Yortan, Kusura, Beycesultan®?, Kara-
tas Semayiik®). As mentioned above, these findings were not obtained in

60 Blegen-Caskey-Rawson-Sperling 1950, 51-56; 213-224.
61 Joukowsky 1986b, 303-407.

62 1 joyd-Mellaart 1962, 116-119, 135-141, 199-201.

63 Eglick 1994b, 7-10; 162-182.
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stratified excavation contexts in the previous years, but they were rather
found inside the earth carried from other parts of the mound for late period
settlements. A detailed study on Early Bronze Age pottery of Kadikalesi
mound is still being carried out.

Although the excavation on Kadikalesi Mound, which is located on the
coasts of Western Anatolia at a significant spot controlling the Samos
(Sisam) Channel (Fig. 4), is still in its initial phase, the amount of findings
so far indicates the potential of future research to find Early Bronze Age,
Middle Bronze Age and especially Late Bronze Age settlement on the
mound. The Hittite style figurine, the head of Mycenaean female figurine
are not from stratified find contexts. The excavation of stratified levels in-
itiated in 2004 and 2005 in an area outside the castle, at the south-south-
west corner of the mound, will help to date the findings in further periods
more accurately, and will provide better information about the cultural af-
finities. It should not be forgotten that Kadikalesi is the only excavated
second millennium settlement situated east of Samos (Sisam), in the re-
gion between Ephesos (=Apasas=Selguk-Ayasuluk) and Millawanda
(=Miletos=Balat). The Kadikalesi excavation will undoubtedly contribute
to the better understanding of this period, which is problematic in terms of
especially the archaeology and historical geography of Western Anatolia.
Due to its geographical location situated between Millawanda (Miletos),
Arinnanda Mountain (Ancient Mykale-modern Samsun Mountain-Dilek
Peninsula) and Apasa, which is the capital of small Arzawa (Ancient
Ephesus-modern Seljuk-Ayasuluk Hill), it is highly possible that Kadika-
lesi was an unknown harbor town in Arzawa.
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design from grid square L3 (8.56 m.) (Fig. 26), various obsidian tools
from grid square D 18, O4, K4, L4 and also mount surface (Fig. 27), clay
spindle horns from K4 and L4 (Fig. 28, 7.80m.) and a bronze object (pin?)
from K4 (9.60 m.).

Pottery

The Early Bronze Age I pottery of Kadikalesi is the earliest found on
the site. The Early Bronze Age pottery of Kadikalesi is hand made (Early
Bronze Age I- 11, level Vb,c) (Fig. 23, 24) with some wheel-made exam-
ples also (end of Early Bronze Age II-111, level Vb,a) (Fig. 21-22). Whereas
the surfaces of a few vessels were left plain, most were burnished. Some
pottery received both slip and burnish. The majority are dark faced vessels
(black, brown, brownish black, grey, greyish black). In the Early Bronze
Age III pottery there was a substantial proportion of red wares. Most of
biscuits are black, brown and gray. Limestone, quartz and sand, was found
in the paste. While organic temper absent in the Early Bronge Age III and
II, appeared only in Early Bronze Age 1. The paste was generally compact,
and the biscuit well fired. Truly hard-fired thin-walled black ware appears
in the Early Bronze Age II period. That black ware was generally thin-
walled and often decorated with grooved and impressed patterns. White
slipped ware first occurs in Early Bronze I and continues in Early Bronze II.
The paint is fleeting in nature, and designs can only be traced on sherds
retaining their slip.

Kadikalesi Early Bronze Age pottery forms of bowls (Fig. 23, grid
squares L3+K3, 8.90-8.70 m.), plates, cups, jars (Fig. 24, grid square L4,
8.00-7.50 m.), jugs and tripod vessels (Fig. 21 from grid square H8, 13.81-
12.79 m.), multiple vessels (Fig. 22, grid square A17, 16.80-16.41) with
brown-black slip and high quality polish or left plain can be found along
almost the entire Western Anatolian coast line (from Troia® to Iasos), on the
Eastern Aegean Islands (especially Lemnos, Lesbos, Khios, Samos and Kos)
and in the hinterlands (Aphrodisias®!, Yortan, Kusura, Beycesultan®?, Kara- .
tag Semayiik®). As mentioned above, these findings were not obtained in

60 Blegen-Caskey-Rawson-Sperling 1950, 51-56; 213-224.
61 Joukowsky 1986b, 303-407.

62 1 loyd-Mellaart 1962, 116-119, 135-141, 199-201.

63 Eslick 1994b, 7-10; 162-182.




A New Excavation in Western Anatolia: Kadikalesi (Ancient Anaia) 17

stratified excavation contexts in the previous years, but they were rather
found inside the earth carried from other parts of the mound for late period
settlements. A detailed study on Early Bronze Age pottery of Kadikalesi
mound is still being carried out.

Although the excavation on Kadikalesi Mound, which is located on the
coasts of Western Anatolia at a significant spot controlling the Samos
(Sisam) Channel (Fig. 4), is still in its initial phase, the amount of findings
so far indicates the potential of future research to find Early Bronze Age,
Middle Bronze Age and especially Late Bronze Age settlement on the
mound. The Hittite style figurine, the head of Mycenaean female figurine
are not from stratified find contexts. The excavation of stratified levels in-
itiated in 2004 and 2005 in an area outside the castle, at the south-south-
west corner of the mound, will help to date the findings in further periods
more accurately, and will provide better information about the cultural af-
finities. It should not be forgotten that Kadikalesi is the only excavated
second millennium settlement situated east of Samos (Sisam), in the re-
gion between Ephesos (=Apasas=Selguk-Ayasuluk) and Millawanda
(=Miletos=Balat). The Kadikalesi excavation will undoubtedly contribute
to the better understanding of this period, which is problematic in terms of
especially the archaeology and historical geography of Western Anatolia.
Due to its geographical location situated between Millawanda (Miletos),
Arinnanda Mountain (Ancient Mykale-modern Samsun Mountain-Dilek
Peninsula) and Apasa, which is the capital of small Arzawa (Ancient
Ephesus-modern Seljuk-Ayasuluk Hill), it is highly possible that Kadika-
lesi was an unknown harbor town in Arzawa.
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Fig. 1 Map of Kadikalesi and the nearby surrounding.

Fig. 2 View of Kadikalesi from the Satellite (Levent Kutbay).
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View of Kadikalesi from air.

Fig. 4 View of Dilek Peninsula (Mykale) (Arinnanda?), Samos (Sisam) Island and Samos
(Sisam) Channel from north.
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Fig. 5 General view of Kadikalesi from south-west.
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Fig. 6
Sketch plan of Kadikalesi
(after Miiller-Wiener, 1961).
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961). Fig. 7 Kadikalesi topographic plan with location of the grid squares.
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, main entrance.

Fig. 8 Kadikalesi Byzantine Castle

Fig. 9 Grid square O4, from south.
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Fig. 10 Grid square K4, from south.
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Fig. 13 Local Mycenaean pottery sherds, LH IIIC (Uncovered in 2005 excavations).
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Fig. 14 Local Mycenaean pottery sherds, LH IIIC (Uncovered in 2005 excavations).

Fig. 15 Local Mycenaean pottery sherds, LH IIIC (Uncovered in 2002 excavations).
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Fig. 16  Local Mycenaean deep bowl, LH IIIC Fig. 17
(Uncovered in 2005 excavations). Bronze male figurine
in Hittite style
(Uncovered in 2002
excavations).

Fig. 18

Bronze figurine

(dagger head?)

with vulture-eagle

head, human body

and winged
(Uncovered in

Fig. 19  Terracotta female figurine head
in Mycenaean style (Uncovered
in 2004 excavations).

2003 excavations).
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Fig. 22 A vessel, Early Bronze Age II-III
(Uncovered in 2005 excavations).

Fig.21  Atripot vessel, Early Bronze Age
II-IIT (Uncovered in 2005
excavations).
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Fig. 23  Decorated sherd, Early Bronze AgeI  Fig.24 Fragmentary a vessel, Early
(Uncovered in 2005 excavations). Bronze Age I (Uncovered in
2005 excavations).

Fig.25 Polished celt, Early Bronze Age 1T Fig.26  Stone seal, Early Bronze Age I
period (Uncovered in 2003 period (Uncovered in 2003
excavations). excavations).
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Fig. 27 Obsidian tools, Early Bronze Age (Uncovered in 2005 excavations).

Fig.28  Clay spindle whorl, Early Bronze Age

(Uncovered in 2005 excavations).









