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KUTLUDUGUN HEYKELCIKLERI

Fatma OZORAL

Kutludigan, Ankara’nin Kayas ilcesine bagl bir koydur. Asadida tanitmaya
calisacagim bu heykeller, Kutludigin’den, Anadolu Medeniyetleri Mizesine 1951
yillarinda getirilmistir. Bu nedenle kiclk bir grup olusturan bu eserlere, “Kutlu-
digan Heykelcikleri’ demeyi uygun goérdik. Calismalarimda bana kolaylk sadliyan,
sayin midurim Raci Temizer'e ve titizlikle eserlerin fotograflarini ceken mizemiz
fotografcisi sayin Mustafa Aydemirli'ye tesekkuri bir bore bilirim.

ATHENA HEYKELCIGI (Res. 1)

Anadolu Medeniyetleri Mizesi Env. No: 12853

1951 yillaninda Kutludiig{in’den getirilmigtir.

Ince grenli beyaz mermer.

YUk: 34,5cm., Gen: 15¢cm., Der: 8 cm., Kaide Yik: 2,5 cm. Gen: 16 cm.
Der:9,2cm.

Sag kol omuzdan kirik ve noksan, tolgada da kirtk ve noksanlklar vardir.

Dikdértgen ve i¢ bikey profilli, yanlari hafif yuvarlatiimig bir kaide Gzerindedir.
Kaide ve heykelcik tiim olarak islenmistir.



Tanriga Athena, khiton ve hymation giymistir. Bas sola dogru ve hafif 6ne
egiktir. Vicut agirhd, sol bacak (izerindedir. Sag bacak dizden bukulmus, yana ve
geriye atilmistir. Sol tarafta, heykele destek olan tanncanin kalkani goralmektedir.
Basta kocaman sorguglu, alinlikh bir tolga bulunmaktadir. Alinhgin altindan, saglar
alni tggen olarak gevreledikten sonra kulaklar drtmektedir. Agiz kiiclik, yanaklar
dolgundur.

Khiton bol ve zengin drapelidir. G6gus altindan bir kusakla sikildigi apoptyg-
madan anlasiimaktadir. Khitonun zenginligi, parmak uclarina inen ve mantonun
altindan gorilen etek uclarindan da anlasiimaktadir. Khiton Gzerinde bir ucu sag
omuza tutturulmus aegis goérulmektedir. Aegisin sol yani, hymationun altinda kal-
mis, goérulen kisim, balik sirti gibi yapraklarla sislenmistir. Ortasinda Medusa vardir.
Aegisin uglan ise kivrik yilanciklarla son bulmaktadir.

Hymation, khitonun Gzerine siki sikiya sarilmis ve sag bacadin plastik gérind-
muand ortaya gikarmistir. Hymation, sol omuz (zerinden atilmig, sirti sardiktan sonra
sag kalcadan gbguse dogru, diyagonal bir kivnm yaparak asadiya serbest olarak
dasmustlr. Sol kol, dirsekten bikiilmis, eli ile khitonu tutmaktadir. Sag omuz sol
tarafa gore daha yukarndadir. Heykelimizin bu durusundan elinde bir yilanli mizrak
tuttugu anlasiimaktadir. Kaide Gzerindeki iz, kalcadaki destek ve omuzun yukari kal-
kisi bizi dogrulmaktadir. Heykelcigin arka tarafi ise 6zensiz islenmistir.

Tolgada dikkatimizi ceken sag taraftaki gikinti, muhtemel tanriganin tolgasini
susleyen grifona aitti. Hernekadar tannicanin tolgasinda cift olarak gérmeye ahstigi-
miz grifonun buradaki tek tarafli gorinimun( olagan kabul etmekteyiz. Clink(, bu
boyutlardaki heykellerin birer adak heykeli oldugunu, bu nedenle, nis ya da etrafi
kapali bir mekan icinde, tek yonden gorilmek icin yapildigini biliyoruz. Bdylece tek
tarafl grifon gériiniimini, sanatkarin bir ihmali olarak gérmekteyiz.

Heykelimizin gerek giysi kivrim sistemi, gerekse durusu, bizi arkeoloji litera-
turinde c¢ok bilinen bir tipe gotirmektedir. Vatikan Mizesinde bulunan Athena
Giustiniani heykelini hatirlatmaktadir'). Boyutlan cok farkli olmasina ragmen, J.
Inan'in 1970 Kremna kazisinda ortaya g¢ikardidi biiyik Athena heykeline de ¢ok
benzemektedir?'. Ancak, Kremna ve Vatikan heykellerinden farkli olarak, sag omuz,
mizrag tutmak icin daha yukan kalkmigtir. Dikkatimizi geken bir diger nokta, heykele
destek olan diklemesine konmus kalkandir. Her iki replikte de bu gérilmektedir.
Ancak Kremna kazisinda bulunan kliclk Athena heykelinde diklemesine konmus
kalkani gorebilmekteyiz‘3).

(1) W. H. Schuchhardt, Epochen der Griechischen Plastik (1959), res. 69.
(2) J.Inan, TAD XIX/2. Lev. XIX, Res. 1. TTK Ankara 1972.
(3} J.Inan, a.e. Lev. XIX, res. 2



Parmak uclarina kadar inen khitonun sert ve birbirine paralel drapeleri, manto-
nun daha serbest islenisi ve diger repliklere dayanarak, heykelin orijinalinin M.0. 5.
yy.da yapiimis oldugunu dusiindirmektedir. Kutludigin heykelciginde kullanilan
hafif burgu, perdahlanmis gibi cilal ylizey, heykelimizi, M.S. 2. yy. icinde gérme-
mize neden olmaktadir.

TYKHE HEYKELCIGI (Res. 2)

Anadolu Medeniyetleri Mlizesi En. No: 12856

1951 yillarinda Kutludigin'den getirilmis.

Ince grenli beyaz mermer.

Yuk:4556cm. Gen: 20 cm. Der: 11.7 cm. Kaide Yik: 4,5cm. Gen: 18 cm.
Der:11cm.

Bas ceneden, sa§ kol bilegin hemen tzerinden kirik ve noksandir. Ayak bilek-
leri Gzerinden kinlmis, sonradan yapistinlmistir.

Dikdortgen, icblkey ve yivli bir kaide (izerindedir. Kaide ve heykelcik tim ola-
rak ayni mermerden islenmistir.

Tykhe, khiton ve hymation giymis, cepheden gdsterilmis ve vicut agirligi sol
bacak Uzerindedir. Say bacak dizden bik{imas, hafif geriye ve yana atilmistir. Sol
kol Gzerinde bereket boynuzu tasimaktadir.

Bas, cene (izerinden uzunlamasina kirik ve noksandir. Saclar iki yanda omuzlar
tizerine bukleler halinde inmektedir. Vicudun plastik gorinimiini belirten ince bir
khiton giymistir. Khiton dirse§e dek uzanan yanm kolludur. Gégus altindan bir
kusakla sikilmistir. Ayak parmaklanini agikta birakan khitonun zenginligi, iki bacak
arasinda, hymationun altindan gérilen drapelerden anlasiimaktadir. Hymation sol
taraftan atilmis, viicudu sik) bir sekilde sarmakta ve sag gégsi acikta birakmaktadir.
Hymationun kenar kiviim rulosu gégsi divagonal olarak kesmektedir. Diger ucu ise,
dirsek ile vicuda sikistinimis ve kalga kavisi fazlaca abartlmistir. Tanrniga, elinde
iginde meyvalar olan bir bereket boynuzu tagimaktadir.

Heykelimizin durus motifi, giysi kivrim sistemi bize Side Mizesinde bulunan
Tykhe heykelini hatirlatmaktadir4. Prof. J. Inan, Side Tykhe'sini, Vatikan Urania
heykelinin bir varyasyonu olarak gérmektedir ®'. Side heykeline cok benzeyen Kutlu-
digan heykelciginde, kire Gzerindeki dimen kirik ve noksan oldugundan gorule-
mez. Ancak, kaide Gzerindeki yuvarlak bir iz, sag kolun bilegin Gzerinden bir destekle
kalcaya badlanmasi, heykelci§in sa§ tarafinda, diimen ve klre olacagina kugsku
birakmamaktadir.

{4) J. Inan, Side'nin Roma devri Heykeltraghgi, T.T.K., Ankara 1975, Lev. XLIX
5) J.Inan, ae.,s.97
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Giysi kivrim sistemi, khitonun dirse§e dek olan, hymétion tanzimi, saclarn
omuzlara kadar inmesi, orijinalinin Hellenistik ¢ag icinde olabilecegini diisindlirmek-
tedir. Kutludugun heykelinde gorilen ylzeyin ornamental isciligi, burgu izleri ve
kopistin fazlaca abarttigi S vicut kivnimi, heykelimizi Roma ¢adi icinde gérmemize
neden olmaktadir.

HYGEIA HEYKELCIGI (Res. 3)

Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesi Env. No: 12852

1951 yillannda Kutludiagiin’den getirilmistir.

Ince grenli beyaz mermer.

Yik: 28cm. Gen: 14 cm. Der: 7cm. Kaide Yik: 3,5 cm. Gen: 13cm. Der: 8cm.

Bas boyundan kirik sonradan yapistinimistir. Burun ve agizda hafif zedelenme-
ler vardir.

Dikdértgen, icbikey ve yivli bir kaide Gzerindedir. Kaide ve heykelcik tim ola-
rak ayni mermerden yapiimistir.

Tannca Hygeia, khiton ve hymation giymis, bas sola dénik, vicut agirig sad
bacak lizerindedir. Sol bacak dizden bikUlerek yana ve geriye gekilmistir.

Basi bir bant sislemektedir. Saclar, ahn (izerinde ortadan iki tarafa aynimis,
alni Gggen cevreledikten sonra kulaklar 6rtmis ve arkada bir topuz meydana getir-
mistir. Bu topuz aynit zamanda, heykelcige ense destedi gorevini Ustlenmistir. Kaslar
sakaklara dogru inik, yanak dolgun, agdiz kiguktar.

Khiton, gégus altindan ve belden bir kusakla sikilmig, kalca Gzerinde apop-
tygma meydene gelmistir. Apoptygma, hymationun agik biraktigi sag taraftan goril-
mektedir. Parmak uglarina kadar inen khiton, sol bacagin hareketiyle, iki bacak ara-
sinda dékiimld, birbirine paralel drapeler olusturmustur. Geriye gekilen sol bacagin
plastik goriinima khiton altindan belli olmaktadir. Sol omuz (izerinden atilan hyma-
tion, sol kol ve sirti sardiktan sonra, goégus (izerinde diyagonal kalin bir rulo yaparak
sol taraftan asadiya dodru sarkmaktadir. Sol kol yana agilmis, hymationun altinda
kalan kolun seklinden, elinde yilani beslemek igin bir tabak tuttugu distnilebilir.
Sag kol dirsekten bikiIimis, tannga elinde bast goégise dogru ylikselen bir yilan tut-
maktadir. Kolun bu hareketi khitonun daha cok gériinmesine neden olmustur. Kaide
uzerinde, heykele destek olan Eros figliri gorulir. Eros, bir kiitGk Gzerine oturmus,
sol bacagini karnina dogru cekmistir. Uyumak Gzeredir. Arkada kanatlar gériimek-
tedir.



Heykelimizin giysi kiviim sistemi ve durusu bize, Louvre Miizesinde bulunan
Hygeia heykelini hatirlatmaktadir’®). Ancak bas daha dik ve ileri bakishdir. Destek ise
goriimemektedir.

Eros destekli heykeller bize daha ¢ok Aphrodite heykellerini animsatir. Side
Mizesinde bulunan bir Aphrodite heykelcigindeki Eros’lu destek, Kutludigun hey-
kelciginde kullanilan destekle hemen hemen aynidir”). Ancak, Hygeia heykeli ile
gelen Eros destegini Bergama’dan cikmis, bugiin Rhodos Miizesinde bulunan
Hygeia heykelinde gdrmekteyiz®.

Saclarin alni tiggen cergevelemesi, sakaklara kadar inen kaslar, dolgun yanak,
kicUk agiz, boyutlar ¢ok farklh olmasina ragmen Side Mizesindeki Hygeia heykelini
akla getirir®. Giysi kivim sistemi farklidir, ama bastaki benzerlik gozden kagma-
maktadir. Kutludigin heykelciginde gorilen cilal gibi yizey isciligi ve kullanilan
matkap heykelimizi M.S. 2. yy. sonlarinda gérmemizi saglamaktadir.

ASKLEPIOS HEYKELCIGI (Res. 4)

Anadolu Medeniyetleri Mlzesi Env. No: 12855

1951 yillarinda Kutludiigiin'den getirilmistir.

ince grenli beyaz mermer.

Yik: 38,6 cm. Gen: 13,6 cm. Der: 7,56 cm. Kaide Yik: 4 cm. Gen: 19,9 cm.
Der:12,2cm.

Sag kol dirsek Gzerinden kirik ve noksandir.

Heykelcik dikdoértgen, icblkey profilli bir kaide Gzerindedir. Kaidenin yanlan
hafif yuvarlatiimistir. Heykel ve kaide tim olarak islenmistir.

Asklepios, ayakta ve gogsi oldukca acikta birakan bir mantoya barianmustar.
Viicut agirh@ sol bacak Gzerindedir. Sag bacak, dizden bukulmus geriye ve yana
atilmistir. Bas hafif saga donik, vicut cephedendir. Saglar alin (zerinde iki yana
aynilmis bukleler halinde omuza inmektedir. Saclar bir bantla stslenmistir. Sakal gur
ve kabariktir. Sol taraftan atilan manto, sirtin bir kismini ve belden asadiyr tamamen
sarmakta, ayak bileklerine kadar inmektedir. Sag koltuk altina sikistinlmis manto,
karn Gzerinde kalin bir kenar kivnim rulosu meydana getirir. Sol kol dirsekten blku-
lip arkada kalga Gzerine konmustur. Hymation, buradan asagiya dogru, destek tze-
rine serbest olarak dékilmustir. Karin Gzerinde mantonun kivrim rulosu altindan
cikan bir ug, 6nde Gg¢gen bir dnlik goriinim igindedir. Sag tarafta kalga ve baldir
Uzerinde gorGlen destek parcalan ve kaidede bulunan iz, mantonun koltuk altina

(6) S. Reinach, Répertoire des Statuarie Grecque et Romaine, Paris 1879-1930, I-V1
(7) J. Inan, Side’nin Roma devri Heykeltrashigyi, T.T.K., Ankara, Lev. LXXII

(8) O. Bayatl, Bergama Tarihinde Asklepion, |stanbul 1954
9} J.lnan, a.e., Lev. XLVI



sikistinimasi, Asklepios’un sag elinde asasi olduguna isaret etmektedir. Sol tarafta
ise heykele destek gorevini Ustlenen albricus goriimektedir. Bergama’'dan cikan,
buglin Roma muzesinde bulunan Askiepios heykeli durus olarak heykelimize gok
benzemektedir. Tannmin atribileri olan yilanh asa ve albricus bu heykelde de gori-
layor‘10),

Mantonun tanzimi bize, Kremna‘da bulunan bir Asklepios heykelini de hatirlat-
maktadir'"". Prof. J. Inan tarafindan bu heykel Neugebauer Asklepios’u tipine kon-
maktadir 12}, Mantonun viicuda sarilisi, koltuk altindan sin seklinde karn (izerine
gelen kivnim, buna karsit olarak gelen diger kiviim, dizin bikulmesi ile sol kalcaya
dogru ¢ikan derin kivimlar, Kutludiigin heykelciginin, Kremna Asklepios’una neka-
dar benzedigini géstermektedir.

Side Muzesinde bulunan bir Asklepios fragmamn da yiizey isgiligi bakimindan
KutludGgan heykelcigine benzemektedir. Farkli olarak albricus gérilmemektedir13.

Prof. J. Inan, heykelin orijinalini Hellenistik devirde aramak gerektigini belirtir.

Buna bagl olarak Hellenistik devirde, Bergama sikkeleri lizerinde bu tipin yaygin
olarak kullanildigini aciklar. Bunun nedenini de Phyromachos'un Bergama Askle-

pilion’u icin yaptigi kiilt heykeline baglar!'¥. Boyutlan ¢cok farkl olmasina karsin,
mantonun tanzimi ve durus olarak, yukarida belirttifimiz diger iki heykelle ayni oriji-
nale dayanmaktadir. Heykelimizde sa¢ ve sakalda gorilen burgu izleri, Roma ¢agin-
da yapilmus bir Hellenistik ¢cag kopyasi olduguna kusku birakmamaktadir.

ASKLEPIOS HEYKELCIGI (Res. 5)

Anadolu Medeniyetleri M(izesi Env. No: 12854

1951 yillannda Kutludigin'den getirilmis.

Ince grenli beyaz mermer.

Yik: 28,5 cm. Gen: 11,2cm. Der: 8 cm. Kaide Yik: 4 cm. Gen: 17 cm. Der: 8 cm.

Sag kol dirsek (izerinden kirk, heykele destek olan figir de kirik ve noksandir.

Heykelcik dikdértgen ve i¢cblkey bir plint Gzerinde, ayni mermerden tim ola-
rak islenmistir.

Asklepios, gogsi acikta birakan bir mantoya birinmus, vicut agirhgi sol
bacak tzerindedir. Sag bacak dizden biikulerek yana ve hafif arkaya gekilmistir. Bas,
dortte ¢ profilden, viicut cepheden gosterilmis ve bir bantla sislenmistir. Saclar
aln Gzerinde iki yana ayrilmig, omuzlara bukleler halinde dismektedir. Gozler kapak-

(10} O. Bayatl, a.e.

(11) J.Inan T.A.D., T.T.K., Ankara 1970, XIX-II, Lev. XX, res. 1

{12} J. Inan, Side’nin Roma devri Heykeltrashg, T.7.K., Ankara 1975, s.54
(13} J.Inan, a.e., Lev. LXXH

(14) J.lInan, a.e.,s. 55



h, g6z bebekleri belirgin ve uzaklara bakighdir. Manto, sol taraftan atilmis, sag koltuk
altina sikistinldiktan sonra, sol dirsek (izerinden serbest olarak asagiya dismektedir.
Heykelcigin arkasi 6zensiz islenmistir. Sol kol dirsekten bik{im(s, el arkada, kalca
Gzerine dayanmistir. Mantonun altindan bacak konturlan ve kalca kavisi gérilmekte-
dir. Tannnin elinde asasi oldugu, mantonun koltuk altina sikistirimasindan ve kaide
dzerindeki izlerden belli olmaktadir. Sol tarafta ise heykele destek olan agac kiti-
gune bitisik, kiguk bir kaide Gzerinde iki ayak gorilmektedir. Asklepios heykelcigi ile
gelen bu figlr, aklimiza Telesphoros'u getirmektedir. Telesphoros, Hellenistik
¢agda, Bergama Asklepilio’'unda, Hygeia ve Asklepios ile bir araya gelmistir. Nitekim
Bergama’dan ¢ikan, Asklepios ve Telesphoros ikili heykeli, bugiin Roma muzesinde
bulunmaktadir. Bu heykelin yardimi ile de bu kigik aya§ Telesphoros olarak tanim-
liyabiliyoruz!19,

Heykelcigimiz, bir énceki tanitmaya calistigimiz Asklepios tipine girmektedir.
Yizey isciligindeki ornamental gériinim ve burgunun kullanilmasi, heykelimizi M. S.
2. yy. sonlarina koymamiza neden olmaktadir.

Yukarida tanitmaya calistigimiz heykellerin gelis yeri olan Kutludigin, bugin
kigiik bir kdydlr. Biyiik bir olasilikla burada antik ¢agda yerlesim sz konusudur.
Heykelcikler gerek boyutlan ve gerekse islenisleri agisindan, birer adak heykelleridir.
Bu nedenle bu heykelcikler, bir nis i¢in; ya da (i¢ tarafi kapall bir mekan igin distndil-
mustur. llgimizi geken taraf bu besli heykel gurubu iginde, (ic adet heykelcigin saglk
tannsi olmasidir. Bir diger ilging olan taraf ise, Bergama Asklepilion’undan cikan,
Asklepios-Telesphoros ve Hygeia-Eros ikili heykellerinin kiiglik birer varyasyonu ile
kargilasmamizdir. Bu klglUk &érneklerin Kutludigin’de karsimiza gikmasi, burada
ufak capta bir saglk ocadini diisindirmektedir. Ancak bu bir raslanti da olabilir.
Bugin kesin bir sey sGylemek oldukca glctir. lleride yapilacak ilmi bir arastirma
konuya aciklik getirecektir.

(15} O. Bayatl, a.e.



Levha | A

Res. 1: Athena.

Res. 2: Tykhe.



A Levha |

Res. 3: Hygeia.

Res. 4: Asklepios.



Levha Il .

Res. 5: Asklepios.



PERGAMON. VORBERICHT UBER DIE KAMPAGNE 1979
Wolfgang RADT

Vorbereitende Arbeiten am Trajaneum begannen schon am 24. April. Die
eigentliche Restaurierungskampagne lief vom 2. Mai bis zum 22. September.
Abschliessende Arbeiten am Trajaneum waren noch bis in die ersten Oktobertage
nétig. Die Stadtgrabung setzte am 18. Juli ein und endete am 29. September.
Dokumentationsarbeiten dauerten noch bis Mitte November !,

(*) Abbildungsnachweis: Zeichnungen Abb. 1 H. Hoffmann. - Abb. 2 K. Rheidt. - Abb. 3 G. Horn-K.
Rheidt. - Abb. 4 K. Rheidt. Alle Fotos (Abb. 5 - } E. Steiner, Fotoarchiv Pergamon im DA Istanbul.

a

Neben den jahrlichen Vorberichten in AA, AJA, AnatStud und Tirk AD erschien ein zusammen-
fassender Forschungsbericht von S. Mitchell und A. W. McNicholi {iber Pergamon 1972 - 1978 in
JHS/Arch. Reports for 1978 - 79 (Nr. 25), 66 ff.

Wie immer dankt die Pergamongrabung allen Freunden und allen fiir uns tatig gewordenen Amtern
in Bergama, Izmir und Ankara. Als Vetreter der Generaldirektion der Antiken und Museen nahmen
teil die Museumsassistenten Ali Kilickaya, Nurten Seving (zeitweise) und Necip Altinisik (zeitweise).
Sie unterstitzten unsere Arbeit jederzeit auf das freundschaftlichste.

Der Grabungsstab bestand aus: W. Radt (Gesamtleitung), E. Steiner (Fotoarbeiten, Haushalt, Ver-
waltung}, K. Rheidt, H. Hoffmann und K. Butziger (Bauaufnahme, Architektenarbeiten, J. Rambach.
M. Stadler und J. Cremer (archiologische Grabungsaufsicht und Schnittbearbeitung), B.v. Blilow
und A. Heer {Zeichnerinnen), U. Mandel, D. Elirott, C. Kolay {(Fundbearbeitung), F. Hoffmann und
P. Elzinga (Restaurierungsarbeiten), J. M. Spieser, unterstitzt von H. Rehmet uns C. Lochet
(Bearbeitung des byzantinischen Materials), H. Voegtli (Bearbeitung der Minzen), W. Schroder
(Bauplanung und Bauaufsicht). B. Hoffmann haif im Biro und in der Fundbearbeitung.
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Stadtgrabung

Die Ausgrabung setzte die Freilegung der 1978 ergrabenen Flachen in den
Planstreifen [| CDE nach Norden fort und umfasste auch einzelne Areale in || B und
Il F, wo z.T. schon in friheren Jahren gearbeitet worden war(?). Ferner konnten
durch die Wegnahme von alten Erdstegen und Nachuntersuchungen in den Arealen
IK/11A 7-8 sowie | HJ 2-3 Licken in den Planen geschlossen und Korrekturen vorge-
nommen werden'3. Die Zisterne in Il E 9 wurde ganz ausgegraben. Mit Grabungs-
schutt wieder zugefullt wurden die Zisternen in Il B 9, Il E 9 und Il F 8 (Stdwest-
Quadrant), diez.T. schon in friheren Jahren ausgegraben worden waren.

Mittelalterliche Bebauung ‘¥

In dem Baukomplex nérdlich der grossen Strassenbiegung'® konnten durch
Tiefergraben im Nordwesten der ‘Muhle’ (in I C 8, AA 1979, 313, Abb. 3) Fragen

An Arbeiten ausserhalb der Stadtgrabung nahmen teil: a) Stadtmauer-Aufnahme: M. Klinkott,
A. Broghammer, D. Arnold. b) Aufarbeitung von Depotbestadnden und Publikationsvorbereitung:
G. de Luca, G. Hubner, M. N. Filgis, C. Meyer - Schlichtmann, St. Dahlinger. c} Wasserbau-
Forschungen: K. Hecht, B. Westren-Doll, H. Steinweg. H. Fahlbusch, U. Baykal (alle Technische
Universitat Braunschweig). d) Trajaneum: unter der Projektleitung von K. Nohten (Architekt) und
Ph. Brize (Archdologe) arbeiteten |. Aktud, H. Landgraf, A.v. Lipke, A. Schinz, H. Schnéakel,
G. Walch-Stehning (Bauaufnahme), J. Roewer (Fotografie), K. Fischer, F. Hotz, W. Jacob, H. -
U. Meiners {Restauratoren), P. Sonnenhol, Chr. Wamlek (technische Helfer). Von den Genannten
sind Mitarbeiter des Instituts fiir Baugeschichte der Technischen Universitat Karlsruhe : D. Arnold,
A. Broghammer, K. Butzinger, M. N. Filgis, H. Hoffmann, M. Klinkott, K. Nohlen, K. Rheidt,
G. Walch-Stehning.

Von der Université des Sciences Humaines de Strasbourg / Faculté des Sciences Historigues,
kamen: J. M. Spieser, H. Rehmet und C. Lochet.

Gearbeitet wurde in den Arealen Il B 5-6. 1l C 6-7. Il D 6-8. Il E 6-8. Fiir genaue Abgrenzungen vgl.
die Ubersichtsplane in diesem und im voraufgegangenen Vorbericht (AA 1979, 308. 310, Abb. 1.2).

(2

3

Eine grundliche Durcharbeitung der Steinpldne und Tageblcher ergab besonders fiir den byzan-
tinischen Zeitraum zahlreiche kleine Korrekturen und Erganzungen an den vorlaufigen Ubersichts-
plénen. Der Vergleich mit den Planen von 1978 verdeutlicht das {s. Anm. 2).

Wegen der immer komplizierteren Befunde byzantinischer Zeit wurde der Ubersichtsplan in zwei
Plane (Abb. 1 und 2} auseinandergezogen. Abb. 2 enthalt nur das ‘Kirchgehéft’, dessen frithere
Bauphasen sich in Abb. 1 finden, sowie sémtliche byzantinischen Bestattungen. Bei der Plansignatur
fir Pflaster wurde nicht zwischen Stein- und Ziegelpflaster unterschieden. Eine weitergehende
Phasentrennung wurde in den Planen der byzantinischen Bebauung nicht vorgenommen. Hier gilt
weiterhin das in AA 1979, 309, Anm. 4 Gesagte. In den Plan der antiken Bebauung (Abb. 3) wurden
konsequent alle erhaltenen spatantiken Mauerreste mit aufgenommen. Spéatantike Pithoi (eigene
Signatur} gehéren mit diesen Mauern in dieselbe Phase. Ferner wurden in diesem Plan die spatan-
tiken Graber verzeichnet (in IK 6 und Il C 7). Nivellement-Zahlen bezeichnen in allen Plinen Fussbo-
denniveaus. Exakt an einem Punkt gemessene Werte sind durch entsprechende Zeichen markiert,
Zahlen ohne Angabe des Messpunktes geben einen Ndherungs- oder Durchschnittswert.

4

Vgl. auch W. Radt, Die byzantinische Wohnstadt von Pergamon. In: Wohnungsbau im Altertum,
Diskussionen zur archaologischen Bauforschung, 3 (Kolloquium des DAI, 1978), Berlin, Wasmuth
1979.

(6) Vgl. AA 1979, 309 f.
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der Bauabfolge geklart werden. Es zeigte sich, dass die ‘Miihle’ die Tiir und gesamte
Sudostmauer eines friiheren Gebaudes in Il B 7-8 blockierte. Das friihere Gebaude
enthielt eine grosse Feuerstelle, wohl zu Werkstattzwecken, und war, wie die
spatere ‘Muhle’, auf den grossen Hof im Siidosten hin orientiert. Als die ‘Muhle’
erbaut war blieb das Gebiude mit der grossen Feuerstelle (Niv. 234.81) in Benut-
zung und muss nun eine Tir nach Nordwesten gehabt haben. Ostlich der ‘Muhle’
erbrachte die Grabung in Il D 8 die erwarteten rickwartigen Raum-Mauern und
damit den Abschloss der dortigen Gebdude. Der Baukomplex um den grossen,
dreieckigen Hof (in (I CD 8-9, Niv. 234.25) war also, wie zu erwarten, ganz auf
diesen ausgerichtet und nur von der Hauptstrasse her zuganglich.

Nérdlich und nordostlich anschliessend liessen sich zwei grossere Haus-
zusammenhange feststellen, die aber, teils durch ungiinstige Gelandebedingungen,
teils durch mehrere Umbauten, keine klar ablesbaren Grundrisse ergaben. Der eine
Komplex liegt in Il CD 6-7 und wird in starkem Masse von antiken Mauerzigen
bestimmt, die als Grundmauern wiederverwendet wurden. Die starksten dieser
Mauern gehoren zu einem romischen Wasserdepot (vgl. Abb. 3}). Das Depot wurde
offenbar in verfilltem Zustand in byzantinischer Zeit als Bau- und Hofterrasse
verwendet. Im 6stlichen Bereich. Uber dem ehemaligen Wasserdepot, befanden
sich Vorratsraume, gekennzeichnet durch mehrere gut erhaltene Pithoi. Zwei spéte,
lange Mauerzlige verlaufen parallel zueinander diagonal durch die Plangquadrate |
CD 6-7. Sie Oberschneiden die kleinteiligere friihere byzantinische Bebauung, wohi
um das gesamte Geldnde in dem Bereich zu terrassieren (Gefalle nach Sadost).
Sadostlich an die dicke Mauer des ehemaligen Wasserdepots, die bei Terrassierung
des Gelandes durch die eben erwahnten Parallelmauern wohl schon génzlich mit
Erde bedeckt war, schliesst der zweite Komplex {mit Kernbereich in Il E 7) an. In ||
EF 6-7 scheinen mehrere Raume um einen gepflasterten Hof (?) mit Niv. 233.40
angeordnet gewesen zu sein. Weitere Rdume, vielleicht eines eigenstandigen
kleinen Hauses, lagen sidwestlich davon, in 1| DE 7.

Zwei byzantinische ‘Verscharrungen’ fanden sich in DE 7 und EF 8 (vgl. Plan,
Abb. 2). Bei den beiden stark verkrimmten Skeletten fanden sich keine Anzeichen
fir irgendwie hergerichtete Graber!®). Die Skelette lagen unmittelbar zwischen
Hausmauern, in dicht bebautem Gebiet.

Klare innere Zusammenhange zeigt das 'Kirchgehoft’, der spéteste bisher
erfassbare byzantinische Baukomplex (Abb. 2) (7} Die norddstliche Begrenzung

dieses Gehofts ist noch nicht freigelegt, weshalb der Plan nach dieser Seite offen

(6) Zu verscharrten, nicht regelrecht bestatteten Toten (Skelett’ im Plan, Abb. 2) vgl. AA 1979, 315 .

(7} Vgl. AA 1979, 312 - 315, ‘Baukomplex mit Kapelle’. Andere Geb&ude im Grabungsgebiet gehoren
sicher in dieselbe spateste Phase, doch ist fiir eine exakte Zuordnung noch die Auswertung der
Kleinfunde und der Keramik abzuwarten.
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erscheint. Auch Gber den Zweck der Baulichkeiten kann noch nicht mehr ausgesagt
werden, als im voraufgegangenen Vorbericht. Sehr klar zeigt unser neuer Plan
{Abb. 3) die regelmassige Anordnung der zu langen Gebauden suzammengefassten
Raume um den weiten Hof, mit der Kapelie an der Stdostecke. Eine Zugangstreppe
zu der schmalen Vorterrasse des ‘Langen Geb&dudes’ im Nordwesten konnte bei
Nachuntersuchungen mit Sicherheit identifiziert werden. Der Vergleich von Abb. 1
und 2 zeigt auch, welchen Veranderungen dieses Gebaude in der letzten Bauphase
unterlag (innere Trennmauern, Tlrzusetzungen).

Bei den Grabungen in den byzantinischen Schichten wurden, neben Mengen
von Keramik, besonders viele Gebrauchsgegenstadnde aus Metall gefunden. Zahl-
reich waren- Tlrangeln, Turbeschldage, Tirschlosser, Schlissel, Messer, Nagel. Es
fanden sich aber auch eine Schere, Glrtelschnallen, Angelhaken, ein Feuerstahl
und eine schéne bronzene Ollampe (Abb. 5).

Antike Bebauung
1. Peristylhaus

Im Vorbericht (iber die Kampagne 19788 musste fiir Teile des Bereichs
Il BCD 7-8 von “verschwundenen Bauten’’ gesprochen werden, was sich im Uber-
sichtsplan (dort Abb. 2) in der Beschriftung ‘“antike Bebauung byzantinisch zer-
stért’’ niederschlug. Diesem Mangel konnte durch die Befunde der Kampagne 1979
weitgehend abgeholfen werden: westlich, ndrdlich und 6stlich des vorjahrigen
Grabungsgebietes wurden immerhin noch soviele Reste des schon 1978 vermuteten
Peristylhauses freigelegt, dass sich dieses im grossen Ganzen rekonstruieren lasst.
Die Grabung 1978 hatte gerade im Bereich des Hofes stattgefunden, wo nur noch
kahle Felsflache erhalten geblieben war. Erhértet hat sich die Annahme eines schon
in hellenistischer Zeit erbauten Peristylhauses durch die Auffindung zahlreicher
weiterer Bauteile (Saulentrommeln, Triglyphen-Metopenblock), die teils in die
Uberlagernden byzantinischen Mauern verbaut waren, teils auch fir Umbauten des
Hauses in rémischer Zeit verwendet worden waren.

Aus dem Ubersichtsplan (Abb. 3) geht der erhaltene Baubestand hervor.
Abb. 4 zeigt eine Rekonstruktion des Grundrisses von K. Rheidt. Auffallig zahlreich
sind die Reste von Mosaikbdden. Schon dies ein Hinweis auf die Wohlhabenheit
des Hauses. In einem kleinen Raum westlich des Hofes (in Il BC 7) befand sich ein
einfach weisses Mosaik mit schwarzer Borte in geringem Abstand vom Rand. Die
westliche Halle des Peristyls hatte ein Mosaik aus grossen Kalkstein- Tessellae, in
roten Ziegelsplittmortel verlegt, wahrend ein reicher ausgestatteter, wohl quad-
ratischer Raum an der Nordostseite des Peristyls einen rund 1 m breiten Mosaik-
streifen an den Réndern aufwies, die grosse Flache des Fussbodens aber mit

(8) AA 1979, 316 f. und Abb. 2.
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diagonal verlegten Marmorplatten bedeckt war. Das Mosaik zeigt ein schlichtes
Muster aus sich verschneidenden Kreisen, wie sie im 2. Jh. n. Chr. Ubtich waren
(Abb. 7) ®. Am Stdwestende des erhaltenen Mosaiks liegt eine Schicht weitaus
feinerer Tessellae, die sonst von diesem bedeckt ist, ein Stlick weit zutage. Hieraus
ist ersichtlich, dass es ein hellenistisches Vorgdngermosaik feinerer Technik gege-
ben hat.

Die zu erschliessende Form des Raumes (Nr. 4 in der Rekonstruktion des
Grundrisses, Abb. 4) legt die Deutung auf einen Oikos oder ein Sommertriclinium
nahe 10" Charakteristisch ist die ungewdhnlich breite Tiir auf der Nordseite, deren
Schwelle noch volisténdig erhaltem ist, ferner der Mosaikstreifen, auf dem Klieren
aufgestellt gewesen sein konnten. Raum 3 wurde, wohl in der spéteren Kaiserzeit,
unterteilt und mit eingebauten Verstarkungswanden versehen. Hierbei wurden auch
Saulentrommeln, die wohl vom Peristyl stammen, verwendet. Maglicherweise ging
eine Erdbebenkatastrophe voraus. Der Korridor (Nr. 5 in Abb. 4) wurde schon im
letzten Vorbericht als mdglicher Teil des Zuganges und evtl. Kryptoporticus ange-
sprochen. Diese Deutung erhéartet sich in der Rekonstruktion. Der Aufgang zu dem
Haus erfolgte von der Hauptstrasse her (iber eine bis auf Reste der Begrenzungs-
mauern zerstdrte Treppenanlage (langer Pfeil in Abb. 4, links unten). Uber einen
dreieckigen kleinen Hof betrat man den Korridor, wendete sich nach links und
erreichte Uber eine, der Erosion zum Opfer gefallene, Treppe den Hof des Peristyl-
hauses. Ein weiterer Eingang konnte von der Gasse im Westen her bestanden
haben. Zur Erhartung der Grundrissrekonstruktion seien hier einige Erlduterungen
angefiigt, die von K. Rheidt erarbeitet wurden: “Raum 3, der grdsste Raum des
Gebaudes. Nordwestliche Turleibung erhalten. Nimmt man an, dass die Tur in der
Mitte des Raumes sass, ergibt sich eine Tirbreite von ca. 1,80 m. Raum 4: die Tir
ist erhalten. Eine Verdoppelung der Strecke von der Nordwestwand bis zur Tirmitte
und der im Osten vorhandene Fundamentgraben ergeben die Gesamtbreite des
Raumes. Nimmt an als Raumtiefe den gleichen Betrag wie bei dem benachbarten
Raum 3, so lasst sich der Raum 4 derart erganzen, dass das von Mosaik umrahmte
Feld mit Marmorplatten genau quadratisch wird (6.50 x 6.50 m.) Die weite Offnung
dieses Reprasentationsraumes zum Peristylhof wird angenommen. Der Raum-
komplex stdostlich von Raum 4 ist in seinen Umrissen durch die vorhandenen
Terrassenstitzmauern erfassbar, die angegebenen Unterteilungen sind willkdrlich.
Die unregelmassige Form des Areals deutet auf eine untergeordnete Funktion hin.
Hier mag sich der Wirtschaftstrakt befunden haben. Die Halle im Sddosten (5) ist
durch die noch vorhandenen Substruktionen in ihrer Tiefe bestimmbar. Es ergibt

(9} Hierzu vgl. Mosaik in der Badeanlage, AA 1975, 365, Abb. 11. 366, Anm. 9. AA 1976, 312, Abb. 6.
Far die Kombination von Randstreifen aus Mosaik und Mittelflache aus diagonal verlegten Marmor-
platten vgl. den ‘Marmorsaal’, AA 1975, 361, Abb. 6., 363 (dort noch ‘Pilastersaal’).

(10) Vgi. z.B. Casa de! Fauno, Pompeji: Th. Kraus-L.v.Matt, Lebendiges Pompeji (1977) 67, Abb. 79,
Raum Nr. 15.
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sich ein lichtes Mass von 1.80 m. Der Aufgang von der Strasse fiihrte zum Zugang
quer durch die Hallensubstruktionen. Wenn man fur die sicher anzunehmende
Treppe ein normales Steigungsmass von ca 356° annimt, errechnet sich daraus eine
Treppenlange von 5.20 m. Der Eingang in den Hof miindete damit genau in dessen
Mitte”.

Fir das Peristyl " liessen sich Intercolumnien und Achsabstand der Saulen
aus den Massen des vorhandenen Triglyphen-Metopenblocks und aus dem Sauien-
durchmesser errechnen. Auf dem Rechenergebnis fusst die Verteilung und Anzahl

der Saulen in der Rekonstruktion. Es ergabsich zwanglos, wohl kaum durch Zufall,
dass die zwei Saulen des Mosaikraums; zwei Saulen des Peristyls genau gegenii-

berstehen. Die Hallentiefe fiir die stidostlishe Halle lag durch die gegebene Breite
des Substruktionskorridors fest, die Teife der nordéstlichen Halle wurde gleich einer
Saulen- Achsweite angenommen, ebenso de die stdwestlichen Halle. Fir die
Aufteilung der nicht erhaltenen Raume im Siden und Westen, ebenso wie im
Nordosten, des Peristyls gibt es keine zwingenden Anhaltspunkte. Vor der Errich-
tung des sehr regelmaéssigen Peristylhauses befand sich auf und vor der Felster-
rasse, die spater von dem Peristylhof eingenommen wurde, eine etwas anders aus-
gerichtete, frihhellenistische Bebauung. Gering Mauerreste davon sind in Il C 9
erhalten. Schon im letzten Vorbericht wurde erwéhnt, dass an einer dieser Mauern
Wandputz und Ritzlinien in Nachahmung von Quaderung erhalten war‘'2). Dieser
Wandputz wurde zu Analysezwecken abgenommen und die im Unterputz erhal-
tenen Scherben gesammelt. Es handelte sich um Teile eines weitgehend rekon-
struierbaren, unbemalten Gefasses des Lagynosgattung, seiner Form nach wohl
noch aus dem 3. Jh. v.Chr. stammend.

Wegen der breiten Turéffnung des Triclinium- Raumes (4) des Peristylhauses
nach Nordosten muss mann annehmen. Dass das Haus sich urspriinglich in dieser
Richtung fortsetzte, vielieicht in einen zweiten Hof oder einen Garten.

Im 2. - 3. Jh. n.Chr. wurde in diesem Bereichjenseits des eigentlichen Hauses
eine ganzlich andere Bebauung errichtet:

2. Wasserdepot und Bad

Unmittelbar vor der Tir des Tricliniums, die vielieicht schon zugesetzt war, lag
ein kleines Bad mit Hypokausten (in Il E 7) und nordwestlich davon ein tief in den
Felsen eingelassenes und mit starken Aussenmauern versehenenes Wasserdepot
(Il D 6). Das nordostliche Ende dieses sehr grossen Beckens ist noch nicht auf-
gedeckt. Die Flache allein dieses Reservoirs ist so gross wie die Flache des Hofes

{11) Diese Berechnungen und Uberlegungen wurden ebenfalls von K. Rheidt durchgefihrt und hier
nur zusammengefasst. Sie sollen detailliert in der Hauptpublikation vorgelegt werden.

(12) AA 1979, 317.
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der Badeanlage im Areal | FG 4-5, die wir vor einigen Jahren ausgruben. Die Raume
des neuausgegrabenen Bades in It E 7 wirken dagegen so klein, dass man sich nicht
vorstellen kann, das Wasserreservoir sei nur zur Versorgung dieses kleinen Bades
bestimmt gewesen. Vielleicht handelt es sich um ein Verteilerbecken fiir den ganzen
Stadtteil.

Die erhaltene Tiefe des Wasserbeckens betragt noch rund vier Meter, wie eine
Sondage in der sldlichen Ecke ergab. Da die starken Mauern aus opus caemen-
ticium urspringlich hoher gezogen waren, wird man wohl mit einer originalen Tiefe
von 6-7 m rechnen diirfen. Dass vor Errichtung des Wasserdepots und des Bades
in diesem Bereich eine andersartige, hellenistische Bebauung bestand, zeigen

Mauerzige (im Plan schraffiert) die z.T. bei Errichtung der spateren Bauten mit
verwendet wurden. So u.a. eine starke Bruchsteinmauer als Stltzmauer fur die

Sudostseite des Wasserdepots. Eine Terrassenmauer mit anschliessendem Troc-
kenhalte-Zwischenraum (’peristasis’) zum Bad hin war in rémischen Zeit schon
abgetragen und verfiillt, sodass ein etwa 2 m breiter Gang zwischen Wasserdepot
und Bad zur Rickseite des Peristylhauses blieb. Um einen Zugang vom Peristylhaus
zum Bad, der dieses dann als spater angebautes Privatbad des Hauses erklaren
wiirde, kann es sich nicht gehandelt haben, denn es fiihrt von dem korridorartigen
Durchgang kein Weg ins Bad. Mdoglicherweise stellte der Korridor einen Zugang zu
den in || DE 8 gelegenen Wirtschaftsraumen des Peristylhauses dar.

Das Bad muss seinen Eingang von der Sidost- oder Ostseite her gehabt
haben. Es gehorte wohl, als Privatbad, zu einem noch unausgegrabenen, in dieser
Richtung gelegenen Gebaude. Dafiir spricht vor allem, dass durch das Bad die
Ostgasse samt ihrem Entwésserungskanal Gberbaut wurde, d.h. eine rigorose Aus-
dehnung der Bebauung dber die hellenistischen Begrenzungen hinweg vorgenom-
men wurde!13),

Der Kanal scheint weiterhin als Abwasserkanal gedient zu haben, und zwar
zum Ausspilen der aus der Badheizung anfallenden Aschenmengen. Bei der Auf-
findung lagen die Fussbdden von Heizraum (Il E 7) Niv. 231.12 und z.T. auch von
dessen Vorraum (Niv. 231.72) dick voll Asche. Reste eine oberhalb vom Heizraum
gelegenen Einspilbeckens mit Tonrohrleitung sprechen fir eine &hnliche Ausspiil-
konstruktion, wie sie schon bei der westlichen Badeanlage im Heizraum (in | G b)
festgestellt wurde'¥. In der letzten Benutzungsphase des Bades scheint diese
Ausspllvorrichtung ausser Gebrauch gekommen zu sein, sonst hatten sich nicht die
zum Schluss erhaltenen Aschenmengen angesammelt.

(13) Ahnliches liess sich schon beim Vorschieben der Nordwestecke der Badeanlage in | F 4 in den
Badgasse hinein feststellen. Vgl. AA 1977, 304 {Badgasse).

(14) vgl. AA 1976, 311.
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Vom Heizraum ausgehend (Niv. 231.12) lassen sich die-Rdume des Bades
im Gegensinne des Uhrzeigers wie folgt ansprechen: 1. Runder Schwitzraum
(sudatorium) mit Hypokausten, dem Heizraum durch einen Feuertunnel (praefur-
nium) verbunden. 2. Sehr warmer Raum (caldarium) mit Hypokausten und Wandhei
zung. Die Tir zum Schwitzraum wurde spéter bis auf den Grund der Hypokausten
zugesetzt, der Raum also von der Heizung abgeschnitten‘®!. 3. Vorraum des Cal-
dariums {tepidarium, Niv. 23T™%77). Von hier aus konnte man Uber eine kleine
Bristung in das viereckige Kaltwasserbecken steigen, das eine erhdhte, rechteckige
Wandnische besass. In der Siidecke des Geb&udes befand sich, unzugénglich und
erhdht, das kleine Reservoir fur kaltes Wasser, im Winkel zwischen Tepidarium und
Kaltbadebecken, in Il E 8. Ein diinnes Tonrohr ging durch die Wand ins Kaltbade-

becken. 4. Langer Raum, méglicherweise offene Sonnenterrasse (Niv. 231.84) mit
Zugang zum Tepidarium und zum. 5. Vorraum des Heizraums (Niv. 231.72). Dieser

Raum besass auch eine Verbindungstir zum Tepidarium, die spater zugesetzt
wurde.

Die Wande von Sudatorium, Caldarium und Kaltbadebecken waren mit
Marmor inkrustiert. Auch der Rest einer in der Nordecke der Vorterrasse (?) erhal-
tenen Ruhebank (im Plan punktiert) tragt Marmarvertafelung. Das Tepidarium zeigt
Reste von bemaltem Wandputz (schwarze Streifen auf weissem Grund). Die erhal-
tenen Boden tragen die Abdriicke von marmornen Fussbodenplatten im dicken,
wasserdichten Ziegelsplittestrich. Auch fanden sich zalhreiche Fragmente der
marmornen Inkrustations- und Bodenplatten. Die Boden des Heizraumes und der
Vorterrasse bestanden aus dicken, rechteckigen Andesitplatten. Einige Fragmente
von planem Fensterglas grunlicher Farbe und von Fensterrahmen-Profilen aus
Marmor deuten darauf hin, dass das Bad marmorgerahmte Glasfenster hatte (16!,
Ein in der Ziegelmauer neben dem Praefurnium verlaufendes Bleirohr von 4 cm
Durchmesser wurde geborgen. Das Rohr.an dieser Stelle kdnnte darauf hindeuten,
dass direkt iber dem Feuertunnel ein Metallkessel zum Erhitzen von Wasser instal-
liert war. Ob und wie evtl. Warmwasser ins Caldarium geleitet wurde {Wannen-
bader?) lasst sich nicht mehr feststellen.

Die interessanteste technische Einzelheit des Bades bildet die Wandheizung
mittels doppelter Wandschale. Die Warmluft strich zwischen den beiden Wand-
schalen hoch. Die innere Schale wurde durch eine besondere Art von Abstandshal-
tern von den eigentlichen Mauern des Caldariums befestigt. Diese Abstandhalter

(15) Auch hier ergibt sich eine Parallele zum Umbau der Badeanlage im Westen der Grabung, wo der
Schwitzraum von der Unterheizung abgeschnitten wurde. Vgl. AA 1976, 310 1.

(16) Auch zu den Glasfenstern fanden sich Parallelen in der westlichen Badeanlage.
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bestanden aus eigens fiir diesen Zweck getdpferten ‘Ton-Nageln’, wie sie in Per-
gamon ofter gefunden werden!!”). Im Gegensatz zu den fiir Wandbeheizungen
sonst (blichen Tubulatur-Ziegeln oder den tegulae mammatae!'® bestehen hier
innere Wandschale und Abstandshalter aus getrennt gearbeiteten Stiicken. Diese
Technik konnte in unserem neugefundenen Bad zum ersten Mal exakt rekonstruiert
werden, weil die Enden der ‘Ton-N&gel’ noch in den Wandfugen stecken und sich
die abgebrochenen Schafte samt Képfen (Abb. 9) im Schutt des Caldariums in
grossen Mengen fanden. Alle Wénde des Caldariums, ausser der spater suge-
setzten Turwand zum Sudatorium hin, besassen die Wandheizung. Die auf der
Topferscheibe gedrehten ‘Ton-Nagel’ sind um 19 cm lang, der Kopfdurchmesser

schwankt von b bis 8 cm. Die ‘Nagel’ wurden zum Ende hin walzenférmig verdickt
gedreht und anschliessend keilférmig zugeschnitten. Mit den keilférmigen Enden

wurden sie in etwa horizontalen Reihen in die Mauerfugen des Caldariums rund
5 cm tief eingelassen. Dies geschah nicht wahrend des Mauerbaus, sondern als die
Mauern schon standen, wie einige eigens mit dem Meissel erweiterte Stellen
zeigen. Oft sitzen die ‘Nagel’ am Treffpunkt einer Horizontal- und einer Vertikalfuge.
An den Nagelképfen fanden sich hdufig Mértelspuren, an den Schéften stets ein-
seitig ausgepragte Schmauchspuren. Demnach waren die Kopfe ummaortelt, die
Schifte aber der heissen, rauchigen Luft zwischen den Doppelwéanden ausgesetzt.

Zahlreiche Fragmente von Dachziegeln (Strotere) mit Schmauchspuren auf
der profilierten Seite geben des Ratsels Losung: an die ‘Nagel’ - Képfe wurden mit
Mortel Dachziegelplatten angedriickt und zwar mit den Stegen zur Wand, mit der
glatten Seite zum Raum hin. Die so auf die ‘Nagelwand’ geklebten Ziegelplatten
bildeten eine diinne Schale von 2-2,5 cm Wandstarke, an den Kanten jeweils durch
ihre nach innen gerichteten Wulstgrate verstarkt. Wie ein grosses Putzfragment mit
den entsprechenden Abdriicken zeigt, wurde diese dinne Wand von aussen mit
einer krafteigen Martelschicht 3-4 cm stark verputzt. Die dicke Putzschicht gab der
Wand erst Standfestigkeit. Sie war auf die senkrecht stehenden Dachziege! wie auf
eine verlorene Schalung aufgebracht. An die Putzschicht wurden dann die mar-
mornen Inkrustationsplatten angedriickt. Die innere Wandschale bekam so eine
Starke von ca 8 cm. Ein Verklammerung der Marmorplatten mit Metallstiften
scheint nicht stattgefunden zu haben (19,

(17) Z.8. aus einem Bad an der Via Tecta des Asklepieion. Vgl. Demniachst die Publikation von G. de
Luca in AvP, sowie aus den neuen tirkischen Grabungen im Ketiostal (Kestel Kazisi), wo 1978/79
ebenfalls ein kleines Bad freigelegt wurde.

{18) A. Sandklef-D. Selling, The Heating of Classical Thermae, Opuscula Romana X! {Skrifter Svenska
Inst. Rom XXXV} 1976, 123 ff. mit Abb. Unser neuer Befund spricht, im Gegensatz zu den Feststel-
lungen von Sandklef-Selling, wegen der starken Verrussung, gegen Holzkohlenheizung.

{19) Eine detaillierte Dokumentation und Rekonstruktion der Wandheizung soll in der Hauptpublikation
erscheinen.
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Die Keramik in den R&umen des Bades datiert dessen Hauptbenutzungszeit
ins spate 2. oder friihe 3. Jh. n. Chr. Die spatesten Stlicke stammen aus dem 4.,
vielleicht noch dem 5. Jh. Mlnzen wurden hier nicht in datierendem Zusammen-
hang gefunden.

3. Sondagen und Komplettierungen

Oberhalb der Nordwestecke des Podiensaales (in [| A 5) wurde ein mit Ziegeln
ausgekleideter Entwésserungsschacht romischer Zeit geklart. In diesem Bereich war
vorher noch ein Erdsteg stehengeblieben, ebenso wie in | K /11 A 8/20) Der Vergleich
der Plane 1978 und 1979 zeigt die Komplettierung in diesem Bereich: es wurden
zwei zur Strasse hin offenen, schmale Rdume, vermutlich Laden, freigelegt, die,
schon bhellenistisch vorhanden, in rdmischer Zeit Veranderungen erfuhren (schwarz,
bzw. kreuzschraffiert im Plan). Der westliche Laden (Niv. 231.24) besass €in vierec-
kiges Ausgussbecken mit Ableitung zur Strasse hin. Bei weiteren Nachuntersuc-
hungen in diesem Bereich stellte sich heraus, dass die Gasse, die in Il A 9 von der
Hauptstrasse abzweigt, wohl schon im Laufe der Kaiserzeit durch einen Raum
blockiert wurde. Dies muss Konsequenzen fir die Zugangsmaglichkeit zum Podien-
saal gehabt haben, der bis in die spateste Kaiserzeit in Benutzung war. Eine weitere
Untersuchung des Zugangsproblems wird notwendig sein.

Im Bereich s{idostlich des bades wurde das schon 1977 und 1978 z.T. aus-
gegrabene Gebiet in || E8/Ost, Il F 8/NW, Il F7/Sid bis auf den Felsen gereingt.
Einige Detailanderungen sind aus dem Vergleich der Plane ersichtlich. In dem Raum
mit Niv. 230.80 fand sich in der Nordwestecke installiert eine Art Kiste oder Trog aus
Mauerziegein 2.

4. Zisternen

Wegen anderweitig anfallender Mengen von Keramik konnte in diesem Jahr
nur eine Zisterne ausgegraben werden {in || E 9). Der Befund war hellenistisch-
rémisch vermischt. Eine Menge von Klichenware liess sich zusammensetzen.

Spiétantike Bebauung

In das romische Wasserdepot wurde in spatantiker Zeit auf der Nordostseite
ein grosser Vorratsraum eingebaut. In die SGdostmauer wurde dafir eine Tir einge-
brochen. Reste eines geborstenen, verbrannten Pithos und starke Brandspuren im
ganzen Raum zeigen an dass sich hier grosse Olvorrate in Pithoi befunden haben

(20} AA 1979, 310, Abb. 2 “’noch unausgegraben’’.

(21) Der Volistadndigkeit halber sei hier nur erwahnt, dass in den 1977 ausgegrabenen, nur aus Felsfliche
bestehenden Arealen I F 7/Stdost und Il G 7/Sudwest Grabungsschutt gelagert wurde.
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mussen. Die Pithoi wurden woh! zum grdssten Teil entfernt, vielleicht zur Wieder-
wendung, von den Byzantinern (?). Jedenfalls richtete man hier auf hoherem
Niveau in byzantinischer Zeit wiederum einen Pithos-Raum ein.

Ob und wie der slidwestliche Teil des Wasserdepots in spatantiker Zeit aus-
gebaut war, wissen wir noch nicht. Ein spatantikes (?) Grab liegt Gber der Stdwest-
mauer des ehemaligen Wasserdepots, was darauf hindeutet, dass das Depot nicht
erst in der spatbyzantinischen Zeit abgetragen und eingeebnet wurde. Die end-
gultige Chronologie in diesem Bereich kann allerdings erst nach Bearbeitung von
Keramik und Minzen genau festgestellt werden. Fest steht jedenfalls, dass sowohl
das Wasserbecken, wie auch das Badegebdude in einer Abriss-Aktion gekappt und
mit dem eigenen Schutt verfillt und eingeebnet wurden.

Restaurierungsarbeiten
1. Heroon

Nach komplizierten Bemihungen um die Wiederauffindung des zweiten,
spiegelbildlich angeordneten Kampfhahn-Reliefs aus dem Marmorsaal, konnte von
dem schliesslich in Marseille!??' aufgefundenen, einzig noch erhaltenen alten
Gipsabguss ein Nachguss nach Pergamon gebracht werden. Eine Marmorzemen-
tabformung desselben, ergédnzt um das beim Abguss Marseille weggelassenen
Rahmenprofil und eine Kapitellkopie, wurde im Marmorsaal auf dem antiken
Sockel, unmittelbar 6stlich der Kultapsis, aufgestellt (Abb. 12).

Ein Abguss der kleinen Jinglingsstatue, die in der Nordwestecke des Mar-
morsaals gefunden worden war'?®, wurde provisorisch auf dem Gesims der res-
taurierten Marmorarchitektur aufgestellt.

2. Badeanlage

Das in der Badeanlage bei der Grabung 1974 aufgefundene marmorne
Waschbecken (labrum) 24 wurde geklebt, erganzt und gereinigt. Nachdem es an

{22) Abbildung des in situ gefundenen Hahnreliefs: AA 1975, 364, Abb. 10. die Suche nach dem zweiten

Hahnrelief dauerte seit Mai 1975. Der Abguss kam im Juli 1979 in Bergama an. Fir freundliche
Hinweise, die zur Identifizierung und schliesslichen Auffindung des zweiten Hahnreliefs flhrten,
habe ich S. Dill, U. Mandel und H. Hiller sehr zu danken.
Vgl. EA Nr. 738. F. Sartiaux, de la nouvelle a I'ancienne Phocée (1914), 34. Taf. 4, Abb. 8. Der
1899 nach Marseille gekommene Gipsabguss befindet sich heute im dortigen Musée Borély. Far
ihre Hilfsbereitschaft danke ich den Koliegen in Marseille, G. Pierini und Chr. Trézin. Den Nachguss,
der unserer Wiederherstellung zugrunde liegt, ferligte das Atelier P. Merindol, Avignon, im
Auftrage des Musée Borély an. Die Aufstellung des Abgusses im Marmorsaal wurde mit einer
kleinen Feier in Anwesenheit der Kollegen vom Museum Bergama am 21. September 1979
begangen.

(23) Vgl. AA 1974, 281 f., mit Abb. 13.

(24) AA 1975, 365, mit Abb. 11.
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seinem originalen Standort fotografiert worden war (Abb. 13} wurde es dem
Museum Bergama zu Ausstellungszwecken tibergeben.

3. Podiensaal

Die 1978 noch verbliebene Grube im Siidostbereich der Podien 2% wurde mit
Grabungserde verflilit, sodass jetzt allseitig die antike Podienhéhe wiederhergestellt
ist. Die Restaurierung des Podiensaales ist damit abgeschlossen.

4. Byzantinische Kapelle

Die bei den Tiefgrabungen im Bereich der Apsis untergrabenen Mauern der
Kapelle wurden anschliessend durch moderne Untermauerung in Trockenmauer-
werk gesichert.

5. Bad

Durch Ausbriche im Mauerbestand war die Sudostmauer des Hypokausten-

raums stark gefahrdet. Sie wurde unmittetbar im Anschluss an die Grabung durch
Zumauern der Liicken gesichert. Altes und neues Mauerwerk wurden durch eine
rote Mortelfuge getrennt.

6. Peristylhaus P

Das Mosaik des Triclinium-Raumes (4) wurde gereinigt, ausgebessert, mit
einer niedrigen Schutzmauer umgeben und wintersicher abgedeckt.

Aktivititen ausserhalb der Stadtgrabung
1. Erforschung der Stadtmauern

M. Klinkott vom Institut fir Baugeschichte der Technischen Universitat
Karlsruhe setzte seine Forschungen an den Stadtmauern von Pergamon fort.

Am rémischen Haupttor auf der Stdostseite des Burgberges, éstlich vom
Gymnasion, wurden Reinigungsarbeiten auf der Aussenseite der nach Nordosten
verlaufenden Stadtmauer vorgenommen. Die auf der anderen Seite des Tores in der
Mauer verborgene Latrine wurde gereinigt und zeichnerisch aufgenommen. Aus-
serdem wurde das Tor mit den beiderseits anschliessenden Mauerstiicken auf-
genommen. Am ‘Festtor’ dstlich vom Gymnasion fanden Reinigungsarbeiten und
die Aufnahme des Tores mit der nach Norden anschliessenden Mauer sowie des
Strassenpflasters im Torbereich statt.

D. Arnold fihrte topographische Vermessungen und Kartierungen im Bereich
der 6stlichen Stadtmauer zur Vorbereitung weiterer Aufnahmearbeiten durch.

(26) AA 1979, 329 und Abb. 8.
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2. Aufarbeitung von Depotbestinden und Publikationsvorbereitungen

G. de Luca bearbeitete weiter die Bestande an Megarischen Bechern, G. Hub-
ner die hellenistische Appliqué-Ware, C. Meyer-Schlichtmann die rotgefirnisste
Keramik2®) und H. Voegtli die Miinzen. St. Dahlinger widmete sich der Ausar-
beitung der Podiensaal-Befunde'?®. M. N. Filgis der baugeschichtlichen Bear-
beitung des Heroon (27,

3. Wasserbau-Forschungen

Im Frahjahr anAm H. Fahlbusch Nachuntersuchungen im Bereich des Sattels
unmittelbar nérdlich vom Burgberg und an den Flanken des Burgberges selbst zum
Verlauf der antiken Rohrleitungen vor'?8. Im Herbst nahm K. Hecht mit 2 Mitar-
beitern @?® den kleinen und den grossen Aquadukt nérdlich des Burgberges auf,
wobei die photgrammetrischen Unterlagen aus dem Jahre 19782 herangezogen
werden konnten. Es konnten vollig neue Erkenntnisse Gber Grosse und Bauphasen
der Bauwerke gewonnen werden.

Trajaneum 30
1. Aufnahme- und Dokumentationsarbeiten ‘3!

Die zeichnerische Aufnahme der Hallenarchitektur wurde abgeschlossen, die
fotografische Aufnahme fortgefiihrt. Im Grundriss zeichnerisch aufgenommen
wurdender westliche Nordhallenbereich, die Osthallenkonche und die hellenis-
tischen Mauern unter dem Ostkpfbau (N) und dem Eingangsraum (L) zu den Gewdl-
ben. Ein Versuch zur photogrammetrischen Aufnahme der Tempelkapitelle wurde
durchgefiihrt. Im Zusammenhang mit den Dokumentationsarbeiten wurde die
geordnete Lagerung von Architekturteilen fortgesetzt.

2. Restaurierungs- und Wiederaufbauarbeiten 3!

Das Zusammenfligen von Marmor-Architekturteilen der Nordhalle wurde fort-
gesetzt, fur die Wiederherstellung der Nordhallenmauer und der Verkleidungsmauer
des Ostkopfbaus wurden grosse Mengen von Andesit-Zement-Kunststeinen her-
gestellt.

{26) Dissertationsvorhaben, Universitat Heidelberg.

(27) Dissertationsvorhaben, Technische Universitat Karlsruhe.

(28) vgl. Anm. 1.

(29) AA 1979, 231.

(30) Plan: AA 1979, 318, Abb. 14. Fir Mitteilungen zu diesem Teil des Berichts danke ich Ph. Brize
und K. Nohlen.

{31) Die Durchfihrung leitete K. Nohlen.
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Die Nordmauer des Tempelhofes, zugleich Stiitzmauer der Nordhalle, konnte
teilweise wiederhergestellit werden. Hierbei musste auch die Zisterne T b gesichert
und mit einer Beton-Abdeckplatte versehen werden. Die Konche der Osthalle
wurde in Wirfelguadermauerwerk bis zur gewiinschten Héhe hochgezogen. Die
sog. Betonkiste (M) im Ostkopfbau 32’ wurde mit Kunststeinquadern verblendet
(Abb. 15), wobei das urspringliche Bogenfenster als Blendbogen ausgefihrt
wurde. Form und Masse des Bogens sind abgeleitet von den verbliebenen Resten
anderer Fenster der grossen Schildmauer, von nich in situ befindlichen Resten der
verkropften Bogenleibung und Fotos aus den alten Grabungen, auf denen noch ein
héherer Erhaltungszustand gezeigt ist. Schichtwechsel und Steinformate konnten
daraus entnommen werden.

Bei den Gewolben A und B wurden die restaurierten Mauerkronen zu einem
asthetisch befriedigenden Abschluss gebracht. Die Entwasserung in dem Bereich
wurde verbessert. In dem grossen Durchgang durch die Substruktionsgewoibe
wurden die gefahrdeten Keilsteinbdgen gesichert. In den Gewoibekammern la und
le, unter dem Treppenfundament des Tempels, wurde mit der Einrichtung von
verschliessbaren Lapidarien begonnen.

3. Grossgerit

Der von der deutschen Bauunternehmung Hochtief gestiftete Autokran
konnte in Betrieb genommen werden 33!, Fir Arbeiten mit dem Kran wurde der
Fahrbahn-Schutzbeton in West- und Osthof ergénzt. Fir die Einwinterung des
Krans wurde ein demontierbarer Wellblechverschlag hergestelit.

4. Ausgrabungsarbeiten und archéologische Tatigkeit!34

Im Kompartiment N des Ostkopfbaus wurde die 1977 begonnene Ausgrabung
der hellenistischen Hausreste fortgesetzt. Die rémische Einfullung wurde zunachst
ganzlich abgetragen. Die in zwei hellenistischen Strata freigelegten Hausmauern
hatten in beiden Phasen die gleiche, dem Hanggefalle angepasste Orientierung von
Nordwest nach Sudost. Diese Orientierung Schiiesst an die Ausrichtung der riick-
wartigen Bauten der Bibliothek, zwischen Athenaheiligtum und Trajaneum, an. Aus
der Beobachtung der beiden Bauschichten lassen sich wichtige Schliisse fir die
Besiedlungsgeschichte des obersten Burgberges in der Konigszeit ziehen. Grabun-
gen im Eingangsraum zu den Substruktionen (L) erbrachten auch hier hellenistische
Mauern gleicher, zum Trajaneum schragliegender Orientierung3®'. Bei den Unter-

(32) AA 1976, 327 f. mit Abb. 23.

(33) Der Geschaftsleitung der Firma Hochtief sei auch an dieser Stelle fur diese grossartige Spende im
Namen der Pergamongrabung des Deutschen Archaologischen Instituts aufrichtig gedankt.

(34) Die Durchfihrung leitete Ph. Brize.

{36} Die schon vor einigen Jahren unter der Leitung von K. G. Siegler im Bereich der westlichen
Gewdlbe und des Tempelhofes freigelegten Mauerziige dhnlicher Orientierung sollen demnéchst
von ihm und seinen Mitarbeitern bekanntgemacht werden. Zur Vorbereitung der Publikation
besuchte Herr Siegler im September fir einige Tage das Trajaneum.
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suchungen im Raum L konnte ein bisher nicht bekanntes Begehungsniveau aus der
Erbauungszeit des Trajaneums festgestellt werden.

Im Gewdlbe A wurde die Reinigung und Konservierung der 1978 freigelegten
Deckenmalereifragmente 38, verbunden mit Vorarbeiten fiir die Rekonstruktion des
Dekorationssystems, fortgesetzt. Die an den Wanden sitzenden Malereien 37
wurden zeichnerisch aufgenommen. Diese Aufnahmen bilden eine Voraussetzung
fir die Uberlegungen zur Klarung der antiken Deckenkonstruktion.

In den Kammern unter dem Tempelfundament (mittlere Reihe: lla.c.d.e)
wurde die Ausrdumung des byzantinischen Einflllschutts abgeschlossen. Kammer
b lag schon frei. Die dahinterliegenden Kammern c-e der Reihe Il (6stliche Kam-
mern der nordlichen Reihe) wurden vom letzten Schutt befreit. Damit ist die Freile-
gung der drei Kammer-Reihen unter dem Tempelfundament abgeschlossen. Bei
den Sauberungsarbeiten wurde auf dem byzantinischen Fussboden-Verputz der
Kammer lla eine byzantinische Minze des 11. Jh. gefunden. Sie leifert den Beweis

fir den Ausbau der Kammern zu wasserdicht verputzten Zistennen im 11. Jh. oder
wenig friher. In den Kammern lle und llle wurden Grundrisse, Schnitte und Wan-

dansichten zeichnerisch aufgenommen.

Im byzantinischen Einfulischutt der Kammern wurden u.a. griechische Insch-
riftreste der Kaiserzeit und zahlreiche, meist sehr zerschlagene Architekturteile vom
Trajaneum gefunden. Ausserdem wurden hier Skulpturenfragmente geborgen, die
woahl von einer der beiden kaiserlichen Kultstatuen aus dem Tempel stammen (38!,
Es handelt sich um Arm- Stiefei- und Schwertfragmente. Auch Teile des figtrlichen
Bauschmucks des Tempels (Medusenkopf vom Fries, Lowenkopf-Wasserspeier)
fanden sich.

Ein besonders schéner Fund ist das Fragment eine Frauenkopfes, eine kaiser-
zeitliche Kopie nach spatklassischem Original (Abb. 20).

Byzantinische Funde: bei Freilegung des Osthallenbereichs bis auf den Fels
wurden vier Bestattungen gefunden und aufgenommen. Ein Minzbeifund gehort
in s 11. Jh. Diese. Grabfunde ergénzen das Bild, das sich schon bei der Freilegung
von 5 byzantinischen Grabern im Ostbereich der Nordhalle in den Kampagnen 1977
und 1978 ergeben hatte. Teile des Trajaneumsgeléndes scheinen in spaterer byzan-
tinischer Zeit, wie so viele Stellen des Burgberges 39 als Begrabnisstatte gedient zu
haben.

(36) AA 1979, 335, mit Abb. 24.25.

(37) AA 1978, 429, f. mit Abb. 26-28.

(38) AA 1978, 428, Anm. 28 f. mit Nachweis der dlteren Literatur.

(39) Vgl. Koliogquium ‘Wohnungsbau im Altertum’ {(oben, Anm. 4), 202, Abb. 1.
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Abb 4: Peristylhaus. Rekonstruierter, vorldufiger Ubersichtsplan.
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Levha VI

Abb. 7: Peristylhaus. Romisches Mosaik.



N Levha IX

n Nordosten.

Abb. 9: Abstandshaiter der Wandheizung (Ton).



Levha X

Abb, 10:
Tragbarer Kochherd mit Topf. Kaiserzeitlich.

Abb. 11: Marmorsaal. Restaurierter Zustand 1979.



Levha Xi

Abb. 12: Marmorsaal. Wiederhersteilung des Zweiten ~ Abb. 13: Badeanlage. Restauriertes Labrum am
Hahnreliefs. Originalen Standort.

Abb. 14: Podiensaal: Restaurierter Zustand 1979.
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Abb. 15:
Trajaneum.
Restaurierung Ostkopfbau.

Abb. 16: Trajaneum. Ostkopfbau, restaurierter Zustand 1979.
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Abb. 17: Trajaneum. Zustand 1979, mit restaurierten Ostkopfbau.
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Abb. 18: Trajaneum. Hellenistiche Mauern in den fundamenten (Raum L).
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Abb. 19: Trajaneum. Arbeitsfeld Tempel, mit Autokron.

Abb. 20: Trajaneum. Weiblicher Marmorkopf. Abb. 21: Trajaneum. Stiefeifragment von Kollosalstatue.



DOGU MARMARA VE TRAKYA ARASTIRMALARI

Dr. Mehmet OZDOGAN

Istanbul Universitesi Prehistorya Kurstsince 1979 yilindan bu yana Dogu Mar-
mara ve Trakya boélgelerinde arkeolojik belgeleme calismalart ve yiizey arastirmalari
yapilmaktadir. Dr. Mehmet Ozdogan yonetimindeki arastirma ekibi, Istanbul Arkeo-
loji Miizelerinden Akin Aksoy ile Mustafa Sayar, Prehistorya ve Arkeoloji bolimle-
rinden Hiseyin Akilh, Yildiray Ozkan, Cemil Topaloglu ve Erdodan Bilen’den olus-
mus, aynca olanaklarin elverdigi kadar ¢cok sayida arkeoloji 6grencisinin de, arazi
editimi olarak, calismalara zaman zaman katilmasi saglanmistir. Arazideki renkli
fotograf ¢ekiminin blyuk bir bolimani Nezih Basgelen, buluntu cizimlerini Ayse
Ozkan, arsiv diizenlemesini de Asli Ozdogan yiklenmistir. Aragtirmalar, genis 6l¢i-
de National Geographic Society’nin parasal destedi‘"’, ARITin katkisi ve Devlet Su
Islerinin sagladigi bazi olanaklardan yararlanarak sirdarilmistir. Arazi cahsmalar-
miz sirasinda DS| XIV. Bélge MidirlGgu elemanlan ve &zellikle bolge mudird
Erdogan Bilal, DS| Edirne XI. Bolge MudirlGgunden Mehmet A. Sari, basta sayin
Ayfer Turanh olmak Gzere Edirne Mize MudurlGglnce ve Kirklareli KGitir MUdarli-
ginden Galimay Bilge ve Zeki Kiligaslan tarafindan her tiirlG kolayhk gésterilmis ve
ekibimiz Kirklareli‘'nde bir ay siire ile, Devlet Cocuk Yetistirme Yurdu tesislerinde,
her tlrlG calisma kolayhgi saglanarak konuk edilmistir. Kirklareli'nde séforlerimiz
Hilmi Dogan ile Necdet Karpuzcu, en az ekip UGyeleri kadar zveri ile, aragtirmalann
yurOmesine katkida bulunmuslardir. Tim ekip Uyelerine, adi gegen kurulus ve kisi-
lere tesekkri borg biliriz.

(1) Bu arastirma icin gerekli olanaklarin saglanmasi genis 6lctide Prof. H. Cambel ile Prof. R. J. Braid-
wood'un cabalari, Prof. M. Mellink ve Prof. K. Bittel'in destekleri ile gerceklesmistir.
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AMACLAR VE ELE ALINAN SORUNLAR

Marmara ve 6zellikle Trakya Onasya’nin arkeolojik bakimdan en az bilinen bol-
geleri arasindadir. Bélgenin tarihdncesi cagdlarn ile ilgili bilgilerimiz, bazi minferit ve
daha ¢ok rastlantilara bagli buluntularin disinda, hemen hemen yalnizca A. M. Man-
sel'in (Manse!, 1937; Mansel 1938) ve S. A. Kansu’'nun (6zellikle Kansu, 1963; Kansu,
1971) arastirmalarina dayanmaktadir. Her ne kadar bu arastirmalar ilging sonugclar
vermis, bélgede tarihdncesi kaltirier ile megalitik anitlanin varligini ortaya koymussa
da, simdiye degin ne Trakya’'nin kaltdr silsilesi belirlenebilmis, ne de bolgenin cografi
konumuna bagl olan kdltlr tarihi ile ilgili ¢esitli sorunlara ¢6zim getirilebilmistir.
Oysa ki Trakya, gerek Asya ile Avrupa arasindaki kara ve gerekse Ege ile Karadeniz
arasindaki deniz baglantisinin kilit noktasi Gzerindeki cografi konumu bakimindan
biylk bir 6nem tagimaktadir. Bir kum saatinin dar bo§azina benzetebilecegimiz
bolge, Asya ile Avrupa kitalar arasinda kultir aligverisi, ticaret, istila, gdg gibi her
tarll toplumsal ve kiltirel harekette ya baglanti saglayici, ya da sinirlayici olma
durumundadir. Marmara ve Trakya bdlgelerinin arkeolojik silsileferini belirlemeden
ne Balkan kuitarlerinin gelismesini ne de Anadolu’da dis etkenlere bagh olarak ortaya
ciktigi belli olan bazi olaylanin gercek niteligini anlamak mimkiindir. Son yillarda
Anadolu ile Balkan kultarlerinin iliskileri, kdkenleri ve tarihlendirilmelerti ile ilgili tartig-
malar yogun olarak siirmekte, ancak eldeki veriler yetersiz oldugundan ve 6zellikle
Trakya bolgesi hi¢ bilinmediginden, bu tartismalardan bir sonug¢ alinamamaktadir.

Bu konu ile ilgili olarak strddrilen tartismalarin arasinda 2’ Gineydogu Avru-
pa’‘da ilk neolitik kavramlarin, yani dretici topluluklann ortaya ¢tkisinin Anadolu’dan
g6c¢ ya da kultir aligverisi ile mi, yoksa bu bélgedeki bagimsiz bir gelisme ile mi
oldugu; bdlgenin bilinen canak ¢comlek!i en eski toplulugu olan Fikirtepe kiltGrinan
Balkan ya da Anadolu kékenli mi oldugu; Anadolu’da Hacilar'dan bilinen boyali
canak cOmiek ile Balkan tlkelerindeki Sesklo-Karanovo boya bezemeli ¢canak comle-
ginin arasinda iliski olup olmadidi; Balkan llkelerinde son yillarda ortaya cikartilan ve
ozellikle Bulgaristan'da Varna mezarlii buluntulari ile bilinen, geliskin maden isciligi-
nin Anadolu’dan mi, yoksa Balkanlar'dan mi yayildigi, Romanya‘da “‘Tartarya tab-
letleri'” olarak bilinen yazili belgelerin Onasya kiiltirleri ile olan iliskileri, Troya kilti-
rinin kokeni ve sona ermesinin Balkan yanmadasindan gelen gdclere bagh olup
olmadigji; Anadolu’da Biylk Gulliicek, Ikiztepe, Demirci Héyiik gibi Balkan buluntu-
lari ile benzerlik gosteren kultlrlerin anlasilabilmesi, Hititlerin ve Friglerin kokeni gibi
sorunlar bulunmakta, buniara son yillarda Ahhiyawa (lkesinin Trakya mi oldugu,
Miken etki alanimin sinirlan gibi tarihi cografya ile ilgili olanlar da eklenmektedir.

Ekibimizin arastirma alani olarak Marmara ve Trakya bélgelerini segmesindeki
esas neden, yukarida kisaca deginilenler gibi, kiltlr tarihi acisindan énemli sorunla-
nn ¢ézimine katkida bulunabilecek veriler elde edebilmektir.

(2) Bu konular ile ilgili genis bilgi ve toplu yayin dizini icin 6zellikle Bintliff, 1977; Esin, 1981; Meliaart,
1968; Renfrew, 1972; Tringham, 1971; Vajsova, 1966.
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Arastirmalanmizin ikinci amaci, bdlgede ¢agddas gelismenin yol actif yogun
arkeolojik tahribata badl olarak belgeleme calismalari yapmaktir. Bélgedeki Istan-
bul, Bursa, lzmit, Tekirdag gibi biiylk kentler, dzellikle son on yil icinde giderek
artan bir hizla yayilmakta, kiyi seridi konaklama ve turistik tesisler ile kaplanmakta,
sanayi igin genis alanlar aynimakta, bunlarin yani sira hizli kentsel gelismenin gerek-
sinmelerini kargilamak igin yeni baraj ve goletler yapilmakta (bk. Resim 1), sulama
kanallar, genis yollar acilmakta ve yeni maden yataklar igletiimektedir. Ayrica, bdl-
gedeki arkeolojik yerlesmeler genellikle akarsu duzliklerinde, si§ arkeolojik dolguya
sahip diz yerlesme niteliginde olduklarindan, dogal bitki 6rtiisintn kalkmasina bagh
olarak erozyonun siddetlenmesi, yapi malzemesi ve 6zellikle kum elde etmek igin
nehir boylannin sirekli olarak kazinmasi, makinal tarimin ve bahgeciligin yayginlas-
masi gibi yan etkenler de genis dlglide tahribata yol agmaktadir. Simdiye kadar bol-
gedeki arkeolojik varligin bir dokiimi yapilmamis oldugundan nelerin tahrip oldugu
bile bilinememektedir. Bu nedenle ekibimiz, yalnizca tarihdncesi degil, her déneme
ait kalinti ve buluntu yerlerini belgelemeye ve Marmara-Trakya bdlgeleri ile ilgili bir
bilgi arsivi olusturmaya galismaktadir.

Bolgede yapilmakta olan barajlarin gol alanlan simdiye deg@in arkeologlarin ilgi-
sini pek gekmemistir. Her ne kadar bu barajlar daha ¢ok icme suyu ve sulama gerek-
sinmeleri icin yapilan, kiiclk sayilabilecek tesislerse de, gé! alanlan genellikle vadi
taban ovalarini kaplamakta ve Trakya'da arazi genellikle az engebeli oldugundan bir
kac metre ylUksekligindeki bir bendin arkasinda toplanan su genis alanlar kaplamak-
tadir. Bolgedeki 6nemli barajlardan Omerli'®, Eimali | ve Il arastirmalara basladigji-
mizda timd ile dolmus, Alibeykdy Baraji ise dolmak Gzere idi. Trakya’nin batisinda,
basta megalitik mezar anitlan olmak Utzere, 6nemli arkeolojik merkezlerin yakininda
yer alan Suloglu baraj da, gol alani hi¢ arastinimadan, 1980 yilinda dolmustur. Ayni
sekilde, Edirne ilindeki Altinyaz! baraji 1967, Kadikdy baraji ise 1972 yilinda su topla-
maya baslamistir. Trakya'da arastirmalarimizi yogunlastirdidimiz 1980 yilinda Kayali-
koy, Karaidemir, Tayfur ve Bliyik Cekmece barajlannin yapimi siirmekte, Kirklareli,
Armagan ve Klcuk Cekmece barajlan baslangi¢ asamasina yaklasmakta ve buniarin
disinda 25 kadar baraj ve goletin de projeleri hazirlanmakta idi. Butlin bu barajlarin
arasinda gerek konumlari ve gerekse gdl alanlan bakimindan en ivedi arastinimasi
gerekenler Karaidemir, Kayaldere ile Blylk Cekmece barajlandir. Ekibimiz simdiye
degin Alibeykoy barajinin hentiz dolmamis kesimlerini, Karaidemir, Kayalldere ve
kismen Biiyk Cekmece baraj gol alanlanni taramistir,

BOLGENIN BAZI OZELLIKLERI VE ARASTIRMAYA ETKISI

Bolgenin ve dzellikle Trakya kesiminin arkeolojik bakimdan ¢ok az taninmis
olmasinda, arastirma eksiklidi kadar, kolaylikla ulasilabilen yerlerde 6ren yerleri ve
blylGk hoylkler gibi toprak st kalintilarin bulunmamasi da etkili olmustur. Oysaki,

{3} Omerli cevresi ile ilgili arastirmalar icin bk. Firath, 1958.
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cografi konumundan gelen stratejik nemi ve yasam igin elverisli dogal cevre kosul-
lari, Trakya’da her ¢agda ait 6nemli merkezlerin olmasi gerektirdigini distndiirmekte-
dir. Trakya'da bugun gézle gorilir kalinti olarak hemen hemen yalnizca timalisle-
rin bulunmasinin kaltarel oldugu kadar cografi yapisindan da gelen 6zellikleri bulun-
maktadir. Bélgenin kltir silsilesinin daha iyi anlasilabilmesi icin bu Ozelliklere kisaca
deginmekte yarar vardir;

1. Yiiksek Hoyiiklerin Olusmamasi:

Kalin arkeolojik dolguya sahip ylksek héyuklerin olusmasi her seyden 6nce
yerlesmenin ¢ok uzun bir sire ayni yerde kalmasina ve yapilarda kullanilan malzeme-
nin tas, kerpi¢ gibi dayanikli olmasina baghdir. Yerlesme yerinin ayni kalmas: arazi
vyapisina, dogal yollara ve 6zellikie su kaynaklarina gore belirlenmektedir. Anadolu ve
Onasya’'nin bir ¢ok yerlerinin tersine, Trakya’da b(itlin yil boyunca siirekli olarak
akan sik bir akarsu sebekesi bulunmakta ve Istranca ile Ganos daglik bolgeleri disin-
da dogal engellerle bélinmemis, hafif dalgali diziiikler genis alanlar kaplamaktadir.
Ozellikle akarsu boylarindaki verimli aluvyal taban ovalarinin hemen her yeri yerles-
mek igin ayni Ozellikleri gbstermektedir. Y(izey arastirmalar da yerlesmelerin sik sik
yer de§istirdigini gostermistir; bunun en belirgin 6rnedi, Kirklareli il merkezinin
hemen glineyinde, bir dere boyunda 700 m.lik bir alan icinde saptadiimiz bir dizi
yerlesme yeridir4); diiz yerlesme olarak adlandirabilecegimiz bu kiciik ve alcak
hoyuklerden toplanan ¢anak ¢comiek (bk. Resim 2-5) Kalkolitik Cagdan Orta Caga
kadar yakiasik alti bin yillik zaman siresini kapsayan tam bir k(ltir silsilesi vermekte-
dir. Buradaki Salhane héyiGgunun Kalkolitik Cagda 300 x 300 m. gibi énemli bir
genislige sahip oldugu, gene Demir Cag baslarinda da olduk¢a énemli bir kentin var-
I anlasilmaktadir. Aynt durum Trakya'nin i¢ kesimlerinde, hemen hemen her yer
icin gecerli gibidir; ancak Demir Cagin ortalan ile birlikte, ana yol guzergahlannin
sabitlesmesi, ticari ve idari merkezlerin ortaya cikisi ile blylk kent niteligi kazanan
Babaeski, Laleburgaz gibi yerlesmeler yerlerini uzun siire koruyabilmislerdir. Aras-
tirma sirasinda bulunan Kocatepe timaiisd (bk. Resim 17) yanindaki 6nemli Klasik
yerlesmenin bile, Stiloglu deresi boyunca bir kag kez yer degistirdigi belli olmaktadir.
Trakya'min i¢ kesimlerinde buldu8umuz tarihdncesi yerlesme yerleri geneliikle yik-
seklikleri 1 m.’yi gecmeyen yayvan hoyUklerdir (bk. Resim 19). Bunun tek istisnasi
Kesan yakinlarinda bulunan, yaklasik 10 m. yuksekligindeki héylikdir (bk. Resim.
30), bu da her halde Kesan'in Canakkale Bodazindan gelen énemli yolun dagdlik bol-
gedeki dogal gecisi ve batidaki yari bataklik durumundaki genis ovanin etkisi ile
gelismistir.

Su kaynag bakimindan daha fakir olan Marmara kiyilarinda ise yerlesmeler
ister istemez akarsu agizlarina, koylara ve uygun yukseltilere baglh kalmis ve Selim-
pasa, Menekse Catagi, Toptepe (bk. Resim 32) gibi ylUksekge hoylkler olusabilmistir.

{4) S6z0 edilen bu yeriesmeler aynintil olarak Ozdogan, 1981 a’da yayinlanmistir.
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Trakya'nin biytk bir kesiminin dogal orman bdlgesi icinde olmasi ® yapi mal-
zemesi olarak ahsabin genis 6lclde kullaniimasina yol agmistir ki bu da arkeolojik
dolgularin olusmasini olumsuz olarak etkilemistir. Bunun yanisira tarihdncesi ¢ag-
larda Balkan yarnimadasinda yaygin olan ¢ukur tabanl ev geleneginin Trakya’'da da
kullanildig Fikirtepe (Bittel 1960) ve Pendik (Ozdogdan 1981 a) yerlesmelerinden bilin-
mektedir. Ayrica, dal-orgl ev gelenegi bugln bile Trakya'nin birgok yerinde siiregel-
mektedir.

2. Yerlegsmelerin Gomiilerek Kilitlenmesi:

Trakya cografi yapisi bakimindan Anadolu’dan oldukg¢a degisik 6zellikler gés-
termektedir. Karadeniz boyunca bir serit gibi uzanan Istranca daglar ile, giineyde
Marmara kiyisindaki Koru ve Ganos daglan ile bunlarin doguya dogru olan algak
uzantilar, Trakya'nin i¢c kesimlerindeki hafif dalgal genis dizllkleri sinirflamaktadir.
Bu diz!Ggin hemen hemen ortasinda, Ergene nehrinin agtigi, dogu-bat) ydnindeki,
deniz seviyesine gore yiksekligi 100 m.nin altinda olan genis oluk bigimli bir taban
ovasl bulunmaktadir. Arazi, gerek Istranca ve gerekse Ganos daglarindan bu oluga
dogru hafif fakat diizenli bir egimie alcalmaktadir. Genel olarak Ergene havzasi ola-
rak bilinen bu kesimde, kuzeydeki Istranca dadlarindan cikarak, arazi edimine uygun
olarak inen, birbirine kosut cok sayida akarsu ve bunlarin aliivyonlu, dar taban ova-
lar bulunmaktadir.

Taban ovalarinda, ova dizleminin yikselmesine yol agan birikme olayinin
yakin zamanlara kadar sirdgi ve bunun sonucu olarak da arkeolojik dolgu kahnhg
az olan yerlesmelerin gémdalerek, kismen ya da timda ile kilitlendigi anlasimaktadir.
Nitekim, arastirma sirasinda akarsu sekilerirde, dodal olarak ya da kum-toprak
almak icin agilmis yarmalarin kesitlerinde, allivyon dolgu altinda kitlenmis arkeolojik
tabakalar gorlimustir. Arkeolojik tabakalarin Uzerinde biriken alivyon dolgunun
bélgenin kuzeyinde, dagh bolgeye yaklastikca inceldigi, Ergene nehrinin gevresinde
ise gok kalinlastiy anlasilmaktadir. Kirklareli'nin batisinda, Dokuzhdyuk kéyu ¢evre-
sinde Teke Deresi (Kocadere) sekilerinde derin su kanallan icinde buldugumuz Kal-
kolitik Caga ait iki yerlesmenin lzerinde 20-40 cm. kalinh§inda aliivyon dolgu olma-
sina karsilik, daha gineyde Lileburgaz ile Pinarhisar arasinda bir kesitteki Demir Cagd
tabakasinin Gzerinde dolgu kalinhi§i 1 m.yi bulmaktadir. Bu yerlesmeler arazi yuze-
vinde higbir yiikselti ya da buluntu ile kendini belli etmemektedir.

Son zamanlarda dogal bitki 6rtlistinin tahrip olmasiyla artan erozyona bagl
olarak gelisen sel yataklar, gomiilerek kilitlenmis yerlesmelerin saptanmasina yar-
dimci olmaktadir. Buralarda genellikle sel yatagi boyunca, belirli bir alan iginde,
ylUzey malzemesi bulunmakta, ancak yerlesmenin gercek boyutlan ve niteligi tam
olarak anlasilamamaktadir.

(5) Trakya'nin bitki ortisd ile itgili ayrintih bilgi icin bk. Dénmez, 1968.
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Genel olarak arazi ylzeyinde ylkselti olarak kendini belli eden hoylkler, ya
dolgu kalinh@ aliivyon birikiminden daha fazla olan, ya da bu olayin etkilemedigi
yamag ve swrt yerlesmeleridir. Ancak, yikselti olarak gorilen hoylklerde de, eger
yerlesmeyi kesen bir tahribat yok ise, dolgunun ova dizlemi altinda ne kadar derine
indigi anlastlamamaktadir. Kirklareli'nin glineyinde, yiizeyden 50 cm.’lik bir y{ikselti
olarak gorilen Tilkiburnu hoyuginian, yerlesmeyi kesen bir kum ocadi kesitinden,
gercek yuksekliginin 1,5 m. oldugu; gene Kirklareli'nin giineyinde Kanhgegcit Mev-
kiindeki yayvan bir Tun¢ Cag) yerlesmesinin de, su kanal icinde en az 1 m. derine
indigi gorGimistar.

3. Marmara Denizi lle Bogazlann Etkisi'® :

Marmara ile Karadeniz, diinyanin dider denizlerine dar, uzun bogazlar ile bag-
lanan bir tiir ic denizdirler. Ozellikle Canakkale bogazinin yapisal dzelliklerine bagl
olarak, diinya deniz dizleminde algalma oldugu zaman, Marmara’nin Ege denizi ile
iliskisi kesilmekte ve Marmara denizi kapal bir havza durumuna gelmektedir. Bu
ozelligi ile, deniz duzlemlerindeki degisiklikler, dinyanin diger denizlerine oranla,
Marmara‘da ¢ok daha abartmall etkiler yapmaktadir. Bu etkileri, deniz dizleminin
alcalip yiikselmesi ile tuzluluk derecesinin degismesi gibi dogrudan etkilerle, bu hav-
zaya bagh akarsular ve yasam ortami tzerindeki dolayli etkileri olarak iki bolumde ele
alabiliriz. Canakkale bodazi kapanip, Ege ile Marmara’nin iliskisi kesildiginde Mar-
mara ve Karadeniz giderek tuz oranini yitirmekte ve tath su gélleri durumuna gel-
mektedir.

Gerek tath sudan tuzluya ve gerekse tuzlu sudan tatliya gecis siirecinde, ken-
dilerine daha uygun ortamlara gekilemeyen deniz canlilan kitle halinde 6lup ¢lrG-
mekte ve her halde kiyilar uzun bir ddnem icin oturulmaz hale gelmektedir. Nitekim,
Marmara’nin tath sudan tuzlu suya en son gecis déneminin baslangict olan M.O.
5 bin yilini izleyen bin-binbesy(z yil boyunca kiyi yerlesmeleri goriilmemektedir.

Bogazlar kapandiginda Marmara’mn su dazlemi, akarsularin getirdikleri su
miktan ile orantiidir. Ozellikle deniz diizlemi bugiine oranla oldukca distigiinden,
genellikle si§ olan kuzey Marmara’da genis bir alan kara haline gelmekte, yiksek
deniz dénemlerinde ise Trakya'nin gliney kiyilarindaki algak diizliikler su altinda kal-
makta, deniz, taban ovalarindan derin halicler seklinde igiere kadar sokuimaktadir;
bu da her halde Anadolu ile Trakya arasindaki gegisi oldukca glclestirmektedir.
Deniz dizleminin degdismesi, dodal olarak, akarsularinin vadilerini kazmalarn ya da
doldurmalar seklinde etki yapmstir.

Burada cok kisa olarak Szetledigimiz ve Paleolitik Cagin baslarindan M.0. 5. bin
yihna kadar bir kag kez tekrarlanan bu olayin, gerek bolgedeki kiltlrel evrim ve ge-
rekse bunlarin bulunmasi Gzerinde énemili etkileri vardir. Marmara denizinin bugline

(6) Bu konu ile ilgili yayin dizini icin bk. Ozdogan, 1981 c.
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oranla daha algak ve tath oldugu dénemlere, yani soguk donemlere ait bitin kiyi
yerlesmeleri timd ile su altinda kalmis olmalidir; deniz diizlemi yikseldiginde ise dal-
galarnin daha 6nceki ¢aglara ait yerlesme izlerini genis olgide sildigini disiinebiliriz.
Nitekim, Dogu Marmara boélgesinde ¢ok sayida Paleolitik Cag kamp yeri bulunmus,
ancak bunlann hemen hemen timii sicak doneme ait agtk hava konak yerleri oldugu
gorilmistur. Paleolitik Cagin soguk dénemlerine ait, olast birka¢ érnegin disinda,
herhangi bir buluntu yoktur.

4. Kiiltiirel Etkenler:

Bélgede Istanbul, Edirne gibi tim Ilk ve Orta Cag boyunca dnemini korumus
biyutk kentlerin bulunmasi, antik yerlesmelerin yapi tasi ve 6zellikle mermer elde
etmek icin genis 6lcide tahribine yol agmistir. Nitekim Trakya’nin dadlik ve ormanlik
kesimlerinin disinda, toprak Gstl yapi kalintilari ile belirlenen ren yerleri yok gibidir.
Ozellikle, yapi taglannin deniz yolu ile Istanbul’a kolaylikla tasinabilecegi kiyi seridi
Gzerinde yalnizca Marmara Ereglisi‘'nin kalintilan kismen giinim(ize kadar dayanabil-
mistir'”); diger bitiin yerlesmeler tarihdncesi hoykler gibi toprak tepeleri haline gel-
mistir. Marmara kiyisi boyunca yer alan, basta Karaevlialtt®, Atlibayirtepesi'®
(Degirmenalti), Aytepe yakinlarindaki Meselidere!!?!, Cambaztepe olmak (zere
Arkaik, Klasik ve Bizans ddnemlerine ait bliylk kent nitelijinde yerlesme yerleri
bulunmaktadir. Bu yerlesmeler de bugiin tatil siteleri, yeni yollar tarafindan kismen
ya da timi ile tahrip edilmistir. Bu tahribat sirasinda saptanabilen buluntular, sayi
bakimindan az olmakla birlikte, bu yerlesmelerin 6nemini belirtecek niteliktedirler.
{Firath 1976; Tashkhogiu 1971). Yizey arastirmalan sirasinda yalnizca Selimpasa ile
Tekirdag arasindaki kiy! bélgesinde, daha onceden bilinmeyen 20 kadar antik yer-
lesme yeri saptanmistir.

Bélgedeki yerlesme ve 6zellikle 6ren yerlerini etkileyen diger bir olay da son
yarim yuzyil iginde, gdgcmen iskanina badli olarak, kirsal nufusun hizla artmas: ve o
zamana kadar saglam kalan i¢c ve ormanlik kesimierdeki kahntilarin da tahrip edilme-
sidir. Ornegin, Trakya’nin en biiylk ve énemli kalelerinden birisi olan Kirklareli’nin
kuzeybatisindaki Polos kale, Malkara yakinlarindaki Germeyan Kale ve hatta dol-
menlerin bazilar bu sekilde tahrip olmustur. Istanbul‘un cok yakinlarinda olmalarina

(7) Maalesef buradaki tiyatro yapisi da bu yGzyilin baglarinda Istanbul'daki bir devlet yapisina tas elde

etmek i¢in s6kilms, diger yapilar da son 10 yil iginde genis 6lglide tahrip edilmistir.

Karaevlialt yerlesmesi, daha dnceki yayinlarda (Cevik, 1966; Tasliklioglu, 1971} Karaevli olarak, 5 km

kadar kuzeyindeki kdyun adi ile gegmekte ve gene! olarak antik ““Mokapura’’ kenti olarak tanimlan-

maktadir. .

Atlibayir tepesindeki bu yerlesmeden dnceki yayinlarda (Cevik, 1966; Firatl, 1976 :441), yakinlardaki

bir tatil sitesinin adi ile "Degirmen Alt"” ya da ‘‘Dedirmen Bayi'’ olarak bahsedilmektedir. Ayni

zamanda bir kros heykelinin de buluntu yeri olan bu énemli yerlesmenin bir balimi tatil kéyl ve

genisletilen karayolu tarafindan tahrip edilmistir.

{10) Bu yerlesme yerini, daha dnceki arastirmalan sirasinda ilk kez bularak, bize bildiren N. Basgelen’e
tesekkdr borgluyuz.
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karsilik, ormanhk ve ¢aliik bolge icinde kaldiklarindan yakin zamaniara kadar koru-
nan ve simdiye kadar hi¢ bir yayinda rastlamadigimiz Filibos ve Maltepe antik yerles-
meleri de, mezarlik mermeri elde etmek icin tahrip edilme sireci igine girmislerdir.
Bu érnekleri kolaylikla arttirabiliriz; ancak, bélgenin kuzeyindeki ormanhk ve calihk
Ortindan (Resim 6) Gren yerlerini koruyucu bir 6rtl gibi sakladidini, bu boélgenin
yasam ve klitdrlerin gelismesi i¢in cok daha az elverisli olmasina karsihik, giney ve
orta kesimlere oranla yapi kalintilari bakimindan bugin igin daha zengin oldugunu
sOyleyebiliriz.

Yukarida s6z0 edilen dodal ve kiltirel etkenler, Trakya’daki arkeolojik kalinti-
larin ve 6zellikle tarihdncesi yerlesme yerlerinin bulunmasini, Anadolu’nun diger bél-
gelerine oranla ¢ok glclestirmekte ve belirli bir 6lctide rastlantilara birakmaktadir.

ARASTIRILAN BOLGELER VE TOPLU SONUGLAR

Marmara ve Trakya bélgelerindeki arastirmalar igin uzun sireli bir program
ongorilmis ve arastirmalann 1981 yilina kadarki ilk asamas: icin, gerek yukarida
s6z( edilen sorunlarin ¢oziimine katkida bulunabilecek ve gerekse tahribattan
yogdun olarak etkilenen bolgelere dncelik verilmistir. Bu amagla, simdiye dedin top-
lam olarak 75 gun arazi calismas! yapilmis, ve blyik bir bélimi yeni bulunmus olan
5000’e yakin yerlesme, kalinti ve buluntu yeri saptanarak belgelenmistir. Arastirilan
bashca bdlgeler sunlardir:

1. Kuzey Marmara Kiy1 $eridi:

Bu bolgeye agirlik verilmesinin iki nedeni vardir: Burasi Trakya'nin deniz yolu
ile olan dis iligkilerini en belirgin bir bigcimde yansitacak ve ayni zamanda da cafdas
tahribatin en yogun olarak etkiledigi bolgedir. Simdiye dedin Tekirdad'in batisindaki
Barbaros koyli ile Istanbul Selimpasa arasi ve kismen de Ambarli cevresi arastinimistir.

Kiyt boyunca cesitli yerlerde Paleolitik Cagin degisik evrelerine ait miinferit
buluntulara rastlanmissa da, bunlann belirgin bir bicimde bélgenin Blyik Cekmece
ile Istanbul arasindaki dogu kesiminde yogunlastig gérilmistir. Bu déneme ait
onemli buluntu yerleri arasinda Ambarli ile Haramidere arasindaki taracalardaki Orta
ve Epi-Paleolitik konak yerlerini sayabiliriz. Epi-Paleolitik donemi izieyen Neolitik ve
llk Kalkolitik Caglara ait, kiyi kesiminde hi¢ bir yerlesme vyerine rastlanmamistir.
Yukarda da kisaca deginildigi gibi, bu durum, kiyinin uzunca bir sire iskan edilme-
digi izlenimini vermektedir.

Kiyt bolgesinde ganak ¢émlekli doneme ait ilk yerlesme izleri Son Kalkolitik
Cagin icine aittir. Daha dnceleri Yarimburgaz ve Kanalli Koprd’den bilinen, el yapimu,
parlak siyah ackili ve kazima bezekli canak ¢comilek ile taninan bu déneme ait, Silivri
yakinlarinda SalGkla Mevkiinde, bir bolim( bir linyit madeni tarafindan tahrip
edilmis, ilging bir yerlesme bulunmustur. Belirli Balkan 6zellikleri gdsteren ve ayn
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zamanda, olasilikla Kuzeybati Anadolu Son Kalkolitik Cag canak ¢omiedinin de
6ncusu olan bu ganak ¢omlege, i¢ kesimlerde Kirklareli yakinlarindaki Bedre maga-
rasinda da rastlanmistir.

Kiy1 bélgesinin yogun olarak iskamnin llk Tung Cagi baslarinda, Troya | déne-
minde oldudu, bu devirde Trakya kiyilari ile Kuzeybati Anadolu’nun tam bir kdltar
birligi icinde oldugu gorilmektedir. Ancak Trakya'nin iglerine dogru girdikce Troya
I'den bilinen belirgin kap bigimleri, uzaklik ile orantili olarak azalmakta ve yerini Bul-
garistan’da Karanovo VIl ve Ezero tirl ¢anak ¢omlek almaktadir. Kiyi bolgesinin bu
déneme ait en 6nemli yerlesmeleri arasinda, Toptepe, Serefli Ciftlik, Selimpasa
Hoyuk (French 1966), Menekse Catadi ve Gladina Mevkii sayilabilir.

Trakya kiyilarinda Troya il evresi ile birlikte yerlesme yerlerinin sayisinin ¢ok
azaldigi, Anadolu ile benzerlik gosteren ¢anak ¢dmlegdin hic bulunmadigi izlenmekte-
dir. Kiy) bolgesinde, Karaevlialti, Martin Cesme gibi yerlerden bilinen el yapimi,
kabartma serit bezemeli canak cémlek, hemen hemen cok az degisiklie ugrayarak
Demir Gag iclerine kadar sirmdstiir. llk Tung Cagi sonlarindan Demir Cagina kadar
olan dénemde, Trakya kiyillarinda ne Anadolu ne de Ege ile benzesen hi¢ bir ganak
¢omlede rastlanmamis olmasi ilginctir.

Yunan Koloni ¢agi ile birlikte kiyida irili ufakli yerlesmelerin sayist yeniden art-
mis, ancak en buyulk yodunluga Helenistik gagda varilmistir. Genellikle Roma ¢ag:
boyunca da siregelen bu yerlesmelerin Bizans doneminde say! bakimindan azaldid
ve daha gok belirli blylk merkezlerin kaldigi goralir.

2. Istanbul Bogaz::

Hem Trakya ile Anadolu arasindaki gecis yolu (zerinde olmasi, hem de Istan-
bul kent alani hizla yayildigi icin, Bogaz bdlgesinin de ivedilikle taranmasi gerek-
mekte idi. Bu amagcla simdiye kadar daha ¢cok Bogazin batisindaki ¢esitli vadi ve sirt-
larla, Kagithane ve Alibeykdy baraj gél alanlarinin gevresi arastinlmis, daha sonra
arastirma alani daha da batiya kaydirilarak Cekmece géllerinin cevresi ile bunlara
dokdlen akarsularin vadi ve sekileri de kismen taranmigtir.

Bolge, hi¢c beklenmedik bir bicimde Paleolitik Cag ve Ozellikle Orta Paleolitik
Cadin cesitli evreleri bakimindan zengin buluntu yerleri vermistir. Buluntu yerleri ara-
sinda ozellikle BlyOk Cekmece goliiniin kuzeyindeki Eskice sirti ile, Catalca’nin
kuzeyindeki Karababa Mevkiini sayabiliriz.

Paleolitik Cad izleyen tarihtncesi ve tarihi ¢aglar bakimindan, Bogaz bolgesi
kiyi bdlgesinden ¢ok daha degisik 6zellikler géstermistir. Bu bélgede 6nemsiz bir kag
buluntu yerinin disinda Helenistik 6ncesi déneme ait yerlesme bulunmamistir. Bu
durumu, olasllikla, bdlgenin engebeli ve vadi tabanlannin kismen batak olmasi ile
aciklayabiliriz. Bolgede buldugumuz, Kayabasi yakinlarindaki Manastir Mevkii,
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Ahmetli kéyi, Oklah kéyl yakinlarindaki Tepetaria Mevkii gibi Helenistik ve Roma
dénemi yerlesmelerinin sayilan az, ancak yayilim alanlan oldukga genistir. Bu bol-
gede, daha 6nce yukanda s6zi edilenlerin disinda Bizans ve Osmanl dénemlerine
ait ¢cesitli yerlesme ve oren yerleri de saptanmistir.

3. Yukan Ergene Bdlgesi:

Arastirmanin 6nemli bir béliminde Ergene nehri ile Istranca daglk bélgesi
arasindaki kesim ve 6zellikle Sttoglu-Kirklareli-Pinarhisar-Babaeski dolaylari arastinl-
mistir. Bu bolgede daha ¢ok Trakya'nin dis etkilerden olabildigince uzak, i¢ kesimin-
deki kultir silsilesinin belirlenebilmesi amaci ile ¢ahsiimistir. Bu bolgede, kuskulu bir
ka¢ parcamn disinda Paleolitik Cagda ait hi¢ bir buluntuya rastlanmamis, buna karsilik
Neolitik Cagdan Demir Cada kadar olan tarihéncesi doneme ait tam bir kGlt{r silsilesi
elde edilmistir.

Bolgedeki yerlesme yerlerinden toplanan ¢anak ¢émlek, hemen hemen biitin
tarihéncesi ddnemlerde, Anadolu’dan ¢ok Balkan kiltirleri ile benzesmekte, Bulga-
ristan’da Karanovo ilI-VIl, Kuzey Yunanistan‘da Paradimi‘den bilinen silsileyi tam
olarak yansitmaktadir. Bélgenin Anadolu’dan bu denli az etkilenmis olmasi, simdiye
kadar bilinmeyen ve kanimizca kdltar tarihi bakimindan ¢ok énemli olan bir olaydir.
Bolgedeki canak ¢omiek Kalkolitik ve Tung Cadlan icinde Trakya'ya zaman zaman
“yabanci’’ etkilerin geldigini acikca gostermekte ise de, bu “yabanci” ogelerin
kokeni hep ya Romanya ya da Makedonya‘dan bilinen ¢anak ¢émlek topluluklari
olmaktadir. Bu da bdlgenin strekli olarak Kuzey ve Batidan go¢ ya da istila dalgalari
aldigim kanitlamaktadir. Bunlann Anadolu 2. Bin yil tarihi cografyast (izerindeki
etkisi ancak ileriki yillarda yapilacak aynnti degerlendirme ¢alismalari ile belli olabile-
cektir. Ancak, simdiye kadar Trakya'nin hi¢ bir yerinde ne “gri Minyan’’, ne Miken
ne de Orta Anadolu kékenli parcaya rastlamadidimizi séylemenin, bu konulardaki bir
¢ok tartismaya katkida bulunacagini ummaktayiz. Bu dénemlere ait saptadidimiz en
onemli yerlesme vyerlerinin arasinda, Kirklareli'nin hemen glineyindeki Salhane Mev-
kiini {bk. Resim 2, 3), Pinarhisar’in gineyinde Ceylan Mevkiini sayabiliriz. Gene Kirk-
lareli gevresindeki Kanligecit, Koyunbaba, Helvaci Saban ve Tilkiburnu mevkiileri de
Ozellikle Tung Cag ile ilgili ilging buluntu topluluklan vermistir.

Bu bélgede Klasik Cada ait, belirgin canak ¢émlek ile taninabilen, yerlesmeler
say! bakimindan az, ancak genellikle biyikce yerlerdir; bunlann arasinda, 6zellikle
Stloglu'nun gineyindeki Kocatepe mevkiini {bk. Resim 17) ve Orta Degirmen Mev-
kiini sayabiliriz. Buna karsilik, bolgenin hemen her yerinde cok sayida timdalis
bulunmakta (bk. Resim 14-19), bunlar bazen Dokuzhdyiik (Resim 15-16) ve Gevgiller’
de oldugu gibi ““timdalds mezarhd’’ seklinde toplu olarak bulunmaktadir. Bélgede
gordigimiz en biylk tumdlUslerin arasinda Ahmetbey tepesini, Kocatepe'yi
(Resim 17) ve Asa& Hoyilk tepesini sayabiliriz. Ozellikle Kirklareli‘nin kuzeyinde,
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Istranca’lara giden vadi boylannda Orta Caga ait bir cok kale ve kale yerlesmesi
bulunmaktadir; bunlarn arasinda Polos Kale (Resim 11) ve Adakale (Resim 12-13)
Ozellikle belirtilebilir.

4. Istranca Daglik Bolgesi:

Bu bélgede daha ¢ok, Prof. S. A. Kansu tarafindan daha dnce saptanmis olan
gesitli megalitik anrtlar ile ilgili belgeleme c¢alismasi yapmak ve 6zellikle bu anitlann
yayihm alanini saptamak amaci ile calisiimistir. Daha dnceleri yalnizca Lalapasa cev-
resinden bilinen bu tir anitlann Kirklareli'nin kuzeydogusuna, Kapakhbaba kdylne
kadar yayildi§i (bk. Resim 21-26), gliney sinirinin Kirklareli il merkezinin altindan geg-
tigi, ancak bu kesimdekilerin hemen hemen timu ile tahrip edildigi anlagiimistir.

Trakya'da buldugumuz, genel olarak ‘“dolmen’ olarak tanimlanan, “gegitli
megalitik mezar antlan’” tirine giren bu kalintilar, Bulgaristan'da bulunaniar ile
(Venedikov, 1976) yakindan benzesmekte ve olastlikia aralarinda zaman farklilasmasi
da bulunan, degisik bir ka¢ tar yapt bicimini yansitmaktadir. Vaysal kdy( yakininda
(bk. Resim 22), yeni tahrip olmus bir dolmende buldugumuz ¢canak ¢émlek, bu anit-
larin hi¢ degilse bir b6limandn Troya VII B 2 ve Romanya’daki Babada§ | ile cagdas
oldugunu gostermektedir.

Doimenler ile ayni bolgede ¢ok sayida “‘tash timdlls" olarak adlandirabilecegi-
miz (bk. Resim 20), genellikle toplu halde bulunan, dolgusu timii ile tas olan yayvan
mezar tepelerine rastlanmistir. Bulgaristan’daki kazilar bunlann dolmenler ile cagdas
oldugunu ve bazilarinin Tunc¢ Cag) icine kadar indigini kanitlamistir.

Bu bdlgede rastlanan, ancak gerek tarihlendiriimesi ve gerekse niteligi sorun
olan ilging bir buluntu tiri de dikilitaslardir (Resim 26-28). Hemen hemen yalnizca
dolmen bélgesinde gériilen bu taslarin, megalitik kGltire mi, yoksa daha sonraki
ddénemlere ve hatta ilk Islam mezarlarina mi ait oldugu, ancak kaz ile anlagilabilecek-
tir. Bu tur kalintlann saptadiimiz en bliyagdua, Lefeci {Lefce) mevkiinde, ylksekligi
4 m. kadar olan bir tastir.

5. Kesan, Malkara, Hayrabolu Cevresi:

Bu bolgede kisa bir siire ve daha ¢ok Karaidemir baraj gol alan ile ilgili olarak
cahsilmistir. Baraj gol alani iginde, Karatepe mevkiinde, baraj yapimi sirasinda toprak
¢ekilerek genis 6l¢clde tahrip edilmis, 6nemli bir Bizans yerlesmesi bulunmustur. Gél
alam disinda Kesan yakininda blyUtk bir hdytk (Resim 30), Hayrabolu ile Malkara
arasinda Hact Mahmut tarlasi mevkii ile Eski Baglik mevkiinde de iki ilging Tunc Cagi
diz yerlesmesi saptanmistir. Bu bolgede yaptiyimiz ¢alismalarda, Germeyan Kale
yakinlarinda bir vadinin iginde buldugumuz ve daha dnce yayinlarda rastlamadigimiz
bir Bizans donemi levhasi (Resim 10} ilgingtir.

47



6. Karadeniz Kiy) Seridi:

Karadeniz kiy: seridinde, sinirli bazi alanlarda calisiimis ve Adach, Gimisdere,
Domali, Agva, Kefken gibi dnemli Paleolitik Cag konak yerleri saptanmistir. Bu yer-
ler bolgenin Orta, Ust Paleolitik Cagin son dénemleri ile Epi-Paleolitik ¢aglan baki-
mindan ¢ok dnemli buluntular vermislerdir. Konak yerleri daha cok kiyi taracalann-
daki eski fosil kumullarin {(Resim 8) Gizerinde yer almaktadir. Gene Adach gevresinde,
daha dnce baska yerden tanimadiimiz ve dolayist ile tarinlenemeyen ilging bir tarih-
Oncesi canak ¢comlek topluludu ve ayrica Helenistik Cagda ait bir yerlesme yeri bulun-
mustur.

Yukarnda s6zi edilen bélgelerin disinda, kisa sirelerle Yalova, lznik ve izmit
bolgelerinde de calisiimistir. Calismalara 1982 yilinda Iznik-Yalova bélgesi, Gelibolu
yanmadasi ile Vize-Cerkezkdy dolaylarinda devam edilmesi umulmaktadir.
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Res. 1: Trakya, barajlar ve bazi buluntu yerleri.
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Res. 2: Canak ¢omlek 6rnekleri; no. 1-9: Salhane; 10-15: Helvaci Saban; 16: Pinardere; 17-18: Tilkiburnu; 19-20:
Bulgar Kaynag; 21-22: Serefli Ciftiik; 23 : Kanhgecit; 24 : Atk Mevkii.



Levha XVil

Res. 3:

Toptepe, Selimpasa,
Menekse Catadi’'ndan
kiyr bolgesi

ITC ganak gomledi.

Res. 4:
Sathane, Tung Cag canak ¢émiegi.

Res. 5:
Karaevlialti, Toptepe,
Barbaros; Klasik canak ¢omlek.




Levha XVIII

Res. 6:

Trakya'run galilik bitki értisi;
Alibeykoy baraji yakininda
Giizelce Kemer.

- g

Res. 7: Istranca esik bolgesinde bitki ortlisii; Sergen yakininda Karakagan timulistinden.

Res. 8: Giimiigdere; fosil kiyi kumullannda Paleolitik Cag buluntu yeri.



Levha XIX

Res. 9:
Karaevlialt, kesit.

Res. 10:
Germeyan Kale yakininda
Suvat Cesme.

Res. 11:
Polos, ic kale
glineydogudan.




Res. 12: Adakale, giris yapisi.

Res. 13: Adakale, dogu surlan.



Levha XXi

Res. 14: Korukéy yakininda Bekgcitepe tiimiilisi.

Res. 15: Dokuzhoylk, timilislerin dérdi.

Res. 16: Dokuzhoyiik, diger bir timiiliis toplulugu.



Levha XXl

Res. 17: Kocatepe tumiiliisii ve solda Kiigiiktepe.




Levha XXIi )

Res. 21: Lalapasa yakinlannda Sifjirpatikas: mevkii; dolmen.

Res. 23: Kirklareli yakininda Erikler kapakhisi.




Levha XXIV

Res. 26: Edirne, Hacilar kéyti girigi, dolmen ve dikilitaglar.



Levha XXV

Res. 27: Edirne, Kinkkdy dikilitaglan.

Res. 28: Edirne, Silecik mezarhig: dikilitaglar.

Res. 29: Edirne, Keremeden mezarhd: dikilitaslar.



Levha XXVI

Res. 31: Biiyiik Cekmece yakininda Gladina tepesi ve 6nce Tung Cagr yerlesmesi.

Res. 32: Toptepe héyigi, dogudan.






BITHYNIA, IONIA, KARIA‘DA EPIGRAFI ARASTIRMALARI

Ender VARINLIOGLU

1978 yilinda ¢ tarihsel bblgede yaptigim topografik ve epigrafik arastirmala-
rimi 1979 yilinin yaz aylarinda, sonra da aralik ayinda strdirdim .

5-7 Haziranda Bilecik iline bagl Golpazar ilgesinin gevresindeki koylerde (Ton-
gurlar, Urgancilar, Aricaklar, Akgakavak, Alic, Akgadklz, Karaahmetler, Cansizlar,
Ciftlik, Dogancilar, Dokuz, v.b.) yazit arastirmalari yapan Dr. Sencer Sahin'in gezi-
lerine katildim.

Bithynia'nmin dogusunda kalan Goéyniik ilgesinin bazi koylerinde 2-5 Kasimda
ayni nitelikte kisa suren bir arastirma daha yaptim. Daha énce bu bolgede bulunmus
olan Diokletian zamaninin mil taglarinda yol baglangici olarak Iznik’in (Nikaia) alin-
masl, bu yérenin Bithynia sinirlan icinde oldugunu géstermekteydi'?’ Bu kez bolge-
nin topografyasinin belirlenmesinde dogal yapinin degdismez bir parcas olan bir sicak
su kaynagindan yararlandik. Bugiin Ilica diye bilinen bu sicak su kaynagi, ¢evredeki
tarihsel bir yerlesmenin yerini saptamada bize yol gbsterecekti. Sicak su, adint bu
sudan alan llica kéyinin hemen altindaki akarsuyun (llica Suyu) karsi kiyisindan ¢ik-
maktadir. Cevrede yaptigim ylizey arastirmalannda, burada biyik bir yerlesmeye
kanit olabilecek dnemli sayida tarihsel kalintiyla karsilasmadim. Bu suya varabilmek
i¢in icinden gegtigim Caykoy’in genis bir alana yayilmis mezarhdinda alisilagelmis
kéy mezarliklarinda oldugundan daha cok tarihsel kalintiyla karsilastim. Bu mezar-
Iikta mezar tagi yerine kullanilmis birkac miltasi, yakin ¢evreden gecen antik yolun

(1) Bk. E. VARINLIOGLU, Bithynia, lonia, Karia'da Epigrafi Arastirmalari, Befleten,C. 44, No. 173,
Ocak 1980, s. 61-67.

(2) S. SAHIN, Bithynische Studien-Bithynia Incelemeleri, Bonn: Rudolf Habeit Verlag GMBH, 1978,
5. 125.
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geride biraktigy yazili belgelerdir® . Himmetoglu jandarma karakolunun bahcesinde
duran miltaslannin ““Ulu Yol diye bilinen eski yoldan getirildigini, karakolun da bu
yolun ve ¢evrenin korunmasi icin, orada eskiden beri bulundugunu koéylilerden
o6grendim. Simdi yeniden yapiimis olan karakolun bahcesinden ¢ikan yazih taslarin
ve s0z konusu miltaslarinin 1stampaijlarini aldim, resimlerini ¢ektim. Arastirmalanm
Bolcekova, Caykdy, Catak, Himmetoglu ve Ahmetbeyler topraklarinda strdGrdim.
Catak koylnde cami avlusunun girisindeki kapinin iki yaninda bulunan taglardan
birinde yazit vards, biri yazili idi. Bu ¢evrede llica’dan baska, Catak kéyunin 2-3 km.
glneyinde Catak Hamamlari adiyla bilinen bir sicak su kaynag daha bulunmaktadir.
Caykdy'den gelen akarsu, Bolcekova ve Ahmetbeyler'den gelen cayla Catak Koyiln
kuzeyinde birlesip glineye dogru akiyor. Bu su Hamambogazi’'ndan gecip Demirhan-
lar'a gidiyor, oradan Sakarya’ya doklliyor. Catak Hamamlar bu bogaz iginde akar-
suyun kiyisindan cikiyor. Bu kaynagin Gzerinde bugiin de kullanilan Osmanh yapisi
kubbeli kigik bir kdy hamami bulunmaktadir. Hamambogazi'ndan gineye dogru
gidildiginde dere yataginda iki sicak su daha vardir 4.

Karia bdlgesinde yapti§im arastirmalar iki antik yerlesme alaniyla yakin gevre-
sinde yogunlasti. Bu konuya ileride deginecegim. Simdi lzmir ilinin Cesme ilcesine
bagh lldin kéyinde Ord. Prof. Dr. Ekrem Akurgal baskanlifinda sirdurdlen Erythrai
kazilarinda cikan yazitlarla ilgili bilgi vermek istiyorum®.

Bu kazi déneminde 17 parca yazit cikarilmustir, Ozellikle dért yani kinik koyu gri
renkli bir yazit, daha 6nce yayimlanmis olan Erythrai kentinin caddeleri, ara sokakla-
riyla ilgili yazitin yeni bir pargasidir'®). Gene, krem renkli sol yani tam, sagdan ve Ust-
ten kirik olan, cok kiiciik harfli bir baska yazitin benzeri daha énce yayimlanmisti/).
Yazitin altindaki boslukta gorilen kabartma gelenk kalintisi ile okunabilen kesimler-
den anlasildijina gore, bu tas da benzeri gibi, 1.0. 3. yiizyildan bir meclis karandir.
4-11 Agustosta kazi yerinde kaldigim kisa sire iginde gérdagim 16 yazittan baska,
bir yazit daha bulunmustur. Bu yazitin istampajinin alimip okunmasi, resminin cekil-
mesi gelecek kazi ddneminde gerceklesebilecektir'®).

Karia bolgesinin {nll kentlerinden biri olan Stratonikeia’da (Eskihisar) Prof.
Dr. Yusuf Boysal baskanliinda sirdirilen kazilarda ortaya cikarilan “‘exhedra’’nin

(3) S. SAHIN, ay. es. s. 125, No. 6. .

(4) Bu bolgede yapilan arastirmalarin sonuglanm Dr. Sencer Sahin yayimlayacaktir. Bk. 1K, 10, 1.

(6) 1978 arastirma doénemi raporumda s6zinU etmis oldugum Kurban Kesme Térenleriyle ilgili yazit

parcasi, gene ayni dénemde bulunmus Mesale Yarnislari ile ilgili yazit parcasi, Roma Imparatorlarindan

Caracalla'ya iligkin saygi karan ile [.S. 1. ylzyldan bir amtin dipligi Gzerindeki harf kalintitari (izerinde

yaptigim calisma igin bk. E. VARINLIOGLU, Inscriptions from Erythrae, Zeitschrift fir Papyrologie

und Epigraphik, C. 38, 1980, ss. 149-156.

H. ENGELMANN ve R. MERKELBACH, Die Inschriften von Erythrai und Klazomenai, Bonn: Rudolf

Habelt Verlag GMBH, 1972, C. 1, s. 247.

(7) H. ENGELMANN ve R. MERKELBACH, ay, es. 5. 208.

(8} Kral Mausollos’un kardesi |drieus’la ilgili olan bu yazit, ve 1980 kazi déneminde cikan iki baska yazitia
icin bk. Zeitschrift fir Papyrologie und Epigraphik, 44, 1981, 45 - 50.
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Hellenistik ddnemde yapildigi anlasilmistir. Bu antik yapinin iginde bulunan (¢ yazili
tastan birini, sonradan bu yapiy! onartan Panamara rahibi T. Flavios Diomedes ile iki
o§lu dikmistir. Bu yazitlar (izerinde yaptudim epigrafik calisma sonuclanmlstlr‘g’.
Buna gére, sdz konusu yapi Flavii ailesinin son imparatoru Domitianus zamaninda
onanm goérmistiir. Gene bdyle, Hellenistik donemde yapilip Imparatorluk donemin-
de onarim gdren bir baska yapi da kentin tiyatrosudur{19, Buna benzer az sayidaki
belgeden anlasildiina gére, Flavii ailesinden gelen imparatorlar zamaninda Stratoni-
keia kentinde bayindirlik igleri yorenin varlikl ve soylu ailelerinin eliyle hiz kazan-
mistir 1. Bu yazitin bize sagladigi bir baska nemli bilgi de kentin prosopographia’s
ile ilgilidir. Panamara rahipliginin yani sira imparatorluk kultin{n de basrahibi olan T.
Flavios Diomedes, Roma yurttaslik hakkini elde etmis bir soylu ailenin ilk Gyesidir.
Bu olayin bu yazitla kesinlik kazanmasinin yanisira , daha dnce bilinmeyen ogullar-
dan birinin adi da bu yazittan 6grenilmektedir. Stratonikeia’nin 6nde gelen ailelerin-
den olan bu Hiera Kome'li siildle, kent yasamindaki dnemli yerini 2. ve 3. ylzyillarda
koruyacaktir 12).

Keramos kenti {Gereme; bugiinkii Oren) Karia bolgesinde arastirma yapan
bilim adamlar icin eskiden beri karadan ulasiimasi gli¢ bir antik yerlesme olarak bilin-
mektedir. 1932'de bu kente gitmis olan L. Robert, Milas'tan sonra yolculugun 10
saat surdigini yazmaktadir'13). Bugiin ayni yolculuk ¢ok daha az zamanda, eskiye
gore oldukca kolay yapilabilmektedir. Kerme korfezi (izerindeki bu antik kent, deniz-
den 3-4 km. iceride, dik kayaliklarn teras: (zerinde kurulmus, sonradan kiguk verim-
li ovaya tasmistir '¥. Oren ovasinda yaptigim arastirmalardan, bu kentin Hellenistik
cadda, Roma ve Bizans donemlerinde simdi gorindiglinden ¢ok daha genis bir
alana yayilmis oldug@u izlenimini edindim. Oren ovasinin her yerinde antik yapi kalin-
tilariyla karsilasma olasiligi yuksektir. Ne ki, bu alanlarin blyik 6lglide tarimda kulla-
nilmasi, sel yatagimn yon degistirmesi, tarinf kalintlarin yakilmasina yol acmigtir.

{9) Bk. E. VARINLIOGLU, Inscriptions from Stratoniceia in Caria, Zeitschrift fir Papyrologie und
Epigraphik, C. 41,1981, s. 189.

{10) L. ROBERT, Etudes Anatoliennes, Paris: E. de Boccard, 1937, s. 523 iz.
(11) D. MAGIE, Roman Rule in Asia Minor, Princeton : Princeton University Press, 1950, C. 1, s. 587.

(12) A. LAUMONIER, Recherches sur la Chronologie des Prétres de Panamara, Bullfetin de Corres-
pondance Hellénique, C. 61, 1937, s. 263 iz.

{13} L. ROBERT, Té&te archaique trouvée a Keramos, American Journal of Archaeology, C. 39, 1935,
s. 341,

(14) Kentin tannsi Karia Zeus'unun tapinagdinin yikintian arasindan ¢ikan arkaik heykel basi icin bk.
L. ROBERT ve P. DEVAMBEZ, Téte archaique trouvée a Keramos, American Journal of Archae-
ology, C. 39, 1935, ss. 341-351. G.E. BEAN'in degisik goris i¢in bk. Turkey Beyond the Meander,
London: Ernest Benn Limited, 1971, s. 53. G.E. BEAN, kentin tannsinin tapinaginin bulundugu
tepenin veri konusunda yaniliyor: “’On a low hill, ... just outside the village, at a spot Bakicak...”
S6z konusu tepe, kéyiin icinde, kent surlarinin gevreledigi alanin hemen hemen ortasindadir. Ayrica
krs. A. AKARCA, Milas Cografyas), Tarihi, Arkeolojisi, Istanbul: 1954, s. 172, G. GUIDI, Viaggio di
esplorazione in Caria, Annuario della R. Scuola Archeologica di Atene, C. 4-5, 1924, s. 387.
(G. GUIDI de Zeus'un tapinagini surtarin disinda buldugunu sanmistir: s. 395.)
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Bugtin genis dizliikte ovayi kaplayan mevsimin bitki 6rtusu ile'zeytin, ve turuncgiller
arasinda, birka¢ yapinin disinda yikima ugramis antik kalintilan segmek neredeyse
olanaksizdir. Ova, siki bir ylizey arastirmasini zorunlu kilan, bilim adamlarinin el
atmadi antik yerlesim alanidir.

12 Temmuz - 4 Agdustos, 11 Agustos - 1 Eylll tarihlerinde uzun sdre kaldigim
bu antik kentin icinde ve gevresinde yaptigim arastirmalar sonunda elde ettigim bul-
gulan birkag baslik altinda toplamak istiyorum.

1. ANTIK KOPRO

Kentin denize ¢ok yakin olmasi, sirtint verdigi gecit vermez yiiksek daglarin
eskiden beri karadan ulasimi engellemesi yizinden, hinterlandi olmadig izlenimini
uyandirmistir!’® ik kez 19. ylzyihin sonlarinda iki Ingiliz arastirici kentin Mugla
{Mobolla), Eskihisar (Stratonikeia), Yerkesik {Thera) ile karadan bir baglantis) olabi-
lecedini duistinerek bdlgede arastirma gezileri yapmistir '8, Kentin batisindan gece-
rek glineye akan, 5-6 km. ileride denize kavusan Koca Cay (zerinde 1978 yilinda
antik bir képriniin kalintilarini gérmem!17) bdyle bir karayolu baglantisinin olabile-
cedi kanisini pekistirmistir. Gegen ylzyitin sonlarniyla bu yazyilin baslarinda boigede
gezen bilim adamlarn o zaman cok daha iyi durumda olmasi gereken bu képri kalinti-
sini gérmemislerdir. Dere yataginin dibinde kalan, ancak belli bir agidan iyice baki-
lirsa goérilebilen bu kalintilann kis ve bahar aylarinda kabaran sularla 6rtaldga diso-
nulurse, kOprinin gérilememis olmasi dogaldir. Képrd, eski kentin Gstinde kurul-
mus olan Oren bucagdinin hemen girisinde, dere yataginin cok daraldigi bodazin icin-
de kurulmustur. Koprinin Ust yapisi neredeyse timuyle yikimistir. Dere yataginda
iki blydk goziin orta ayadinin en altindaki tek parca selyaran bugin de suyun geldi§i
yoénde yerinde durmaktadir (Resim 1}. Kentin karst kiyisindaki kdpri basindan bug(in
hicbir kalinti yoktur. Cink(, suyun Margal ve Kiran daglarmdan buyuk bir hizla gelip
carptidi nokta burasidir. Dere yatadi icinde suyun aktigl ydonde birkac yiiz metre ara-
likla kiimelenmis kdpri taslarinin arasinda bu kismin taslanni bulmak olasidir. Képru
kalintilarindan anlasiididina gore, kopranin iki blytk gbzu vardir. Bu gozlerden biri,
bir képri basiyla dik egimli karsi kiyiya baglanmis olmahdir. Oteki géz de kent

(15} Kentin konumu igin bk. W. R. PATON, Ceramus And ts Inscriptions, Journal of Hellenic Studies,
C. 11, 1890, s. 109 iz. {(Gergekte makale E. L. HICKS’indir, PATON makaleye bir mektupla katil-
mistir.) L. ROBERT, Téte archaiuge trouvée a Keramos, American Journal of Archaeology, C. 39,
1935, s. 341. G. E. BEAN, Turkey Beyond the Meander, London: Ernest Benn Limited, 1971, s. 53.
A. AKARCA ve T. AKARCA, Milas Cografyast, Tarihi, Arkeolojisi, Istanbul: 1954, 5. 170. G. GUIDI,
Viaggio di esplorazione in Caria, Annuario della R. Scuola Archeologica di Atene, C. 4-5, 1924,
s.386iz. ZPE 44, 1981,51, n. 2.

(16) W. R. PATON ve J. L. MYRES, Researches in Caria, The Geographical Journal, C. 9, Ocak -
Haziran 1897, ss. 38-40. W. R. PATON ve J. L. MYRES, Karian Sites And inscriptions, Journal of
Hellenic Studies, C. 16, 1896, ss. 188-191. W. R. PATON, Ceramic Gulf, The Classical Review,
C. 2, 1888, ss. 328-9.

{17) E. VARINLIOGLU, Bithynia, lonia, Karia’da Epigrafi Arastirmalar, Belleten, c. 44, n. 173, Ocak 1980,
s. 67.
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kiyisindaki képra basiyla az edimli yamaca baglanmis olmalidir. Kent kiyisindaki
kdpri basindan, dere yataginda yiikselen (¢ sira tas kalmistir. Blok taslardan olusan
ilk iki sira, hemen karsi kiyida ylikselen dik dag yamacindan kesilmis koyu kursuni
renkte konglomera taslanidir. Bunun Ustindeki tek sira taslar, gene konglomera olup
sari renklidir. Gene boyle, taban taslarini koyu renkli tastan, (ist siralan sari renkli tas-
tan yapma yontemi, kentin baska yapilarinda da uygulanmistir. Bu konuya ileride
deginecedim.

Bu kdpri basinin suyun kaynak yanindaki kdsesi ile akti§ yandaki (mansap
yani) kdsesi arasindaki uzaklik bize, var idiyse, kdpriinin kemerinin genisligi Gzerine
bir fikir vermektedir. Bu uzaklk 6.90 m.dir. Bir zamantar kemerlerin (izerinde oturdu-
gunu varsaydigim képrandn genigliginin dé bu dlglinin altinda olmadigi distandlme-
lidir. Orta ayagin en altindaki selyaranla kdpriibasi arasindaki gozin acikhg 6.10
m.dir. Ucu sivri selyaranin boyu 2.56m., ylksekligi 0.61 m., genisligi 1.10 m.dir. Bu
selyaran sari konglomera tastandir.

Kdpraniin biy(kliga, yapiminda kullanilan teknik (izerine bize 1sik tutacagini
disinerek, kopraden kalan kimi taslann boyutlarini burada yazmayi gerekli gériiyo-
rum. Kent kiyisindaki kopri basinin, suyun aktigi yonde tabandaki kdse tasinin
boyutlari: yikseklik 0.83 m., genislik 1.10 m., boy 1.60 m.. Koyu kursun renkli tas
siras| Uzerinde yer alan sar renkli taglardan birinin boyutlan: yikseklik 0.38 m.,
genislik 1.00 m., boy 2.00 m.. Bir baskasinin boyutlan: yikseklik 0.60 m., genislik
1.06 m., boy 1.88 m.. Bir baskasinin: yikseklik 0.43 m., genislik 1.07 m., boy 1.23 m..
Bir baskasinin : ylkseklik 0.52 m., genislik 1.07 m., boy 1.90 m.. Bir baskasinin: yuk-
seklik 0.40 m., genislik .60 m., boy 2.16 m..

~ Kopriu basindan kdpri boyunca kent ydniine bakildifinda, ge¢ dénemden
kalma harcli bir képr(i kahntisi gorilmektedir. Blylk bir olasilikla eski kdpranin
ustine ikinci bir kdpri kurulmus ya da képriniin yol kismi harch bir onarim goérmds-
tdr. Kopri basinin suyun aktidi yandaki duvar ylzeyi ile bu harch kalintinin ayni yan-
daki duvar ylizeyi diz bir gizgi (izerinde yer almaktadir. Bundan da anlasildigina
gore, olasihkla, képri sonradan onarim goérurken, ayni temel Gzerinde genisletiime-
den elden gegcirilmistir. Bununla birlikte, ’harcll kahntinin kaynak yanindaki duvar
yuzeyi yikilmistir. Képrii basinin dere yatadi igindeki kosesi ile harch kalintinin en
yakin kosesi arasindaki uzaklik 27.00 m.dir. Buna sirayla birinci goz acikii§i olan 5.10
m., selyaran genigligi 1.10 m., varsayilan ikinci gz agikig 5.10 m. ve karsi kiyidaki
kdpra basinin eklenmesiyle, képrii boyunun 50 m. dolaylannda oldugu anlasiimak-
tadir.

Képri basinin yaninda, suyun aktigi yanda sol kiyida képrindin dst yapisindan
dékantiler bir yigin olusturmustur. Bu yiginin icinde tek parga tastan bir baska sel-
yaran daha vardir. Bunun ol¢ileri 6teki selyaranin dlgilerine yakindir: Yikseklik 0.65
m., Genislik 1.16 m., Boy 2.20 m..
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Dere yataQ icinde sel sularinin sdrikledigi kopri kalintilan yer yer kiimeler
olusturmustur. Birinci kiime, kopriden 400 m. kadar ileride sad yakadadir. Bu
kimenin en Gstindeki birkac tasin boyutlan soyledir: Y. 0.40 m., G. 1.09 m., boy
1.85mm. Y.040m., G.1.06 m., boy 1.30m.. Y.0.51 m., G.0.74 m., boy 2.00 m..
Bu kiimeden 100-150 m. ileride sol yakada bir baska kiime vardir. Bu kiimeden bir
tasin boyutlan: Y. 0.27 m., G. 1.15m., boy 1.50 m.. Bundan az ileride koyu kursun
renkli ve sar renkte kopru taslarindan olusan bir baska kiime daha vardir. Bu kiime-
den tasin boyutlan: Y. 0.57 m., G. 1.04 m., boy 1.44 mm.

2. ANTIK SET DUVARI

Derenin suyunu ve sel sularini kentten uzak tutmak, bu sulan ovaya akitmak
icin yapiimis antik set duvar buglin artik kullamimamaktadir. Yeni yapilan setle,
sular Tirkevleri yoniinde siralanan dagin eteklerine dogru ydnlendirilmis, ileride
dagdin etedinden kaynayan suyla birlestirildikten sonra denize akitilmistir. Antik set
duvan kopriden 200-300 m. kadar ileride toprak alttndan cikiyor ve gliney bati
yoninde uzaniyor. Daha ileride bir dirsek yapip giineye yoneliyor. Képruden sonra
arada kalan 200-300 m.lik bos alan, set duvarinin toprak altinda kaldi§ izlenimini
uyandirmaktadir. KoprG gozlerinden bosalan sularin, arazinin dogal e§imine uyarak
surlara dogru akisini dnlemek igin, bu duvarlarin hemen képriden sonra, képriyle
birlesecek sekilde yapilmis olmasi gereklidir('® . Kentin surlan da képri yakininda
neredeyse set duvar ile birlesmisken, bu duvann giney-bati yoniinde slirmesine
karsilik, surlar genis bir yay cizerek setten uzaklasip doduya yoneliyor. Boylece
duvarin islevi, sel sulann surlardan uzak tutmanin yani sira, alGvyonlu sularla ovayi
sulamak oluyor. ClnkU set duvari bir dirsek yapip glineye y6neldigi zaman, kentin
surlan ¢ok uzaklarda kaliyor ve set duvarn da suyun ovaya dadiimasini sadladiktan
sonra, birden kesiliyor.

Bu duvarnn kalinhgi 2.40 m.dir. Képride oldugu gibi, en alt sirada koyu kursun
renkli konglomera, poligonal taslar, bunun (zerinde de dikdértgen prizma biciminde
sar renkli konglomera taslar yer aliyor. Sari taslann buyuklikleri esit degil, dahasi
dizgln degil. Belli ki, kdpride ve baska yapilarda oldugu gibi, set duvarnnin yapil-
masinda ayni 6zen gosterilmemistir (Resim 2).

Antik setten bolgeyi gezen bilim adamlarinca hi¢ séz edilmemis olmasmin
nedeni ne olabilir? Belki surlarin disinda ovada bulunan bu duvarlar gérmemis ya da
bu duvarlann iglevini disinememislerdir.

(18) W. R. PATON ve J. L. MYRES, Researches in Caria, The Geographical Journal, C. 9, Ocak - Hazi-
ran 1897, s. 38. Burada ... the stream —which is dry in summer, but is provided with wide water-
gates in the walls— ...”" anlasilmiyor. Cinkd, surlarla kdpriden bosalan sular arasinda set duvan
vardir. Surlar i¢in bk. G. GUIDI, Viaggio di esplorazione in Caria, Annuario delle R. Scuola Arche-
ofogica di Atene, C.4-b, 1924, ss. 386-396.



3. KAYA MEZARLARI >

Antik képraden sonra Tlrkevleri yoniinde siralanan dik daglann birinin yama-
cinda yiikselen biiyiik bir kayanin yiiziinde 6 tane kaya mezari vardr. lik bakista asa-
gidan 8 kaya mezar sayllmaktadir, ama denizden yana olan sonuncu mezar odasi
(6. mezar) gergekte gérinmemektedir. Onun yerine yanyana duran G¢ kapi, daha
iceride olan mezar odasinin 6niindeki daracik sahanh@a giristeki (ic goz oyuktur. Asil
mezar odasina bu sahanliktan giriliyor.

Bu kaya mezarlan ¢ok uzaklardan secilmektedir. Bununla birlikte, cevrede
dolasan az sayida bilim adamindan ancak birkagi bu mezarlardan sézetmistir!19),
Yamacta yikselen ¢iplak bir kayantn yizinde yanyana siralanan bu mezarlara tirma-
nip icerisi ile ilgili olarak simdiye dek bilgi veren olmamistir9). Bu mezarlar simdi
yagmalanmis, tahrip edilmis durumdadir. Geride kalan birka¢ parga seramikle bir
mezarin duvarlarnini érten sivanin Gstlndeki resim ve boya (fresk) kirntilandr.

Birinci Mezar Odasi: Kaya mezarlarina bakarken en saddaki oda.. Oda do§uya
bakmaktadir. Tabani dikdortgen biciminde, derinligi eninden azdir. Odaya dikdort-
genin sol késesindeki kapidan girilmektedir. Giristeki odanin duvari kinlmistir. lceride
karsida dar kenarlan birbirine yanasik iki mezar gukuru vardir. Odamin sol ve sag
duvarlanina bitisik iki mezar ¢ukuru, giriste kapi acikhgindan artan boslukta sada
dogru 5. mezar cukuru vardir. Mezar odasinin tavan yiksekligi 2.76 m., genisligi
4.25 m., derinligi 3.47 m.dir. Kapinin yiksekligi 1.40 m., genisligi 0.69 m.dir. Esik
genisligi 0.26 m.dir. Giriste sol yanda yerde kapi milinin oturdugju kare bigiminde bir
oyuk belli olmaktadir. Mezarlar odanin kaya tabanina oyulmustur. Mezar ¢ukurlari-
nmn yerden yiksekligi 0.15 m.dir. Giriste sol duvara bitisik 1. mezar cukurunun
boyutlan: boyu 2.00 m., derinligi 0.44 m., genisligi 0.50 m.dir. Giriste karst duvara
bitisik iki mezarin soldan baslayarak birincisi (2. mezar): boy 2.00 m., derinlik 0.65
m., genislik 0.66 m.. Onun yanindaki (3. mezar) mezann boyutlan: boy 2.00 m.,
derinlik 0.44 m., genislik 0.5 m.. Giriste sa§ duvara bitisik mezarin (4. mezar)
boyutlari: boy 2.00 m., derinlik 0.45 m., genislik 0.60 m.. Giriste kapinin yanindaki 5.
mezar gukurunun boyutlan: boy 2.16 m., derinlik 0.45 m., genislik 0.30 m. (Resim3).

Ikinci Mezar Odasi: Bu mezar odasinin ici toprakla dolmustur. Bu yiizden &I{
konan mezar cukurlar belli degildir. Mezar odasinin tavan ylksekligi 1.30 m., derin-
ligi 1.85 m., genisligi 1.50 m.dir. Kapi yiksekligi 1.00 m., genisligi 0.70 m.dir. Esik
genisligi 0.40 m.dir (Resim 3.

{(19) A. AKARCA ve T. AKARCA, Milas Cografyasi, Tarihi, Arkeolojisi, Istanbul; 1954, s. 174.

{20} Bu odalarnin birinden ¢ikan krater parcasi icin bk. P. ROOS, The Rock-Tombs of Caria, 7he Proceed-
ings of the Tenth International Congress of Classical Archaeology, Ankara: Tirk Tarih Kurumu,
1978, s. 432.
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Ogiincii Mezar Odasi: Bu odanin tavani tonoz biciminde, “tabani dikdértgendir.
Odaya dikddrtgen bigiminde alcak bir kapidan girilmektedir. Kapi yiiksekligi 0.87 m.,
genisligi 0.61 m., esik genisligi 0.32 m.dir. Odanin tavan yiksek!igi (tavamn en yiik-
sek oldudu yer) 1.32 m., genisligi 2.15 m., derinligi 2.38 m.dir. Mezar cukuru odann
tam ortasinda 0.38 m. derinliktedir. Cukur dikdortgen bigiminde olup dért duvardan
da 0.69 m. uzaklktadir. Kapidan giriste karsida sol kdsede, sonradan acildigini san-
diim dizgian olmayan 0.40 - 0.28 m. capinda 4. mezar odasina acilan bir delik var-
dir. (Resim4}.

Dérdiincii Mezar Odasi: Buraya 3. mezar odasindaki delikten girilmektedir. Oda-
nin ayrica kapisi vardir. Kapidan girildiginde, oda, derinligi eninden bly(ik, dikdort-
gen tabanl bir mezar odasi bigimindedir. Odanin tavani kavislidir. Giriste sag ve sol
duvarlar az kavislidir. Karsi duvar da tavana dogru az kavis yapiyor. Kapi dikdértgen
bigimindedir. Kapi yuksek!igi 0.84 m., genisligi 0.65 m., esik genisligi 0.32 m.. Ortada
tabanda agilmus bir mezar gukuru var. Gukur toprakia dolu oldudu icin, derinligi belli
degil, Cukur, girise gore, sag duvardan 0.71 m., sol duvardan 0.68 m., karsi duvardan
0.71 m., giristeki duvardan 0.25 m. uzakhkta. Odanin tavan yiksekligi 1.20 m., derin-
ligi 2.43 m., genisligi 1.96 m.dir. Kapinin igeriden iki (ist kdsesinde kapt milinin otur-
dugu oyuk vardir. Soldaki oyugun derinligi 0.07 m., boyu 0.07 m., genisligi 0.08 m..
Sagdaki oyugun derinligi 0.07 m., boyu 0.065 m., genisligi 0.085 m.dir (Resim 5). -

Bu mezar odasindan iki parca boyasiz, bir parca da siyah boyali seramik
alindi2V,

Beginci Mezar Odasi: Bu mezar odasina, kaya tabanindan (¢ metre kadar yuka-
nda oldugu icin, girilemedi. Disandan secilebildigi 6iciide, odanin tavani kavislidir,
kapisi dikdértgen bigimindedir. Bu kapi, 6teki odalarin kapilarinin tersine, distan
kapaniyormus izlenimini veriyor. Cink(, kapinin disardan algak olan yanlar, iceride
yUkseliyor {Resim 6).

Altinci Mezar Odasi: Bu kaya mezarinin plani, yukarida belirttiim gibi, oteki
mezarlardan ayridir. Asil mezar odasinin 6ninde dar bir sahanlik vardir. Disandan bu
sahanh@a yanyana duran U¢ ayri gézden girilmektedir. Bu gozler, uzaktan bakildigin-
da, U¢ ayri mezar odasinin kapilari gibi gérinmektedir (Resim 7). Asil mezar odasinin
tabani dikddrtgen biciminde, tavan ve duvarlari kavislidir. Tavan ylksekligi 1.40 m.,
derinligi 2.42 m., genisligi 2.08 m.dir. Odaya, ylksekligi 0.94 m., genisligi 0.57 m. ve

{21) Boyasiz seramikler tarihleme konusunda elverigli gikmadilar. Yalniz siyah boyalt seramigi Prof. Dr.
Cevdet Bayburtluoglu 1.0. 6. yiizyil sonu 4. yiizyil basina tarihledi. Kendisine burada tesekkir etmek
isterim.

Paavo ROOS'un Keramos'taki kaya mezarlarindan birinde cikan siyah boyali seramige verdigi tarih
de |.8. 4. ylzyidw. Aynica Karia kaya mezarlaninin tarihlemesi ile ilgili olarak bk. P. ROOS, The
Rock-Tombs of Caunus, Goteborg: Paul Astréms Forlag, 1972, C. |, s. 13,94-95.
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esik genisligi 0.41 m. olan dikdértgen bigiminde bir kapidan girilmektedir. Mezar
cukuru odanin ortasinda, giriste sol duvardan 0.73 m., karsi duvardan 0.73 m., sad
duvardan 0.62 m., giristen 0.29 m. uzakliktadir. Gukurun derinligi 0.60 m., boyu 1.40
m., genisligi 0.70 m.dir. Cukurun dlzgin olmayisi yizinden tabanda ve yukarida
olcller birkag santim oynamaktadir.

Kapi, giriste duvarin ortasindan agtimistir. Kapinin karsisindaki duvarda, cer-
ceve icinde bir resim vardir. Resim, duvarin ylzeyini kaplayan sivanin Gstiine yapi!-
mistir. Gerek resim, gerekse siva biylk 6l¢lide bozulmustur.Resimden geriye kalan,
ortada kucaginda bir cocuk tutan figlirin sa§ eli, cocudun ¢enesi, basinin gevre-
sinde héle kalintilari, omuzu hizasinda sada dogru uzatilmis bol bir giysi i¢indeki kolu
ve acik isaret parmagi. Cocugun yzii 6nden goérilmektedir. Buy(k figiran saginda,
solunda duvara sigrayip sonra akmis izlenimini veren boya kalintilari, bundan baska,
basinin gevresindeki halenin saginda, solunda boyayla yazilmis yazi kalintilan vardir.
Blylk fighran kucaginda tuttugu cocugun kolunun az Ustiinde de boyayla yazilmis
harf kalintilar vardr.

Resimde ortadaki cocuk figiirii Isa’dir. Bu, sag kolunun az Ustindeki yaziyla
da dogrulanmaktadirt??), |sa, annesi Meryem'in kucagindadir. Bu da yazi kalintisiyla
dogrulanmaktadir. Bu, hristiyan ikonografisinde sik gérilen Meryem ile Cocuk Isa
sahnesidir'?®. Sagda ve solda gérdigiimiiz, duvara sigrayip akmis izlenimini veren
boya kalintilar da iki basmelegin, Mikail ile Cebrail‘in kanatlarindaki tiylerin boyalari-
dir. Bu iki melekten geriye hi¢ yazit kalmamustir.

Oda, kapidan giren 1sikla yeterince aydinlanmadidi igin, iceride resim ¢cekme
olanagi bulamadim. Yalniz resimde kullanilan renkler segilebiliyordu: vigne kirmizis,
acik ve koyu turuncu, civit mavisi (acik ve koyu), siyaha yakin mavi.. Mezar odasinin
ontndeki sahanlia disanidan ¢ ayr kapi izlenimini veren yanyana U¢ géz oyuktan
girildigini yukanda soylemistim. Bu oyuklardan soldakinin girisinde soldaki duvarda
siva Uzerinde boyall bir resim kahntisi bulunmaktadir. Resmin konusu, resim ¢ok
bozuldugu icin, belli olmuyor. En sagdaki Gguinch kapidan giriste, sagdaki duvarin
Ustlinde de siva Uzerinde renkli boyal bir resim var, bozuldugu igin, bunun da konu-
su belli olmuyor. Ortadaki kapinin arkasina diisen asil mezar odasinin kapisi lizerinde
de siva Ustlinde renkli bir resim kalintisi var, aynt nedenle bunun da konusu belli
olmuyor. Sahanlktaki Gc resim de cerceve igine alinmistir. Cergeve gizgileri firgayla
yapitmis olup birbirine kosut iki edri cizgi olarak resmi kusatmaktadir. Cergevenin
renkleri, disarnidan baslayarak gittikge koyulasiyor. En dista pembe, sonra koyu kire-
mit rengi, kurumus kan rengi, siyah ve en igeride beyaz renk var.

(22) Bu resimdeki yazilar yazitlar bolimiinde ele aknrmistir.

(23) Bu konuda, érnedin Kariye Camii ile ilgili olarak bk. J. LAFONTAINE-DOSOGNE, Iconography
of the Cycle of the infancy of Christ, The Kariye Djami, ed. Paul A. Underwood, Princeton: Prin-
ceton University Pres, 1975, C. IV, 195-241.
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Soldaki duvarin tzerindeki resimde bir aziz oldugu, basinin cevresindeki hale-
den sdyle bdyle belli oluyor. Cercevenin sol ust kdsesinde bir hac ¢izimi var: énce-
den varolan hacin (izerinden sanki birisi ikinci kez ¢izmis. Cerceve icindeki resme
yakindan bakildiginda, sonradan igne ucuyla cizilmis gibi Yunanca yazilar vardir(24).

Mezar kapisi Gizerindeki resim kan rengi bir cerceve icinde. Cercevede de iki
¢izgi egemendir. Cerceve icerisinde sadda bir aziz basini gevreleyen hale belli oluyor.
Soldaki figir, cok bozulmus oldudu icin, belli degil. Sol lst késede, yukanda anlatti-
gim gibi, ciziklerle yazilmis Yunanca yazilar var (25,

4. HEROON

Kaya mezarlarindan sonra Turkevleri‘ne giden yolun safinda yulkselen dik
yamacin bir terasi tzerinde, yerden 30 m. kadar yukarida, sik c¢alilarin, makilerin,
adaclanin arasinda gizlenen bir Heroon vardir 28", Sirtini dogal kayalara vermis olan
bu Heroon, Oren ovasina ve Kerme kérfezine bakmaktadir. Heroon’un kaya tabanin-
dan sonra 4.00 metre ylkselen bir cephe duvan vardir (Resim 8). Bu cephe duvarina
dik gelen, dogal yamagla cephe duvanni birlestiren iki yan duvan daha vardir. (G¢l
birden: TeplBoAog ). Cephe duvarnin uzunlugu 22.00 m., ovaya bakar-
ken sagdaki yan duvarin uzqrnlugu 7.50 m., soldaki yan duvar ise 14.00 m.dir.
Tabandan mezar odasinin O LMOG tavani hizasina dek koyu kursun rengi cokgen
konglomera taslarla ortilmds olan cephe duvarinin Gst siralarinda sart konglomera
taslar vardir. Her t¢ duvann koyu renkli taslar yamactaki dogal kayayla ayni nitelik-
tedir. BlyUk bir olasilikia bu kayalar yamactan koparilmis, boylece bir yandan duvar
yvapiminda gerekli tas saglanmis, 6te yandan yamacgta Heroon igin gerekli yer agil-
mistir 7). Cephe duvarinin kalinligini en Gst sirada bulunan sari konglomera taslarin
derinlidi veriyor. Derinlemesine dizilmis olan bu taslardan ikisinin boyutlan soyle:
derinlik 1.40 m., genislik 0.85 m., ytkseklik 0.45 m.. Derinlik 1.25 m., genislik 0.90
m., yukseklik 0.43 m.. Yer yer dlsey dizlemden disari tasan koyu renkii taslar, du-
varin 1.50 m.den az kalinlikta olmadiini géstermektedir. Cokgen taslarin boyutlar
olaganastd, bigimleri dizensizdir. Buna karsilik Gst siralan olusturan sari renkli tasla-
rin boyutlar, goruldagu gibi, birbirine yakin ve dikdértgen bicimindedir. Cepheyi
olusturan koyu renkli taslarin bazilarinin boyutlarn séyle: G¢gen prizma bigiminde,
Y. 1.36 m., gbriinen taban genisligi 0.90 m., derinligi 1.10 m.. Basasag! duran ya-
muk prizma biciminde, Y. 0.90 m., taban genisligi 2.30 m., derinligi 0.90 m.. Bas-
asag| duran bir Gggen prizma, Y. 1.26 m., derinlik 1.00 m., taban genisligi 1.10 m..

{24) Bu yazilar igin yazitlar bolumiine bakiniz.

(25) Bu yazitar icin yazitlar bolimiine bakmiz.

{26) E. VARINLIOGLU, Bithynia,lonia, Karia'da Epigrafi Arasurmalan, Belleten, C. 44, No. 173,
Ocak 1980, s. 66.

(27) Krs. J. KUBINSKA, tes Monuments funéraires dans les Inscriptions grecques de I’ Asie Mineure,
Warszawa : PWN - Editions scientitiques de Pologne, 1968, s. 26 iz.
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Tepesi kesik licgen prizma biciminde, Y. 1.25 m., genisglik 1.80 m., derinlik 1.00 m..
Duvardan dismus bazi taslar duvarn altinda yamacgta durmaktadir.

Mezar odasi cephe duvarimin 6.00 m. kadar gerisinden basliyor. Bu uzaklik,
mezar odasinin OIHOC) kapisindan Heroon’un cephe duvarina dek olan uzaklik-
tir. Aradaki boslukta ne oldugunu gérmek olanaksizdi, ¢link( mezari soymak igin
girenler tam mezar odasinin éniindeki tavani kazmislar ve bu kazi sonunda tavan,
mezar odasinin kapisinin 6ninl kapatacak bicimde ¢ékmustir. Ancak bir kurtarma
kazisi sonunda aradaki boslukta ne oldugu anlasilabilecektir.

Mezar odasi, taban dikdértgen biciminde, derinligi genisliginden buyuk,
tonozlu bir yapidir (Resim 9). Odanin 6lcllebilen tavan yiksekiigi 2.35 m.dir. Yer
toprak ve tasla kaph oldugu icin, tavanin daha yliksek oldugu duslnulebilir. Odanin
derinligi 3.0 m., genisligi 3.26 m.dir. Odaya giris, Heroon’un cephe yéninde tek
kapiyla saglanmistir. Kapinin boyutlari: Y. 1.00 m. (taban toprakla 6rtili oldugu
icin, kapinin gercek yGksekligi belli olmuyor), G. 0.75 m., esik genisligi 0.56 m..

Odada lahitler oldugu belli, yalniz, odanin tabani toprakla értili oldugu icin,
bunlarin sayisi kesin olarak belli dedil. Uzun yani, kapidan giriste sol duvara yanasik
bir tahitle, uzun yani karsi duvara yanasik, dar yani sol duvara yanasik bir baska Iahit,
bir de uzun yani sag duvara yanasik Ggluncd bir 1ahitin bir yani belli oluyor. Lahitler
san konglomera tastandir. Lahitlerle duvar arasinda az bir bosluk kaliyor. Kapinin
boyutlan ile 1ahitlerin boyutlan karsilastinldiginda, bu lahitlerin odaya énceden geti-
rilmis oldugu anlasiliyor: odanin hi¢ olmazsa cephe duvar sonradan 6riilmastir. Sol
duvara uzunlamasina yanasik lahitin boyutian: boyu 2.40 m., yikseklik 0.56 m., ici-
nin genisligi 0.98 m.. Lahitlerin kapaklan kiniip parcalanmis, ters dénmis durumda.

Sol duvara yanasik birinci 1ahitin 0.84 m. Ustiinde, sol duvarda, tonoz biikeyi-
nin baslamasindan hemen sonra, dikdértgen biciminde bir pencere girintisini andiran
diizgin bir oyuk (nis) vardir. Ayni duvarda bu hizada ikinci bir nis de ikinci 1ahit icin
var. Bunun karsisindaki duvarda (giriste sag duvarda) tg¢ulnci bir nis var. Bunlardan
1&hit sayisinin G¢ oldudu sunucunu cikarabiliriz. Birinci nisin boyutlar: Y. 0.67 m.,
G.0.40 m., derinlik 0.20 m.. lkinci nisin boyutlari: Y. 0.55 m., G. 047 m., D. 0.23 m..
Uciincd nisin boyutlan: Y. 0.40m., G.0.66 m., D. 0.20 m..

Mezar odasinin dért duvan ve tonoz sari konglomera tastan drdlmustar. Bu
taslanin 6rgl bicimi ve boyutlar levhada gosterilmistir (Cizim 1). Kapinin bulundugu
duvarin Gzerinde, disarda, bir duvar kalintisi belli oluyor. Bu durumda, Heroon'un iki
katli oldugunu disunebiliriz; ya da mezar odasinin bulundugu alt katin tstiinde ne
amagla kullanildigini bilmedigim ikinci bir duvar vardir. Yukarida da belirttigim gibi,
Heroon’'un cephe ve yan duvarlan, mezar odasinin tavanindan yulksektir, mezar
odast ile cephe duvar arasinda Ustl kapali (tavanh) bir bosluk vardir.

Heroon, antik kentin yanindan akan cayin karsi kiyisindaki daglarin yama-
cinda, Turkevleri-Pinar-Oren kavsagindan sonra Tiirkevleri yoniinde 3 km. kadar
ileridedir.
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Heroon'u, set duvari ve kopryle birlikte ele aldigimizda, yapiislarinda uygula-
nan yéntem, kullantlan gerecler (koyu ve acik renkli konglomera taslar) bakimindan,
ortak yonleri oldugunu gérmekteyiz. Bunlardan, konunun uzmani kisilerce tarihle-
mede dnemli ipuclan olarak yararlanilabilecegini saniyorum(28),

5. KENTTEKI KAYA MEZARLARI

Bu mezarlann birini saymazsak, hepsi sur disindadir. Oren ovasini kuzeyden
doguya cevreleyen yiiksek daglarin eteklerinde siralanan bu mezar odalarindan 8
tanesinin icine girip 6i¢cller aldim. Aynt yol (izerinde siralanan 6teki kaya mezarlarinin
betimlemesini gelecek arastirma doneminde tamamlayabilecedimi saniyorum.

Birinci Oda: Bu kaya mezan sayin Mehmet S(vari'nin evinin arkasinda, sur icinde-
dir. Duvarlarda siva ve boya kalintilan vardir. Boya, kurumus kan rengindedir. Tavan
kavislidir. Giriste yerde bir mezar oldugunu gosteren bir cukur yoktur. Tam karsida
dipte tavani kavisli by(k bir nisin altinda bir seki (set) vardir. Giriste tavan yuksek|igi
1.70 m. (yerde kereste yi§il oldugu icin, yUkseklik olclst saghkh degildir), taban
genisligi 3.50 m.. Sekinin tabandan yiksekligi 0.40 m., girise bakan ylizeyinin genis-
ligi 1.94 m., derinligi 0.65 m.dir. Seki ile tavan arasinda kalan yukseklik 0.87 m..
Sekinin Ustinde kalan tavan ve yanlardaki duvarlar swvali ve boyali. Yalniz isten
kararmis. Buras bir mezar odasi oldudu olclide, bir tapinma vyeri izlenimini de veri-
yor. Mezar odast tam glineye baktyor.

lkinci Oda: Simdi an kovanlarinin bulundugu bir magara gérinimiinde. Sag ve
sol duvarlar az kavisli, tavan kayanin icine kubbe biciminde oyulmus. Sag, sol ve
karsi duvarlarda ikon koyacak bicimde klicUk oyuklar (nis) var. Birinci odada oldugu
gibi, burada da kapi ya da esik gortimiyor. Magara adzinda tavan yiksekligi 1.12
m., tabanda genislik 1.18 m.. Iceride tavan yiiksekligi 1.66 m., tabanda genislik 2.20
m.. Giriste sa§ duvardaki nis yerden 0.57 m. yukanda. Boyutlan: Y. 0.50 m., G. 0.38
m., derinlik 0.27 m.. Karsi duvarda nisin yerden yiksekligi 0.68 m., boyutlan:
Y.0.47 m., G. 0.41 m., D. 0.27 m.. Soldaki nis yerden 0.64 m. yukarnda; boyutlari:
Y.0.47m., G.0.38m., D.0.27 m.. Tavanda, duvarlarda siva kalintilari var ama bun-
lar isten kararmis. Kovanlarin altinda mezar gukurlar var mi, belli degil. Birinci magja-
rada oldugu gibi, seki yok. Bu mezar da glineye bakiyor.

Ogiincii Oda: Dagin eteginden giden patikadan yiksekte kiiciik bir magara. Siva
kalintisi yok. Magara oyugu da tam degil: belki oyulmaya baslamis ya da dogal bir
oyuk.

(28) Krs. G. GUIDI Viaggio di esplorazione in Caria, Annuario della R. Scuola Archealogica di Atene,
C. 45,1924, s. 386. A. AKARCA - T. AKARCA, Milas Cografyasi, Tarihi, Arkeolojisi, Istanbul:
1954, s. 172. G. E. BEAN, Turkey Beyond the Meander, London: Ernest Benn Limited, 1971,
s. 54-55.
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Dérdiincti Oda: Bu odanin, giriste simdi yikilmis olan sag duvan giineye bakiyor.
Bu durumda oda, dagin etegindeki patikaya dik gelmiyor, ona kosut. Odaya giris sol
koseden. Giristen sonraki sol yandaki uzun duvarda ve karsida dar yanda seki var.
Sekilerin yerden yiiksekligi-0.63 m., genisli§i 0.68 m., uzunluklan ise magaranin
derinlik ve genisliklerine esittir. Magaranin tavan yuksekligi 2.00 m., genisligi 1.60
m., derinligi 2.25 mm. Duvarlarda siva kalintilari vardir.

Besginci Oda: Magaranin girisinde hemen mezar gukuru basliyor, karsi duvara var-
madan sona eriyor. Tavan ve duvarlar az kavisli. Sagdaki duvarda bir nis var. Maga-
ranin tavan yuksekligi 0.90 m., genisligi 2.85 m., derinligi 2.37 m.. Dikdortgen bici-
mindeki nisin Y. 0.48 m., G. 1.10 m., D. 0.52 m., yerden yuksekligi 0.16 m.. Orta-
daki mezar cukurunun karsi duvardan uzakh@ 0.80 m., sol duvardan uzakhg) 1.23 m.,
sa§ duvardan uzakh@ 1.03 m.. Magarada siva kalintisi az. Magara gineye bakiyor.

Altincy Oda: Odaya kiglk bir delikten giriliyor. Deligin boyutlan: Y. 0.84 m.,
G. 0.63 m.. Duvarlar ve tavan az kavisli. Tabanda karst duvara dodru mezar cukurlar
var, bunlardan yalniz biri belli oimaktadir, otekiler toprakla 6rtGli. Magaraya giriste
sa§ duvarda ve karsi duvarda uzun, biiyk nisler vardir.

Giriste magaranin tavan yiiksekligi 1.73 m., G. 1.90 m., derinlik 2.40 m.dir..
Giriste sol duvardan yana olan mezar cukurunun boyu 2.00 m., genisligi 0.37 m..
Derinlik, toprak orttig icin, olclilemedi. Sag duvardaki nisin Y. 0.77 m., G. 0.65m.,
D. 2.00 m.. Magaranin ayn bir bélima gibi olan bu nisin esik genisligi 0.40 m.. Karsi
duvardaki nisin Y. 0.75 m., G. 0.57 m., D. 1.85 m., esik genisligi 0.31 M.. Bu maga-
radan boyasiz seramik kahntilan alindi?®. Mezarda kullanildigini sandigim biiyiik
boyutlu seramik kalintilan magarada kald:.

Yedinci Oda: Bu oda 6 numarali odadan 1-2 metre daha yiksektedir. Magaranin
dazgln kap girisi belli olmaktadir, yalmz kapinin sag yani duvarla birlikte kinlmistir.
Giriste sag ve sol duvarlar 6nce dik gcikmakta, sonra kavis yapmaktadir. Tavan da
kavislidir. Siva kalintisi belli belirsizdir. Karsi duvarda —sag ve sol duvarlar arasinda —
bir oyuk vardir. Magara guneye bakmaktadir.

Magaranin tavan yiksekligi 1.40 m., G. 1.95 m., D. 2.45 m., esik genisligi 0.40
m.dir. Karsidaki oyugun yerden ylksekligi 0.40 m., ylksekligi 0.11 m., genisligi 1.82
m., derinligi 0.10 m.dir.

Sekizinci Oda: Buna oda yerine nis demek daha dogru olur. Dagin etegdini izleyen kegi-
yolunun {zerinde kayaya oyulmus kigik dikdortgen.. Nisin Y. 0.70 m., G. 0.68 m.,
D. 0.67 m.. Bu nisin ikon koymak icin kuilanilan kutsal bir yer oldugunu saniyorum.

(29) Prof. Dr. Cevdet Bayburtluoglu bu seramik parcalarini gec Roma, erken Bizans cagina tarihlemistir.
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Tarkevleri yolundaki 6 kaya mezarn ile kentin surlari i¢inde baslayip kuzey-dogu
yodniinde ilerleyen kaya mezarlarini karsilastirdiimizda, géze carpan ilk ayrim, 6 kaya
mezarinin daha ¢ok mimari kaygiyla yapilmis olmasidir. Birinci mezarin kapisinin
bulundudu cephe duvar yikildidi icin, bu konuda pek bir sey sdyleyemiyorum. Ancak
ikinci mezar odasina, kaya ylzeyi dlzeltildikten sonra kap! acimistir. Oyle ki, kapinin
ustindeki dogal kaya cikinti yapmakta, belki de yukandan akan sularin odaya sizma-
sint énlemektedir. Uclinci odanin kapisi da dogal kayanin yiizeyi duzeltildikten
sonra, ¢ergeve igine alinmistir. Bu ¢erceve ile kaya yizeyi arasinda kapinin Gstinde
az bir cikinti farki bulunmaktadir. Dérdinci kapinin Gstiinde, mimar? 6ge sayabilece-
gimiz bir sacak vardir. Besinci odanin kapisinin Gsttinde, ikinci kapida oldugu gibi,
dogal kaya ¢ikinti yapmustir, kaptya kayanin igine gémulmas izlenimini vermektedir.
Altinci odanin distaki Uc kapisinin gevresinde kayalar diizeltilmemistir. Ancak, yuka-
rida da belirttigim gibi, bu odanin plani 6tekilerden daha karmasiktir.

Kentin yakinindaki magaralardan gezebildigim 8 odadan altisi, distan bakildi-
ginda, kayanin icine oyulmus dogal magara goriinimiindedir. Yalniz 7. oda étekiler-
den ayri bir gérinimdedir. Sekizinci oda ise, daha ¢ok dizgin bicimde oyulmus
nistir.

Tirkevleri yolundaki 6 mezar, bir da§ yamacinda yukselen ciplak, dik bir kaya-
nin yazune oyulmustur. Kentin yakinindaki odalar ise, bir keciyolu Gstiinde, nere-
deyse yol dlizeyinde yapimistir.

6. YAZITLAR

Bu arastirma doneminde Keramos'ta gordigim yazitlann blyik ¢cogunlugu
yayimlanmamistir. Daha énce yayimlanmis olanlann biyik kesimi yitmis, kimi yazit-
larin yeri de@istirilmistir. Saymin Hlsamettin Aktas'in evinin kuzey-dogu kosesinde
kullaniimis olan yazitin bitiinii daha 6nce yayimlanmistir %) Sayin Mehmet Akarca-
nin evindeki dikmenin altinda duran, yazilan silinmeye yiz tutmus silindir bigimin-
deki meclis karari da daha énce yayimlanmisti 31,

Keramos kentinin kalintilarinin Oren iskelesinin yapiminda kullanilmasina kar-
sin, bu antik kentte énemli yeni yazitlar bulma olasiligi vardir. Sarapis tapinaginin
kurulmasina para yardiminda bulunanlarin listesi bu kiyi kentinin, biy(k bir olasilikia
Rodos'la olan tecim iliskisinin bir kanitidir 32, Kursunlu yapinin altinda Sayin Hisa-
mettin Gokmen'in bahcesinde ¢ikan isim listesi ileride Keramos'lularin prosopograp-
hia’sinin olusmasinda yararh olacaktir®3. Kirkmevkii‘nden getirilmis bir meclis

(30) E. L. HICKS, Ceramus And Its Inscriptions, Journal of Hellenic Studrfes, C. 11, 1890, s. 126, No. 9.

(31) A MAIURI, Viaggio di esplorazione in Caria, Annuario della R. Scuola Archeologica di Atene, C. 4-b,
1924, s.473, No. 19, (= SEG IV, 180.

{32) E. VARINLIOGLU, Two Inscriptions form Ceramus, ZPE 44, 1981, 53, dn. 9.

(33) Bu vyapticin bk. G. GUIDI, Viaggio di esplorazione in Caria, Annuario della R. Scuola Archeologica
di Atene, C. 4-b, 1924, s. 395, A. AKARCA ve T. AKARCA, Milas Cografyasi, Tarihi, Arkeolojisi,
Istanbul: 1954, s, B5iz.

Bu yaziti daha 6nce gormis olan L. ROBERT i¢in bk. Monnaies grecques, Paris: Librairi Droz,
1967, s. 57, dn. 3.
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karar, daha 6nce yayimlanmis bir benzerinin de yardimiyla kentiri toplum yasamina,
bayramlarina 1sik tutacak niteliktedir . Bir baska yazit parcasi da, |.S. 69 yilinda
Olimpiyatlarda hem uzun hem kisa mesafe kosusunda ayni ginde sampiyon olmus
Keramos’lu atletle ilgilidir 3.

Bu arastirma ddéneminde karsilastigim en eski yazit Bodrum muzesindedir.
Tarihsel Bodrum kalesinden sokilen bir duvarin taslan arasindan cikan iki parca
yazit, arkaik donemdendir. |Ik bakista bunun bir envanter oldugu anlasiliyor.

Bodrum’dan Gokova iskelesine dek uzanan Kerme Kérfezi'nin kuzey kiyilan
Karia'nin en cetin topraklandir. Kiyidan gidildiginde, cogu yerde vyaliyarlann etedine
ayak basmak bile guctar. Bu kiyilarda Halikarnassos'tan sonra Idyma’ya dek (Gok-
ova iskelesinin az kuzeyinde) Keramos buy{kliginde bir baska antik yerlesmeyle
karstlasilmamistir. Strabon’un s6z(inG ettigi Bargasa kenti simdiye dek bu kiyilarda
bulunamamistir’®®) Ontmuzdeki yillarda Oren-Yerkesik-Mugla-Eskihisar arasinda
kalan, simdiye dek ¢ok az arastincinin ayak bastigi cok engebeli bu dag yamagcla-
rinda arastirmalarim stirdirmeyi dGsindyorum.

6.1.1. Meryem'in basinin iki yanindaki yazitlar {bk. s. 8):

[- - -] C

Mn(tn)pe ©(eo0)D
HIy PI'H HC L A
6.1.2. Cocuk Isa'nin kolunun ustindeki yazi {bk. s. 8):
{Sag kol (Sol kol, géranmuyor)
'I(nool)c [ X(pLotd)e ]

6.1.3. Giriste sol duvardaki resim Gzerindeki yazitlar (bk. s. 9):
Hacin Gstiinde : K(OpL)e
Haginsaginda : K(DpL)e Bohbn Ttwov dol-
(Aovlk-// Ko/w%npoﬁ.
w ) Ow />< HUIX INN

K(Dpu)e Bolhdnl ...
Halenin saginda:  K(Gpu)e Bokon

(34) Krs. yukanda dn. 31'le.

{35) Pausanias, VI, 13, 2.

(36) Strabo, XIV, 2, 16. W. B. PATON, Ceramus And Its Inscriptions, Journal of Hellenic Studies,
C. 11, 1890, s. 111., W. R. PATON, Ceramic Gulif, The Classical Review, C. 2, 1888, s. 329,
W. R. PATON ve J. L. MYRES, Karian Sites And Inscriptions, Journal of Hellenic Studies, C. 16,
1896, s. 197.
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6.1.4. Mezar odasinin kapisinin Gstiindeki resimde okunan yaz\ilar (bk.s.9):
K(Opiv)e BLoARlBn [tdv] dol[lAov] - - -

6.2. Burada 1977 ve 1978 yazinda bir kilisenin ykintilan arasinda buldugum G¢
“impost block’ Gzerindeki yazitlan, Keramos kentinin Bizans donemiyle ilgili belge-
ler olarak sunmak isterim. Bu (¢ yazit da Sayin Ismail Dogan’in Orenigi mevkiindeki
evinin bahgesinden gikmistir. Yazittaki piskoposun adiyla Keramos'ta itk kez karsi-
lasiyoruz'37).

6.2.1. Tas asa§) dogru daraliyor. Bu egim Uzerinde, tasin dar yGzi dort silmeye
bolinmis. En Gstteki genis silmede kabartma ¢ember icinde bir ha¢ kabartmasi var.
Bu cembere bagl olarak sagda ve solda da yaprak kabartmasi var. Ayni bicimler tasin
arka ylGzinde de var. Tasin altinda yuvarlak bir gecme deligi var. Yazlar, hagtan
sonra gelen silmeler (izerinde. Harflerin boylar diizenli degil (Resim 10). Tasin boyut-
lari: Y. 0.50 m., yukarnida G. 0.40 m., D. 0.57 m.. Harf ylksekligi: 0.020-0.025 m..

4+ K(0pL)e BwiBu 13 ob dol-
Ao Bewmpeniw &u-—
(a)ptwAd Emionbmo.

krs. T. Reinach, REG 19, 1906, 298, No. 221.

6.2.2. Bu tasin da Ozeliikleri 1. tas gibi.. Yalniz sag Ust kosesi az kirik, yaprak kop-
mus. Tasin boyutlar: Y. 0.27 m., yukanda G. 0.39 m., D. 0.53 m.. Harf yiksekligi
0.020-0.025 m. (Resim 11).

4 K(lpt)e BwibL T® 08 dcl-

fe{w)mpeniw &uop- Aw

TWAD EmiLonbrnw.
Birinci silmede satir sonunda iki harf ikinci bir sira olusturmus.
6.2.3. Bu tas Gtekilerden biraz degisik. Genis silmede hacg kabartmas yok (Resim 12).
Tasin boyutlan: Y. 0.28 m., yukarida G. 0.40 m., D. 0.56 m..
<+ MvicOity K(UpL)e Tt

, g6 b~
oUAw Oewnpe-

’ L3
_ o, mw &un(p)-
TWAW ETLOU-
bnw.
Bitin silmelerde satir sonlarinda birkag harf ikinci bir sira olusturmus.

{37) V. SCHULTZE, Altchristliche Stadte und Landschaften, Kleinasien 11, Gutersioh: Druck und Verlag
von C. Bertelsmann, 1926, s. 167. MICHELIS LE QUIEN, Oriens Christianus, Graz: Akademische
Druck-U. Verlagsanstalt, 1958, s. 817.
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Levha XXVIil .

Resim 1: Antik kdpriiniin 1978 yihindaki gériiniimii. On planda selyaran, arkada kdpriibagi kalintilan.
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Resim 2: Set duvarlarindan bir kesit.



Levha XXIX

Resim 4: 2 ve 3 numarah kaya mezarlar.






Resim 8: Heroon gevre duvanmin én ylizi.
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Resim 9: Mezar odasimin tonoz goriintiisi.

Resim 10:

impost block iizerindeki
6.2.1 numaral yazit.

Resim 11: Impost block izerindeki 6.2.2. Resim 12: Impost block (izerindeki 6.2.3.
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ERBABA: THE 1977 AND 1978
SEASONS IN PERSPECTIVE

Jacques BORDAZ - Louise Alpers BORDAZ

The long range objective of the Beysehir-Sugla Basin Project, initiated in
1964, has been to document and explain through archaeological and palaeoceco-
logical investigations on the fundamental changes which accompanied the begin-
nings of sedentism, agriculture and herding in this largely unknown region of
South-Central Turkey.

We would like to express our appreciation to the Turkish Department of Anti-
quities which not only authorized but greatly facilitated the fieldwork. Grants
awarded by the National Geographic Society in 1977 and 1978 to the joint University
of pennsylvania/ Columbia University Beysehir-Sugla Basin Project supported the
continued exploration of the Neolithic settlement of Erbaba in South Central Turkey.
The 1977 session consisted of an excavation season conducted between July 8 and
August 14. The permanent staff consisted of co-principal investigators Jacques
Bordaz and Louise Alpers-Bordaz, as well as graduate students Stuart Fiedel and
Willene Hull of the University of Pennsylvania and Theresa Hersh of Columbia
University. Palaeobotanist Yvonne Koster of the University of Groningen (The
Netherlands), archaeologists Ulge Goker of Istanbul University / the British Institute
of Archaeology in Ankara and Ayyiiz Sabuncu of Istanbul Technical University, and
graduate student Patrick Vaughan of the University of Pennsylvania also partici-
pated in the Project for extended periods of time. Emin Basaranbilek of the Istanbul
Archaeological Museum served as the government representative. The 1978 season
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was devoted to the analysis of the archaeological material excavated during the
1977 campaign. This research was carried out between July 5 and August 24 by a
team composed of J. and L. Bordaz, S. Fiedel, and T. Hersh in the Archaeological
Museum of Konya. The fundamental premise underlying the research has been that
only an extensive, interdisciplinary program focused on one circumscribed environ-
mental zone could yield the data requistive for such a study. The natural geographic
unit the Beysehir and Sugla Lakes Basin was originally selected for examination
within the broader context then accelerating research into the Neolithic of South-
west Asia and on the immediate evidence yielded in an exploratory archaeological
and geological survey in the Basin by Ralph S. Solecki and William Farrand (Solecki
1965).

The first stage of the Project was realized with the excavation by J. Bordaz in
1964 and 1965 of Suberde, an aceramic Neolithic site dating to the first part of the
seventh millennium B.C. (radiocarbon dates, Libby half-life, uncalibrated). The
National Science Foundation supported the two excavation seasons at Suberde,
located 11 kilometers southeast of the town of Seydisehir near Sugla Lake, and a
summer study session of the material in 1966; all three were conducted under the
auspices of New York University and staffed in the field by graduate students from
that institution (Bordaz, 1965, 1966, 1969, 1973). An especially notable result of the
Suberde excavations was documented by the collaborating palaeozoologists Dexter
Perkins, Jr. and the late Patricia Daly Perkins. It has been established on the basis of
their faunal analysis that, despite the permanent nature of this small village of mud-
brick structures, the inhabitants continued to pursue a traditional subsistence pat-
tern based on the hunting of wild sheep, goat, cattle and pig (Daly, Perkins and
Drew, 1973); Drew, Perkins and Daly, 1971; Perkins, 1973; Perkins and Daly, 1968).
This interpretation was suggested as well by the predominance of projectile points
in the chipped stone collection. The economic reconstruction is currently being
investigated with reference to the plant consumption of the Suberde population by
palaeobotanist Willem van Zeist of the University of Groningen.

The second phase of the Beysehir-Sugla Project commenced in 1969 with the
excavation of Erbaba, a small settlement situated 10 kilometers north-northwest of
the town of Beysehir, 1 % kilometers to the east of Lake Beysehir, and 50 kilome-
ters to the north-northwest of Suberde. This site had been selected during the
course of a survey conducted by the Project in 1965 and 1966 in accordance with
the decision to investigate - subsequent to Suberde - a somewhat later, ceramic
Neolithic village in the region. Only 5,000 square meters in area and lacking any
post-Neolithic occupation, Erbaba seemed to offer an excellent opportunity for the
extensive sampling necessary to obtain the data requisite for a comparative study of
Neolithic sites in the Beysehir-Sugla Basin, Turkey, and Southwest Asia.

Prior to the National Geographic Society grant in 1977, three seasons of
excavation had been conducted at Erbaba (Bordaz, 1970, 1971, 1973; Bordaz and
Alpers-Bordaz 1976, 1977a, 1977b, 1978a, 1978b). The 1969 and 1971 field cam-
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paigns and the 1970, 1972 analyses of the material carried out inrthe Konya Archaeo-
logical Museum were supported by the Canada Council; the 1974 excavation and
the 1973, 1975, 1976 processing sessions in Konya were funded by the National
Science Foundation.

These first three field seasons proceeded according to a sampling scheme
based on combined stratigraphic-control soundings and horizontal exposures
(see plan). As at Suberde, all deposits were dry-sieved and extensive samples col-
lected for subsequent flotation. The internal stratification of this maximum 4 meter
deep deposit was thus determined and the chronological assignment of Erbaba to
the first half of the sixth millennium B.C. established (radiocarbon dates, Libby half-
life, uncalibrated). A concentrated effort focusing on an area of 800 square meters
in the southern quadrants of the site revealed, in the uppermost of the three major
levels (Layer |), the ground plans of a stone architecture unique in the Central
Anatolian Neolithic. Given the absence of doorways in what appear to be exterior
walls, the 36 contiguous units comprising approximately 11 different complexes
seem to have been entered from the roof (see plan).

In the course of these initial excavations, significant data relating to the
subsistence base of the Erbaba inhabitants were collected (Perkins 1973). Analyses
by Perkins and Daly Perkins of the 15,000 identifiable faunal specimens retrieved by
1974 indicated that cattle, sheep and goat were domesticated and bred throughout
the history of the settlement, although an increasing reliance on cattle for meat
gradually occurred (personal communication, 1976). This was determined by the
observation that cattle represented only 5% of the faunal sample in the lowermost
level {Layer I} and 27% in the uppermost level (Layer I); conversely, sheep/goat
declined from 95% of the sample in Level Il to 73% in Level | where they apparently
also survived to an older age, thus suggesting an increase in their use for secondary
products (i.e. wool, milk). A preliminary examination of the Erbaba botanical
remains by van Zeist confirmed as well the existence of a domesticated floral
complex (personal communications 1973, 1975, 1976). Consisting primarily of
emmer and einkorn wheat, a naked barley, pea and lentil, the vegetal remains
studied also included specimens of a free threshing wheat (either Triticum durum or
Triticum aestivum) and a hulled barley. Although the diet of the Erbaba population
was supplemented by fishing, the hunting of deer, boar, bird and the collecting of
field weeds such as bitter vetch, these wild foods were represented only rarely in the
sample.

This highly distinctive contrast between the subsistence patterns of Suberde
and Erbaba was noted immediately in the artifactual assemblages as well. For
example, of the approximately 1250 obsidian and flint chipped stone implements
with specialized retouch analyzed as of 1976, only 3% were projectile points as
opposed to 20% of these hunting weapons present in the Suberde collection. At
Erbaba, the numerically most important classes represented in this sample were
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notched and denticulated tools, backed and truncated bladelets, and sickle blades.
Cores, core fragments, preparation waste and blades, bladelets and flakes with only
use-retouch or very limited deliberate retouch comprised the remainder of the
evidence. Other observed differences between Suberde and Erbaba (such as the
relative reduction in production by-products at Erbaba, implying that raw material
was obtained in the form of already roughed-out blanks) further underscored
significant divergences between the technology as well as the economy of these
two Neolithic sites in the Basin.

Ceramics, almost totally absent from Suberde, contributed extensively to the
initial interpretation of Erbaba with reference both to internal and external chrono-
logical relationships. By the end of the 1976 study season, 55% of the 32,000 sherds
recovered to date had been categorized on the basis of attribute combinations
relating to shape and manufacture. A stratigraphic distributional study of these
sherds within the site was completed at that time, resulting in the isolation or refine-
ment of certain features as valid time indicates. In technological terms, a thin, gritty
fabric was confirmed as characterizing the lowermost Layer HI, with intermediate
Laver |l and latest Layer | identified by an industry comprised of 1/3rd gritty ware
and 2/3rds sheli-tempered pottery. Most of the nine simple vessel shapes recovered
(e.g. hole-mouth jars, bowls with straight sides, jars with slightly everted necks)
appeared in the distributional study throughout the occupation of the site. However,
the twenty kinds of appendages formed contrasting stratigraphic clusters, desig-
nating both the shape and orientation of appendages as significant chronological
indicators. Both technological and morphological ceramic traits proved extremely
useful, as well, in relating Erbaba to the important Neolithic sites of Catal Hiylk
{Mellaart 1967}, 75 kilometers to the east of the Basin in the Konya plain and Hacilar
(Mellaart 1970}, 150 kilometers to the west in the Burdur region. During these first
years of exploration and analyses at Erbaba, the correlation of Erbaba Layer Il with
Early Neolithic Catal HlyUk levels VIII-O and Erbaba Layers Il and | with Late
Neolithic Hacilar levels 1X-VI was established by extensive ceramic parallels. Furt-
hermore, the absolute time span of the settlement from approximately 5800 to 5400
B.C. was confirmed on the basis of dates available from all three of these sites
(radiocarbon dates, Libby half-life, uncalibrated). This cross-dating not only served
to place Erbaba within a broader perspective but also clarified, for the first time, the
cultural and chronological relationships of Catal HUy(k and Hacilar.

Thus, by 1978, the fieldwork and analyses had established Erbaba as an early
agricultural village yielding extensive subsistence data and a distinctive material
culture highly relevant in comparative studies of the developing Neolithic in Turkey
and Southwest Asia. Grant number 1780 awarded by the National Geographic
Society to the Beysehir-Sugla Basin Project in 1977 allowed the excavators to
confront an important sampling discrepancy which existed at that time.
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As of the completed 1974 field session, the total volume excavated at Erbaba
since 1969 represented some 420 cubic meters or 6% of the estimated deposit.
About 22% of the site's surface, approximately 1100 square meters, had been
exposed to the depth where the Layer | architecture could be recognized and
recorded, that is 30 to 40 centimeters below the topsoil. However, Layers Il and I,
revealed as yet only in the stratigraphic-control soundings, were represented by a
disproportionately small 1 to 3% of their estimated volume. In order to rectify this
sampling imbalance, the excavation activities of 1977 concentrated on Areas
G and C, located respectively in the southwestern and southeastern quadrants of
the site (see plan). These sections were selected for further investigation in this
context since deep soundings there had produced outstandingly prolific and well-
preserved architectural, artifactual, floral and faunal remains.

Area G had been initially exposed during the 1971 season and given an archi-
tectural definition by the ground plans of six units encountered in Layer | (G1-6). At
that time, units G1 and G3 were cleaned to the latest preserved occupation floor,
approximately 60 centimeters below the mound surface. In addition, 1 meter square
stratigraphic-control soundings had been excavated some 4 meters down to sterile
soil within G1 and G2; they subsequently served to guide the lower level investiga-
tions here in 1977.

Of the 25.8 cubic meters excavated in G2 during the 1977 season, 56% con-
sisted of fallen architectural debris. The walls proper of this 4.45 by 5.45 meter unit
were preserved to a height of 85 centimeters, but calculations based on the associ-
ated rubble have suggested that they originally reached approximately 1.80 meters.
As all other walls at Erbaba, these were constructed of irregular limestone blocks
laid in a mud mortar. The eastern and western walls of G2 were not bonded to the
northern and southern walls, implying that the latter were built first and the delin-
eated area then sub-divided into several enclosed sections of Which G2 is one
example. This unit, stratigraphically part of Layer |, was erected over and slightly
into a 20 centimeter thick deposit of a clay-like fill which served as a living surface
and sealed off, as well, an earlier 20 centimeter deep stratum comprised of numer-
ous mud floors {G11). The living floor of G2 did not manifest any structural features
or evidence of re-surfacing, suggesting that the unit's utilization was relatively
short. The high density of sherds (370 per cubic meter) and animal bone fragments
(1360 per cubic meter) encountered in the earth matrix of the rubble indicates that
G2 ultimately served as a refuse pit during its disintegration.

Representative of the intermediate Layer II, the superimposed mud floors
isolated in G11 under G2 were followed westward during the 1977 field session into
the area initially defined by G1. This unit had been cleared in 1971 down to the level
of these floors {G8) at a depth of 1.50 meters below topsoil. In 1977, this section
was excavated up to the sterile soil limit at 3.90 meters beneath the mound surface.
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Of the 10.8 cubic meters of deposit investigated in this operafion, stone wall rubble
comprised 21%.

The activities conducted within the confines of G1 during the 1977 season
exposed, for the first time at Erbaba, extensive remains of the earliest settlement
{Laver III). Unit G10, built immediately on sterile soil, consisted of a partially de-
stroyed east-west wall with an adjoining earth platform and floor. Over this robbed
section lay the southwestern corner of the succeeding unit G9 whose stone walls
were still standing intact to 1.57 meters. A sunken oven was encountered within
G9, constructed against the southern wall. This feature consisted of a semi-oval
mud coated floor {1.15 meters by 62 centimeters) enclosed by two slightly con-
vergent mud coated stone sides preserved to a height of 23 centimeters. Charcoal
and the highly fired interior surfaces attested to the extensive use of this oven; its
efficiency was improved by the regularly spaced small stones and limestone slabs
incorporated into the earth matrix of its floor for heat retention. The oven and the
associated living surfaces were eventually sealed off with a fill and two north-south
partitions erected successively to subdivide the interior space. At this stage in the
stratigraphic history of G9, shell-tempered pottery appears in the deposits, marking
the beginning of Layer Il. The remaining Layer I investigations here yielded further
evidence of filling and building operations. Of special note was the appearance of a
semi-circular flanged plaster measuring 1.07 meters in length and 31 centimeters in
diameter. Although no longer jn situ, this decorative element with its clay core,
white earth surface, and faint bands of red paint nevertheless represents the first
such architectural embellishment discovered at Erbaba.

In addition to these explorations within G1 and G2, conservation measures
were undertaken to protect the previously exposed Layer | architecture in G4.
Furthermore, supplementary excavations were conducted in G3 in order to relate
this unit stratigraphically to the Layer | and Il data exposed in the neighboring areas.

The purpose of the 1977 investigation of Area C was to increase further the
already rich botanical and artifactual samples collected there in Layer Il contexts
during the 1969 and 1974 seasons. Before reaching sterile soil in 1977 at a depth
of 4.10 meters below the mound surface, a total of 8.9 cubic meters had been
excavated in C, 20% of which were stone rubble. The evidence encountered in
Layer Ill at this time included sections of walls, floors, and roofing material, all of
which were heavily disturbed by subsequent construction activities. Nevertheless,
the anticipated artifactual and, especially, floral yield was extremely prolific.

The large quantities of carbonized seeds and spikelets retrieved primarily from
Area C but also from the operations in Area G established Erbaba as one of the
richest sources of grains and pulses in the Neolithic record of Southwest Asia. The
1977 field season benefited greatly from the presence of Yvonne Koster. In addition
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to conducting the flotation, she was able to confirm, in the vastly enlarged sample,
the presence of the grains and pulses recognized previously by W. van Zeist and
identify, as well, other edible plants then unprecedented at Erbaba such as Aegifops,
Polygonaceae, bromegrass, goosegrass, chickpea and horsebean.

The fieldwork carried out at Erbaba in 1977 significantly increased our com-
prehension of the site. The first coherent horizontal exposures of Layer 1ll remains
were accomplished and their stratigraphic relationships to the expanded Layer | and
Il samples determined. Previously undocumented internal architectural features
were exposed and, in the course of these operations the artifactual, floral and faunal
collections were augmented.

Grant number 1890 awarded by the National Geographic Society to the
Beysehir-Sugla Basin Project in 1978 supported the processing of the artifactual
material excavated at Erbaba during the previous season. The floral and faunal data
had already been submitted to the relevant specialists, W. van Zeist and D. Perkins,
Jr., for final detailed studies which continue to date. During this 1978 summer
session, the total 1977 artifactual assemblage from Erbaba was entirely processed
according to the classificatory system established for the site, and representative or
unique objects were selected for individualized description. This research which
involved the examination of more than 700 chipped stone pieces and 500 diagnostic
pottery sherds not only brought up to date the basic analyses but also focused on
several specific problems and projects. For example, in preparation for a projected
functional study, some 40 representative specialized chipped stone implements and
400 obsidian blade fragments without systematic retouch were inspected for edge
wear patterns under 80x magnification. The investigation of the worked bone
industry was completed at that time by Ulge Goker who has participated in the
Project since 1974; her dissertation which concentrates on the Neolithic of Turkey
incorporates data from both Suberde and Erbaba is scheduled for submission to
Istanbul University in the Fall of 1979. Theresa Hersh prepared a sample of 100
specimens of ground stone querns, handstones, pestles, mortars and hammer-
stones from Erbaba as a pilot study for a dissertation at Columbia University on food
processing and associated implements in the Neolithic of Turkey and the Aegean;
her research is currently being sponsored by Whiting and National Science Founda-
tion fellowships.

Past accomplishments and on-going investigations promise to confirm Erbaba
as one of the primary sites contributing to the present understanding of the funda-
mental cultural and ecological adaptations characteristic of the first major change in
human lifeways - the “Neolithic Revolution” in Southwest Asia.

9N



~ REFERENCES
Bordaz, Jacques
1965 Suberde Excavations, 1964. Anatolian Studies, vol. XV, pp. 30-32.
1966 Suberde, 1965. Anatolian Studies, vol. XVI, pp. 32-33.

1969 The Suberde Excavations, Southwestern Turkey: An Interim Report. Tirk Arkeoloji
Dergisi, vol. XVI1, pp. 43-71.

1970 Erbaba (Beysehir). Anatolian Studies, vol. XX, pp. 7-8.

1971 A Preliminary Report of the 1969 Excavations at Erbaba near Beysehir, Turkey. Tirk
Arkeoloji Dergisi, vol. XVIII, pp. 59-68.

1973 Current Research in the Neolithic of South Central Turkey: Suberde, Erbaba and their
Chronological Implications. American Journal of Archaeology, vol. 77, pp. 282-288.

Bordaz, Jacques and Louise Alpers-Bordaz

1976 Erbaba Excavations: Activities through the 1974 Field Season. Tirk Arkeoloji Dergisi,
vol. XX, pp. 39-43.

1977a  Beysehir-Sudla Basin Project. American Journal of Archaeology, vol. 81, p. 291.
1977b  Erbaba Excavations, 1976. Anatolian Studies, vol. XXVII, pp. 32-33.
1978a  Erbaba, 1977. Anatolian Studies, vol. XXVIII, pp. 20-21.

1978b  Beysehir-Erbaba. American Journal of Archaeology, vol. 82, p. 316.

Daly, Patricia, Dexter Perkins, Jr., and Isabella M. Drew

1973 The Effects of Domestication on the Structure of Animal Bone. /n ‘“Domestikationsfor-
schung und Geschichte der Haustiere’, pp. 157-161. Akadémiai Kiadé, Budapest.

Drew, isabella H., Dexter Perkins, Jr., and Patricia Daly

1971 Prehistoric Domestication of Animals: Effects on Bone Structure. Science, vol. 171,
pp. 280-282.

Mellart, James

1967 Catal HUy(k: g Neolithic Town in Anatolia, 232 pp., illus. Thames and Hudson, London.

1970 Excavations at Hacilar, part 1, 249 pp., part 2, 525 pp, illus. Thames and Hudson, London.

Perkins, Dexter, Jr.

1973 The Beginnings of Animal Domestication in the Near East. Armerican Journal of Archaeo-
logy, vol. 77, pp. 278-282.

Perkins, Dexter, Jr. and Patricia Daly
1968 A Hunter’s Village in Neolithic Turkey. Scientific American, vol. 219, pp. 96-106.

Solecki, Ralph S.

1965 An Archaeological Reconnaissance in the Beysehir-Sugla Area of Southwestern Turkey.
Tiirk Arkeoloji Dergisi, vol. XIll, pp. 129-148.

92



Levha XXX

il
\WALL L1 SOUNDING
1 RUBBLE SOUNDING TO
. EARMERS" i STERILE soiL O 2 10
2 EXCAVATIONS METERS

Plan of the Neolithic site of Erbaba, 1977,Beysehir, Turkey






SARDIS, 1979
Crawford H. GREENEWALT, Jr.

The 1979 field season of the Archaeological Exploration of Sardis, cospon-
sored by the Fogg Museum of Harvard University and by Cornell University, took
place during two and a half months (June-September) and was managed by a staff
of twenty-four. The program again was primarily a threefold as one of reconstruc-
tion, survey, and excavation, and included study of material recovered in earlier
seasons'!).

(1) Asin past seasons, many friends, colleagues, and institutions in Turkey ensured the successes of the
Sardis Expedition’s program in 1979. The Department of Antiquities and Museums, notably acting
director Murat Katoglu, deputy director Cetin Anlagan, and excavations director Kudret Ata, imple-
mented fundamental permissions and provided sympathetic and ready assistance in all matters (and
Mr. and Mrs. Anlagan and Mr. and Mrs Ata honoured the Expedition with visits to Sardis in July and
August). Likewise, officers of the Manisa Museum, especially director Kubildy Nayir, deputy director
Attila Tulga, and assistants Mustafa Tumer and Hasan Dedeoglu, provided similarly basic help and
heartening encouragement throughout the season, and were generous with time and efforts on the
Expedition’s behalf. An important part of the Expedition’s survey program (geological and botanical
research) was effected through permissions and assistance provided by Pek-Su Sondaj Sanayii,
Manisa, the T.C. Orman Bakanlig Agdaclandirma ve Eroziyon Kontrolli Basmuhendisligi in Salihli,
and Messrs. Mutahar Basoglu of Odemis and Kaya Bengisu, MP lzmir.

The Government Representative to Sardis in 1979 was Meral Goziibliylk (Department of Antiquities
and Museums, Ankara), whose sensible advice and energetic, unstinting efforts on behalf of Expedi-
tion projects proved invaluable.

The following made up the 1979 season staff : C. H. Greenewalt, jr. (University of California at Berke-
ley; field director); T. Yalginkaya (Betonsan, A.S., Manisa; administrative advisor and agent);
A Ramage (Cornell; associate director and principal investigator for Urban Survey Project); J. A.
Scott (Harvard; executive director); E. El. Sterud {Archaeological Institute of America, National
Office; Urban Survey Project); E. E. Freedman (Yale University; Urban Survey Project); D. F. Belknap
{University of South Florida; Urban Survey Project); D. G. Sullivan (University of California at Berke-
ley; Urban Survey Project); N. H. Ramage (Ithaca College specialist for Attic pottery and draughts-
man); K. P. Erhart {(University of Southern California; recorder, acting conservator, archaeologist);
T. M. Schwager {Wills, Denoon and Partners, Sydney; architect}; S. N. Glven (Cornell; architect);
R. L Vann (University of Maryland; architect); S. Shipps (Emerson College; photographer); E. R.
Hostetter (University of Michigan; Reconstruction Project, director); B. L. H. Andreasen {Recon-
struction Project); M. D. Morris (Harvard University; Reconstruction Project); T. A. Corey (Trinity
College, Rome; Reconstruction Project); V. J. Harward {Harvard; archaeologist}; C. S. Harward
(Tufts University; archaeologist); B. K. McLauchlin (University of California at Berkeley; archaeolo-
gist); C. Foss (University of Massachusetts, Boston; specialist for Lydian topography); R. S. Thomas
(Tufts University; specialist for terracottas).
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Lydian Terracotta Reconstruction Project

The aim of this Project is to convey the visual effect of Lydian roof and revet-
ment tiles in their architectural context and in the landscape setting of Sardis, by
means of full-scale reproductions of tiles made with authentic materials. The project
was managed in 1979 by a team of four: E. R. Hostetter (again director)}, a profes-
sional potter (B. L. H. Andreasen), sculptor (M. D. Morris), and painter (T. A.
Corey). The program concentrated on tile production and on preparation and design
of the display zone.

Tile production was facilitated by the use of an electric kiln, made to order at
the site (Fig. 2}. Two new tile types were recreated: a raking sima tile and a combi-
nation pan and horizontal raking sima tile (for the corner of the roof}. The raking
sima tile is decorated with a chariot scene, attested for Sardis sima tiles by a frag-
ment in Istanbul (Figs. 3, 4) 12!

Archaeological reverses rarely are appropriate subjects for preliminary reports;
but one of the Reconstruction Project’s reverses precipitated an adventure in exper-
imental archaeology that deserves to be reported here. The red ‘‘glaze’’ or slip that
has been used to paint the tiles and was prepared from clay obtained in 1976 was
exhausted during the 1979 season, and a new supply of appropriate clay had to be
obtained. The original clay for the red slip had been supplied by potters of Urganl
village (ca. 37 km. west of Sardis, in the Hermus plain), who quarry their clay from
many sources distributed over a very large region and who are not concerned with
subtleties of its fired color, since they use the clay exclusively to make pottery
vessels. The Urganh potters had forgotten the location of their 1976 source; and
none of the clay from their 1979 sources yielded a slip with the color and texture of
the ancient terracottas’ red slip and of our own 1976 preparation. Only after clay
deposits in some thirty sites in the Hermus plain had been sampled and sixty differ-
ent clay preparations (varying in clay combination and in settling time) had been
made and tested was a satisfactory slip finally achieved (with clay obtained from the
south shore of the Gygean Lake [Mermer Gola]).

The Reconstruction display zone was completed, except for the structure on
which the tiles are to be mounted (a corner of an hypothetical Lydian building). This
zone is located at the southeast corner of the Expedition Compound (for reasons of
visual effectiveness and security) and was created by expanding the Compound
boundary by 3-7 m. to the North and East and by reducing the interior Compound
space by 10-13 m. to the South and West. The terraces and boundary walls were
redesigned {by T. M. Schwager) and, after excavation in the zone (see below) were
completed (under the direction of T. Yalc¢inkaya).

(2) The fragment is Istanbul Archaeological Museum 5972; A. Akerstrom, Die Architektonischen Terra-
kotten Kleinasiens ("' Skrifter Utgivna av Svenska Institutet i Athen 4°.* XI; Lund 1966) 70-71.
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Urban Survey Project

The aim of this Project is to obtain broad topographical information, primarily
by exploiting the resources of artifacts to be found on the ground surface and of
geological and botanical evidence, that can complement the narrow, intensive
focus of excavation. In 1979 the Project’s program (coordinated by Principal Inves-
tigator A. Ramage) included topographical reconnaissance, sampling and study of
surface artifacts, geological drilling, and vegetation studies; and was managed by
anthropologists (E. L. Sterud, E. E. Freedman}, a geologist-geomorphologist (D. F.
Belknap), and a geomorphologist-palynologist {D. G. Sullivan}.

Limited topographical reconnaissance was performed (by Sterud and Freed-
man) at Bin Tepe and at the northwest periphery of Sardis, on a low spreading
mound ca. 600 m. west of the Pactolus stream (Sart Cayi) and ca. 300 m. north of
the lzmir-Ankara highway. Diagnostic artifacts observed on the surface of the
mound suggested occupation there during Lydian times, and included an lonian
black-figure sherd of Clazomenian type (retrieved and inventoried, NoEx 79.9). The
study of surface artifacts (also by Sterud and Freedman) concentrated on sampling
collections made in 1977 and 1978. Sampling of surface artifacts, geological drilling,
and vegetation studies were the Project’s major activities (in 1979).

Urban Survey, Sampling of Surface Artifacts.

Surface artifacts were sampled (by Sterud and Freedman) by means of syste-
matic strategies at two locations, in northwest and northeast regions of the city site.

The northwest region is a hillslope, now planted in olives, located just outside
a segment of Late Roman fortification wall, at ca. E60-80/S295-330 on the ‘B’ grid
(cf. Fig. 1). The sampling design was a systematic, aligned, random one, in which
the “‘universe’’ of 21 m. by 35 m. was divided into fifteen 7 mZ ‘‘sectors,” and all
artifacts were collected from the southeast 2.6 m2 square of each “sector’’ (the col-
lection, from a total 93.75 m? of the 735 m2 “‘universe,”’ thus represents a 12.76%
samplel). Chronologically diagnostic artifacts (mainly pottery) ranged from Lydian
through Byzantine and were mainly Roman and Late Roman. An unusual feature of
debris in this region (observed also in 1976} is the concentration of chips and hunks
of colored stone, including jasper and sard, yellow chert, and amethyst, which,
together with a few fragments of fine quality glass (millefiore?) and worked ivory,
suggests for this region a specific spatial function, viz. luxury craft center.

The northeast region is a low mound, now planted in olives, located just
northeast of ‘’Building C" at ca. E620-690/N370-410 on the ‘B’ grid {cf. Fig. 1). The
sampling design was a simple one, in which all surface debris was collected from
three 6 m2 squares approximately located at the center and two ends of the mound’s
long axis. Chronologically diagnostic artifacts {(mostly pottery) were mainly Roman.
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The western square yielded quantities of slag, which, perhaps together with the
mound’s location on the leeward side of the city site, suggests for this location?
another specific spatial function, viz. a metal working and “"heavy industry’’ center.

Urban Survey, Geological Drilling and Coring.

Geologica! drilling and coring were conducted {by Belknap and Sullivan) in
order to clarify the history of sedimentation, vegetation, and seismic activity at the
site. Drilling was performed by means of a water well drilling rig (employing a 1.2
metric ton hammer, "Wheler'’ bucket sampler, 5 m. —high quadrapod, cable winch,
and gasoline engine; rented from Pek-Su Sondaj Sanayii, Manisa; (Figs. 5, 6). Sedi-
ments at nine locations within a 6 km?2 area of the Hermus plain north of the Sardis
Acropolis were sampled to depths of 10-16 m. (with samples taken at 0.20-0.50 m.
intervals, depending on the kind of rock encountered. Coring was performed by
means of a “"vibracorer”’ (a device consisting of a standard cement vibrator attached
to a section of irrigation pipe, which can be introduced by vibration into ““unconsoli-
dated and semiconsolidated water-saturated sediments’’ and which can recover
cores of undisturbed deposit in *’continuous lengths up to 11 m.” ! Cores of 2-4 m.
length were obtained from seven locations at Sardis and from Golcik on Mt.
Tmolus (Bozdag).

Resuits of drilling and coring await thorough analysis of data. The data is
capable of furnishing information of fundamental importance: stratification of sedi-
ment units and size and shape of sediment particles show the sequence of deposi-
tion and its environment (e.g., mud slide, alluvial fan, fluvial deposit); pollen grains
provide a record of vegetation; sedimentary structures in cores from lake deposit
may indicate seismic activity; and chronologicaily diagnostic context remains, i.e.,
artificats and organic materials appropriate for C'4 analysis, provide chronological
references.

Urban Survey, Vegetation Study.

This study (by Sullivan) aims to reconstruct the vegetation history of Sardis,
by obtaining a pollen record of earlier vegetation (see above) and by identifying
existing vegetation. To identify existing vegetation, some 50-60 plant species were
either collected and pressed or ““contact printed”’ (i.e., in ink on paper) and pollen
bearing surface material was sampled from Sardis and environs (i.e., on transects
between Sardis, the Gygean Lake [Mermer Goll], and sites in Mt. Tmolus [Bozdag)},
Vegetation maps and statistical records were made available by the A§aclandirma
ve Eroziyon Kontroli Basmuhendisli§i of the T.C. Orman Bakanhg in Salibli.

(3) W. H. Hoyt, “Vibracore System, University of Delaware Department of Geology: Description and
Acquisition information” (MS).
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EXCAVATION

General.

Excavation in 1979, as in 1978, focused on the region south of the Roman
Synagogue where the remains of a '‘colossal Lydian structure’ create a conspicu-
ous low hillock, and concentrated on sectors MMS, MMS-N, and MMS-S (Fig. 7).
Two Late Roman graves located in a dale between spurs of the Acropolis on the
east side of the Pactolus valley and ancient remains in the southeast corner of the
Expedition Compound also were excavated.

The material recovered in excavation belongs mainly to Lydian and Roman
periods. Particularly noteworthy results include evidence that the ““colossal Lydian
structure’‘survives /1 situ to an height of ca. 9.60 m. and discoveries of a menumen-
tal Lydian building of stone embedded in the mud brick superstructure of the
“colossal Lydian structure,” of a monumental Lydian building faced with elegant
limestone masonry (*'Lydian East Wall’’), and of a Roman inscription that alludes to
the Emperor Tiberius’ munificence to Sardis after the city’s devastation in the earth-
quake of A.D. 17.

Excavation, Sector MMS.

Among the most interesting results of excavation at Sardis in 1979 were ob-
tained in small sondages on the summit of the hillock at sector MMS. This hillock is
privately owned and planted in vines; but the owner permitted excavation between
the vine plants. The first sondage was made at a place where burnt mud brick had
been observed on the ground surface in line with the west face of the “‘colossal
Lydian structure,’’ a segment of which was exposed ca. 12 m. to the northeast (in
1978 excavations; Fig. 7). The sondage, 0.50 m. by 4.50 m., revealed only a few
centimeters below ground surface a massive construction of mud brick (not burnt),
with a face to the East (Fig. 8). Location and orientation show that this construction
belongs to the mud brick superstructure of the ““colossa! Lydian structure’”’ and
establish that here the superstructure survives to a height of 6.80 m. (some 60
courses) 4.

An unusual or infrequently documented feature of superstructure design
{predicted, however, by A. Hamagg in 1978) is the pronounced incline of the face,
which is sloped at an angle of 28 degrees (Figs. 8-10}®.

(4) i.e., if the level of the socle top directly below the sondage is the same as it is 12 m. further to
the northeast, where socle and a few courses of mud brick superstructure were exposed in 1978
excavations.

(56} At Troy (Il and V!) the socie or lower wall with its inclined face supported a superstructure with a
vertical face, C. W. Blegen, Troy and the Trojans ("’ Ancient Peoples and Places,”” 32; London 1963}
44, 122; R. Naumann, Architektur Kleinasiens von ihren Anfangen bis zum Ende der hethitischen
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The mud bricks of the superstructure face are made of a green-colored, oily
clay, which has suggested to A. Ramage a deliberate attempt on the part of the
ancient builders to give water repellence to bricks in exposed surfaces‘®’. To inves-
tigate Ramage's idea and establish the depth to which bricks of green-colored, was
expanded to the West. Just behind the top edge of the face, however, the mud
brick construction terminated in a ragged line; and 1.50 m. behind the edge {and
only a few centimeters below, in places even grazing, modern ground surface)
appeared the edge of a stone building, set into the brick mass (Figs. 11-12}. This
stone building was explored in three small sondages that show it to be ca. 5.70 m.
wide, more than 10 m. long (combining east and west faces!”)), and more than 2.00
m. high or deep (bottom not reached); and to have roughly paraliel east and west
faces backed with rubble packing (Figs. 9, 10).

Both faces are built with roughly trimmed blocks of irregular size and shape,
with leveling chips, and without mortar. The predominant stone is limestone, but
schist and sandstone also are present. Several of the limestone blocks have smooth-
ly chiseled surfaces or draughted borders on one more sides.

The kinds of stone, the absence of mortar, parallels in construction to the
“Lydian West Wall"" in sector MMS-N (see below) and the massive Lydian wall on
Acropolis South®, and the plentiful Lydian pottery (of bichrome, streaky glaze,
and grey ware fabrics) that was recovered against both east and west faces suggest
that, like the ‘‘colossal Lydian structure,” the stone building was created in the
Lydian period, 7th-bth centuries B.C. The disturbed condition of the mud brick
superstructure in which the stone building rests, however, indicates that the stone

Zeit? (Tbingen 1971) 246, 248 fig. 315. The same was true of the citadel fortifications at Zincirli,
Naumann 262 fig. 334, 264; R. Koldewey in F. von Luschan, Ausgrabungsbericht und Architektur;
Ausgrabungen in Zendschirfi | {"Mitteilungen aus den orientatischen Sammilungen,* Xi1; Berlin 1898}
117-118. At Gordion, however (as P. 1. Kuniholm reminded the writer), the outer slope of the pre-
Cimmerian fortification wall is maintained to an height of 30 feet, R. S. Young, “Gordion: Phrygian
Construction and Architecture,” Expedition {1960} 9; idem, “Gordion: Phrygian Construction and
Architecture: I, Expedition (1962) 2, 4-b.

Some examples of lower walls and socles with inclined faces are collected in C. H. Greenewalt, Jr.,
“The Sardis Campaing of 1977,” BASOR 233 {1979) 25-26. inadvertenly ommitted was C. F. —A.
Schaeffer, “Les Fouilles de Ras Shamra— Ugarit; Dixieéme et Onziéme Campagnes (Automne et
Hiver 1938-1939), *'Syria 20 (1939) 289, pis. 42, 43. K. Bittel, Hattusha, the Capital of the Hittites
{New York 1970} 147-148 contains an important reference to other examples in Anatolia {as again
Kuniholm has kindly informed the writer).

J. A. Scott has kindly reported that according to F. Afshar lamb fat as well as vegetable extract,
certain refined clays, burnt lime, and cinder ash are used in the Near East today to render mud brick
and give it water and weather resistence; cf. A. Cain, F. Afshar, J. Norton, "Indigenous Building
Methods — Mud Brick Vault and Dome Building, Appropriate Technology (Intermediate Technology
development Group; London 1975) 18-19.

The west face and some of its rubble packing have long been exposed in the north scarp of the
hillock; but until the discovery of the east face they had been assumed to belong to a Roman intru-
sion {the terracotta water pipes of which appear in the scarp immediately to the east).

(8) G. M. A. Hanfmann, “'The Sixteenth Campaign at Sardis (1973),” BASOR 215 (1974} 31-33.

6

7

100



building is a secondary feature, added, or rather introduced-into, the ‘‘colossal
Lydian structure.” Broken and burnt mud brick filled the space between the dis-
turbed edge of mud brick construction and the east face of the stone building, and
also appears in some quantity outside the east face (both superstructure and socle)
of the ""colossal Lydian structure’’; this brick debris presumably represents disinte-
grated and displaced superstructure. If the colossal Lydian structure was a defen-
sive work, as has seemed highly probable, the stone building might represent a
strengthening added to defenses that had been weakened in a conflagration.

Excavation, Sector MMS-N.

At this sector (located north of the “"colossal Lydian structure’’ and between
the lzmir-Ankara highway and the Roman Gymnasium-Bath complex) the trench
begun in 1978 was expanded to the East, West, and North. Excavation exposed
more of the main colonnaded avenue of Roman Sardis, more early Roman or late
Hellenistic features of undetermined significance, and two monumental Lydian
structures (Figs. 13-19).

Roman Avenue. Of the avenue, parts of the street and of the colonnaded
ambulatory to the south were exposed (Fig. 13). Both rise towards the East, the
street on an incline, the ambulatory evidently stepped (as is indicated by an addition-
al course, exposed in the easternmost part of the trench). As was the case in other
excavated parts of the avenue, collapsed building debris (brick, tile, mortar), pre-
sumably from one or both ambulatories and datable on the evidence of context
coins to the early 7th century A.D., overlies the avenue in a concentration that is
thinnest at the middle of the street and dersest over the ambulatory. Resting on a
very thin lens of debris (i.e., up to 0.10 m. thick) overlying the road surface and
distributed over a space of some 40 m2 were some fifteen large stone architectural
members. Two of these (each weighing ca. 4-6 tons) belong to the Artemis Temple
(ca. 1 km. distant), specifically to the high column pedestals at the east end of the
Temple. The chronological relationship of this assemblage or assemblages of blocks
to the 7th century destruction is unclear.

In the western part of the street is an expanse of paving noteworthy for its
pristine condition and neatly cut and fitted blocks (Figs. 13, 14}. East of the ‘B’ grid
E. 133 line only sporadic paving blocks survive. A coin of the late 4th or bth century
A.D. (no. 2159) recovered underneath one of the paving blocks at the eastern end
of the trench provides a terminus post quemn for that part of the paving 9,

(9) The covered drain and open ditch at the south side of the street that appeared in other exposures of
the street also existed in that part exposed in 1979. In the 1979 exposure the ditch had been nearly
obliterated by a disturbance that evidently occured after the renewal of street paving over the ditch
and before the 7th century destruction.
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The rear wall of the south ambulatory was exposed during the 1978-1979
winter months (as a result of rain and erosion) and establishes the ambulatory’s
depth as 7.90 m. {nearly 1 m. deeper than the north ambulatory, which fronts the
“Byzantine Shops”). A segment of the inner face of this wall was cleared. Pre-
served to an height of ca. 1.80 m., it is built of fieldstone and poor quality mortar,
and has a brick relieving arch and a pier of stone blocks {some of the stones reused).
A small sondage dug at the rear of the ambulatory, in a space where neither of the
two consecutive mosaic pavements were preserved, revealed that (as excavator
V. J. Harward had surmised in 1978) the mosaic pavements had been preceded by
an opus sectile paving (attested by its mortar bedding, with tell-tail ridges at the
paving stone joints; located ca. 0.47 m. below the earlier mosaic pavement). A coin
of the late 6th century A.D. (Tiberius 11, 578-682; no coin 2057), recovered in or
below the later mosaic bedding, and a coin of the early 6 th century {Justinian |,
527-565; no. coin 2100}, recovered in or below the cobble border that frames the
earlier mosaic at the rear of the ambulatory, indicate that the date of these mosaics
is considerably later than previously had been supposed.

Resting in destruction debris in the ambulatory was a marble cylinder (1.60 m.
high, ca. 0.62 m. in diameter) inscribed with a text in Greek (18 lines, except for the
last line, which has been partly effaced; IN 79.8; Fig. 15}. The inscription records
honors by the people of Sardis to the Emperor Tiberius, who is designated “‘uncle of
Emperor Claudius,” signifying that the honors were posthumously accorded, some
4-17 years after Tiberius’ death during the principality of his nephew; and ‘‘founder
of the city”’ fpoleos ktisten), an epithet that refers to Tiberius’ benefaction to Sardis
and ten other cities of western Asia Minor after their devastation by earthquake in
A.D. 171100 . Robert has opined that the cylinder is a statue pedestal.

Post-Lydian Features beneath the Roman Avenue. Several features belonging
to Roman or late Hellenistic periods rested beneath the Roman avenue (Fig. 16).

Under both street and ambulatory are some fourteen terracotta conduit pipes
{several partly exposed in 1978), all approximately oriented in the direction of the
avenue.

(10} For the epithets ktistes tes poleos and ktistes heni kairo dodeka poleon and for the earthquake of
A.D. 17, D. Magie, Roman Rule in Asia Minor (Princeton 1950} |, 439-500; i, 1358-1369; E. Koester-
mann, Cornelius Tacitus, Annalen | {*'Wissenschaftliche Kommentare zu Griechischen und Lateini-
schen Schriftstellern’’; Heidelberg 1963) 341; cf. also G. M. A. Hanfmann, N. H. Ramage, Sculpture
from Sardis: The Finds through 1975 (Archaeological Exploration of Sardis Report 2; Cambridge,
Mass. 1978) 178, 180-181 (no. 275 and the Puteoli Base).

Two dowel holes on either side of center appear on the bottom surface of the cylinder, a central
dowel hole or a centering hole and two dowel holes on either side of center on the top surface.
Whatever its original or intended purpose, the cylinder might have been reused as a column drum.
As found it was oriented toward and not far distant from one of the column bases of the ambulatory
colonnade.
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Under the street are three substantial foundations built of fieldstone, reused
stone blocks, and mortar. These foundations are oriented east-west, are parallel to
one another, and ca. 4 m. apart. Shared features of construction, orientation, and
spacing suggest that they may be contemporary and have served a common pur-
pose. The southernmost (partly exposed in 1978) is 3 m. high; the others were not
completely excavated. Two of them extend between older structures (“Lydian
West Wall”’ and ‘‘Lydian East Wall,”” see below), to which they are approximately
perpendicular.

Under the street severa! paving surfaces were detected. The most substantial
{or least elusive) consisted of fieldstones and mortar and was located between and
slightly below the preserved top of the south and middle foundations reported
above, with which it is evidently contemporary or later in date. The same surface or
another rests directly above andto the east of the northernmost foundation (at the
north end of the trench).

Below the surfaces at certain places in the east part of the trench (i.e., betwen
“Lydian West Wall'* and "'Lydian East Wall,”” see below) is a thick deposit or depo-
sits of sand and gravel. Whether this feature is natural or man-made is unclear.

Lydian features. Two monumental Lydian structures rest beneath the Roman
street: the thick stone basement of a wall that was partly exposed in 1978, ‘Lydian
West Wall”’; and a structure of which a corner, faced with elegant coursed lime-
stone masonry, was exposed in 1979, ““Lydian East Wall”’ (Fig. 16).

L ydian West Wall,” oriented approximately north-south, is 3.30 m. thick‘1"
and was exposed for a total length of 12 m. At its north preserved end it may have
been destroyed by the northernmost Roman or late Hellenistic foundation (see
above), and at its southern exposed end it appears to extend under the Roman
avenue's south ambulatory 12). As evident in 1978, the west face (Fig. 17) is much
more carefully and substantially constructed than the east face.

"Lydian East Wall,”” whose nickname is retained for the sake of convenienee,
is located 10.50 m. east of '‘Lydian West Wall’* and has approximately the same
orientation. The structure’s two contigous sides, which face west and south and
meet in an obtuse angle, are built of ashlar masonry and retain a solid core, exposed

{11) Excavation in 1979 showed that the second east face of ‘'Lydian West Wall”’ that was exposed in
1978 is not continuous and terminates some 6 m. short of the Wall’s north preserved end.

(12} Near the back wall of the Roman avenue's ambulatory, in a place on line with the west face of
“Lydian West Wall"” where neither of the mosaic pavements survived, a sondage was made below
ambulatory floor level to determine whether “‘Lydian West Wall’’ continued beneath the ambulatory
as far as the ambulatory’s back wall. No west face was detected in the sondage, but ’Lydian West
Wall's' west face conceivably might rest at or slightly beyond the west edge of the sondage, and
large stones and boulders in all parts of the sondage at the level of “’Lydian West Wall”’ packing
might belong to the Wall's core.
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to a depth of 4 m., of large fieldstones. Four courses of masonry survive on the west
face, three on the south. The first and second course of the west face and the first
course of the south face are sandstone, and the two uppermost courses are lime-
stone. All blocks are precisely jointed, and the faces of the limestone blocks have
chisel-draughted borders and punch-stippled centers (Figs. 18, 19). The impression
of a block from a fifth course is preserved in the east end of a Roman or late Hel-
lenistic foundation that abuts ““Lydian East Wall.”’ The resemblance to clamp holes
of two swallow-tail shaped cavities in the upper surface and at the back edge of one
limestone block implies that block may be reused; on the other hand, according to
the excavator (V. J. Harward), "‘the excellent jointing of all courses ... and the clear
of working chips to the west guarantee that the blocks were trimmed in situ.”’
Immediately to the west there appears to have been a ramp of mud brick or clay
with a cobbled surface sloping upward toward the lowest course of the west face;
this feature may be a component part of “’Lydian East Wall.”

The relationship of these two structures is unclear. Middle Corinthian pottery
fragments (P79.9: 8434) in a lens of debris that underlies both the “‘Lydian West
Wall”" and the “limestone working chip layer that runs up against the lower two
courses of the “’Lydian East Wall"” ('3 suggested to the excavator (V. J. Harward)
that both Lydian structures were built after ca. 576 B.C.""# Lydian East Wall's"
elegant limestone masonry is standard for Lydian tumulus chambers at Sardis and
Bin Tepe, and also was used for the “"Pyramid Tomb’’ at Sardis; in non-funereal
buildings, as '‘Lydian East Wall"’ presumably is, however, it is rare, one of the few
known examples being the complex of terrace walls on the north siope of the Acro-
polis 19,

Excavation, Sector MMS-S.

At this sector (located directly south of the ““colossal Lydian structure’’ hill-
ock) the trench begun in 1978 was extended to the Southeast, in order to explore
the nature of antiquities south of the massive Roman east-west wall that formed the

(13} V. J. Harward, “MMS-N Final Report,”’ p. 7 (MS).

(14} Of undetermined significance is a short segment of wall or terracing, preserved to an height of two
or three courses and exposed to a length of ca. 2.80 m. between ’Lydian East Wall” and the Roman
avenue’s colonnade, under whose stylobate it extends. This feature is built of fairly large, smooth
stones with rounded edges. It faces east and its face is flush stones with *’Lydian East Wall's"” west
face (Fig. 17).

{(15) For some examples of tumulus architecture with this kind of masonry, G. M. A. Hanfmann, “The
Fifth Campaign at Sardis (1962),” BASOR 170 (1963) 52-69 with figs. 42-44 on pp. 61-64; idem,
“The Seventh Campaign at Sardis (1964}, “BASOR 177 (1965) 27-35; idem, “’The Ninth Campaign
at Sardis {1966)," BASOR 186 (1967) 43-52; A. Ramage, ""The Fourteenth Campaign at Sardis
(1971),” BASOR 206 (1972) 11-15.

For the ‘'‘Pyramid Tomb’s’” masonry, H. C. Butler, The Excavations Part {, 1910-1914, Sardis |
(Leyden 1922) 167-170.
For the Acropolis terrace walls, Ramage (supra) 15-20.
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south limit of the 1978 trench, and to the West, in order to locate a west face of the
““colossal Lydian structure,” whose core had been exposed in the 1978 trench
(Fig. 20). (Private ownership of the land immediately east of the trench thwarted
exploration for an east face of the ‘“colossal Lydian structure.’’).

Roman Remains. The southeast extension revealed part of a Late Roman
room or corridor, bounded on the east and west as well as on the north by walls,
which exhibit several building phases and construction styles. The east wall pre-
served slight traces of painted plaster. The floor is paved with tiles. A large number
of roof tiles in the thick lens of fallen debris that covered the floor suggest that the
space was originally roofed. A coin of Phocas, A.D. 607-608 (C79.23) that was
recovered on the floor suggests that the room or hall may have been destroyed at
the same time as the Roman colonnaded avenue and ‘’Byzantine Shops.’’

The massive east-west wall, which is the room or corridor’s north boundary,
continued to form the south limit for the west extension of the trench. This wall was
exposed for a total length of 16.50 m. and stands to height of 4.50 m. It exhibits four
different segments of construction style and technique, and contains an arched
opening (not completely excavated; Fig. 21){16),

At a level ca. 1.40 m. below the threshold of the arched opening, traces of a
plaster floor surface appeared intermittently throughout the trench. Just under the
north scarp opposite the arched opening in the east-west wall, an intact column
shaft, discovered by chance towards the end of the excavation season, rests /n situ
at approximately the level of the plaster floor.

At a level ca. 0.55 m. below the plaster floor are two drains, which meet at
right angles. Both drains are made of brick, fieldstone, and mortar, and are covered
with schist slabs. One drain, oriented east-west and partly exposed in 1978, runs
some 1.75-3.00 m. north of the east-west wall. The other drain, oriented approxi-
mately north-south, passes under the east-west wall, where it is covered by a brick
vault, and has, close to the wall, a square ‘'manhole,” whose top was approxima-
tely flush with the plaster floor.

Noteworthy small finds from the MMS-S trench Roman levels include a well-
preserved and elegantly carved lonic capital, which rested askew over the drain
“manhole’’ {§79.10:8465), and a bronze brooch inlaid with colored glass (J79.1/
G79.5/M79.3:8439; Fig. 22)17).

(16) The voussoir bricks of the arch were partly restored at the end of the season.

(17) Two round brooches or fibulae of bronze inlaid with colored glass were recovered in one of the
""Byzantine Shops,’’ on the north side of the main avenue of Roman Sardis (Shop E8, where in Late
Roman or Early Byzantine times they had been tucked into chinks of the walls, J73.1:8221 and
J73.2:8222; G. M. A. Hanfmann, “The Sixteenth Campaign at Sardis (1973), “BASOR 215 (1974)
52-63.
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Lydian Remains: Immediately below the Roman material and partly intruded
by the long east-west wall and the drains are remains of the ““colossal Lydian struc-
ture,”” which fill the entire trench, i.e., extending some 14 m. in an east-west direc-
tion.

The mud brick superstructure contains layers of thin fibrous material, matting
or rushes, and of sticks and beams!!®, which, like the bricks, have an approximate
southeast-northwest orientation (Fig. 23).

The stone socle of the ““colossal Lydian structure’’ exhibits several features
that are puzzling, perhaps partly because of their very limited exposure: what
appears to be an inner face (i.e., against the mud brick) that is oriented southeast-
northwest, and, buried in a disorderly mass of large stones and boulders some
4.50 m. short of the west end of the trench, a west face of stone blocks three or four
courses high (Fig. 24). Many of the blocks of this face are neatly cut, but they are
laid in an irregular manner that creates a ragged face. Since an accumulation of farge
stones that appear to have been deliberately placed lies below the face’s bottom
course and extends further west, apparently continuing beneath theRoman north-
south drain, the west face may not have been the final outside west tace of the
‘colossal Lydian structure.”’

Late Roman Tombs ({Tombs 79.2 and 79.3).

In a dale between spurs of the Acropolis on the east side of the Pactolus
valley, two Late Roman subterranean built chamber tombs (hAypogaea) became
exposed by chance during the 1979 spring months, as a result of deep ploughing.
The same valley contains the “Tomb of Chrysanthios” (Tomb 76.1), which was
cleaned and excavated in 1976 and 1977, and probably many other Late Roman
hypogaea'1?.

In their design and base metal, the Sardis ornaments resemble the infaid bronze and iron ornaments
of Roman Britain and Europe, the inlays of which, however, are commonly enamel, K. Exner, *'Die
provinzialrédmischen Emailfibeln der Rheinlande,”” AGKomm 29 (1939) 31-121. in some aspects of
design, e.g., undulant radial lines, the Sardis ornaments also resemble the splendid Merovingian
and Migration Period brooches and fibulae of precious metal and copper gilt inlaid with semi-preci-
ous stones and glass, J. Hubert, J. Procher, W. F. Volbach, Europe in the Dark Ages {London 1969}
234-238, 360-361; R. Jessup, Anglo-Saxon Jewellery (New York 1953). A silver cross set with glass
inlays has been recovered from Anemurium (verbal report of H. Williams) and a silver fibula set with
garnets from Dura Europos, P. V. C. Baur, M. |. Rostovtzeff, The Excavations at Dura-Europos;
Preliminary Report of Second Season of Work, October 1928-April 1929 (Yale 1931) 78, 81-82,
pl.44.1.

{18) This material had not been observed in 1978.

(19) For the “Tomb of Chrysanthios’’ and other tombs in the same valley, C. H. Greenewalt, ir., “The
Sardis Campaign of 1976, BASOR 229 (1978) 61-64; idem, "“The Sardis Campaign of 1977,"
BASOR 233 (1979) 4-9; C. Foss, "'The Fabricenses Ducenarii of Sardis,”” *“Zeitschrift fiir Papyrologie
und Epigraphik 35 (1979) 278-283.
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Tombs 79.2 and 79.3 are located at the southeast corner of the valley (at
W41.6/5576 on the ‘B’ grid, Fig. 1). Built against one another ""head to foot,” they
share a north-south orientation but are not axially aligned. Tomb 79.2, the more
southerly, rests at a slightly higher level than Tomb 79.3 and rises correspondingly
higher, presumably in conformance to the natural incline of the valley at this loca-
tion.

Both tombs are rectangular, barrel-vaulted chambers, originally accessible
from entrance holes at the north ends and by means of steps, three per tomb,
anchored in the north walls. The entrance holes’ frames and covers and the steps
are schist slabs. A hole dug through the common wall between the two tombs and
rough niches hacked at the south end of Tomb 79.2 and the north end of Tomb 79.3
presumably were created by grave robbers (the niches representing abortive probes
for more tombs to the north and south).

The inside wall and vaulting surfaces of Tomb 79.2 were covered with white
plaster and painted with decorative motifs in a variety of colors. Lacunae in the plas-
tered surfaces exposes radial vault construction in brick and mortar. The painted
decoration follows the conventional program of such Late Roman hypogaea at
Sardis'??, with a dado surmounted by free-field garlands, birds (a dove and par-
tridge-like and pheasant-like birds in this case}, baskets of fruit or flowers, and indi-
vidual flowers; the larger motifs decorating the lower vaulting, the smaller individual
flowers spangling the upper vaulting (Figs. 25, 26). Most of the surviving decoration
appears on the two iong walls and vaulting; that of the lunettes is either worn
beyond recognition or covered by an opague muddy calcareous deposit.

Tomb 79.3 was not plastered inside. Its walls were built of fieldstone and
occasional re-used cut stone set in mortar, except for the upper parts of the lu-
nettes, which like the vaulting were built of brick and mortar. For that part of the
north end corresponding in length to the width of the entrance hole, the lower part
of the vault is made with bricks set radially, as voussoirs, the upper part with bricks
set horizontally, as corbels.

Five other Late Roman painted hypogaea in other locations have been studied : within and northeast
of the Artemis Precinct; on the east bank of the Pactolus stream between sectors PC and PN; and
near the lzmir-Ankara highway west of the Pactolus stream. For these, H. C. Butler, The Excava-
tions Part I, 1910-1914, Sardis | {Leiden 1922) 174, 181-183; T. L. Shear, *'Sixth Preliminary Report
on the American Excavations at Sardes in Asia Minor,” AJA 26 (1922) 405407; G. M. A., Hanf-
mann, “The Fourth Campaign at Sardis (1961), "BASOR 166 (1962) 30-33; G. M. A. Hanfmann,
J. C. Waldbaum, A Survey of Sardis and the Major Monuments Outside the City Walls {Archae-
ological Exploration.of Sardis Report 1; Cambridge, Mass. 1975) 53-60. Another tomb located near
the |zmir-Ankara highway west of the Pactolus, discovered, in the Spring of 1979 and excavated
by the Manisa Museum, is to be published by K. Nayir and A. Tulga.

For the decoration of other Late Roman hypogaea at Sardis, see the references cited above in n. 19;
for the decoration of Late Roman hypogaea elsewhere, N. Firath, "’An Early Byzantine Hypogaeum
Discovered at lznik,” Mansel’e Armadan/Mélanges Mansel (Turk Tarih Kurumu Yaynlan VI,
602; Ankara 1974) 919-932.

20
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No artifacts were recovered from Tomb 79.2. From Tomb 79.3 were recovered
a small pottery bowl, a bronze buckle, and two bronze coins, one of the 4th or 5th
century A.D., the other of the bth century A.D. (no. 1848 and C79.7).

Expedition Compound Excavation

Excavation in the southeast corner of the Expedition Compound, necessitated
by the exposure of antiquities during leveling and terracing operations for the dis-
play zone of the Lydian Architectural Terracotta Reconstruction Project (see
abovel}, revealed walls belonging to Roman Unit ’"NW'’ of the Artemis Precinct and
a large number of fragmentary artifacts.

In its limited exposure, Unit “NW'’ appears to have been a structure of rather
complex design, with several closely-spaced walls running parallel and at right
angles to one another. Some of these walls (i.e., walls together with their founda-
tions ?) stand to heights of over 2 m. They are built of brick, fieldstone, and mortar,
and some have plastered surfaces with ‘‘combed’’ patterns in the plaster. The unit
underwent several building phases, as is shown by at least one blocked doorway
and by a colonnade (the column shafts of which are built of fieldstone and mortar
covered with fine stucco) that was blocked to form a solid wall and subsequently
built over on a slightly different directional line. Associated pottery items (sigillate
wares, molded bowls) suggest that the unit was originally built in the early Roman
period; a fragment of Byzantine-Islamic pottery immured in a blocked doorway
shows that the unit was used as late as Middle Byzantine times.

Artifacts of particular interest include a marble plastering iron (S79.7:8419;
Fig. 27)2", an unfinished marble bow! or mortar (S79.6: 8418), a well-preserved
sigillate bowl (P79.30: 8475}, two bow! molds, one with an erotic symplegma scene
{P79.6: 8426; Fig. 28), and a small glass inlay cut with an intaglio device represent-
ing Artemis of Ephesos (GEM 79.1/G79.8: 8476; Fig. 29)(22) The last, taken togeth-
er with its provenience in or on the periphery of the Artemis precinct, might provide
support for the identification of the precinct’s Artemis with Artemis of Ephesos 23

(21) For this instrument, R. Martin, Manuel d’Architecture Grecque |. Matériaux et Techniques (Paris
1965) 428-429. )

{22) For the iconographic type, R. Fleischer, Artemis von Ephesos und verwandte Kultstatuen aus
Anatolien und Syrien ("EPRO,” 3b; Leiden 1973); idem, "'Artemis von Ephesos und verwandte
Kultstatuen aus Anatolien und Syrien, Supplement,’” Studien zur Religion und Kultur Kleinasiens;
Festchrift fir Friedrich Karl Dérner zum 65. Geburtstag am 28. Februar 1976 | ’'EPRQ,"” 66; Leiden
1978} 324-358.

(23) Other evidence for this identification would include the reference in an Hellenistic inscription from
Ephesos to an hieron of Artemis at Sardis founded by Ephesians, D. Knibbe, "‘Ein religioser Frevel
und seine Suhne. Ein Todesurteil hellenistischer Zeit aus Ephesos,’’ JOA/ 46 (1961-1963) 175-182;
the invocation of Artemis of Ephesos in Lydian funerary texts of Sardis, R. Gusmani, Lydisches
Woérterbuch (Heidelberg 1964) 130-131, 260-251 nos. 1, 2; the similarity in ground plan of the
Artemis Temple at Sardis to the Artemision at Ephesos, cf. G. Gruben, ‘“Beobachtungen zum
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Study of Material Recovered in Earlier Seasons

In preparation for publication of material excavated between 1958 and 1976
certain groups of objects were studied by those involved in the publication program:
Attic pottery by N. H. Ramage, ceramic evidence for Iron Age chronology and
occupation at sector HoB by A. Ramage with J. A. Scott, and terracotta figurines
by R. S. Thomas.

Artemis-Tempel von Sardis,”” AM 76 (9161) 155-196, esp. 179-181; G. M. A. Hanfmann, J. C.
Waldbaum, A Survey of Sardis and the Major Monuments outside the City Walls (Archaeological
Exploration of Sardis Report 1, Cambridge, Mass. 1975) 75-76.

With so modest and portable an item as a glass inlay, however, there need be no connection
between device and provenience. A Sardian Artemis also appears to have been invoked in one
Sardis funerary text, Gusmani 130, 255 no. 11.
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Fig. 1: Site plan of Sardis.
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Fig. 2: Lydian Architectural Terracotta Reconstruction Project:
electric kiln for firing tiles.



Fig. 3: Lydian Architectural Terracotta Reconstruction Project:
preparation of master mold for raking sima.

AXXX eyrs



Levha XXXVI

Fig. 4: Lydian Architectural Terracotta Recon- Fig. 6: Urban Survey Project: deep drilling rig.
struction Project: Hand finishing a
mold-made raking sima.
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Fig. 8: Sector MMS : mud brick superstructure of ““colossal Lydian structure” east

face {looking southwest).
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Fig. 9: Sector MMs: hillock sondages, plan.
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Fig. 11: Sector MMS: Stone building set in mud brick super structure of
*“colossal Lydian structure’, east face.
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Fig. 12: Sector MMS: mud brick superstructure of “‘colossal Lydian struc-
ture’’ east face; and stone building set in mud brick super structure,

east face.
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Fig. 13: Sector MMS-N: Roman avenue remains, plan.
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Fig. 14: Sector MMS-N: Roman Street paving.

Fig. 15: Sector MMS-N: Roman avenue, destruction debris in south
ambulatory with inscibed marble cylinder, IN79.8.
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Fig. 17: Sector MMS-N: “‘Lydian West Wall"’ west face
(looking northeast).
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Fig. 18: Sector MMS-N: “‘Lydian West Wall”’ with overburden and later
features; west face at far left, stone packing at upper left,
southwest corner and south return at right {looking east, from
above).
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Fig. 19: Sector MMS-N: “Lydian East Wall” segment of west face.
Roman conduit pipes at left; Roman or late Hellenistic founda-
tion right (looking east).
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Fig. 20: Sector MMS-N: plan.
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Fig. 21: Sector MMS-N: arched opening in Roman Fig. 22: Sector MMS-N: bronze and glass
east-west wall, after consolidation and brooch or fibula.
reconstruction {looking south).

Fig. 23: Sector MMS-N: fibrous material and wood remains in mud brick
superstructure of “’colossal Lydian structure’’.



Levha XLVI

Fig. 24: Sector MMS-N: socle of “colossal Lydian structure” with
west face.

Fig. 26: Tomb 79.2 (Roman hypogacum): Pointed
bird on last wall near northeast corner.
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Fig. 26: Tomb 79.2 (Roman hypogaeum): painted bird, basket of
flowers or fruit, garland, and flowers on west wall.

Fig. 29: Expedition Compound Excavation: glass inlay - . " .
with intaglio figure of Artemis of Ephesos, Fig. 27: Expedition Compound Excavation:
GEM79.1/ G79.8: 8476. marble plastering iron, $79.7: 8419.

Fig. 28: Expedition Compound Excavation : bowl mold with erotic
symplegma, P79.6: 8426.



