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KONYA OVASINDA BULUNMUS OLAN BIR KADIN
HEYKELCIGI HAKKINDA GOZLEMLER

MEHMET ESKIOGLU

Buradaki yazimizin konusunu teskil eden Kayseri Miizesi 72 /77
envanter numarali kadmn heykeleigi', 20 yil kadar once Mustafa Kaya
tarafindan Konya’'nin Biiyilk Cumrasina bagh Kiigikkéy yakiminda
bir sulama kanalinin deposunun insas1 sirasmda bulunmustur?. 5.3
cm. yiiksekliginde ve 4.3 em. genigliginde olan heykelcik beyaz mer-
merden yapilmistir. Heykelcik, bagdas kurmus vaziyette oturmus
olarak ve kollar dirseklerden kinlarak, elleri, yanyana ve késeli olarak
belirtilmis gogiislerin yaninda islenmistir. Eller ve ayaklar ¢ok kaba
olarak gosterilmis olup, sol elde 4, sag elde 3 parmak belirtilmistir. Vii-
cut hatlar ¢ok sisman olarak iglenmis heykelcikte bas ¢iplak olarak gis-
terilmig, kulaklar hafif¢e belirtilmistir. Yiiziin diger uzuvlarn, goz-
ler, burun ve agiz daha barizce gésterilmistir. Hafifce hasar gérmiis
burun plastik olarak belirtilmis olup, agz kiigiik bir oyuk ¢izgi ile te-
bariiz ettirilmistir. Heykelcigin en iyi islenmis kismmm gozler teskil
eder. Bunlar iri birer badem bi¢iminde, derince ¢izilerek islenmistir
(Lev. I, 1-2; IT, 1-2; Sek. 1).

Sek. - Fig, 1

1 Kayseri Miizesinde muhafaza edilmekte olan bu heykelcigi yaymlayip, tamtmam igin
gerekli izni saglayan Miize Miidiirii Saymn Mehmet Cayirdag’a ve heykelcigin yayma hazir-
lanmasinda yardimer olan Dog. Dr. Onder Bilgi’ye burada tesekkiir etmeyi bir gorev
sayarm. 3
2 1972 yilinda Kayseri Miizesindeki gahsmalk eserler deposunun tarafimizdan incelen-
mesi sirasinda goriilen bu eser, Mustafa Kaya'dan almdifima dair tarihsiz bir senet igine sarh
olarak bulunmustur.
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Bir kadin heykelcigini yansitan eserin bu goriiniisii ile benzerlerine
Neolitik Cag Anadolu’sunda rastlanir. Heykelcik, bir taraftan oturus
ve ellerinin yerlestirilis pozisyonu ile Dogu Catal Hoyiik Tabaka II
eserlerini andirirken®, diger taraftan gozlerinin badem seklinde islenmis
olmas1 nedeni ile Haceilar’in Ge¢ Neolitik kiiltiirii temsil eden VI. taba-
kas1 yapitlarina benzer®. Ancak, her iki kiiltiirde pismis topraktan ya-
pilmis olan paralellerine zerafet bakimindan erisemez. Buna neden ola-
rak da mermerden yapilmig olmasi gosterilebilir. Bu yiizden de Dogu
Catal Hoyiik Tabaka IT’den énceye, yani Erken Neolitige tarihlenmis
mermer veya diger taslardan yapilmis heykelcikleri hatirlatir® ve bu
devire tarihlenmesi gerektigini diisiindiiriir. Fakat, yukarida saydigimiz
ozelliklerinden dolay1 (oturus pozisyonu, gozlerinin badem seklinde
olmasi) bu tesadiifen bulunmus kadin heykelcigi Ge¢ Neolitik Devire,
yani M.O. 6. Bin yilinm ikinci geyregine ve diger bir deyisle de Haci-
larin VI. tabakasi zamanma tarihlenmelidir.

Aslen Karakose (Agr) dogumlu ve halen Kayseri Saroglan ilgesi Ciftlik kasabasinda (Be-
lediye) yasayan Mustafa Kaya ile 1973 yihnda goriismemiz miimkiin olmus ve eserin bu-
luntu yeri ve zaman adi ge¢enden §grenilmistir.

3 J.Mellaart. “Neolithic City in Anatolia” The Proceedings of the British Academy
Cilt LI, 1965 Lev.LXXXIId

4 J.Mellaart. Excavations at Hacilar, Edinburgh 1970.

Oceasional Publications of the British Institute of Archaeology at Ankara Number 9, Cilt
IT Lev.CXLVI-CXLVII

5 J.Mellaart. “Excavations at Catal Héyiik™ First Preliminary Report. 1961.

Anatolian Studies 12, 1962 Lev.VIlle

J.Mellaart. “Excavations at Catal Héyiik” Second Preliminary Report, 1962.

Anatolian Studies 13, 1963 Lev.XXb, Res.19




AN UNSTRATIFIED ANTHROPOMORPHIC FIGURE FROM THE
KONYA PLAIN

MEHMET ESKIOGLU

The anthropomorphic figure!, registered by the number of 72 /77 at
the Kayseri Archaeological Museum, was found about 20 years ago
near Kii¢iikkoy of Bityiik Cumra in the plain of Konya, during the const-
ruction of a water tank to be used to irrigate the surrounding area’.
The anthropomorphic figure, carved out of white marble, is 5.3 cm. in
height and 4.3 em. in width. The female figure is seated with crossed legs;
the arms are bent at the elbows, and the hands are placed on either side of
the breasts, which are adjacent and angular in form. Ier hands
and feet are roughly depicted; there are four fingers on the left hand and
three fingers on the right hand. She has a rather obese bedy and a bare
head with slightly indicated ears. Other facial features such as eyes,
nose and mouth are more clear. The slightly damaged nose is shown
plastically, but the mouth is indicated by a slit. The eyes are in the
form of large almonds made by deep incision (PI. T, 1-2; II, 1-2; Fig. 1).

The anthropomorphic figure is reminiscent of the anthropomorphic
representations from Anatolia in the Neolithic period. While it is similar
to figures found in Level II at Catal Hoyiik East in its seated position
and the placement of the hands?, it is also similar to those recovered
in Level VI at Hacilar due to the almond-shaped eyes®. However, from
the representational point of view she never matches the delicacy of

1 I would like to thank the Director of the Kayseri Archacological Museum, who
kindly permited me to publish this object, and to Dr. Onder Bilgi, who helped me in the
preparation of this article.

2 This figure was found by Mustafa Kaya and bought by the Kayseri Museum.

3 J.Mellaart. “Neolithic City in Anatolia” The Proceedings of th: British Academy
Vol.LI, 1965, PLLXXXIId

4 J.Mellaart. Excavations at Hacilar, Edinburgh 1970.

Occasional Publications of the British Institute of Archaeology at Ankara, Number 9 Vol.
11, Pls.CXLVI-CXLVIL
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the terracotta anthropomorphic representations of Catal Héyiik and
Haeilar, for the reason that it is made of marble. In this respect, it is
reminiscent of those figures made of marble and of other stones found
at Catal Hoyiik East and dated to Early Neolithic period, before bu-
ilding level IT°) and suggest a similer dating. However, the characteris-
tics such as the posture and the shape of the eyes would imply
the Late Neolithic period, i.e. the first half of the Sixth Millennium
B.C., for this unstratified figure.

5 J.Mellaart. ‘Excavations at Catal Héyiil’, First Preliminary Report, 1961.
Anatolian Studies 12, 1962 PL.VIIIe

J.Mellaart. ‘Excavations at Catal Héyiik’ Second Preliminary Report, 1962,
Anatolian Studies 13, 1963 PL.XXb, Fig.19
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