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Kemal Atatiirk ve beraberindekiler (Arkeoloji ve Sanat Yayinlar: arsivi).



SUNUS

Cumhuriyetimizin 100. yilinda, Colloguium Anatolicum’un 2. sayisin1 yayinlamakean ki-
vang duymaktayiz. 2023 yilinin sadece tilkemiz i¢in degil Diinya icin tiirlii tiirlii zorluklar
ile yasganmig olmasina karsin, gelecege umutla bakmaya devam etmekeeyiz.

Dergimizin bu sayisindaki ilk beg yazi, Enstitiimiiziin 10 Mayis 2022’de diizenledigi
“Magara Kazilariyla Anadolu Prehistoryasi” baglikli ¢evrimigi ¢aligtaya katilan meslekeas-
larimiza aittir. Anadoluw’'nun degisik bolgelerinde farkli dénemlere iligkin magara kazi ve
aragtirmalarin, tilkemizde 6zgiin yontemlere sahip yeni bir alaninin gelismesine katki sag-
ladig1 agik¢a goriiliir. Kuskusuz arkeolojideki saha uygulamalari aragtirma sorulari, dénem
ve buluntu yerlerinin yapisal 6zelliklerinin yani sira alanin cografi ve jeolojik 6zellikleri
dolaysiyla da gesitlilik gosterir. Ulkemizde arkeolojik bilgi iiretiminin gelisimi igin dé-
nemsel ve bolgesel ¢esitlilik kadar, bu durum da biiyitk 6nem tagur.

Tiirkiye'deki arkeoloji gelenegi, Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nun son dénemlerinde basla-
yan arazi ¢aligmalari ve gelisen miizecilik anlayigiyla yiiz yili agkin bir stiredir bilgi tireten,
Cumhuriyet’in kurulugu ve Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk’iin ¢cabalariyla da bu iiretimi evrensel
degerler gergevesinde siirdiirme gayreti icinde olan bir gegmise sahiptir. Ulkemizdeki ara-
zi galigmalarinin baglangici ile Diinya'da arkeolojinin bilimsel bir disiplin olarak gelisimi
esasinda kosut bir siireg izler. Universitelerimizde 1930’lu yillardan itibaren agilmaya bas-
layan arkeoloji, eskigag tarihi ve eskicag dilleri bolimlerinde, baglangigta yurt diginda ye-
tisen geng Tiirk aragtirmaci ve agirlikli olarak Alman bilim insanlari tarafindan yetigtirilen
kugaklar, bugiin tilke topraklarinin genisligi ve tarihsel derinligi bakimdan halen yetersiz
de olsa ¢ok sayida aragtirma yapmakta ve tilkemizde bilimsel agidan canli bir ortam bulun-
maktadir. Biitiin bu siire¢ boyunca, arkeoloji ve tiim eskigag bilimleri belki de diger higbir
alanda olmadig1 kadar uluslararas: ig birlikleri ve ortak calismalarin ¢esitliligiyle disiplinin
evrensel cercevesini korumayi bagarmigtir.

Cumhuriyet’in ilk yillarinda oldugu gibi, ikinci yiizyilda da bilimin ulusal kimlikler-
den bagimsiz, evrensel degerler ve bilimsel onceliklerle belirlenen bir ¢aligma ortaminda

stirdiiriilmesi temennisi ile...

Saygilarimizla,

Editorler Kurulu
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Klepini-Troulli: A Coastal Neolithic
Settlement in Cyprus and Possible

Mainland Interactions®

Klepini-Troulli: Kibris’ta Bir Kiyt Neolitik Yerlesimi ve
Olast Anakara Etkilesimler:

S

Erge YURTDAS"™ - Miige SEVKETOGLU™
DOI: 10.58488/collan. 1327927

Keywords: Cyprus, Klepini-Troulli, Halaf Related Sites, Late Neolithic Period, Painted Pottery

This article provides a comprehensive reassessment of the Klepini-Troulli settlement located in Northern Cy-

prus. The study incorporates previous excavation findings and newly collected data from a survey conducted
in 2004. The objective of this research is to reconcile the settlement’s cultural significance within both the
island’s and the surrounding mainland’s chronologies. There is a debate on whether Cyprus was influenced
by the dominant culture on the mainland during the Late Neolithic Period or zf it developed independent[y.
During this period, Painted Wares were utilized in various regions from the 7th and 6th millennia BC,
demomtmting cultural continuity. However, due to the isolation of the island, these develapments occurred
later on Cyprus than on the mainland. Further research may shed light on the Late Neolithic Period and the
neighbouring cultures.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Kibris, Klepini-Troulli, Halaf Tligkili Yerlesmeler, Son Neolitik Dénem, Boyali Canak
Comlek

Bu makalede, Kibris'in kuzeyinde yer alan Klepini-Troulli yerlesimi, eski kazi sonuglari ve 2004 yilin-
da yapilan yiizey aragtirmasindan elde edilen yeni veriler dogrultusunda yeniden degerlendirilmistir. Bu
dogrultuda yerlesme, hem ada igindeki kronoloji hem de ¢evre anakara kronolojisi ile kiltiirel olarak
bagdasurilmaya caligtmigtir. Buna bagli olarak Kibris'in Son Neolitik Donemde, anakarada gozlenen
baskin kiiltiirtin bir pargasi mi, yoksa bagimsiz gelisen bir kiiltiir olup olmayacag: tartigilmaktadir. MO
7 ve 6. bin yillarina ait boyali canak ¢émlegin ¢esitli bolgelerde gozlenmesi, kiiltiirel siirekliligi ortaya
koymaktadir. Ancak ada izolasyonu nedeniyle Kibris, bu gelismeleri biraz geg takip edebilmistir. Herleyc:n
aragtirmalar, Kibristaki Son Neolitik Dénem’e ve gevre anakaralardaki kiiltiirlere 1§tk tutabilecek nitelik-
tedir.
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Introduction

While our understanding of the early prehistoric periods of north Cyprus is somewhat
restricted, the information we have indicates a wealth of diverse cultural groups that in-
habited the island. Regarded by numerous experts as a link between the Levant and Ana-
tolia, Cyprus has been home to various communities and cultures throughout its history
(Sevketoglu 2006; Ozdogan 2011; Knapp 2013; Peltenburg, Wasse 2004). Until fairly
recently, it was widely believed that Cyprus was geographically close to the mainland but
isolated from the surrounding cultural regions, resulting in a lack of consistent and com-
prehensive data regarding any direct interaction before the Bronze Age (Knapp ez al. 1994;
Knapp 2015: 25). Recent research and excavations have revealed substantial evidence of
interaction between Cypriot, Anatolian, and Levantine cultures before the Bronze Age
(McCartney, Peltenburg 2000; Sevketoglu 2000; Guillaine, Briois 2001; Todd 2005;
Moutsiou 2018). In the last fifty years, studies on the prehistory of Cyprus have been dee-
med “revolutionary” (Swiny 2001). While evidence of the genus Homo on Cyprus during
the Paleolithic Age is limited to surveys and some excavations (Vita-Finzi 1973; Ammer-
man 2020; Strasser ¢f al. 2016; Yurtdas, Ozerenler 2021), it is important to consider the
possibility and significance of such findings, particularly in comparison to other island
societies in the Mediterranean with Paleolithic discoveries. Recent surveys have shown
potential Paleolithic sites on the north of the island, where archacological research has
long been dormant (Yurtdas, Ozerenler 2021). However, until these sites are excavated
and their temporal contexts confirmed with C14 from archaeological contexts, caution
must be exercised in our approach to understanding the Paleolithic Age in Cyprus.

Evidence of human presence on Cyprus dates back to the Late Epipaleolithic Period
(11,000-9000 BC), with the carliest findings coming from the Akrotiri-Actokremnos
rock shelter in the south of the island. The remains of extinct endemic dwarf elephant and
pygmy hippopotamus, along with manufactured stone tools, were discovered in context
at Aetokremnos (Simmons 2001, 2012). Another early site, Vretsia-Roudias, has also been
dated to the Late Epipaleolithic and PPNA (Tsakalos ez 4/. 2021). Settlements from the
Early Neolithic Period (PPNA-PPNB-Khirokitian), such as Agios Tychonas-Klimonas,
Agia Varvara-Asprokremnos, Kissonerga-Mylouthkia, and others, provide further evi-
dence that fills the gap between the Akrotiri and Khirokitia Cultures. These findings have
helped to establish the chronology of Cyprus, with the Khirokitia Culture maintaining a
prominent position (McCartney 2010; Simmons 2012; Sevketoglu, Hanson 2015; Sim-
mons et al. 2018; Tsakalos et al. 2021).

The Khirokitia-Vouni settlement is a remarkable archaeological site in Cyprus, dating
back to roughly 7000 BC (Swiny 2001). During the time of its discovery, the site held
great significance as the earliest known Neolithic settlement on the island, despite being
established later than those on the mainland. Although the settlement shared similar

subsistence practices with the mainland PPNB, it displayed a unique and independent
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culture that developed within the dynamics of the Eastern Mediterranean region. The
settlement’s roots can be traced back to Anatolian and Levantine regions through colo-
nists in the PPNA and PPNB. However, it is worth noting that this unique culture was
not solely a result of geographical isolation, but rather a culmination of economic and
social adaptations to Cyprus’s natural environment and resources over time. As such, Khi-
rokitia offers valuable insight into the social structure of Cyprus during this period and
serves as a testament to the adaptability and ingenuity of its inhabitants (Rainbird 2000;
Le Brun 2001).

In recent decades, our understanding of early human settlements on the island of Cy-
prus has significantly evolved. While initial visits during the Akrotiri phase were spora-
dic, the discovery of Neolithic settlements predating those at Khirokitia (which date back
to 9000-7000 BC) has shed new light on the island’s history. Notably, the C-PPNA and
C-PPNB settlements in Cyprus were contemporaneous with those on the mainland, sug-
gesting that Cyprus did not develop in isolation. This discovery has effectively closed the
gap in our knowledge of early Cypriot settlements (Steel 2004; Simmons 2012: 82).

Extensive excavations and surveys conducted in the early 1990s helped fill the unex-
plained chronological gap between Acetokremnos and Khirokitia. While the extent of
acculturation with the mainland surrounding Cyprus was previously underestimated,
recent findings have led to a revision of this perspective. The increase in the number of
Cypro-PPNB settlements with animals of Levantine and Mesopotamian origin, as well
as settlements with Central and Eastern Anatolian obsidian, indicates a greater degree of
interaction than previously thought (Sevketoglu 2000; Guillaine, Briois 2001; Simmons
2001; Vigne et al. 2011).

Between 4400-3900/3700 BC, the Late Neolithic Period (Pottery Neolithic) emerged
in Cyprus, marking the end of the Early Neolithic Period (Clarke 1992: 3, 2001: 69; Clar-
ke et al. 2007). The introduction of pottery allowed for the discussion of a subsistence
economy centred around agriculture, animal husbandry, and the intense continuation of
hunting (Croft 1991: 69; Clarke 2001: 65-66; Boness ¢z al. 2015).

During the Late Neolithic Period in Cyprus, there were two distinct types of settle-
ments. The first were medium-sized settlements, such as Philia-Drakos A, Ayios Epikti-
tos-Vrysi, Sotira-Teppees, Kandou-Kouphovounos, and Paralimni-Nissia, where architec-
tural remains were discovered. The second type of settlement had no architectural remains
but relied on data from pits, such as Dhali-Agridhi, Klepini-Troulli, Kalavassos-Kokki-
noyia, Mari-Paliembeli, Khirokitia-Vounoi, and Kalavassos-Tenta. Pottery production
emerged in Cyprus later than in Mesopotamia, Levant, and Anatolia. The reason for this
delay could be due to preference, lack of technical knowledge, or the island’s isolation.
Despite some technological, typological, and stylistic differences from pottery found on
the mainland, Cypriot pottery is primarily a part of the Neolithic Culture in the Eas-
tern Mediterranean Region (Clarke ez 4/. 2007: 61-63; Peltenburg 2014). Although there

are similarities and differences with surrounding cultural regions, it is still challenging to
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discuss data indicating direct contact with the mainland during the Late Neolithic Period.

The coastal Neolithic settlement of Klepini-Troulli (henceforth Troulli), located on
the northern shores of Cyprus close to the Anatolian coast, offers valuable insights into
the evolution of human societies on Cyprus from the Early Neolithic to the Late Neo-
lithic Period. Troulli was first reported by R. de Bunsen and later excavated in the 1930s
by the Department of Antiquities in Cyprus, led by P. Dikaios (Dikaios 1935). Unfor-
tunately, the settlement was found to have been destroyed by erosion, looting, and other
environmental factors. Despite these challenges, a trial excavation was carried out in 1935
and subsequently followed by further excavations in three areas in 1941, which uncovered
important architectural remains of the settlement. In order to better understand the stra-

tification of the site, a deep sounding of 5.4m was conducted on the southern slopes of the

hill (Dikaios 1961b).

The Location, Environmental Setting and the Present State of

Troulli

The settlement of Troulli is situated 15 km to the east of Kyrenia/Girne, previously re-
corded within the borders of Klepini/Arapkéy village, and currently, it is located within
the Platimatis/Goziibiiyiik locality, inside the boundaries of the Teknecik Electric Power
Plant. This location features small streams flowing on both the east and west sides of a
conical hill that protrudes from the coast, as noted by Dikaios in 1961. The southern part
of the hill boasts a valley that reaches the foothills of the Kyrenia Range. Additionally, two
bays on the east and west protrude towards the sea, with the eastern bay appearing like a
natural, small anchorage in its current form (Dikaios 1961b).

The site has suffered significant damage over time due to two main factors. Firstly, its
position, exposed to the sea, has left it vulnerable to marine impacts, which have eroded its
fragile geological formation. As previously noted by Dikaios, erosion has been a persistent
issue for the site. It is highly likely that the original settlement once occupied a broader
area in prehistoric times but has since been eroded and submerged by the sea. Secondly,
the construction of the Power Plant in 1995 and subsequent activities in the area have
caused further damage to Troulli. As depicted in Figure 1, the construction of two circular
gas stations near the site, which require further archaeological research, has also hindered

our understanding of the original size of the settlement.

Klepini-Troulli Settlement

The earliest phase of Troulli dates back to the Early Neolithic Period (Khirokitian), refer-
red to as Troulli I. Artefacts such as flint flakes, bone tools, obsidian blades, and fragments
of stone vessels were discovered between depths of 5.4 -3.6 meters. No pottery was found,

leading to the term “Aceramic Neolithic” for this phase. However, pottery was unearthed
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Figure 1. Map showing the location of the Troulli site and the Electric Power Plant.

in deposits above 3.6 meters, assigned to the Late Neolithic (Pottery Neolithic), known
as Troulli IT. While Dikaios suggested that the Early and Late Neolithic strata were conti-
nuous (Dikaios 1961b), Peltenburg’s interpretation (Peltenburg 1979: 21, 26), based on
Watkins’s findings (Watkins 1973), indicates a sterile layer between the two strata, sugges-
ting a break rather than continuity between the two periods.

Upon examining the early layers of Troulli, similarities with Khirokitia can be obser-
ved (Peltenburg 1979: 24). This suggests that the Khirokitia Culture was widespread and
homogenised throughout the island. When considering the cultural material and context
present on the island, it can be inferred from the relative chronology and stratification
that Early Neolithic and Late Neolithic layers exist in Khirokitia-Vouni, Kalavassos-Tenta,
and Klepini-Troulli. Nevertheless, there is no indication of the continuity between these
two periods in any of the settlements (Stanley-Price 1975: 72). Unfortunately, there are
no radiocarbon results available for the Troulli settlement. However, two sherds collected
from the surface survey were subjected to thermoluminescence dating. The results indi-
cate that the sherds were from the end of the Late Neolithic Period sequence, specifically
dated to 3860 + 480 BC and 3570 + 445 BC. It is important to note that since the samples
were collected from the surface, the context is not entirely clear, and the storage condi-

tions of the sherds prior to analysis are unknown. Therefore, the thermoluminescence
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results for the Troulli settlement cannot be considered reliable at this time (Clarke ez 4.
2007: 19-20).

During the excavation in area C, a circular architectural feature with stone foundations
was discovered approximately 40 cm below the surface soil. Unfortunately, a significant
portion of the structure was damaged (Dikaios 1961b: 63). The shape of the feature was
extended to the east and west, resulting in an ellipse. The foundations were constructed
using sandstone, and the maximum preserved wall height is so cm. Based on the pillars
carrying the superstructure and remains pointing to the middle pillar, it is believed that
the building had a stone foundation, and the superstructure was likely wattle and daub
plastered with mud brick (Dikaios 1961b: 64-66). The wattle and daub tradition found
at Troulli is consistent with Parekklisia-Shillorokambos A-B (8200-7500 BC) (Guillaine,
Briois 2001: 37). At area C’s summit, four irregular structures and traces of a central sys-
tem separated from these structures by narrow passages were discovered. This central

structure is at least 2§ square meters (approximately 8 meters in diameter) and represents

one of the largest Neolithic structures on the island (Fig. 2) (Peltenburg 1979).

Figure 2. Klepini-Troulli
Architecture (Digitalized)
(Dikaios 1961b: 65, Fig. 33).
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The discovery of the Troulli I settlement, which is estimated to date between the 7th
and 4th millennium B¢, is in line with other Khirokitia Culture sites discovered on the
island. Although it is still uncertain how far the settlement spread, it is believed that the
inhabitants might have migrated from the hill to the surrounding plain. This suggests that
the residents tended to expand beyond the summit structures and slopes.

According to the report by Dikaos (1961b), the earliest pottery discovered in the
Troulli II settlement was found 3.6 meters below the surface. The pottery consisted of
four distinct groups: Red Lustrous Ware, Red on White Ware, Plain White Ware, and
Black Lustrous Ware (Dikaios 1961b: 67). However, it is worth noting that the red-on-
white ware group dominates the collection. Upon careful examination of the artefacts
retrieved from the settlement, it appears that Dikaos’s identification of four distinct ware
groups may have led us astray due to the size of the fragments. Peltenburg (1979) suggests
that the so-called Plain White pieces may be unpainted parts of the red-on-white painted
pottery. Additionally, the sherds known as Black Lustrous could be the result of uninten-
tional errors that occurred during the firing process for the red-on-white group. While
not all shapes and forms are present in other settlements on the island, flat-bottomed
bowls and cylindrical-necked pots are quite common (Dikaios 1961b: 67). At Troulli II,
circular motifs were dense between depths of 3.20-1.60 meters, but as we move closer to
1.60 meters below the surface, we see a shift towards decorations made with thin lines and

multi-brush techniques (Peltenburg 1979).

Material and Methods

The Troulli settlement is currently located within the boundaries of the heavily secured
Teknecik Power Plant. Visiting the site requires a permit and strict supervision by offi-
cials due to the high level of security in the area. Additionally, time constraints limit the
amount of intensive fieldwork that can be conducted at the location. The objective of this
paper is to reposition Troulli’s chronology in Cyprus and evaluate its connection with the
mainland’s chronology. This will be achieved by re-evaluating the excavation results pu-
blished by Dikaios (1961b) and comparing the interpretations made by Peltenburg (1979)
and Watkins (1973). Additionally, new surface material obtained from a 2004 survey will
be incorporated to support the already established knowledge. To provide comparative
data, Neolithic sherds from the Istanbul University Prehistory Laboratory Collection
(previously unpublished) will be included. Based on current knowledge of Cyprus’s
prehistory, Troulli and the Late Neolithic Period will be discussed within the cultural
chronology and the other settlements it may have interacted with on the mainland. The
newly introduced pottery data from the Late Neolithic Period will be analyzed technolo-
gically and stylistically.

In 2004, Sevketoglu conducted a survey and gathered 45 sherds, ten flint specimens,

and one broken perforated disk from the surface (Fig. 3-6). Of the ceramic materials
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Figure 3. Klepini-Troulli sherds from the 2004 survey.
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Figure 4. Klepini-Troulli open form rims from the 2004 survey.
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Figure 5. Klepini-Troulli closed
Jorm rims from the 2004 survey.

Figure 6. Klepini-Troulli perforated
disk from the 2004 survey.
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Figure 8. Troulli rims (Digitalized) (Dikaios 1961b: 69, Figure 35; Peltenburg 1979 Fig. 2).

collected, 43 belong to the painted ware, while two are from the undefined ware group.
As per the Late Neolithic Pottery tradition in Cyprus, these two undefined sherds are
regarded as unpainted parts of the painted pottery. The pottery sherds are hand-shaped
and made of light brown clay mixed with sand, small gravel, organic additives, and sea-
shells. They indicate medium firing quality and are friable likely due to uncontrolled
temperature during preparation. The decorations typically feature thick broad bands and
intertwined-filled circles. Despite meticulous decoration and surface treatments, micros-

copic analysis of the collected material reveals coarse paste-type ware groups. However,
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Figure 9. Troulli bases (Digitalized) (Dikaios 1961b: 69, Fig. 35; Peltenburg 1979 Fig. 1).

the surface treatment provides a fine appearance without requiring much effort.

Consistent with findings from previous research, the settlement reveals evidence of
coarse ware, monochrome, and painted ware. Various vessel shapes are present, including
spherical and hemispherical bodies, necked jars, and open, closed, and bridged mouths.
Notably, bow-mouthed forms evolve into straight-mouthed and hole-mouthed shapes
over time, as illustrated in Figures 7, 8, and 9.

In the Troulli material, a broken perforated disc was discovered (as seen in Fig. 6).
This piece is evidence of the reuse of broken pottery, which is a common phenomenon in
modern times and has significant economic, political, and social impacts on both indivi-
duals and society as a whole. As pottery production became more widespread, it became
increasingly common to encounter examples of reused broken pieces, often identified by
their easily distinguishable perforations as weights or spindle whorls. Spindles have been
found in various regions, including Mesopotamia, Syria, and Anatolia, since the end of the
7th millennium BC. In the Proto-Hassuna phase, many settlements like Kiiltepe, Boueid
I1, Kashkashok II, Telul eth-Thalathat I, Tell Sotto and Umm Dabaghiyah produced po-
ttery with holes in the middle as well as biconical spindle whorls (Kirkbride 1972; Fukai
et al. 1974; Suleiman, Nieuwenhuyse 2002; Nishiaki, Miere 2005; Marro ¢# 4l. 2019; Pe-
trova 2019). This tradition was also observed in Tell Hassuna, Yarim Tepe I, Shimshara,
Kharabeth Shattani, Tell es-Sawwan, Matarrah, and Choga Mami, among others (Lloyd,
Sayar 1945; Oates 1969; Mortensen 1970; Rooijakkers 2012: 101-103). Almost all Halaf
settlements, such as Tell Arpachiyah, Tell Halaf, and Kharabeh Shattani, also produced
similar items (Mallowan, Cruikshank Rose 1935; Oppenheimer 1943; Campbell 1995;
Rooijakkers 2012). In Anatolia, finds made of stone, clay, and pottery sherds interpreted

as spindle whorls have been documented in Catalhéyiik, Hacilar, Kurugay, Yumuktepe
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(Garstang 1953; Mellaart 1962, 1970; Duru 1994; Rooijakkers 2012: 101-102). Perfo-
rated clay discs, commonly found in Neolithic settlements on the mainland, were also
prevalent in Cyprus from the Late Neolithic to the Chalcolithic Period, primarily in Khi-
rokitia, Ayios Epiktitos-Vrysi, and Kissonerga-Mosphilia, among other areas (Knapp ez al.
1994). Perforated discs are often referred to as spindle whotls, but they could also have
other uses, such as game and counting pieces, identification markers, ornaments, lids, or
plugs (Gibbs 2008: 89).

Similar pottery products can be observed in both Troulli and Ayios Epiktitos-Vrysi,
finished with relief decoration as depicted in Figure 1o. This type of relief decoration
is commonly found in culturally contemporary sites on the surrounding mainland and
has been prevalent in Cypriot archaeology since the Chalcolithic Age. While some items
from the mainland were experimented with on Cyprus during the Late Neolithic Period,

they were not widely utilized based on the quantity recovered from the settlement.

Figure 10. Troulli Relief Decoration (Peltenburg 1979 Fig. 3.1).

Regional Interpretation and Discussion

The Red on White Ware group, also known as the Northern Group, dominated a signifi-
cant portion of Cyprus including the Troulli settlement throughout the late Neolithic pe-
riod. The artefacts discovered in Troulli IT indicate significant similarities to those found
in Ayios Epiktitos-Vrysi, Philia-Drakos A, and Sotira-Tepees, both in terms of their tech-
nical aspects and design (as shown in Figure 11).

Upon observing the painted pottery across the island, one can discern that the designs
are primarily simple and linear. Pottery samples from other settlements exhibit similar
patterns of lines, chevrons, intertwined circles, and triangles, suggesting a certain degree
of interaction and a preference for uncomplicated decorations that any potter can pro-
duce easily.

The process of replicating pottery styles can be quite intricate, often leading to unin-
tentional errors during the learning phase. This can make it challenging to differentiate
between variations in handcrafted pottery, whether they are intentional or not. Each pot-

ter in settlements across Cyprus might have a unique approach, and each household in the
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Ayios Epiktitos-Vrysi Group
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Philia-Drakos A Group

Figure 11. Sotira-Tepees, Ayios Epiktitos- Vrysi and Philia-Drakos A Ware Groups (Digitalized).
(Dikaios 19614, Fig. 43-44; Peltenburg 1975 Fig. 4; Clarke 1998 Fig. 10)
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Halaf Ware Sites © Yarim Tepe © Mezraa Teleilat  Halaf Ware Related Sites @ Ras Shamra @ Gozlikule @ Bati Catalhdyiik
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Figure 12. Map showing Halaf Ware and Halaf Ware Related Sites.

community has its distinct pottery production. As a result, differences in the design and
production of pottery can be observed not only between neighbouring settlements but
also among those in far-off locations on the island.

During the Late Neolithic Period, the Hassuna and Halaf Cultures dominated Sou-
thern and Southeastern Anatolia, Northern Levant, and Northern Mesopotamia (7th
to 6th millennia BC). Although Cyprus developed alongside the mainland during the
PPNA and PPNB periods, it is unlikely to represent an independent development in
the Late Neolithic period. It is possible that the Neolithic Culture on the island adopted
patterns from the mainland, but also allowed for unique variations to emerge based on
individuals, their needs, and the natural environment. As more excavations and surveys
are conducted on Khirokitia Culture settlements and subsequent Late Neolithic Period
settlements, we will gain a better understanding of the similarities and differences. It is
expected that the concept of “Independent Development of Neolithic Culture in Cyprus”
will gradually diminish with time.

Upon conducting a comprehensive analysis of the painted ware groups discovered
on the island, it is quite apparent that they serve as a significant representation of the
painted wares that once dominated the Eastern Mediterranean Region during the 7th and

6th millennium BC. The origins of the Neolithic culture discovered on Cyprus remains
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unknown, leaving us with uncertainties regarding any potential correlations between
the Cypriot Neolithic culture and the mainland Neolithic cultures (Clarke 1992, 2001;
Peltenburg et al. 2000; Guilaine 2003; McCartney 2004; Clarke ez al. 2007: 30-35; Knapp
2013). To shed light on this matter and to attain a more comprehensive understanding
of this period, additional research is imperative. Nevertheless, cultural interactions (Se-
vketoglu 2006) between the surrounding mainland and Cyprus in the Early Neolithic
Period suggest the possible continuity of contact, extending to the Late Neolithic Period.
Considering the material from the Late Neolithic Period in Cyprus, it is thought that this
culture interacted with the Halaf-related culture rather than developing as a distinctive
island culture.

Upon studying the painted ware groups unearthed in the Northern Levant, Sou-
theastern Anatolia, and Southern Anatolia settlements dating back to the 7th and 6th
millennium BC, it is evident that they show resemblances to the painted ware groups
found in Cyprus from the sth and 4th millennium BC. This suggests that Cyprus was
influenced by cultural trends that had already spread throughout the wider region but
at a later stage. Pottery assemblages discovered in various locations, including Hacilar,
Kurugay, and Bademagaci in the Lakes Region of Anatolia, Yumuktepe in Mersin, Catal-
hoyiik West from the Konya Plain, Mezraa Teleilat and Samsat from the Euphrates Basin,
as well as Hakemi Use and Griki Haciyan from Tigris Basin, and Yarim Tepe from Sinjar
Valley (Iraq), reveal undeniable similarities and some technological contrasts with those
found in Cyprus' (Mellaart 1970: 57-74, Fig. 1.1-1.6, 1.9, 1.12, 1.20, 1.21, 1.23, 1.25;
Goel 1974; Duru 1994: 53-60, Lev. 54, 55, 60, 63, 65, 78- 81; Balossi-Restelli 2004; Tekin
2005; Giirdil 2006, cat.no. 25, 28-29, 33, 231, 237, 288; Caneva, Koroglu 2010: Fig. 48;
Umurtak, Duru 2019; Franz 2011 Fig. 95-98; Yurtsever 2011 Lev. 44-47; Petrova 2012
Fig. 1; Kalkan 2015 (see Fig. 13-20).

There is not enough radiometric dating available to accurately determine the chro-
nology of Cypriot Neolithic pottery groups. Nonetheless, it appears that the painted
pottery on Cyprus and the dominant painted pottery on the surrounding mainland are
closely related. However, the relatively late radiometric analysis results on the island pose
a challenge to this situation. We hope that new scientific studies will provide more up-
to-date results, narrowing the extended time interval, especially in Troulli, and bringing
radiometric results in line with the cultural scenario.

To gain a more comprehensive understanding of the situation at hand, it is crucial
to take into account the location of Troulli and the presence of obsidian. Strategical-
ly situated close to the southern Anatolian coast, Troulli is only 88 km away from the

mainland, making it an ideal location for overseas interaction. It is located 27 km from

! The pottery from Yumuktepe, Hacilar, Catalhéyiik West, Mezraa Teleilat, Samsat, Hakemi Use, and
Griki Haciyan was analyzed using the materials in the Istanbul University - Prehistory Laboratory
Collection (Fig. 13-19).
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Figure 13. Yumuktepe Late Neolithic Period, Painted Pottery Samples (Istanbul University,
Prebistory Lab. Collection).

Figure 14. Catalboyiik West, painted pottery samples (Istanbul University, Prebistory Lab.
Collection).
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Figure 15. Samsat, Halaf-Obeid Transition painted pottery (Istanbul University, Prebistory Lab.
Collection).

Figure 16. Hactlar I Painted Pottery Samples (Istanbul University, Prehistory Lab. Collection).
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Figure 17. Griki Haciyan, Painted
Pottery (Istanbul University, Prebistory
Lab. Collection).

Figure 18. Mezraa Teleilat, Painted Pottery (Giirdil 20006 cat. no. 25, 28-29, 33, 231, 237, 288 ).
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Figure 19. Hakemi Use Painted Pottery (Tekin 2020 Fig. 7b, 8a).

2e

Akanthou-Arkosyko, which has the most obsidian on the island, making it an ideal loca-

Figure 20. Yarim Tepe, Painted Pottery (Petrova 2012 Fig. 1).

tion for inter-island communication. During the preliminary excavation, a total of 24 ob-
sidian tools were discovered in Troulli. The majority of these tools were found in the Early
Neolithic layers (Troulli I), with the remaining originating from the Late Neolithic Period
(Troulli IT). It is important to note that obsidian tools were not commonly found in sett-
lements on the island during the Late Neolithic Period. These findings provide valuable
insight into the potential exchange routes and interaction networks that may have existed
during this period. The obsidian discovered in Troulli II layers may have been viewed
sceptically due to possible contamination during the settlement’s destruction. However,
it should not be surprising that consistent raw materials and tools were preferred across
settlements established in the same location at different times. It is worth noting that ob-
sidian was frequently used in Anatolia, where the raw material of the obsidian found in
Cyprus came from, and also in the Levant during the Late Neolithic Period (Cauvin ez al.
1997; Moutsiou 2018; Bodet 2021).

There are a few settlements located near the coast, such as Mersin-Yumuktepe, Ras

Shamra, Tell Kurdu, Tell ain el Kerkh, and Okiizini, where obsidian has been discovered
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Figure 21. Map displaying the locations of obsidian sites in Cyprus and the surrounding mainland,
along with the main sources of obsidian in the region: Early Neolithic Sites: Cape Andreas-Kastros,
Akanthou-Arkosykos, Pinarciklar, Petra tou Limniti, Krittou Marouttou-Ais Giorkis, Kissonerga-
Mylouthkia, Kholetria-Ortos, Pareklisha-Shillourokambos, Kalavassos-Tenta Asikly Hoyiik, Musular,
Balikls, Sircalitepe, Komiircii/Kaletepe, Dja'de, Jerf el Abmar, Cheikb Hasan, Mureybet, Tell ain el
Kerkh, El Kowm, Qdeir 1, Tell Arqa, Tell Aswad, Horwat Galil, Yiftahel, Jericho - Late Neolithic
Sites: Domuztepe, Koskhoyiik, Tepecik-Ciftlik, Shaar Hagolan, Ras Shamra, Ayios Epiktitos-Viysi
Early-Late Neolithic Sites: Catalhiyiik, Yumuktepe, Beysamun, Tell Halula, Okiizini, Tell
Kurdu, Munhata, Klepini-Troulli, Khirokitia-Vouni) (Map produced by authors).

(Ozbal et al. 2004; Caneva, Sevin 2004, Caneva ¢t al. 2012: Yon 2006; Carter et al. 2011;
Tsuneki 2012). These settlements could be useful for distributing the obsidian sourced

from Anatolia to Cyprus (see Fig. 21).

Conclusion

For centuries, the Halaf culture has played a significant role in shaping Mesopotamia
and its surroundings. It has been suggested that it was the first Mesopotamian culture
to spread around the world (Frangipane 2002: 88), extending from the Zagros Moun-
tains in the east to the Syrian coast in the west. The Halaf culture had a greater influence

over a wider area than its predecessors, Hassuna and Samarra cultures. While it is easy
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to differentiate from the culture that followed, the Obaid Culture, it can be difficult to
distinguish between Halaf and its predecessors (Perkins 1949: 16). Hence, archacologists
often refer to Hassuna and Samarra cultures as “Pre-Halaf” (Perkins 1949: 1).

Painted pottery has played a significant role in shaping the identity of cultures such
as Hassuna, Samarra, and Halaf. In fact, Anatolian communities were influenced by this
cultural tradition of Northern Mesopotamia as early as the 6th to sth millennium BC
(Akkermans 2000: 49). Similarly, Cypriot communities could follow this trend during
the sth and 4th millennia. During the emergence of the Halaf, painted pottery became
prevalent in Syria and Iraq. Nevertheless, South and Southeastern Anatolia have been
considered the regions where the most abundant painted pottery has been discovered
(Ozdogan, Ozdogan 1993; Campbel 2007: 106; Erdalkiran 2018; Tekin 2019: 321-331).
This type of pottery is a defining characteristic of the southern coasts and lakes region of
Anatolia during the late 7th and early 6th millennium BC (Mellaart 1970, Duru 2008).
Painted pottery was also a predominant feature in the early 6th millennium BC, as seen
in Catalhoyitk West and Can Hasan in the southern parts of Central Anatolia (French
2005; Orton ¢ al. 2018; Brady et al 2022)). Although the eastern shores of the Aegean
Basin reflect a different pattern, there is evidence of painted pottery in the Greek main-
land and in the Balkans (Kinzl, Schachermeyr 1977). This suggests that painted pottery
was widely distributed during the late 7th and early 6th millennium BC, mainly asso-
ciated with the Halaf culture, but also a defining element of village life based on farming.
Braidwood’s studies on the Amuq Plain (Braidwood, Braidwood 1960; Spataro, Fletcher
2010) showed that in addition to the typical Halaf pottery, there were also locally-made
imitations and imported pottery. While not direct, there is evidence of painted pottery
tradition in Cyprus during that time.

The pottery produced by the Troulli community bears a striking resemblance to the
Halaf-related ware groups at a macroscopic level. However, careful technological analysis
reveals differences in the clay preference and production methods used in each region,
which can be attributed to their unique natural resources and knowledge. These diffe-
rences are also evident at a micro-scale, as observed in the various ware groups found on
Cyprus. Interestingly, the painted wares of the late 7th and 6th millennia BC were widely
adopted by communities in northern Mesopotamia, the eastern Mediterranean coast, the
southern coast of Anatolia, and southeastern Europe. Therefore, it is not surprising that
similar ware groups are present in Cyprus, pointing to a cultural continuity that extends
to the island.

Through further research and newly gathered data, we can enhance our understanding
of the Late Neolithic Period in Cyprus and the interactions between dominant cultures
in the surrounding regions. It is clear that Cyprus remained connected to the dominant
cultures in the surrounding areas in subsequent phases after the Neolithization process.
However, due to the challenges of overseas travel and island isolation, it followed these

developments and changes a little later. Excavations in settlements showcasing dominant
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painted culture or yet-to-be-discovered settlements have the potential to alter our percep-

tion of the Late Neolithic Period in Cyprus and provide valuable insights.
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