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A fossil member of Hominidae from the Serengeti district of
the Tanganyika territory, discovered by Kohl-Larsen in 1939, had
been in 1948 referred to as Praeanthropus by Hennig,! but was sub-
sequently labelled AMeganthropus africanus by Weinert of Kiel Uni-
versity?. Weinert, in this study, in which he contrasted the remains
from East Africa only briefly with the corresponding parts of recent
man and the lower jaw of AMeganthropus,® attributed the African
form to the same genus with Meganthropus palaeojavanicus von Koe-
nigswald, first described by the late Weidenreich,* from the Djetis
beds of Java.® The teeth of this form from the Laetolil beds® of

1 Hennig, 1948, p. 214.

? Weinert, 1950, p. 139.

3 Ibid., Pls. XII - XIV and Pl. XV, fig. 1.

4 Weidenreich, 1945, p. 34.

% von Koenigswald, 1949, p. 97; von Koenigswald, 1950, pp. 59-60; Movius,
1949, pp. 21-22. von Koenigswald (1949, p. 97) attributes The Djetis fauna to the
Lower Pleistocene, while Hooijer places Kali Glagah and Tjidjoelang faunas, in
descending order, below the Djetis fauna as representing still earlier phases of Pleis-
tocene in Java, since these faunas include Archidiskodon (see Hooijer, 1951, pp. 272
and 274; 1952, P. 441).

8 Oakley, 1954, p. 15.
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Tanganyika territory, were afterwards described and compared
in detail by Remane,? who also kept the name coined by Weinert,
viz., Meganthropus africanus Weinert.

Subsequently, in 1953, Robinson, the able successor of the late
R. Broom at the Transvaal Museum in South Africa compared P3?
and P* of Meganthropus africanus Weinert with the corresponding
teeth of Australopithecinae.® In this study Robinson stated in con-
clusion: “In my opinion ‘Meganthropus’ africanus is an australopithecine,
which is almost certainly more closely related to the South African forms than
to M. palaeojavanicus. There seems to be no justification for referring it
to the genus Meganthropus. If it is to be referred to an already existing
genus then Plesianthropus is the obvious choice. However the available
material is too scanty to allow of certainty in referring it to any known genus.
There seem to be no important features about the specimen differentiating it
JSrom Plesianthropus but this does not mean that additional material would
not bring such differences to light. It is quite probable that additional specimens
would show that the species should be placed in a new genus, but coining a
new generic name at this stage seems to me unwise and, in fact, unjustifiable
as the known specimen cannot be satisfactorily distinguished from plesian-
thropus. It seems wiser to leave the baptism of this type until more specimens
are available. The chief importance of the specimen lies in the fact that it proves
that the australopithecines were not confined to southern Africa. This is addi-
tional support for the proposition that the australopithecines were at one time
a widely distributed group.”® In a note published in 1954, Remane

? Remane, 1951, p. 3II.

8 Robinson, 1953, pp. 1-9.

¢ Ibid., p. 9. von Koenigswald (1954, p. 85) also agrees with this conclusion
of Robinson. In his recent study von Koenigswald (1954, p. 85) states: “We agree
with ROBINSON that Meganthropus africanus, collected by KOHL-LARSEN in East
Africa has nothing to do with our javanese form and rather belongs to the Australopithecinae.
Of this species only the fragment of an upper jaw containing the two premolars is known (a
molar of normal size referred to the same species had better be excluded); because of the large
size WEINERT attached the name Meganthropus to this find, but of the type species no upper
premolars are known. The view that the specimen in question might belong to an Australo-
pbithecinae, has already been expressed earlier : first by W. ABEL (vide : L. KOHL-LARSEN,
1943), later by TEILHARD DE CHARDIN (1952, p. 347 ) and the present author (von
KOENIGSWALD, 1953, p. 132). In this case a decision might be possible, as all Australo-
bithecinae have only two roots on the first upper premolar, while in Pithecanthropus modjo-
kertensis the same tooth still has its original three roots and we might expect the same condi-
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replied, although he does not specifically state so, to Robinson.1?
In this newer study Remane insists on his earlier conclusion and
states: “Meganthropus africanus is a very primitive hominid, who in
structure of the premolars is nearer to the pongids than is any other hominid
known till now. The determination of the relationship to the other Hominidae
of the Pleistocene is difficult. The resemblances with the South African hominids
Plesianthropus, Australopithecus and Paranthropus are not very
distinct.”'! Further on he adds: “Robinson’s newly published paper (’53)
gives a detailed description of the P3 of Plesianthropus and comes to the
conclusion that this tooth is very near to that of Meganthropus africanus
(fig. 3). But there is no antero-exterior extension of the buccal surface in
Plesianthropus; the main cusp is lower. I doubt whether the more pongid
premolars of Meganthropus africanus are the same species as Plesian-
thropus.”1?

In a more recent study on the classification of the known forms
of Australopithecinae, Robinson has eliminated the genus Plesianthro-
pus Broom and has placed it in genus Australopithecus Dart, which
he considers includes only one species, viz., Australopithecus africanus
Dart.’® In this new study Robinson includes Meganthropus —africanus
Weinert in  Australopithecus africanus Dart, placing it together with
Australopithecus prometheus Dart and Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom
in the subspecies Australopithecus africanus transvaalensis, while putting
the original find from Taungs, described by Dart in 1925,'* in the

tion in Meganthropus s. str.”” Unfortunately W. Abel’s (1943) and Teilhard de Char-
din’s (1952) studies are unavailable to me. However, regarding W. Abel’s (1941)
ideas, von Koenigswald (1953a, p. 132) states: “W. ABEL [25] hat in diesem Funde
seinerzeit einen Australopithecus vermutet, und in der Tat lisst die Grisse der Kronen, die
Kiirze der Wurzeln und die beim zweiten Primolaren noch deutlich zu erkennende angedeutete
Dretwurzlichkeit sehr an solche Formen denken.”

10 Remane, 1954, p. 123.

11 Jbid., pp. 124-125.

12 Jbid., pp. 125-126.

13 Robinson, 1954b, pp. 196 and 199. Regarding Australopithecus, Robinson
(1954b, p. 199) states: ‘““Australopithecus contains a single species with two subspecies,
containing the specimens from Taungs, Sterkfontein, Makapan and East Africa.” In this
connection it is also of interest to recall that the late Broom had originally named
the Sterkfontein form Australopithecus transvaalensis and then changed its name to
ﬁzsianthropus transvaalensis in 1938 (see Broom, 1938, p. 377).

14 Dart, 1925.
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subspecies Australopithecus  africanus africanus. * Regarding Megan-
thropus africanus Weinert, however, Robinson makes the following
reserved statement: < The so-called Meganthropus africanus of Weinert,
known only from a fragment of maxilla containing P® and P*, cannot be
distinguished from the Sterkfontein apeman (see Robinson, ’53) and therefore
falls into the same subspecies as the latter on present evidence. As it comes
from central Africa it may well be representative of another subspecies or even
species. Until further material is available it cannot legitimately be given
separate status.”’1®

As my interest in the fossil members of Hominidae from Africa
goes back to 1940 and 1941 17 I have felt a keen interest in the re-
mains found by Kohl-Larsen, the discoverer of the remains of Afri-
canthropus njarasensis Weinert, 8 in the region of Lake Eyasi (Nja-
rassa-See) in 1939. I have compared the drawings and measurements
published by Remane,!® with the teeth of anthropoids, Australo-
pithecinae and fossil hominids. This study has led me to the conclusion
that the teeth attributed to Meganthropus africanus Weinert, as already
has been concluded by Robinson?® and von Koenigswald,?* do
not at all belong to Meganthropus represented by Meganthropus palaeo-
Jjavanicus von Koenigswald from the Djetis beds of Java,? but comes
nearer to Australopithecinae of South Africa, represeating, however,
in contrast to the conclusion of Robinson?® a genus distinct from
Australopithecus and Paranthropus.

15 Robinson, 1954b, p. 196. In this new study Robinson (1954b, p. 196) also
includes Paranthropus crassidens in the species Paranthropus robustus Broom, regarding
it as a separate subspecies of this species and considers Meganthropus palaeojavanicus
von Koenigswald as the second species of genus Paranthropus Broom. The two sub-
species of Paranthropus robustus Broom are named by Robinson (1954 b, p. 196)
Paranthropus robustus robustus and Paranthropus robustus crassidens.

16 Robinson, 1954b, p. 195.

17 See Senyiirek, 1940 and 194I1.

18 See Weinert, 1939, p. 253.

1% Remane, 1951, figs. 1-3 and Remane, 1954, figs. 1-3.

20 Robinson, 1953, pp. 8-g.
von Koenigswald, 1954, p. 85.
On this occasion I wish to express my gratitude to my good friend Dr. von
Koenigswald of Utrecht University, The Netherlands, for allowing me to study
the remains of Meganthropus and Pithecanthropus from Java and Gigantopithecus from
China, while he was working in the American Museum of Natural History of New
York in 1947.

23 Robinson, 1954b, p. 196.

22
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The results of this comparative study are given below. As the
photographs and drawings of the tecth attributed to Meganthropus
africanus Weinert have been published by Weinert 2 and Remane
no pictures of this form are reproduced here. Furthermore, in this
paper, although I consider the classification of South African Australo-
pithecinae given by Robinson to be basically sound, in order to
prevent confusion, instead of the new names utilized by Robinson, *¢
the carlier names of the fossil forms are employed.

THE TEETH THAT HAVE BEEN ATTRIBUTED TO
MEGANTHROPUS AFRICANUS WEINERT

Weinert 22 and Remane 22 have attributed to Meganthropus
africanus Weinert, represented by a fragment of right maxilla includ-
ing P3-P* and the alveolus of C1, an isolated left M? discovered
either 6 or 3 kilometers away from the maxilla fragment.? Regard-
ing this isolated M3 Remane states: “Dass die beiden Fundstiicke zur
gleichen Form (Spezies) gehiren, diirfte sicher sein; ob sie zum gleichen
Individuum gehiren, ldsst sich nicht entscheiden und ist von geringer Bedeu-
tung.” 30 However, as this isolated M?® was found 3 or 6 kms. away,
the question as to whether it belongs to the same individual or not
is really out of consideration, as it cannot be attributed to the same
individual with the maxillary fragment. 3 Robinson, who elim-
inates this tooth from consideration, states regarding it: ““This tooth
is therefore not considered in this discussion (a) because it is too worn to be
of much diagnostic value, and (b) because it is by no means certain, color and
specific gravity notwithstanding, that it does belong to M. africanus.” 3
However, it is evident that we are dealing here with a geologically
ancient M3 which, as is attested by the flat attrition plane on its

24 Weinert, 1950, pls. XII, XIII, XIV and pl. XV, fig. 1.
> Remane, 1951, figs. 1-4 and 19354, figs. 1-3.
¢ Robinson, 1954b.
27 Weinert, 1950.
2% Remane, 1951 and 1954.
29 As is correctly noted by Robinson (1953, p. 7), Weinert gives this distance
in the same paper as both 6 and 3 kilometers (see Weinert, 1950, p. 139 and p. 141).
30 Remane, 1951, p. 3I1.
31 See also Robinson, 1953, p. 7.
32 Jbid., p. 7.

o

1o
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chewing surface, 33 belongs to an early member of Hominidae. Thus,
this tooth and the question of its affinities deserve some attention.

Regarding the geological age of Meganthropus africanus Weinert,
Remane stated: “Geologisch gehiren sie an die Grenze Tertidr-Diluvium.
E. Hennig setzt sie in seiner 1948 veriffentlichten Tabelle in das obere Pli-
ocdn.”’3* In a recent study Oakley, the famous British geologist, makes
the following statement on the age of the Laetolil beds: “7The Lae-
tolil Beds have been correlated with Olduvai Bed I (Hopwood, in Leakey,
’50, 23), but since their fauna indicates a drier biotope, and since they contain
pebble-tools of a more primitive type (Kent, 41, 178), it is possible that they
are slightly older and really of about the same age as the Sterkfontein breccia.” 3
If Oakley’s equation of the Laectolil beds with Sterkfontein breccia
is correct, then the remains attributed to Meganthropus africanus Wei-
nert would belong, according to Oakley’s table, 3¢ to the later part
of the Kageran stage in Africa, corresponding roughly to the upper
part of Villafranchian stage of Europe. 3 If this attribution by
Oakley is correct, then the remains attributed to Meganthropus afri-
canus Weinert would belong to the upper part of the Lower Pleis-
tocene, as now Villafranchian is generally included in the Lower
Pleistocene, and would correspond in a general way to the Djetis
beds of Java, 3 containing the remains of Meganthropus palaeojava-

nicus v. Koenigswald and Pithecanthropus modjokertensis (v. Koenigs-
wald). 3°

33 See Remane, 1951, fig. 4.

8t Ibid., p. 311, See also Hennig, 1948, p. 215.

3 Oakley, 1954, p. 16. Unfortunately Leakey’s (1950) and Kent’s (1941)
reports, cited by Oakley (1954), were inaccessible to me.

38 Qakley, 1954, Table 1.

37 See ibid., p. 17.

3 See Oakley, 1954, p. 19. Regarding the time relations of Pithecanthropus
and Australopithecinae von Koenigswald (1953b, p. 405) states: “We have reason to
suppose that the oldest Pithecanthropus-iypes and the Australopithecinae are of about the same
age.” Regarding the time relation of Djetis beds of Java with the Kageran beds
of Africa, Oakley (1954, p. 19) states: ““The Djetis Beds are of Upper Villafranchian age,
and therefore broadly contemporary with the Kageran beds of Africa.”

3 See von Koenigswald, 1949, p. 97 and 1950, p. 59; Oakley, 1954, p. 19.
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The Maxillary Fragment :

Remane states regarding this maxillary fragment: “The premo-
lars of Meganthropus africanus now are obviously intermediate between
those of the Pongidae and those of the other Hominidae. The P* has three
roots, as have the Pongidae in the most cases, but this is very exceptional in
the Hominidae. The roots of P* are, as far as may be recognized, intermediate
between two roots and three roots. The antero-interior extension of the buccal
surface is more evident than in the premolar of any known other hominid, and
the differences between P and P* are also more evident than in the other
Hominidae. The placing of Meganthropus africanus in the Hominidae
is demonstrated by the crests and ridges of the enamel, the lowered point of
the principal cusp and the alveolus of the canine, which demonstrates the exist-
ence of a smaller canine than in the Pongidae.’* Regarding the esti-
mated length measurement of the upper canine of which only the
alveolus is retained, Remane states: “Fiir seinen mesiodistalen Durch-
messer gibt die Schliffliche am P3 einen Ausgangspunkt. Unter Beriicksich-
tigung der Alveolenlage kommt man auf ein Mindestmass von 10 mm (wahr-
scheinlich 11)”* .2 The mesio-distal mcasurements of the upper canines
of the living great anthropoids and some members of the Hominidae
are listed in Table I.

The figures listed show that the length (mesio-distal diameter)
of C! of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is smaller than the minima
of male Pongo, Gorilla and Pan. It is also below the minimum length
of female Gorilla given by Remane.®? The absolute length of the
upper canine of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is smaller than the
minimum of female Pongo in my series, but is ncar the minimum
for female Pongo measured by Remane® and Hooijer.#* The abso-
lute length of C of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is also in the range
of female Pan measured by me.* However, in this connection I
would like to point out that my series of female chimpanzces in-

10 Remane, 1954, p. 124.

41 Remane, 1951, p. 315.

12 See Remane, 1921, Table IV.

33 Jbid.

4 Hooijer, 1948, Table IIB.

15 The minimum given for female Pan by Remane (1921, Table IV) is 10.1
mm., which is slightly higher than the smallest value in my series.
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cludes a specimen of Pan schweinfurthi (C! length=10.0 mm.), which
is a small species, and a specimen of Pan paniscus (C! length=g.7 mm.)
which is a still smaller, dwarf species.4® In the relatively larger spe-
cies, Pan satyrus in my series the minimum length of the upper canines
in the females is 11.2 mm., which is near but slightly larger than
that of Meganthropus africanus Weinert.

The mesio-distal diameter of the upper canine of Meganthropus
africanus Weinert is considerably smaller than that of the canine attrib-
uted to Gigantopithecus blacki v. Koenigswald, whose precise system-
atic position is still unsettled. In length the upper canine of Megan-
thropus africanus Weinert comes near to that of male Plesianthropus trans-
vaalensis Broom, but exceeds those of Pithecanthropus modjokertensis
(v. Koenigswald), Africanthropus njarasensis Weinert and the average
of Sinanthropus pekinensis Black, although the maximum of the latter
comes near to it. Furthermore, it exceeds in absolute length, the
maxima of all the recent races listed.

From the account given above it is clear that in absolute length
of the upper canine the ranges of the hominids and some anthropoids,
particularly the female anthropoids, overlap to some extent. In view
of this, for the determination of the systematic position of a fossil
form, such as Meganthropus africanus Weinert, the size of the canine
relative to those of the other teeth is of greater taxonomic value,
as the anthropoids, irrespective of the differences in the body sizes
of the various genera and species, have relatively larger canines and
the hominids comparatively smaller canines.

The length of C’ relative to those of P3 and P* are listed in
Table 2. From this table it is seen that the relative length of C' of
Meganthropus africanus Weinert is far below the minima of the male
and female anthropoids, and is clearly on the hominid side. In these
indices Meganthropus africanus Weinert also falls far below those of

-female Pan schweinfurthi and Pan paniscus.*” In short it can be stated

6 See Coolidge, 1933, p. 355.
" These indices in one specimen of female Pan schweinfurthi, one female Pan
paniscus and the minima of female and male Pan satyrus are as follows:

C! length X 100 C! length X 100

P? length P* length
Pan schweinfurthi (;) 136.98 161.29
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that in the relative size of its upper canine Meganthropus africanus Wei-
nert is definitely on the hominid side, as has already been concluded
by Remane.*

When the first upper premolar of Meganthropus africanus Weinert
is viewed from the distal side,*® it is seen that the difference between
the heights of the tips of buccal and lingual cusps, on the occlusal
surface, is about the same as that of P3 of Plesianthropus transvaalensis
Broom (specimen Sts. 1), depicted by Robinson.?® The difference
between the tips of buccal and lingual cusps of Meganthropus africanus
Weinert and Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom (specimen Sts. 1)
appear to be more than those of the first upper premolars of Paran-
thropus crassidens, depicted by Broom and Robinson®! and Sinanthropus
pekinensis (specimen 19), figured by Weidenreich.2 In other words,
it is seen that the lingual cusp of P in Meganthropus africanus Weinert
and Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom is, relatively speaking, lower
in height than those of Paranthropus crassidens and Sinanthropus pekinensis,
that is, they are more primitive than the latter forms.

When the P3? of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is viewed from
the distal surface,% it is seen that the buccal surface inclines strongly
lingualward and downward from the base toward the tip of the buccal
cusp. The degree of inclination of the buccal surface of P? in Megan-
thropus africanus Weinert is more than that of the .cast of the corres-
ponding tooth of the type specimen of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Brrom34
and the specimen Sts. 1 depicted by Robinson.>® The degree of incli-

Pan paniscus (2) 124.36 136.61
Pan satyrus (minimum for females) 138.82 146.42
Pan satyrus (minimum for males) 167.81 189.61

% Remane, 1954, Pp. 124.

1 Remane, 1951, fig. 3a.

%0 Robinson, 1953, fig. 2B (The P? of Plesianthropus in this figure is shown
from the mesial side).

51 Broom and Robinson, 1952, fig. 34.

52 Weidenreich, 1937, pl. VIII, fig. 64 m and d.

% Remane, 1951, fig. 3a.

51 The late Dr. R. Broom had kindly sent me in 1940 casts of the then avail-
able teeth of Plesianthropus transvaalensis and Paranthropus robustus (for these sce $en-
yiirek, 1941). On this occasion I wish to recall the memory of this great South
African palaeontologist.

% Robinson, 1953, fig. 2B.



10 MUZAFFER SENYUREK

nation of the buccal surface in P3 of Meganthropus africanus Weinert
is considerably more than that of the specimen of Paranthropus crassi-
dens depicted by Broom and Robinson, but comes near to that
of Sinanthropus pekinensis (specimen 19), figured by Weidenreich.>

The inclination of the lingual surface of P3 of Meganthropus
africanus Weinert, in distal view®® is also more than that of the cast
of the corresponding tooth of the type specimen of Plesianthropus
transvaalensis Broom and than that of specimen Sts. 1 illustrated by
Robinson.®® In the degree of inclination of its lingual surface, P3 of
Meganthropus africanus Weinert comes near to those of Paranthropus
crassidens figured by Broom and Robinson ® and Sinanthropus pekin-
ensis specimen 19, depicted by Weidenreich.! As for Australopith-
ecus prometheus Dart, in the cast of the first specimen of the upper
Jaw (see Dart, 1949b) the buccal half of the crown of P3 is broken
and unrestored.®> However, in P3 of this specimen the inclination
of the lingual surface is less than that of Meganthropus africanus Wei-
nert. The degree of inclination of both the buccal and lingual sur-
faces of P® of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is conspicuously more
than those of recent man.

It appears that in the degree of inclination of its buccal and
lingual surfaces P* of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is more primi-
tive than P3 of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom, but is still not beyond

56

Broom and Robinson, 1952, fig. 34.
Weidenreich, 1937, pl. VIII, fig. 64 m and d.
Remane, 1951, fig. 3a.

Robinson, 1953, fig. 2B.

Broom and Robinson, 1952, fig. 34.

®1 Weidenreich, 1937, pl. VIII, fig. 64 m and d.

%2 See Dart, 1949b, p. 197. On this occasion I wish to express my gratitude
to Prof. Dr. R. Dart of the Witwatersrand University, in Johannesburg, who has
generously supplied me with casts of the available teeth of Australopithesus prome-
theus Dart and of the juvenile specimen of Australopithecus africanus Dart.

Dart gives a drawing of the complete appearance of P? of the first specimen
of palate of Australopithecus prometheus Dart (see Dart, 194gb, fig. 1), which he has
restored from the mould of the missing part in the breccia (see Dart, 1949b,
P- 197), but this restoration has not been transferred to the cast.

In the second specimen of the upper jaw of Australopithecus prometheus Dart (see
Dart, 1949c¢), which belongs to an older individual, as the crown of P? is almost
worn down to the base, it is not possible to compare the inclinations of the buccal
and lingual surfaces of P? with those of Meganthropus africanus Weinert.

57
58
59
60
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the range of Sinanthropus pekinensis Black, which is a primitive hominid.
The degree of inclination of the lingual surface of P3 of Meganthropus
africanus Weinert, is about the same as that of Paranthropus crassidens,
but that of the buccal surface is more primitive than that of the latter.

When P? of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is vicwed from
the distal surface, 9 it is seen that the basal part of the base of the
buccal surface of the crown bulges more over the buccal surface
of the roots than in the cast of P3 of the type specimen of Plesian-
thropus transvaalensis Broom and more than in the specimen Sts. 1 figur-
ed by Robinson, % which is indicative of a greater development
of a basal cingulum in the former. The bulge of the basal part of the
buccal surface of P3 in Meganthropus africanus Weinert also appears
to be greater than in Paranthropus crassidens and Sinanthropus pekinensis,
depicted respectively by Broom and Robinson % and Weidenreich.%
On the other hand, there does not appear to be much difference in
the bulge of the base of the lingual surface, over the root, between
Meganthropus africanus Weinert, 7 Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom
and Paranthropus crassidens. ®® The bulge of the base of the lingual
surface in P3 of these forms appears to be more than in specimen
19 of Sinanthropus depicted by Weidenreich ? and much more than
in recent man, that is they are more primitive.

The accessory ridges on the chewing surface of P® of Megan-
thropus africanus Weinert is described by Remane as follows: ‘“Die
Modellierung der Kaufliche ist schwach, das gilt besonders von den Leisten,
doch lassen sich am Aussenhicker zwei nach innen zichende Wiilste erkennen,
die mit gemeinsamer Basis entspringen.” ™ Regarding these ridges on
the chewing surface of P? of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom, Robin-
son states : “P® from the left side is illustrated here in figure 2. From
this it is manifest that the occlusal surface of this tooth is very similar to that

63 Remane, 1951, fig. 3a.

84 Robinson, 1953, fig. 2B.

85 Broom and Robinson, 1952, fig. 34.

86 Weidenreich, 1937, pl. VIII, fig. 64 m and d.
%7 Remane, 1951, fig. 3a.

68 Robinson, 1953, fig. 2B.

89 Broom and Robinson, 1952, fig. 34.

70 Weidenreich, 1937, pl. VIII, fig. 64 m and d.
71 Remane, 1951, p. 313.
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of the M. africanus tooth, but the former has a more complicated crenulation
of the surface. P* of Sts. 12, on the other hand, has a similarly shaped occlu-
sal surface which is absolutely smooth except for the simple hominid-type
Jissure system.””™ From this it is clear that in the degree of the devel-
opment of accessory transverse ridges on its chewing surface, P3 of
Meganthropus africanus Weinert falls within the range of variation of
Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom.

In the type specimen of Paranthropus robustus Broom figured by
Broom, " the masticating surface of left P® is also slightly worn,
but still a short transverse fissure is present on the buccal side of the
antero-posterior furrow and just behind thre transverse axis of the
tooth. This fissure indicates that there were two accessory ridges
on the buccal half of the chewing surface of this tooth, as in P* of
this specimen shown here in fig. 4. Indeed, in the right P3, figured
by Broom 7 and attributed by him to the type specimen, two ridges
on the buccal side are clearly seen. Thus the configuration of the
accessory ridges on the occlusal surface of P3 of Paranthropus robustus
Broom also comes near to that of Meganthropus africanus Weinert.
In the presence of two accessory ridges on the buccal half of the
masticating surface of P3, Meganthropus africanus Weinert also does
not differ much from the upper first premolars of Paranthropus cras-
sidens figured by Broom and Robinson.  As has been described
by the late Weidenreich, P3 of Sinanthropus  pekinensis Black also
possesses  two accessory ridges on the buccal side and several
weaker ones on the lingual side. 7

It is evident that in the presence of two accessory transverse
ridges on the buccal side of the chewing surface of P?, Meganthropus

" Robinson, 1953, p. 5. In the type specimen of Plesianthropus  transvaalensis
Broom pictured in this report (fig. 2), the chewing surface is worn, so it is not pos-
sible to detect the accessory ridges that may have been present (for the picture of
this tooth see also Broom, 1946, pl. VI, fig. 33 and Gregory and Hellman,
1939, fig. 6B).

" Broom, 1946, pl. IX, fig. 86.

" Ibid., pl. 1X, fig. 86.

™ Broom and Robinson, 1952, fig. 34, pl. 1, fig. 7 and pl. 5, fig. 20.

" Weidenreich, 1937, p. 37.
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africanus Weinert is not more primitive than the australopithecines
in general and Sinanthropus pekinensis Black. 77

Regarding the crown of P?® of Meganthropus africanus Weinert,
Remane states: “Der P3 fallt besonders durch die Vorwilbung der vorderen
Buccalfliche auf (Abb. 2.) In Seitenansicht fallt die mesiale Seite der Buccal-
Sflache vorn zundchst fast senkrecht ab, ihre tiefste Vorbuchtung erreicht sie
auf der Vorderwurzel (wie bei den Anthropoiden).”” ® When the crown
of P® of Meganthropus africanus Weinert, depicted by Remane, 7 is
viewed from the occlusal surface, it is seen that the most pronounced
part of the basal swelling of the buccal surface is found in the mesial
part of this surface, thus giving the tooth, in this view an assymetrical
appearance.

‘In this feature P3 of Meganthropus africanus Weinert reminds
oue of P? of the great anthropoids, in which the buccal surface of
this tooth is usually assymetrical in occlusal view. 8 In the assymetry
of its buccal surface, in occlusal view, P® of Meganthropus africanus
Weinert also approaches P3 of Sinanthropus pekinensis Black (specimen
19), depicted by Weidenreich. 8 Thus, although primitive, in this
feature Meganthropus africanus Weinert is still within the range of
variation of Hominidae.

In the type specimen of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom there
is a median swelling on the buccal surface of the crown which cours-
es from the tip of buccal cusp toward the mesial part of the base

77 P3 of Africanthropus njarasensis Weinert (Remane, in Weinert, 1939, fig. 3)
is too worn for an assessment of the accessory ridges and the photographs of P3 of
Pithecanthropus modjokertensis v. Koenigswald (Pithecanthropus robustus Weidenreich)
published by Weidenreich (1945, pl. 3, fig. 3) and von Koenigswald (1942, pl. 6,
fig. 2) are not too clear for this purpose. Regarding the accessory ridges in the
upper premolars and molars of Pithecanthropus modjokertensis v. Koenigswald (Pithe-
canthropus robustus Weidenreich), however, Weidenreich (1945, p. 30) makes the
following general statements: “ The canine pattern shows the same arrangement and devel-
opment of the crests and of the lingual surface as that I described in Sinanthropus and the
same is true of the wrinkle system of the premolars and molars. At first glance the wrinkles seem
less pronounced, but when the individual teeth are compared with those of Sinanthropus
having a corresponding degree of wear, the difference is practically nil.”

8 Remane, 1951, p. 312.

" Ibid., fig. 2.

80 Senyiirek, 1940, p. 15.

81 ‘Weidenreich, 1937, pl. VIII, fig. 64 (o).
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of buccal surface, but still as can be seen from fig. 2, the buccal
surface of this tooth, in occlusal view, is much more symmetrical
than that of AMeganthropus africanus Weinert. # In P3 of specimen
Sts. 1 of this form, figured by Broom and Robinson, and Robinson,
the buccal surface in occlusal view is symmetrical. 83 This surface
is also symmetrical in P3 of the female Plesianthropus transvaalensis
Broom, 8 found in 1936, and in that of another female specimen
(Skull 6), figured by Broom and Robinson.®» In the first upper pre-
molars of Paranthropus robustus, pictured by Broom 8 and Paranthropus
crassidens, figured by Broom and Robinson, # the buccal surface is
more symmetrical than that of Meganthropus africanus Weinert. 88
Thus it is clear that in the assymetry of its buccal surface, in occlusal
view, P of Meganthropus africanus Weinert differs from the known,
at least the pictured, specimens of australopithecines.

When the P3 of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is viewed from
the buccal surface, it is seen that the highest point of enamel margin,
instead of being in the middle, is, as already pointed out by Remane, 8°
found in the mesial part of the buccal surface. This assymetrical
form of enamel margin in P? of Meganthropus africanus Weinert recalls
the condition found in the corresponding tooth of the typical anth-
ropoids (see fig. 1). %

Remane states regarding the height measurements of the upper
premolars of Meganthropus africanus Weinert: ““Die Kronenhihe, gemessen

82 The more symmetrical nature of the buccal surface of P? of the type spe-
cimen of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom is also clearly seen in the figures publish-
ed by Broom (1939, fig. TA and B; 1946, pl. VI, figs. 33-34) and Gregory and
Hellman (1939, fig. 6B).

% Broom and Robinson, 1950, pl. 4, fig.} 17 and Robinson, 1953, fig. 2A.

8 See Broom, 1939, fig. IB; Broom, 1946, pl. VI, fig. 34; Gregory and Hell-
man, 1939, fig. 4; Le Gros Clark, 1950, fig. 2A.

% Broom and Robinson, 1950, pl. 1, fig. 4.

8 Broom, 1946, pl. IX, fig. 86.

*" Broom and Robinson, 1952, fig. 34, pl. 1, fig. 7, pl. 4, fig. 17 and pl. 5,
fig. 20.

% In the drawing of the restored P? of the first specimen of upper jaw of
Australopithecus prometheus Dart, also, the buccal face, in occlusal view, is shown as
nearly symmetrical (see Dart, 1949b, fig. 1).

% Remane, 1951, p. 312 and p. 322.

% Jbid., p. 312. For anthropoids see also Senyiirek, 1940, p. 15.
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von der Spitze des Aussenhickers bis zur tiefsten Stelle des Schmelzrandes der
Buccalfliche betragt am P® 10.9, bei senkrechter Messung zum Mittelterl
des buccalen Schmelzrandes 10.4, am P* 8.4”° @ However, a scrutiny
of the drawing published by Remane® shows that the first meas-
urement given by him as representing the height of the highest
point of the enamel margin, is very probably an oblique measure-
ment, thus augmenting the difference in height of enamel margin
at the middle and anterior part of buccal surface. I have measured
the middle and anterior heights of the crown of P3 of Meganthropus
africanus Weinert from Remane’s drawing  according to the tech-
nique shown in fig. 1 and obtained the following values: Middle
height (A-B) 10.5 mm., and anterior height (C-D) ro.75 mm. Al-
though the measurements taken from the drawings of teeth cannot
always be considered to be precise, still, as the two measurements
are taken in parallel they perhaps give a better idea about the differ-
ence in height of the enamel margin at the anterior and middle
parts of the buccal surface of P3, than the figures given by Remane.
The index expressing the anterior height of P?® as a percentage of
its middle height, in some anthropoids I had measured and in Megan-
thropus africanus Weinert is as follows : %

Anterior Height of P3x 100

Middle Height of P3?

Pongo. 5 individuals (Z +2) 103.16 [100.00-106.36]
Gorilla. 3 individuals Oﬂ 113.10 [104.76-119.29]
Pan. 4 individuals (O/ +2) 106.29 [100.00-117.14]
Meganthropus africanus Weinert 102.38

It is clear from this list that in this index, P?of Meganthropus afri-
canus Weinert is still within the range of the living anthropoids, that
is, primitive. On the other hand, in the specimen Sts. 1 of Plesian-
thropus transvaalensis Broom, figured by Robinson for comparison, the

1 Remane, 1951, p. 3I2.

2 Ibid., fig. 2.

9 Jbid., fig. 2.

% Figures in parentheses show the range.
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opposite condition from that observed in P* of Meganthropus africanus
Weinert is seen; viz., the highest point of enamel margin on the
buccal surface is found behind the mid-line of the crown.% How-
ever, regarding the configuration of the enamel margin in P* and
P3 of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom, Robinson states: “In M.
africanus P* differs considerably from P3. The crown is more symmetrical
and the occlusal surface is simpler. The fissure system is essentially hominid
and the enamel surface is almost smooth. The buccal face is also less compli-
cated. The buccal grooves are lightly marked and the ridges poorly developed
and are only visible for a short distance mesially and distally; not almost
continuous as in P3. The upward extension of the cervical line is centrally
placed ; the corresponding extension in P3 is situated mesialward of the center.
These features may also be found among the Plesianthropus tfeeth.” %
With due regard to this statement however, in my opinion it still
remains to be demonstrated whether the same degree of assymetry
in the enamel margin of the buccal surface of P3 of Meganthropus
africanus Weinert also_exists in the corresponding tecth of Plesianthro-
pus transvaalensis Broom.

The form of the enamel margin of the buccal surface of P? of
Meganthropus africanus Weinert is distinguished from that of the spec-
imen of Paranthropus crassidens, figured by Broom and Robinson,
in which the enamel margin is scen to be symmetrical, with the
highest point being in the center. In this feature P3 of Meganthropus
africanus Weinert is also more primitive than those of the specimens
of Sinanthropus pekinensis figured by Weidenreich.%

In referring to P? of Meganthropus africanus Weinert and that
of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom, Remane states that in the latter
“...the main cusp is lower.”® Indeed, a comparison of the tip por-
tion of the buccal cusp of P of Meganthropus africanus Weinert with

% Robinson, 1953, fig. 2C. Regarding the buccal face of P? of the earlier found
specimens of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom, Gregory and Hellman (1939,
P- 349) stated : “In Plesianthropus the buccal face of the crown of P* (Fig. 64 ) is more
symmetrical (with reference to a vertical axis through the paracone) than in gorilla, orang or
chimpanzee.”

% Robinson, 1953, pp. 6-7.

Broom and Robinson, 1952, fig. 34.
¥ Weidenreich, 1937, pl. VIII, figs. 64b, 65b and 68b.
# Remane, 1954, p. 126.

97



A NOTE ON THE TEETH OF MEGANTHROPUS AFRICANUS 17

that of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom, specimen Sts. 1, figured
by Robinson,® which is nearly fresh,'®* shows that the tip portion
of the buccal cusp of the former is absolutely as well as relatively
higher than that of the latter. The tip portion of the buccal cusp
of P? of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is also relatively higher than
that of the specimen of Paranthropus crassidens, figured by Broom and
Robinson'®? and higher than that of specimen 19 of Sinanthropus
pekinensis depicted by Weidenreich.1® On the other hand, the tip
portion of the buccal cusp of P? of Meganthropus africanus Weinert
is relatively lower in height than those of Limnopithecus macinnes:
Le Gros Clark and Leakey, '™ Proconsul africanus Hopwood, 1%
Proconsul nyanzae Le Gros Clark and Leakey, 1% Siwapithecus africanus
LeGros Clark and Leakey, 197 Dryopithecus punjabicus Pilgrim, 198
Sivapithecus orientalis Pilgrim, 1% Sivapithecus sivalensis (Lydekker), 110
and those of the recent great apes (see fig. 1). 1! Thus, in addition
to the relatively small size of the upper canine, this feature of P?
also, as has already been stated by Remane, 2 clearly shows that
Meganthropus africanus Weinert is a member of Hominidae, although
it represents a primitive member of this family.

100 Robinson, 1953, fig. 2C.

101 Jbid., p. 5. Regarding this tooth of Plesianthropus, Robinson (1953, p. 5)
states: “In the small collection of Plesianthropus specimens there is only one (Sts. 1) in
which P? is almost unworn.”

102 Broom and Robinson, 19352, fig. 34. The buccal surface of P? of Paran-
thropus robustus Broom is shown by Broom (1946) rather sketchily together with the
skull in pl. VIII, fig. 83 and together with other teeth in fig. 19. If these skeiches
are accurate, it would appear that the tip portion of the buccal cusp of P? of
Paranthropus robustus also is lower than that of Meganthropus africanus We'nert (see
also Remane, 1951, fig. 10, b and c). However, this still has to be verified.

103 ‘Weidenreich, 1937, pl. VIII, fig. 64b.

104 Le Gros Clark and Leakey, 1951, pl. VII, fig. 59.

105 Hopwood, 1933, pl. 6, fig. 6; Maclnnes, 1943, pl. 25, fig. 1.

106 e Gros Clark and Leakey, 1951, pl. IV, fig. 20.

107 Jbid., pl. VI, fig. 42.

108 Pilgrim, 1915, pl. 3, fig. 2.

109 Pilgrim, 1927, fig. I.

110 Gregory, Hellman and Lewis, 1938, pl. 5, fig. A.

11 See also Gregory, 1920, figs. 246, 251, 258 and 260; Hooijer, 1948, pl.
1V, figs. 5-6.

112 Remane, 1951, p. 322; Remane, 1954, p. 124. See also Vallois, 1953, p.
132.

Belleten C. XIX, F. 2
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The buccal cingulum of P? of Meganthropus africanus Weinert
is described by Remane as follows: “Durch einen breiten Aussenwulst
ist die Buccalfliche deutlich modelliert. Er beginnt an dem fast hickerartig
ausgebildeten Ursprung der vorderen Paraconusrandleiste und begleitet, sich
verbreiternd, den unteren Kronenrand, um am Ende der hinteren Paraconus-
leiste zu enden. Dieser Aussenwulst ist vorn und hinten deutlich abgesetzt,
in der Mitte jedoch kaum gegen die sonstige Buccalfliche abgegrenzt. Im
Vorderteil ist die abgrenzende Furche napfartig vertieft.” 113 The form of
the buccal cingulum of P?® of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is not
much different from that of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom, spe-
cimen Sts. 1, described and illustrated by Robinson 14 and is also
approached by that of P® of Sinanthropus pekinensis Black, described
and figured by Weidenreich. 115

Regarding the roots of P? of Meganthropus africanus Weinert,
Remane states: “Der P3 besitzi 3 Wurzeln, deren spezieller Verlauf nicht
angegeben werden kann, da sie im Kiefer stecken.”''® From the configu-
ration of the visible parts of the buccal roots, 117 it would appear
that the two buccal roots were separate, but it is not known whether
the lingual root also is completely separate. 11® Robinson has recently
stated regarding the number of roots in P?® of australopithecines:
“In one specimen from Sterkfontein a single root is present but in all other
known australopithecine specimens there are at least two roots. Of 13 Sterk-
Sontein specimens only one has a double buccal root, i.e., three roots altogether,
while of 19 Swartkrans specimens 14 have double buccal roots. This difference
takes on even greater significance when it is remembered that the geologically
older form is the more advanced in this respect.” 11° Regarding the roots
of P? of Paranthropus robustus Broom, from Kromdrai, Broom stated:
“The tooth has three roots but the two outer ones are close together at the
alveolus, but possibly they may diverge considerably in the bone. This is in

113 Remane, 1951, p. 312.

114 Robinson, 1953, p. 5 and fig. 2A and C.

115 Weidenreich, 1937, pp. 36-37 and pl. VIII, fig. 64b.

116 Remane, 1951, p. 314.

17 fbid., fig. 2.

1% Regarding the lingual root, Remane (1951, p. 314) states: *““Die Innen-
wurzel ist nur an ihrer Basis sichtbar.”

1% Robinson, 1954b, p. 187. See also Robinson, 1954a, pp. 270-271.
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marked contrast to the condition in Plesianthropus where there are only two
roots though the tip of the outer is partly bifid.” 120

P3 of the first specimen of the upper jaw of Australopithecus
prometheus Dart, is described by Dart as possessing two roots. 121 In
this feature P? of the Makapan form agrees with the majority of
Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom and resembles the specimens of
Paranthropus crassidens having only two roots, while the majority of
this form possesses three roots which may be free or two of which
may be united. 12 Thus it is clear that in root number P3 of Megan-
thropus africanus Weinert is within the range of variation of genus Paran-
thropus and is also approached by one specimen of Plesianthropus trans-
vaalensis Broom, which in most cases have only two roots. In root
number P* of Meganthropus africanus Weinert appears to agree also
with that of Pithecanthropus modjokertensis v. Koenigswald (Pithecan-
thropus robustus Weidenreich), which is described as being three-rooted
by von Koenigswald,'?® but is distinguished from that of Sinan-
thropus pekinensis Black which has two, separate or largely fused roots!2+
and also from that of Africanthropus njarasensis Weinert.125

Ascan be seen from Table 3, in size, as expressed by the robust-
ness value, P? of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is smaller than that
of Gorilla of both sexes measured and is in the range of that of Pongo.
This tooth of Meganthropus africanus Weinert exceeds the maximum
of Pan measured. P? of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is smaller than
that of Paranthropus robustus and also smaller than that of Paranthropus

123 Broom, 1946, p. 95.

121 Dart, 1949b, p. 198.

122 For the condition of roots in P3 of Paranthropus crassidens see Broom and
Robinson, 1952, p. 38; Robinson, 1953, p. 6; Robinson, 1954b, p. 187.

128 yvon Koenigswald, 1954, p. 85.

1** Weidenreich, 1937, p. 37 and pl. VIII, figs. 64, 65 and 68,

125 Regarding the roots of P® and alveolus of P* of Africanthropus njarasensis
Weinert, Remane (in Weinert, 1939, p. 270) states: “Da der KLahn fest im Kiefer steckt,
is von den Wurzeln wenig zu erkennen. Die Aussenwurzel ist sicher einheitlich, nicht geteilt ;
inwieweit ste mit der Innenwurzel zu einem einheitlichen Gebilde verschmolzen war, ist am P3
nicht zu erkennen, wohl aber am P%. Von diesem Jahn ist namlich die Vorderwand der Alveole
erhalten, sie lisst auf eine breite einheitliche Wurzel mit einer Lingsfurche an der Mesialfliche
schliessen.”
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crassidens.1?®  This tooth of Meganthropus africanus Weinert, in size,
falls fully within the range of variation of Plesianthropus transvaalensis
Broom and exceeds that of female Australopithecus prometheus. It exceeds
in size the specimens of Pithecanthropus modjokertensis v. Koenigswald
and Africanthropus njarasensis Weinert. It also surpasses in size the
average of Sinanthropus pekinensis Black, but falls in the upper limit
of its range of variation. P® of Meganthropus africanus Weinert far
exceeds in size those of recent man listed.

The crown index of P?® of Meganthropus africanus Weinert does
not distinguish it from those of some great anthropoids and homi-
nids, the ranges of which overlap.’?” However, it is of interest to
note that in crown index it falls below those of Plesianthropus trans-
vaalensis, Australopithecus prometheus, Paranthropus robustus and probably
also Paranthropus crassidens. 1t is also noteworthy that, although still
within the range of recent man and some anthropoids, the austra-
lopithecines, Pithecanthropus and Sinanthropus have relatively high
crown indices, higher on the average than those of recent man and
of the anthropoids. This would indicate that in the process of reduc-
tion in size of the first upper premolar of recent man, the breadth
has been diminished more than the length.

In height indices (Table 4), P3 of Meganthropus africanus is within
the range of Pongo, Gorilla and recent man, that is, the height indices

126 Tt may be noted that even the minimum length (9.3 mm.) and minimum
breadth (13.4 mm.) measurements given by Broom and Robinson (1952) yield
a higher robustness value than that of Meganthropus africanus Weinert.

127 Very high crown indices are also found in P? of some specimens of fossil
Tertiary anthropoids. For instance according to the measurements of Pilgrim(1927),
in P? of the type specimen of Sivapithecus sivalensis (Lydekker) this index is 167.64
(length 6.8 and breadth 11.4 mm.) and in Ramapithecus brevirostris Lewis (according
to Lewis, 1934, length is 6.9 and breadth 10.3 mm.) it is 149.27. As calculated from
the measurements given by Le Gros Clark and Leakey (1951) this index varies
between 131.25 and 148.57 in P?® of Proconsul nyanzae Le Gros Clark and Leakey
and from 128.76 (according to the measurements of Hopwood, 1933 and Le Gros
Clark & Leakey, 1951) to 175.00 (Le Gros Clark and Leakey, 1951) in that of Procon-
sul africanus Hopwood. According to Le Gros Clark and Leakey (1951), this index
amounts to 150.00 in P? of specimen C.M.H. 6 of Sivapithecus africanus Le Gros
Clark and Leakey. This peculiarity of some anthropoids had unfortunately been
overlooked in my earlier study on the teeth of australopithecines (see $enyiirek
1941, p. 296).
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do not distinguish it from those of some anthropoids and recent
man. On the other hand, in height indices it exceeds the maxima
of Pan and one specimen of Sinanthropus pekinensis.

As can clearly be seen from the drawing published by Remane,!8
the chewing surface of P* of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is much
smoother than that of the first upper molar.’?® In this feature P*
of Meganthropus africanus Weinert differs conspicuously from the
slightly worn corresponding tecth of the type specimen of Plesian-
thropus transvaalensis Broom (fig 2), the type specimen of Paranthropus
robustus Broom (fig. 4) and that of the first specimen of the upper
jaw of Australopithecus prometheus Dart (fig. 3), all of which, in spite
of attrition, show more relief on the chewing surface than Megan-
thropus africanus Weinert. There appears to be more relief on the chew-
ing surface of P* of Paranthropus crassidens Broom and Robinson!®
than that of Meganthropus africanus Weinert. In the smoothness of
its chewing surface, P* of Meganthropus africanus Weinert also con-
spicuously diverges from that of Sinanthropus pekinensis Black, the chew-
ing surface of which is wrinkled. * Regarding the chewing surface
of P4 of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom, Robinson states: ““The
Sfissure system is simpler than that of P® but is not always as simple as that
in M. africanus.” 132 Thus in this feature the maxillary fragment
of Meganthropus africanus Weinert appears to be distinguished from
Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom and also the other australo-
pithecines.

Remane states regarding the difference in the length of buccal
and lingual cusps of P* of Meganthropus africanus Weinert: “Die Kau-
Sfldche zeigt die stirksten Unterschiede gegeniiber dem P3. War dort das Auss-
enhicker- (Paraconus-) Gebiet  mit seiner vorderen und hinteren Kante
langer als der mittlere Langsdurchmesser der Zihne (9,6: 8,6 mm), so ist
am Py das Umgekehrte der Fall (7,4: 9,1 mm); was beim P3 die Buccal-
hdlfte viel langer als die Lingualhdlfte, so ist am Py die Lingualhdlfte linger,
besonders ihr hinterer Innenteil (distal-labial) schiebt sich bogenartig vor.

128 Remane, 1951, fig. 2.

129 Robinson, 1953, p. 6.

130 Broom and Robinson, 1952, pl. I, fig. 7 and pl. 5, fig. 20.

181 Weidenreich, 1937, p. 40 and pl. IX, figs. 77 (o) and 78 (o).
132 Robinson, 1953. p. 7.
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Dadurch erscheint der Innenhicker (Protoconus) noch stirker in den Vorder-
teil des Jahnes verschoben, als es am P3 der Fall war.” 13 In this feature
Pt of Meganthropus africanus Weinert differs from that of the type
specimen of Paranthropus robustus Broom, in which the buccal length
exceeds the middle length (see fig. 4), 3% and approaches that of
the type specimen of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom (see fig. 2) 135
and also that of the first specimen of the upper jaw of Australopithecus
prometheus Dart (fig. 3). It is of interest to note that in P* of Plesianthro-
pus transvaalensis Broom (fig. 2) and Australopithecus prometheus Dart
(fig. 3) also the disto-lingual section of the crown, in occlusal view,
slants forward and inward, as in Meganthropus africanus Weinert. 136

The buccal cingulum of P4 of Meganthropus africanus Weinert,
is described by Remane as follows: “Der Aussenwulst ist nur an seiner
vorderen und hinteren Ansatzstelle Kenntlich, vorn nur an der fast hickerar-
tigen Kante, die am ZJusammentreffen von vorderer (mesialer) Randleiste
und der vorderen Paraconuskante entsteht, hinten als etwas breiterer und tiefer
reichender Waulst, der wvon der gleichfalls schwach hickerartig markierten
Stelle am  Jusammentreffen der hinteren Paraconuskante mit der hinteren
Randleiste ausgeht. Da auch von der Paraconusspitze ein Vertikalwulst zu
der tiefsten Kronengrenze in schwachem, nach vorn gerichtetem Bogen verlduft,
erscheint die Buccalfliche in drei Wiilste (Vorder-und Hinterteil des Auss-
enwulstes und Mittelwulst) und zwei dazwischenliegende Tdler zerlegt.
Die Taler erstrecken sich nur auf den oberen Teil, d.h. den der Kaufldiche
benachbarten Teil des Jahnes.”” 137 In other words, the manifestation
of cingulum in P*is weaker than that of the first upper premolar. 138
As far as can be judged from the drawing published by Remane, 13
the buccal cingulum in P*of Meganthropus africanus Weinert appears
to be of about the same form and degree of development as that of
Sinanthropus pekinensis specimen 25, depicted by Weidenreich. 140

133 Remane, 1951, p. 314.

See also Gregory and Hellman, 1939, fig. g.
See ibid., fig. 6B. See also Robinson, 1953, p. 7.
See Remane, 1951, fig. 2.

137 Ibid., p. 314.

138 See also Robinson, 1953, pp. 6-7.

Remane, 1953, fig. 2.

Weidenreich, 1937, pl. IX, fig. 77.

134
135

136

139

140
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When the drawing 1 of the buccal surface of P* of Megan-
thropus africanus Weinert is examined it is seen that the highest part
of the enamel margin forms a nearly triangular projection, the tip
of which, as has been noted by Remane 42 and Robinson, %3 is
almost in the middle of this surface. The enamel margin of the buccal
surface of P* of Meganthropus africanus Weinert corresponds to Peder-
sen and Thyssen’s!# type 5, that is there is a rather strong degree
of enamel extension. The degree of enamel extension is about the
same in P* of Paranthropus crassidens, depicted by Broom and Robin-
son 145 and, as far as can be judged from the cast, somewhat less
in P* of the type specimen of Plesianthropus robustus Broom which
corresponds to Pedersen and Thyssen’s type 4. 146

As can be seen from the drawing published by Remane, in P*
of Meganthropus africanus Weinert the visible parts of the two buccal
roots are fused.!4” For the condition of the apical parts of the buccal
roots, Remane states: “Ob sich diese beiden Pfeiler am Wurzelende villig
trennen, Kann nicht entschieden werden, da dieser Bezirk des Vorderpfeilers
im Knochen eingebettet ist.” 1¥* Remane does not state whether the
lingual root is completely free from the buccal roots and whether it
is divergent. 14° In the condition of its buccal roots, P* of Megan-
thropus africanus Weinert seems to differ from that of Paranthropus
robustus Broom in which there appear to be two separate buccal roots.!s
In the specimen of P of Paranthropus crassidens, figured by Broom

141 Remane, 1951, fig. 2.

142 Ibid., p. 314.

143 Robinson, 1953, p. 7.

144 pedersen and Thyssen, 1942 (cited by Pedersen, 1949). The classification
of Pedersen and Thyssen, (1942) is described and illustrated by Pedersen (1949,
p. 74 and pl. 18, figs. 96-107).

145 Broom and Robinson, 1952, fig. 35.

146 In the cast of the type specimen of Paranthropus robustus Broom in my
possession the basal part of the crown is not reproduced. In P* of the cast of
Australopithecus prometheus Dart at my disposal, the enamel margin of the buccal
surface is not too clear, but still from this cast it appears that this margin is strongly
convex toward the roots (see also Dart, 1949b, fig. 1).

147 Remane, 1951, fig. 2 and p. 314.

18 Ibid., p. 314.

149 See ibid., p. 314.

150 Broom, 1946, p. 96 and fig. 19 B.
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and Robinson, 3! the two buccal roots are fused in their lower
two-thirds and free in the apical third. Although the condition of
the apical parts of the two buccal roots of P* of Meganthropus africanus
Weinert is not known, it is nevertheless clear that this tooth of Paran-
thropus crassidens referred to comes closer to that of Meganthropus afri-
canus Weinert than that of Paranthropus robustus. 2 Regarding the
condition of the roots in P* of the type and female specimens of Ple-
stanthropus transvaalensis, Broom stated: ““The roots of the right second
premolar are seen in section. As in the first premolar there are only two roots,
but probably as inthe first premolar the outer root is bifurcated near its tip.
The roots are widely divergent.

The second premolar is lost from the female maxilla, but from the ridge
seen on the outer side of the bone the outer root appears to have been single
even to its tip.” 153 In his study published in 1953, Robinson makes
the following statement regarding the roots of P4 in a specimen of
Plesianthropus transvaalensis : ““In only one case a little can be seen of the
buccal rocts of P? and P* and here there is also a marked similarity to M.
africanus. That is, two buccal roots are present in both teeth but they are
either  partly fused or closely approximated in P* but not in P3.15
Although in his recent studies Robinson 1% does not describe the
condition of the roots in P*of Plesianthropus transvaalensis, still from
the information available it would appear that in the condition of its
roots P* of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is in the range of variation
of Plesianthropus.

In the condition of its roots, P* of Meganthropus africanus Weinert
differs from that of Sinanthropus pekinensis in which there is only one
main buccal root which is fused with the lingual root. 1%

51 Broom and Robinson, 1952, fig. 35.

152 Broom and Robinson (1952, p. 40) state regarding the roots in P* of
Paranthropus crassidens : ““Roots are preserved in three specimens. Two have the root arrange-
ment illustrated, which is exactly the same as that of the first premolar illusirated, i.c. three
roots with the mesiobuccal and the lingual ones fused for all, or most, of their length. The other
has three separate roots; a mesiobuccal, a distobuccal and a lingual .’

153 Broom, 1946, p. 59.

154 Robinson, 1953, p. 7.

15> Robinson, 1954a and b. As for Australopithecus prometheus, Dart (1949b)
does not describe the condition of the roots in P?.

196 Weidenreich, 1937, p. 40, pl. IX, fig. 75 and pl. XXII, fig. 214.
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The size of P* of Meganthropus africanus Weinert, as can be seen
from Table 5, is smaller than that of Gorilla, in the range of Pongo
and larger than the maximum of Pan listed. It is considerably smaller
than those of Paranthropus robustus and Paranthropus crassidens'> and
is in the range of that of Plesianthropus transvaalensis. This tooth of
Meganthropus africanus Weinert is only slightly smaller than that of
Australopithecus prometheus Dart which is also within the range of
variation of Plesianthropus in size. On the other hand, in size, P* of
Meganthropus africanus Weinert exceeds that of Pithecanthropus modjo-
kertensis v. Koenigswald (Pithecanthropus robustus Weidenreich) and the
maxima of Sinanthropus pekinensis and of the recent men listed.

The crown index does not distinguish P* of Meganthropus afri-
canus Weinert from those of some anthropoids and hominids, the
ranges of which overlap to a great extent. The crown index of P*
of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is within the range of variation of
Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom but is lower than that of Paran-
thropus robustus and Paranthropus crassidens, at least lower than that of
some specimens of the latter. It is also of interest to note that P4 of
the australopithecines, Pithecanthropus and Sinanthropus tend to have,
on the average, higher crown indices than the averages of recent
men listed, although their ranges overlap to a great extent.

An examination of Table 6 reveals that in height indices, P*
of Meganthropus africanus Weinert falls within the range of the great
anthropoids. In height-length index it falls below the minima of
all the hominids, fossil and recent listed.!® The same is true also
for the height-breadth index, with the only exception of the some-
what worn P* of Pithecanthropus modjokertensis v. Koenigswald. It would
appear that in height indices P* of Meganthropus africanus Weinert
comes nearer to those of some anthropoids than to those of the homi-
nids, although the differences separating it from the minima of
hominids are not great.

157 Even the robustness value calculated from the minimum length (9.2 mm.)
and breadth (14.7 mm.) given for P* of Paranthropus crassidens by Broom and
Robinson (1952) is higher than that of Meganthropus afiicanus Weinert.

153 It is to be noted that among the recent men listed the lowest average
height indices are found in Bushman. As I stated before (Senyiirek, 1952, p. 169),
this Bushman series, measured by Drennan (1929) probably includes some worn
teeth.
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As Remane!® and Robinson!® have referred to the differen-
ces existing between P? and P* of Meganthropus africanus Weinert,
I will only draw attention here to the difference observed in the length
of the buccal surfaces of these teeth, which is not brought out by
the indices listed.!®! An examination of the drawing published by
Remane!®?  shows that in Meganthropus africanus Weinert the buccal
surface proper of the crown of P3 is considerably longer than that
of P4, which is an anthropoid character. In this feature Meganthropus
africanus Weinert conspicuously differs from Paranthropus robustus,163
Paranthropus  crassidens'® and  Australopithecus — prometheus.’®> In the
preponderance of the length of the buccal surface proper of P? over
that of P4, Meganthropus africanus Weinert also differs from the type
specimen (fig. 2)'% and skull 7 7 of Plesianthropus transvaalensis,
although in this feature this form would seem to come nearer to
Meganthropus africanus than the other australopithecines.

The measurements of P® relative to those of P* are listed in
Table 7. In the index expressing the length of P? as a percentage
of that of P4, Meganthropus africanus Weinert'®® does not differ from
some anthropoids and hominids. In this index Meganthropus africanus
Weinert differs from Australopithecus prometheus and Paranthropus crassi-
dens in which P? is shorter than P4 In this index it is approached
by some specimens of Plesianthropus transvaalensis which also shows a

1% Remane, 1951, p. 312 and p. 314; 1954, pp. 123-124.

860 Robinson, 1953, pp. 6-7.

161 The length indices w listed in Table 7, do not clearly

P4 length

bring out this difference as the maximum length of P3 and P* do not necessarily
occur on the buccal surface proper but may be found further lingualward or in
the middle of the tooth.

162 Remane, 1951, fig. 2.

183 Broom, 1946, pl. IX, fig. 86.

1%t Broom and Robinson, 1952, pl. 1, fig. 7 and pl. 5, fig. 20; Robinson,
1952, fig. 3.

165 See Dart, 1949b, fig. 1.

166 Gregory and Hellman, 1939, fig. 6A-B; Broom, 1946, pl. VI, fig. 33.

%7 Broom and Robinson, 1950, pl. I, fig. 4.
In comparing the measurements of the upper premolars of Meganthropus
africanus Weinert, Robinson (1953, p. 2) lists the median length of P? which is
shorter than that of P* and also yields a smaller module for P3 than that of P,

168
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tendency to have a shorter P3 than P%. It is difficult to state anything
definite regarding Paranthropus robustus, as the length measurements
given by Broom % and Robinson 17 yield two different indices.

In the index expressing the buccal height 17t of P? as a percent-
age of that of P!, according to the information available, Megan-
thropus africanus Weinert, would appear to be mnearer to the
anthropoids than to the hominids listed.

In the index expressing the robustness value of P?as a percent-
age of that of P4, Meganthropus africanus Weinert is in the range of
anthropoids and hominids. It is interesting to note that in this index,
the australopithecines, with the only exception of the type specimen
of Plesianthropus transvaalensis calculated from the measurements given
by Gregory and Hellman, 172 fall below the averages of the hominids,
fossil and recent, listed; this tendency being most pronounced in the
case of Paranthropus crassidens, followed by Australopithecus prometheus.
In this index Meganthropus africanus Weinert is conspicuously distin-
guished from Paranthropus robustus, Paranthropus crassidens and Austra-
lopithecus prometheus, in all of which P3 is smaller than P% In this
index it also differs from the available specimens of Plesianthropus
transvaalensis Broom, with the only exception of the measurements
of the type specimen given by Gregory and Hellman. 173 According
to the measurements of Gregory and Hellman, 1" both the length
and breadth measurements of P? exceed those of P4 I have a cast
of the type specimen of Plesianthropus transvaalensis (fig. 2), which
had been generously sent to me by the late Dr. Broom in 1940. In
this cast the length of P3 is greater than that of P4, but the breadth
of the latter far exceeds that of the former, yielding a higher robust-
ness value. In the measurements of this type specimen given by

169 Broom, 1946, pp. 95-96.

170 Robinson, 1953, p. 2.

171 The height used is the middle height.

172 Gregory and Hellman, 1939, p. 347.

178 Ibid.

174 According to Gregory and Hellman (1939, p. 347) the length and breadth
measurements of P3 are respectively 9.50 and 12.60 mm. and the corresponding
dimensions of P* are 8.70 and 12.50 mm.
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Broom 1% and Robinson " the breadth of P* also exceeds that of
P3, yielding again a greater robustness value than in the latter. In
view of these, it scems possible that there may have been a recording
error in the measurcments of the type specimen of Plesianthropus
transvaalensis given by Gregory and Hellman. 177 Thus in possessing
a larger P3 than P*, Meganthropus africanus Weinert appears to differ
from all the known australopithecines.

The Third Upper Molar :

The left M3 from the Serengeti district attributed to Megan-
thropus africanus Weinert by Weinert 1 and Remane 1 is a four-
cusped tooth, which is worn in the human fashion.!8 Regarding
this tooth Remane states: “In seiner Form entspricht er etwa den Sinan-
thropus-Molaren. Der Metaconus ist-wie es gelegentlich bei Mensch und
Anthropoiden vorkommt-klein, der Hypoconus weit vorragend.” ¥ As can
be seen from the drawings published by Remane, ¥ this third
upper molar differs from those of Plesianthropus transvaalensis, 183 the
type specimen of Paranthropus robustus Broom and Paranthropus crassi-
dens 18 in having, in mesial or distal views, a less inclined lingual
surface. The inclinations of both the lingual and buccal surfaces of
this tooth, in mesial or distal views, are, on the other hand, near
those of the third upper molar of Sinanthropus pekinensis, figured by
Weidenreich.185

As has been described and illustrated by Remane, 18 in this
third upper molar from the Serengeti district the mesio-buccal and
the lingual roots are fused to a large extent and the two buccal roots
are relatively short. In having its mesio-buccal and lingual roots

175

Broom, 1939, pp. 303-306; Broom, 1946, pp. 58-59.
Robinson, 1953, p. 2.

177 Gregory and Hellman, 1939, p. 347.

178 Weinert, 1950.

179 Remane, 1951 and 1954.

180 See Remane, 1951, fig. 4.

181 Jbid., p. 315.

82 Ihid., fig. g4b-c.

183 See Broom, 1946, pl. VI, figs. 45, 48 and 49.
184 See Broom and Robinson, 1952, fig. 38.

185 Weidenreich, 1937, pl. XVI, fig. 135.

816 Remane, 195!, pp. 315-316 and fig. 4:~

176
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fused to a large extent, this tooth differs from the third upper molars
of Plesianthropus  transvaalensis and Paranthropus crassidens, figured
respectively by Broom % and Broom and Robinson, ¥ in which
these roots are not united, and approach some specimens of Sinan-
thropus pekinensis depicted by Weidenrecich. 1#°

Regarding the pulp cavity of this third upper molar, Remane
states: “Die Pulpa war also offenbar grisser als beim rezenten Menschen,
aber nur etwa so gross wie bei Sinanthropus, nicht vom voll ‘taurodonten’
Typus.”” 1% From this description it would appear that this third
upper molar presents a moderate degree of taurodontism, which is
characteristic of Sinanthropus 1! and also appears to be the case in
M? of Africanthropus njarasensis Weinert.® The occurrence of tauro-

187 Broom, 1946, pl. VI, figs. 45, 48 and 49. The tooth shown in pl. VI, fig.
5 by Broom (1946), is the one first described by Shaw (1940) which was subse-
quently attributed to Plesianthropus transvaalensis by Broom (1946, p. 63 and p. 101).
As can be seen from fig. 5, in M? of the type specimen of Plesianthropus transvaalensis,
behind the crista obliqua, there is a secondary ridge (see Shaw, 1940, p. 150), that
connects the hypocone with the metacone, in which this tooth resembles the upper
molars of some forms of Dryopithecus (see Schlosser, 1902, pl. I, fig. 2; Gregory and
Hellman, 1926, fig. 5B; Pilgrim, 1915, pl. 3, fig. 1). This secondary ridge
(see Gregory and Hellman, 1939, fig. 11 and Broom, 1946, pl. IX, fig. 86)
is greatly reduced or lost in M?® of the type specimen of Paranthropus
robustus, which appears to be the case also in M3 of Paranthropus crassidens (see
Broom and Robinson, 1952, fig. 38). A glance at fig. 6 will show that in the left M?
from Sterkfontein described by Shaw (1940), also there is a curved ridge extending
from the hypocone toward the disto-buccal corner of the crown, toward a small
wrinkle at this corner, the two being separated by a short furrow. This structure
described no doubt represents a somewhat reduced secondary ridge, which is better
developed in M3 of the type specimen of Plesianthropus transvaalensis. The presence
of this secondary ridge further confirms the late Broom’s (1946) conclusion that
this tooth described by Shaw (1940) belongs to Plesianthropus.

188 Broom and Robinson, 1952, fig. 38. Regarding the buccal roots of a
specimen of M3 of Paranthropus crassidens, Broom and Robinson (1952, p. 50) state:
“In a third tooth only the buccal roots are preserved and these are appreciably smaller and
shorter than are those of the other two third molars.”

189 Weidenreich, 1937, pl. XVI, fig. 135.

190 Remane, 1951, p. 316.

191 Weidenreich, 1937, pp. 103-109.

192 Remane, in Weinert, 1939, p. 303. It is also of interest to note that accord-
ing to Shaw (1940, p. 149) a third upper molar from Sterkfontein, described by
him but subsequently attributed to Plesianthropus transvaalensis by Broom (1946),
is also taurodont.
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dontism in this third upper molar from the Serengeti district, in
Sinanthropus pekinensis and  Africanthropus njarasensis shows that a
moderate degree of taurodontism is a characteristic of the primi-
tive hominids, as has been concluded. 1%

The mecasurements of the third upper molars are listed in Table
8. As the tooth from the Serengeti district is worn, which especially
affects the median length (10.1 mm.), 1% in this table the maximum
length of the tooth, occurring on the inner side according to Remane,195
is utilized. The robustness valuc of the Serengeti tooth is smaller
than those of all available specimens of Plesianthropus transvaalensis,
Paranthropus robustus and Paranthropus crassidens. The Serengeti tooth,
in size, exceeds those of Sinanthropus pekinensis and the recent hominids
listed. However, it is to be noted that the maximum robustness
value of the East Greenland Eskimos is only slightly less than that
of the Serengeti molar. So it appears that some exceptionally large
teeth of recent man may come near to the Serengeti molar in size.
In crown index the Serengeti tooth is in the range of variation of
both anthropoids and hominids.

From the account given above it is clear that P® and P* of
Meganthropus africanus Weinert are, in size, in the range of Plesian-
thropus transvaalensis, while the M3 from the Serengeti district is much
smaller than the minimum of Plesianthropus transvaalensis. Although,
as is known, the third upper molar of the anthropoids and hominids
Is a variable tooth, still it is to be noted that relative to the upper
premolars from the Serengeti district, M® from the same region is
much smaller, comparatively spcaking, than the third upper molars
of Plesianthropus transvaalensis, Paranthropus robustus and even most
individuals of Sinanthropus pekinensis. 1% Thus, the relatively small
size of this M? would be against its inclusion in the same species
with the maxillary fragment from the same region, designated as
Meganthropus africanus. The relatively smallsize of this tooth, together
with the fusion of its mesio-buccal and lingual roots and its general

193

Senytirek, 1939, p. 128.
Remane, 1951, p. 315.

195 Ibid., p. 315.

1% In the following list the robustness values of the third upper molars are
expressed as percentages of those of P3 and P!:

194
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resemblance to M® of Sinanthropus pekinensis, suggests that it may
belong to a form more advanced from the phylogenetic standpoint
than the maxillary fragment from the Serengeti district labelled as
Meganthropus africanus by Weinert %7 and Remane 1% and Plesian-
thropus transvaalensis.

SYSTEMATIC POSITION OF THE REMAINS ATTRIBUTED
TO MEGANTHROPUS AFRICANUS WEINERT

The comparisons that have been made clearly show that the
maxillary fragment from the Serengeti District of Tanganyika Terri-
tory is a member Hominidae that comes nearer to the Australopith-
ecinae than to the other hominids. The genera and species of Austra-
lopithecinae, which is a subfamily of the Family Hominidae, have
so far been variously classified by various authors.’® Among the
classifications of South African Australopithecinae advanced, that

Robustness value of M3 X 100 Robustness value of M3 X 100

Robustness value of P3 Robustness value of P4

Teeth from Serengeti District, attrib-

uted to Meganthropus africanus by

Weinert & Remane. After the

measurements of Remane, 1951. 120.00 124.57
Plesianthropus  transvaalensis. Type.

After the measurements of Senyiirek,

1941. 177.17 175.98
Paranthropus robustus. Type. After
the measurements of Broom, 1946. 156.79 141.42

Sinanthropus pekinensis. Individual Il.
After the measurements of Weiden-
reich, 1937. — 122.00
Sinanthropus pekinensis. Individual L I1.
Right side. After the measurements
of Weidenreich, 1937. 162.47 160.13
Sinanthropus  pekinensis. Individual
OI. After the measurements of
Weidenreich, 1937. 132.00 151.17
197 Weinert, 1950.
188 Remane, 1951.
19 See Broom, 1950, p. 12; Mayr, 1950, pp. 113-114; Washburn and Patterson,
1951, p. 651; Robinson 1954b, p. 169,
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proposed recently by Robinson?® who recognizes two genera, viz.,
Paranthropus and Australopithecus appears to fit the situation quite
satisfactorily, with the exception of Serengeti maxilla.

The premolars of the maxillary fragment from the Serengeti
district differ conspicuously from those of the genus Paranthropus
(including Paranthropus robustus and Paranthropus crassidens) in size and
in a number of morphological features, as discussed, so there cannot
be any doubt that it does not belong to this genus. In sizc and also
in some morphological features the upper premolars of the Serengeti
maxilla come nearer to those of Australopithecus* than to Paranthro-
pus. But still a careful study reveals numerous important differences.
For the sake of clearness in the comparisons made below the
original names of the fossil forms now included in genus Australo-
pithecus by Robinson 22 are utilized together with the new nomen-
clature proposed by this author.

As the skull of Australopithecus africanus Dart from Taungs, now
called Australopithecus africanus africanus by Robinson2® is that of
a juvenile individual in whom the upper premolars had not yet
replaced the milk molars, a comparison between the Serengeti max-
illa and this Taungs find is not possible. The Serengeti maxilla
differs from that of Australopithecus prometheus Dart, now designated
Australopithecus africanus transvaalensis by Robinson,2® in the stronger
inclination of the buccal surface of P3, in having 3 roots in this tooth,
in the smoothness of the chewing surface of P4, in the preponderance
of the buccal surface of P? over that of P* and in having a P3 that
is larger than P% The Serengeti maxilla is distinguished from that
of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom, now included in Australopithecus
africanus transvaalensis by Robinson,2® in the stronger inclination of
the buccal and lingual surfaces of P3, in the stronger bulge at the
base of the buccal surface of this tooth, in the assymetry of the buccal
surface of P® in occlusal view, in the higher tip of the buccal cusp

200 Robinson, 1954a, pp. 26g9-270; Robinson, 1954b, p. 196.
201 In the sense used by Robinson, 1954b.

202 Jbid., p. 196.

203 Jbid., p. 196.

204 Jbid., p. 196.

205 Jbid., p. 196.
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of P3, probably in the assymetry of the enamel margin of the buccal
surface of this tooth, in the smoothness of the chewing surface of P4,
in the preponderance of the length of buccal surface proper of P3
as compared with that of P4, and in the larger size of P® than that
of P4 These differences which distinguish it from Arstralopithecus
prometheus Dart and Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom clearly show
that the Serengeti maxilla cannot be placed in a subspecies of Austra-
lopithecus africanus, viz., Australopithecus africanus transvaalensis, as has
been done by Robinson?® and not even in genus Australopithecus.

In the greater inclination of the buccal surface of P3 in the
assymetry of the buccal surface of P in occlusal view, probably in
the assymetry of the enamel margin of the buccal surface of P3, in
the smoothness of the chewing surface of P4, in the lower crown index
of P3, in the larger length of the buccal surface proper of P? than
that of P* and in the larger size of P? as compared with P4, the Ser-
engeti maxilla falls beyond the ranges of variation of the genera
Paranthropus and  Australopithecus. In my opinion the conspicuous
differences which distinguish the Serengeti maxilla, labelled as Meg-
anthropus  africanus by Weinert,?” from Paranthropus and Australopith-
ecus entitle it to a separate generic rank. Thus, taking the generic
name used by Hennig?® who did not add to it a specific name,
and the specific name employed by Weinert,2® I propose to rename
this maxillary fragment from the Serengeti district as Praeanthropus
africanus.

By analogy with the South African australopithecines, who had
adopted a bipedal gait, it may be supposed that Praeanthropus afri-
canus also had assumed the bipedal posture in his locomotion.

As the Kageran beds of East Africa, according to Oakley,?0
appear to correspond in age roughly to the Djetis beds of Java, which
have yielded the remains of Meganthropus palacojavanicus and Pithe-
canthropus modjokertensis, Praeanthropus africanus may not be considered
to be the direct ancestor of the more advanced Pleistocene hominids.

208 Jbid., p. 196.

207 Weinert, 1950, p. 139.
208 Hennig, 1948, p. 214.
209 Weinert, 1950, p. 139.
210 Qakley, 1954, p. 19.

S

Belleten C. XIX, 3
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It would seem that Praeanthropus africanus probably represents a some-
what modified survivor of a Pliocene form that might have been
related to the direct ancestors of the more advanced early Pleistocene
hominids.

The isolated third upper molar from the Serengeti District also
belongs to a member of Hominidae, but probably to a form more
advanced from the phylogenetic standpoint than Praeanthropus afri-
canus and also more advanced than Australopithecus and Paranthropus.
It appears to me not improbable that this isolated molar might have
belonged, strictly morphologically speaking, to a form intermediate
in a general way between Praeanthropus africanus, Australopithecus and
Paranthropus on the one hand and Pithecanthropus, Sinanthropus and
Africanthropus level on the other. However, whether this is so or not
can be settled only when more specimens from the Laetolil beds of
East Africa are brought to light.

Broom?!! and Dart?'? have already expressed the opinion that
Australopithecus had made use of some sort of weapons in obtaining
his food. Broom has also deduced that he “hunted in packs.”’ 213 In
a more recent article, Dart infers that Australopithecus had utilized
the ungulate humeri found in the same breccia to kill his prey. 214
Bartholomew and Birdsell, in an interesting paper published in
1953, infer from the small size of the canines and the hominid
features of their dentitions that australopithecines had made use
of some weapons.2!3

We have already scen that Praeanthropus africanus possessed a
relatively small canine. From this, following Bartholomew and
Birdsell’s line of rcasoning, it may be assumed that in securing his
food, he probably relied on the use of some weapons of bone, wood
or stone.

It has been known for some time that the Kageran beds of East
Africa contained “Pebble tools” of Kafuan culture.216 Leakey states

211

Broom, 1934, p. 140; Broom, 1946, p. 28.

#12 Dart, 1940, p. 178.

213 Broom, 1946, p. 31; see also Broom, 1934, p. 140.
Dart, 1949a, p. 12.

215 Bartholomew and Birdsell, 1953, P- 490.

#16 See Leakey, 1953, p. 66.

214
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regarding the Kafuan pebble tools: “A proportion of the forms attributed
to the earliest Kafuan culture (a term first used by E. j. Wayland in Uganda)
are not unquestionably of human workmanship, but there is no doubt what-
soever about the later Kafuan forms, nor of the Oldowan (see fig. 5) culture
Dipes which are developed from them.” 17 Thus the question arises as to
whether these pebble tools might belong to Praeanthropus africanus
and to the form represented by the isolated molar. However, while
Praeanthropus and the form represented by the isolated third upper
molars probably made use of some sort of weapon, it is difficult, at
the present stage of our knowledge, to state anything definite in this
regard, till they are found in association with these pebble tools.
This question will be settled only when more extensive researches
are carried out in the Kageran beds of East Africa. Till then I prefer
to leave the question of ownership of these pebble tools as an open
one.

CONCLUSION

1. The maxillary fragment from the Serengeti district of Tang-
anyika Territory, designated as Meganthropus africanus by Weinert218
and Remane, 2° in the morphology of its teeth comes closer to the
australopithecines of South Africa than to the other hominids. But
still this form differs from Australopithecus and  Paranthropus in a
number of features which, in my opinion, entitle it to a separate generic
rank. I propose to rename this form, which belongs to the family
Hominidae, as Praeanthropus africanus. 220

2. The isolated third upper molar from the Serengeti district,
found 6 or 3 kilometers away from the maxillary fragment, also
belongs to Hominidae, but probably to a form more advanced from
the morphological standpoint than Praeanthropus africanus, Austra-
lopithecus and Paranthropus.

17 Ibid., p. 66.

18 Weinert, 1950, p. 139.

19 Remane, 1951, p. 3I1.

20 The generic name is after Hennig (1948) and the specific name is after
Weinert (1950).
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EXPLANATION OF THE FIGURES

Fig. 1. Thelbuccal view of P? of a female Gorilla. Enlarged about twice, Drawn
from original specimen.

Fig. 2. Occlusal view of P?, P4, M! and M? of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom
(Australopithecus africanus transvaalensis). Enlarged about twice. Drawn
from cast.

Fig. 3. Occlusal view of P3, P{, M and M?* of Australopithecus prometheus Dart
(Australopithecus  africanus transvvaalensis). Enlarged about twice. Drawn
from cast.

Fig. 4. Occlusal view of P*, M! and M? of Paranthropus robustus Broom ( Paranthro-
pus robustus robustus). Enlarged about twice. Drawn from cast. 231

Fig. 5. Occlusal view of M3 of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom ( Australopithecus
africanus transvaalensis ). Enlarged about twice. Drawn from cast (Upper
part of the lingual root also is shown).

Fig. 6. Occlusal view of M? of Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom (Australopithecus
africanus transvaalensis) . The tooth first described by Shaw [1940]. Enlarged
about twice. Drawn from cast.

221 In this drawing the contact surface beyween M! and M? appears
narrower than it actually is.
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TABLE

I

The Mesio - Distal Diameter of the Upper Permanent Canine !

Average Range
Pongo (7). Senyiirek. [5] 17.51 15.70-21.00
Pongo (2) Senyiirek. [8] 13.01 12.00-14.00
Gorilla. (7). Senyiirek. [12] 22.47 19.00-25.80
Gorilla (-fi) Senyiirek. [1] 16.902 —
Pan (07). Senyiirek. (3] 14.38 14.20-14.60
Pan (8) Senyiirek. [8] 11.56 9.70-13.70
Pan (O/+2)s. Senyiirek. [12] 12.40 9.70-14.60
Gigantopithecus  blacki v. Koenigswald.

[1] 13.10 —

von Koenigswald, 1g52.

Meganthropus africanus Weinert. Remane,
1951.

10.00-11.00

Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom (O Y
Broom and Robinson, 1950.

10.90
(Prob. 11.30)

Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom. Sz 8.80

(C_B) Broom, 1939. (Est. 9.20) -
Plesianthropus  transvaalensis Broom. Sa 8.8

o .80

(+). Broom, 1946. (Est. g.10) -

! The figures in brackets before the average values show the number of indi-
viduals in the series measured by me. The anthropoids listed were measured by me
in 1938—1939 and 1946—1947 in the United States at the Museum of Comparative
Zoology of Harvard University, American Museum of Natural History in New York
and the United States National Museum in Washington, D.C.

On this occasion I wish to extend my thanks to the Ministry of Education of
the Republic of Turkey and to the University of Ankara for having sent me in 1946
to the United States to continue my researches on the dentition of Primates and to
the Wenner-Gren Foundation for Anthropological Research of New York City for

having extended to me an additional grant.
* Average of the right and left sides (16.80-17.00).
® One chimpanzee of unknown sex is included.
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TABLE 1 (Continued)

The Mesio - Distal Diameter of the Upper Permanent Canine

Average Range

Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom. S2

(2) Gregory and Hellman, 1939. Bl -
Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom. Isolated

tooth (E) Broom, 1946. e -
Paranthropus crassidens. Atypical tooth. 6

Broom and Robinson, 1952, SEEES o
Paranthropus crassidens. Average calculated

from range given by Broom and [6] 8.65 8.30-9.00.

Robinson, 1952.
Pithecanthropus  modjokertensis  v. Koe-

nigswald ( Pithecanthropus  robustus 9.50 —

Weidenreich). Weidenreich, 1945.
Sinanthropus  pekinensis Black. Average

calculated from Weidenreich, 1937. [6} 9-43 Big0-12.450
Africanthropus njarasensis Weinert. Remane, 9.00

in Weinert, 1939. (Prob. g.10-9.20) -
Australian aborigines. Campbell, 1925. [116] 8.43 6.50-9.50
Pecos Indians. Nelson, 1938. [86] 8.05 7.00-9.17
East Greenland Eskimos. Pedersen, 1949. [16] 7.80 7.00-8.40
Bantu. Shaw, 1931. " [66] 7.60 7.00-8.50
Bushman tribe. Drennan, 1929. [26] 7.50 7.00-8.30
Recent Whites.* Black, 1902.. 7.60 —
Homo sapiens. > Senylirek, 1940, 1941,

1946 and 1952. [17] 7-89 6.70-8.70

4 In the tables listed the figures for recent whites are after Black (1902), cited
by Campbell (1925), Drennan (1929), Shaw (1931) and Nelson (1938).

5 In the tables listed the group given as Homo sapiens is a mixed series con-
sisting of whites, ancient Egyptians, American Indians, Negroes and Melanesians
which T had measured at the Peabody Museum of Harvard University in 1938—1939.
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A NOTE ON THE TEETH OF MEGANTHROPUS AFRICANUS 49
TABLE 4!
Height Measurements and Height Indices of P?
Buccal Ht. X 100 Ht. X 100
Height Length Breadth
. [4]) 10.67 [4] 108. 4] 85.91
Pongo (/). Senyiirek. (10.00-11.30) (101.01-115.1%) (76.92-91.05) |
O . [6] 10.00 [6] 101.95 [6] 86.94
Pongo (+) Senyiirek. (8.20-11.10) (87-75-113.26) |(74.13-100.00)
. . [9] 12.70 [9] 101.48 [9] 78.36
Gorilla (7). Senyiirek. (11.40-13.60) |(96.52-110.93) | (67.73-87.32)
Gorilla (2). Senyiirek. 11.30? 95.80? 74.842
i (4] 7-77 (4] 93.15 (4] 72.14
Pan (07)- Senyiirek. (7.00-8.30) |(87.50-101.21) | (65.00-78.30)
O N [6] 7.00 [6] 86.57 [6] 76.00
Pan = (1).  Senyirek. (6.50-7.20) | (76.47-98.63) | (69-89-80.89)
O , [11] 7.40 [11] 90.53 1] 75.17
Pan (O/++)‘ Senyiirek. (6.50-8.30) |(76.47-103.75) ((g5.oo-83.oo)
Meganthropus  africanus  Weinert.
Rcman{:, 195{. ) 10.40 108.33 84.55
Meganthropus africanus Weinert. Height
after Senyiirek; length and breadth 10.50 109.37 85.36
after Remane, 1951.
Pithecanthropus modjokertensis v. Koe-
nigswald  (Pithecanthropus robustus 8.554-3 102.39+ 68.95-+
Weidenreich). Weidenreich, 1945. = 2 &
Sinanthropus pekinensis Black. Indi-
vidual F IV. Weidenreich, 1937. (1] 9.70 [r] 105.43 (] 75.78
Pecos Indians. Nelson, 1938. [82] 7.95 106.99 80.38
Bantu. Shaw, 1931. ([76.20]0_%'.%%) 109.72 87.77
Bushman tribe. Drennan, 1929. [17] 6.60 97.05 76.74
Homo sapiens. Senyiirek, 1940, 1946 [18] 8.06 | [18] 115.61 [18] 85.60
and 1952. (6.70-9.00) |(100.00-130.64)| (75.70-98.78)

1 The indices of the material taken from the literature have been calculated
by me. In the series measured by me the figures in brackets before the averages
denote the number of individuals and the figures in parentheses below the averages

show the range
2 Averages of two sides.

3 Averages of two sides given by Weidenreich, 1945.

Belleten C. XIX, 4
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52 MUZAFFER SENYUREK
TABLE 6!
Height Measurements and Height Indices of P*
Buccal Ht. X 100 Ht. X 100
Height Length Breadth
A i [2] 9.20 102.22 72.82
Pongo (O7). Senyiirek. (9-00-9.40) |(100.00-104.44)|(69.23-76.42)
O i (7] 9-47 103.70 78.48
Pongo  (3).  Senyiirek. (8.50-10.50) |(93-75-114-35) |(71.37-85.24)
: . [9] 11.66 100.99 73.59
Gorilla (O7'). Senyirek. (1]x .00-12.80)|(91.66-107.61) |(61.80-77.57)
Gorilla (g) Senyiirek. [1] 10.45° 93.30% 74.10%
, A o [4] 6.57 89.21 62.03
Pan (") Qenylieele | (6.30-6.80) 1(85.13-94.36) |(59.29-65.00)
@) . [5] 6.31 90.28 67.43
B ()« fenylaek | (5.60-6.80) |(81.33-106.40) | (60.86-73.86)
2,0 iirek. [10] 6.52 91.10 66 .08
Pan  (O7 + y).Senyiire (5.60-7.40) |(81.33.106-40) |(59.29-75-51)
Meganthropus africanus Weinert. 8.40 92.30 67.20
Remane, 1951.
Pithecanthropus modjokertensis v. Koe- | 8 o943 95.80+3 65.57+°
nigswald  (Pithecanthropus  robustus
Weidenreich). Weidenreich, 1945.
Sinanthropus pekinensis Black. [2] 8.25% 96.59 69.33
Weidenreich, 1937. (8.20-8.30) |[(93.18-100.00) |(68.59-70.08)
Pecos Indians. Nelson, 1938. E28]76_%%°5) 108.41 82.78
(87] 7.70
Bantu. Shaw, 1931. (6..50-9.00) 110.00 84.61
Bushman tribe. Drennan, 1929. [15] 6.30 96.92 74.11
Homo sapiens. Senyiirek, 1946 [17] 7.47 111.22 79-33
and 1952. (6.00-8.50) |(94.02-130.76) |(71.42-89.47)

1 Indices of the material taken from the literature have been calculated by me.
In the series measured by me figures in brackets before the averages denote the
number of individuals and those in parentheses below the averages show the range.

2 Averages of two sides.

3 Averages of two sides, given by Weidenreich, 1945. The height given for
right P* by Weidenreich (1945) is 7.5 mm., giving a height-length index of 91.46
and a height-breadth index of 61.98. On the left side height is 8.5 mm., height-
length index is 100.00 and the height-breadth index 6g.10.

4 Sinanthropus specimens 27 (2) and 133’ (2)
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TABLE 71

Measurements of P? Relative to those of P*

53

Robustness value of

Length of P3 X100 | Height of P3X100 3X100
Length of P4 Height of P4 Robus::}es;‘ivalue
/ 5 [5] 106.96 (2] 116.77 [5] 104.34
Pongo (O7). $enyiirek. (102.10-111.11)[(113.33-120.21)[(96.59-111.54)
O . [9] 108.26 [6] 107.39 [9] 104.76
Pongo (+) Senylrek. (96.84-115.29) |(101.06-117.44){(96.87-110.32)
: A .. [13] 109.04 1 [9] 108.91 [13] 112.12
Gorilla. (O”"). Senyiirek. (98.34-125.74) [(101.78-114.54)|(99.60-129.34)
Gorilla (_?) Senyiirek. 105.352 108.132 112.442
A " (4] 11389 | 4] 11g.06 | [4] 116.56 |
Pan (O7). Senyiirek. (109.56-115.49) |(107.69-129.13)|(104.10-121.85)
O e [8] 117.23 [5] 109.48 [8] 114.65
Pan (_+_) Senyiirek. (109.85-136.00) |(100.00-128.57)[(105.35-137-54)
Az i [15] 114.39 [15] 114.90
Pan (07 +7]). Senyirek. (104.47-136.00) )|(10410-137.54)

Meganthropus africanus Weinert. 105.49 123.80 103.80

Remane, 1951.

Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom. 102.22

T : = 97-43
ype. Broom, 1939.

Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom. 98.92 - 95.06

Type. Broom, 1946.

Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom. wg.ay | __ ................... 16,66

Type. Gregory and Hellman, 1939.

Plesianthropu's. transvaalensis Broom. 103. 40 o 9933

Type. Senyiirek, 1941.

Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom. 3 [3] 98.59 _ [3] 96.28

specimens having both P* and Pt [(95.69-101.17) (94.91-98.89)

Robinson, 1953.

Australopithecus prometheus Dart. Dart, | go.42 = 83.96

1949 [b].

Paranthropus robustus Broom. Type. 100.00 — 90.19

Broom, 1946.

Paranthropus robustus Broom. Type. 103.00 — 93.51

Robinson, 1953.

Paranthropus crassidens. Robinson, 1953.] 91.42 — 79.85

Pithecanthropus modjokertensis v. Koe- | 100.00% 106.87* 101.63*

nigswald (Pithecanthropus robustus
Weidenreich). Weidenreich, 1945.




TABLE 7 (Continued)

MUZAFFER SENYUREK

Measurements of P? Relative to those of P*

Robustness value of

(96.87-112.12)

Length of P8X100 | Height of P3X100 P3X100
Length of P4 Height of P4 Robul:)x}cs;‘value

Sinanthropus pekinensis Black. [3] 102.89 — [3] 103.86
3 specimens (individuals LI, LII and ((97-75-109.58) (98.53-114.52)
OI) containing both P3 and P4

Weidenreich, 1937.

Sinanthropus pekinensis Black. Calculated| 104.91 117.57 110.14
from the averages given in Tables

3, 4, 5 and 6.

Australian aborigines. Campbell, 1925.| 108.47 = 110.19
Pecos Indians. Nelson, 1938. 105.99 104.60 114.18

East Greenland Eskimos. Pedersen, 110.29 = I11.70
1949

Bantu. Shaw, 1931. 102.85 102.59 101.72
Bushman tribe. Drennan, 1929. 104.61 104.76 105.82
Recent Whites. Black, 1go2. 105.88 — 109.49
Homo sapiens. Senyiirek. [19] 103.71 [19]103.22

&17] 108.70
(98.52-117.91)

(86.34-117.10)

1 The indices of the material taken from the literature have been calculated by

me.

In the series measured by me the figures in brackets before the averages show
the number of individuals and those below the averages, in parentheses, denote
the range. In the series measured by me only individuals having both P® and P4

are utilized.
2 Averages of two sides.

3 P? height of Meganthropus africanus Weinert is the middle height given by

Remane, 1951,

4 Calculated from the averages of two sides given by Weidenreich, 1945.
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TABLE 8
Measurements of the Third Upper Molar !
Maximum Maximum
Length Breadth Robustness Crown
(Mesio-distal | (Bucco-lingual Value Index
diameter) diameter)
2 [3] 12.10 [3] 13.60 164.97 112.69
Ponga (O/) Senylirek. (11 .go-m.gq) (12.90-14.60) |(158.12-178.12)|(104.87-119.67)
5 - i a6 T e Bl
Bp Sghs B i (9:8011:0) | (120019 £C) N1ag.Bo 156 40)l(109:56-135.41)
. 25 12] 15.42 [12] 16.2 251.52 105.69
»Gonllrau (O/') Senyiirek. (14.00-17.50) | (15.40-17.80) [(220.22-306.16)|(98.25-111.76)
o [3] 9.56 [3] 11.50 | 110.18 120.16
.~ e s I 9:20-10:00) | (10-80713:0) gp:12x.00) (117.99:122: 10
o) " 7]- 8.97 [7] 10.35 93-46 115.53
P (§). Semyorek (7.70-19.00) | (9.00-11.50) |(By.50103.40) |(109.47-120.00)
e) = 2] 9.1 . ; 6.
"»Pan . (o”+ +)' Jenyilrek. (7[ 170]-1%.00) E;z.lo-lf)n .71?)) (69.30- 1928; .?)%)) ( 108.511-:25?‘;5)
The tooth attributed to Meganthropus africanus Wei- 1 .
nert, by Weinert and Remane. Remane, 1951. 10.90 13.00 14170 119.26
Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom. Type. Broom, 1939. 13.80 15.30 211.14 110.86
o e = s Aok A
I{Ilgﬁ opz:s I;;.;;aa ensis Broom. Type. Gregory ?n 4,490 —_ 56064 -
Plf;:r:t.hmpus transvaalensis Broom. Type. Senyiirek, 13.20 14.90 196.68 1130y
Broom, 1939. " 13.40 15.10 202.34 112.
Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom. Second individual. 13.60
Broom, 1946. (est. 3}.30) 15.20 206.72 111.76
Plesianthr transvaalensis  Broom (Referred to | 7|
Pk.n'mmw by Broom, 1946). Shaw, 1940. 13.00 s 191.10 115,07
Plaianllﬂw transvaalensis  Broom (Shaw’s tooth, | T \TTT
refc%r to Plesianthropus by Broom, 1946). Broom, (est. 'lg ;g) 14.70 192.57 112.21
1946. )
Phiamw transvaalensis Broom (Shaw’s tooth,
refe to Plesianthropus by Broom, 1946). Sen- 13.10 14.40 188.64 109.92
yiirek [from cast].
Plesianthr t aalensis B S3. Old le,
WO, ru:on;?'?gag. RGOS mae (12.20) (14.90) (181.%78) (122.13)
Plesianthropus transvaalensis Broom. S3. Old male, worn., .10
Broom:"}946. ? (aémmx.%) (14.90) (180.29) (123.14)
Paranthropus robustus Broom. Type. Broom, 1939. 14.30 16.00 228.80 111.88
Paranthropus robustus Broom. Type. Broom, 1946. 14.20 16.00 | 227.20 112.67
R e e % i, T R e ekt
Paggfm 12;’3;?-”‘ room. Lype regory an 13.50 16.00 216.00 118.51
Paranthr bustus B . T Right). iirek
aZFrm;puc‘a;:).m room ype (Right). Senytire 13.60 15.50 210.80 113.97
Paranthropus robustus Broom. Left. Broom, 1946. 14.60 15.40 224 .84 105.47
Paranthropus robustus Broom. Broom and Robinson, 1952. ;Zzg : 'gg :;gzg :;i -32
Paranthropus crassidens. Averages of 18 specimens. [18] 14.60 - [18] 16.90
 Broom and Robinson, 1952. (13.50-1%.20) _»__(___{%.00—:8.30) 246.74 115-75
Sinanthropus pekinensis  Black.? Averages calculated [8] 9-65 [8] 11.71 113.36 121.34
from Weidenreich, 1937. (8.70-10.40) | (10.90-12.50) |(90.48-126.25) [(116.34-127.55
Australian aborigines. Campbell, 1925. [(;34"20_'&‘%%) ([1;9%]0.11?,'%%) 123.66 113.00
""" : [84] 9.36 [84] 10.57 113.10
Pecos Indians. Nelson, 1938. ' (7.89-10.70) | _(9.24-12.49) 98.93 (101.20-143.40)
. [35] 9-60 [35] 11.10 107.30 117.20
East Greenland Eskimos. Pedersen, 1949. (8.00-11.10) (8.30-13.00) |(73.90-139.10) |(93.30-131.30)
[80] 9.50 80] 11.00 119.60
Bantu.. Shav, 1937 (8.00-10.50) | (8.50-12.50) 104'5cfw (94-40-135.20)
Bushman tribe. Drennan, 1929. (ggﬁgog‘ %?)) (E)Q?o_l;;'%%) 84.46 125.70
Recent Whites, Black, 19o2. 8.60 10.60 9I. 16 12330
: " [12] 8.63 [12] 10.96 95.12 127.08
Home. supiens, Gemylivek, 1941, 7940 Wil 1952 (7.50-9.70) | (9-30-12.00) |(76.80-113.49) |(117.39-142.85)

1 With the exception of the crown indices of all groups of recent man and robustness values of the East
Greenland Eskimos, the robustness values and crown indices of the material taken from the literature have been

calculated by me.

2 Haberer’s tooth has not been included in these ayverages.
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KULTEPE HAFRIYATI 1954
Ib KATI ESERLERI

TAHSIN OZGUC

I

Tiirk Tarih Kurumu ve Eski Eserler ve Miizeler Umum Mii-
diirliigii adina idare edilmekte olan Kiiltepe-Kanis ve Kanig-karum’u
kazilarina 1953 yilinin Temmuz, Agustos ve Eylil aylarinda devam
edilmistir. Kaz1 heyeti 1954’dekinin ayni idi. Yalmz mevsim baginda
Sikago’dan doénmiis bulunan Dr. KEMAL BALKAN ve ayrica Dr.
KADRIYE YALVAG mesaiye istirak ile tabletleri yerinde tetkik etmek
imkdnim1 bulmuslardir. 1954 kazilan iki gayeye gore inkisaf ettiril-
mistir :

a) Hem I, hem de II kati ayni yerde ve miimkiin oldugu kadar
genis bir saha dahilinde tetkik ile, I. kat tabletlerinin 11§inda,
iki yap1 kati arasindaki miinasebetin daha iyi anlagilmasini
saglamak.

b) N, O, P, R/18-21 karelerinde yerinde birakilan ikinci kat
binalarmin tabanlar1 altindaki mezarlar1 meydana gikrmak .

Ib katim U ve V/23, 24, 25 ve Z-aa[26-27 karelerinde tetkik
etmek imkanimi bulan heyetimiz birincisinde tabletleri, ev esyast ve
6lii hediyeleri bol ikametgahlari, mezarlari; ikincisinde sokaga nazir
bir atélyeyi meydana gikarmustir 2. Her iki katin evlerinde ve mezar-
larinda kesfedilmis olan eserler o kadar bol ve gesitlidir ki, bir 6n
raporda hepsi hakkinda tam bilgi vermek miimkiin degildir. Bunun
icin, 1954 kazilarinin neticelerini ilki Ib, ikincisi IT kat eserleri olmak
iizere, iki rapor halinde yaymlamay1 uygun bulduk. Bu yol, muayyen
bir devirde Anadolu arkeolojisinin izahini yapmakta olan karum
kazilarinin neticelerini ilim dlemine daha bol malzeme ile takdimini
mimkiin kilacaktir.

1 E-F/5 ve ee/41-42 karelerinde yapilan kazilar, 1953 senesinde karanhk
kalmis bazi noktalarin aydinlanmasini saglamistir.
2 Atélyeyi, ayrica nesrettigimizden burada ustiinde durmiyacagiz.



56 TAHSIN OZGUC

U ve V/23, 24, 25 karelerinde meydana gikarilan binalar sag-
lam ve esyas: da yerli yerinde durmaktaydi (Plan 1). V/23-24 de
taban seviyesi 2.48 m. de goriilen ve iki odasi kismen kazilabilen
binanin tamamini 1955 senesinde tetkik edebilecegimizi umuyoruz.
Bunun batisinda ve U-V/23-24 de iki oda halinde gériilen yapinin
giiney-dogu duvari heniiz meydana c¢ikarlamamistir. Uzunlugu
8 m.yi bulan buiki odali (!) binanin ortasinda, yalniz tabam ko-
runmus, bir furun vardir (Res. 1-2). Furuna bitisik (batisinda) tas érgii,
oday: basit bir gekilde ikiye bolmiistiir. Irice kiipler, el degirmeni
taslar1  furunun etrafina ve duvar diplerine mevzudur (Res. 2).
Tabam 2.48 m.de gériilen furun, bu ocagin baz1 kisimlarinda Ib’nin
kerpi¢ duvarlar iistiine insa edilmis olan Ia’nin tag duvarlarina aittir.

U-V/24-25° deki 5, 6 ve 7 No.l1 odalarin, U-V/23-24 de inkisaf
ettigini gordigimiiz binanin (oda No.larn 1-4) mistemilatindan
oldugunu taban seviyelerinden ve 5 No.hi biiyiik odanin yukarida
bahsedilen binadan ¢ift duvarla ayrilmis olmasindan anhyoruz
(Plan 1; Res. 3). Binanin kuzeyindeki mustatili odalarinda (No.
1-4) tas temel istiine mevzu kerpigleri korunmustur. Kerpi¢ boylar:
28-30X 30-32 X 7-9 cm.dir. Kerpi¢ duvarlarin taban seviyesinden
itibaren 1.25 m. yiiksekligini muhafaza eden pargalari korunmustur
(Res. 3). Ib katimin bu binalarinda agag dikme kullanilmamistir.
Bir cift el degirmeni tagindan bir tanesi 6 No.lu hiicrecikte ve yerinde,
yaninda bulunmasi icabeden esi de bitisigindeki odaya kaymigur
(Res. 2). Bu safhada el degirmeni taslarma hususi odaciklar tahsis
edilmektedir. Bu yapilar da yangina maruz kalmistir. Yalniz yangmm
IT kattaki kadar siddetli olmadigmi, kerpiglerin gok kizarmadigin,
sadece islendigini ve sertlestigini goriiyoruz. Tabami yass1 taslarla
doseli dar ve uzunca isligi (No. 7), eldegirmenlerine mahsus hiicre-
cigi (No. 6) ile bu bes odali evin plani, tas temel ve kerpig 6rgii tek-
nigi, muttasil bina tarzi karum’da Ib katinda bol 6rneklerini gor-
diigiimiiz yapilardan farkhi degildir 3. Odalarm tabani tazyik edilmis
toprak olup, kap:i yerlerine raslanmamistr. 5 No.l odanin dogu
duvarina muvazi ve kuzey-giiney istikametinde inga edilmis tas
sanduka mezar (Res. 1), sonradan soyulmus, kiymetli esyasi alinms,
iskelet tahrip edilmistir. Bu odalarda Ib katinin tipik kaplari, tungtan

3 Tansin Ozctg ve Nimer Ozaig, Kiiltepe Kazisi Raporu 1949, Ankara 1953,
s. 1 vd.
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harp aletleri; Mezopotamya’dan ithal edilmis 6rdek bigimli agirlik
ve bilhassa 1 No.li odada da bir tanesi silindir miihiir baskili tabletler
bulundu. Ib katinin mahdut sayidaki tabletlerinden en iyi korunan-
larmi yeni bulunanlar temsil etmektedir. 1, 2 ve 3 No.li odalarmn
tabanlan altinda 7 tas sanduka ile, iki kiip mezar meydana ¢ikarildu.
Sandukalardan yalniz bir tanesi tamamen, ikincisi de kismen soyul-
mustur. Sandukalar birbirlerine amut olacak sekilde, yani kuzey-
giiney ve dogu-bat1 istikametinde insa edilmistir. Cesitli maden nevi-
lerinden, pismis toprak ve tastan mamil 6li hediyeleri zengin ve
tipiktir. Bugiine kadar Karum sahasinda Ib katinin en kesif mezar-
lar1 bu ii¢ odada bulunmustur. Mezar ¢ukurlarn II kat evlerini
orten enkazin igine ve g¢ogu alttaki II katin kerpi¢ duvarlarma ve
hattd bazi1 kistmlarda tabanmi tahrip edecek sekilde kazilmustir.
U/23 de (X) isareti ile gosterilen kisimda evin temeli, altindaki mezari
kesecek sekilde inga edilmigtir (Plan.1). Biz bunu ve II kat evlerinin
tahrip seklini tetkik ettikten sonra, bu sahanm II kat yanginindan
sonra bir harabe yeri ve mezarlik olarak terkedildigini, fakat bir
miiddet sonra aym yere Ib insanlarinin bahis konusu cvlerini inga
ettiklerini ve sanduka mezarin da o zaman tahrip edildigini tesbit
ettik. Bunun igin mezarlarin hepsi Ib katina aittir. Yalmz bazlan
buradaki evlerden daha eski, bazilar1 da dogrudan dogruya bu
evlerle gagdastir.

I1

Ib katinda bulunan pigmis toprak, tas ve madeni esyanin gogu
yeni tipleri temsil etmektedirt. Bunlarin ¢ogunu 6li hediyeleri tes-
kil eder. Pigmis toprak kaplar mezarlara yeni olarak, hi¢ kullanl-
madan birakilmistir. Bunlardan ¢ogunun giinliik islerde kullanila-
miyacagini, mezarlara tahsis edilen kaplar oldugunu anlyoruz.
Mezar esyasmin en giizel 6rneklerini kirmizi astarh, ayna gibi parlak
perdahl, yuvarlak govdeli, uzun boyunlu ve yuvarlak agizli testi®
(Res. 4a-b); koyu gri astarh, perdahl, siizgegli ve iki kulplu gaga
agizh testi (Res. 5); nisbetsiz derecede uzun ve dik gagal, agik kir-

4 Burada, hepsi Ib kat:1 mezarlarinda bulunmus olan devetiiyii ve krem renkli,
gaga agizh testileri; ¢ogu gene 6li-hediyesi olan kirmizi astarh ve yuvarlak agizh
testi tipini bahis konusu etmiyecegiz. Bk. Kiiltepe Kazisi 1949, s. 36 v.d.

8 OIP 29, s. 188, Fig. 193, ¢ 28. Buradaki de bir 6li-hediyesidir,
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muz1 astarli, fevkalade ince cidarh ve dar dipli, siizgegli testi® (Res.6);
agizlarmm kulplarma bakan kisimlari miisellesi ve derin kertikli olan
krem astarh testiler? (Res. 7-8); ve nihayet kirmuzi astarli, halka
dipli, kalin cidarh, sepet kulplu ve gagas: siizgegli kap® temsil etmek-
tedir (Res. 10a-b). Koyu gri astarh, parlak perdahli, yiiksek ayakl
ve her ii¢ kulbunun kargisinda siizgegli birer gagasi bulunan kap da
tahrip edilmis bir mezara ait olmahdir (Res. g a-b). Bu kap tiplerinin
bu gagdaki orijinalligini anlamak i¢in Hitit Arkeolojisi iistiinde ihti-
sas sahibi olmuya liizum yoktur.

Evlerin tabanlar iistiinde bulunan kaplarin en miihimlerini de
tek kulplu ve yonca agizli magrapa (Res. 13), kirmiz1 astarh kan-
taros® (Res. 12); genis agizh, yuvarlak govdeli, dért miitenazir
kulplu ve govdesine bakinca uzun boyunlu vazo (Res. 11); ok iyi
islenmis {ig ayakh bazalt kap (Res. 15) ve karum’da ilk defa raslanan
kus bigimli bir igki kab1 teskil eder (Res. 14). Kusun basi ve boynu
eksiktir. Kanat ve kuyruk tiiyleri derin ve birbirine paralel ¢izgi-
lerle gosterilmigtir. Kalin bacakh ve koyu gri astarlidir. Kahverengi
astarli iri vazonun boynu ve agiz kenarmmin genis kismu kremle
astarlandiktan sonra (Res. 11), Ib tekniginde, kahverengiyle boyan-
mustir % 1 No.li odada bulunan tas oyuncagm bir yiiziindeki delik-
lerin gogunda kursun izleri goriilmektedir (Res.16). Bu deliklere,
yukar: kistmlarinda muhtelif hayvan sekilleri veya emsali bulunan,
madeni gubuklar sokulmakta ve bu sekilde hazirlanan bir tasa da
oyuncagm bir nevi kaidesi vazifesi gordiiriilmektedir.

II1

Ib kati mezarlarinda bulunan esyanin en miihim kisminmi ma-
deni kaplar ve siis egyas: teskil eder. 8 tung kaba, II kat mezarlarmn-
dan gikarilanlar da ilave edilirse, M.6. ikinci binin ilk asirlarmdaki
madeni kaplarin bollugu ve bu devirde bu sanati tanitan tek mer-

¢ Bunun giinliik islerde kullanilmasina imkan yoktur.

" C. W. Blegen, L. Caskey, M. Rawson, J. Sperling, Troy II,2, Fig. 162 a-b.
Bu hususiyet, eskiden de isaret ettigimiz gibi (Kiiltepe Kazisi 1949 s. 38,) Troia’h bir
koke sahiptir.

8 AJA 51, 2, Fig. 2, Al. c. 564.

® Bu kap, govdesi bakimindan, karum’da daima Ib katinda bulunan kanta-
roslardan ayrilir. Bk. Kiiltepe Kazist 1949, s. 48 v.d.

10 Tansin Ozcig, Kiltepe Kazist 1949, Ankara 1950, S. 77.
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kezin, Kanig'in ehemmiyeti kolayca anlagihir. Kaplarin ¢ogu halka
veya diizce dipli taslara aittir (Res. 18-19, 58-60). Agiz kenarlan
disarrya dogru kalinlastirlmistir. Magrapanm kulbu karni altina bir,
omuzu istiine de iki tung gubukla givilenmistir (Res. 17, 61, 63).
Hunisi istiinde stizgegli bir kismi bulunan kabin alt kismi halka
dipli, keskin karinli, keskin boyunlu ikinci bir kabin iistiine yerles-
tirilmis durumda bulundu (Res. 20a-b, 62, 65). Cok hirpalanan
birincisinin seklini ihya etmek miimkiin olamadi. Uzunca bir aki-
tacag: bulunan kabmn da sekli ihya edilemiyor.Bize gore bu bir kandil
degildir (Res. 66).

Yeri gelmisken, 1950 senesinde II katta i;iga g¢ikarilmig olan
bir binanin O/1g karesine diisen odasinin (No. 2)! tabani altindaki
sanduka mezarda bulunan iri bir tung kazanla (Res. 21, 57a, b, c),
kap iistinde duralim (Res. 22, 64): kazanin agiz kenarmi 3.3 cm.
enindeki bir ¢ember, distan, ¢evrelemektedir. Miitenazir iki kulbu,
yassi levha haline getirilen uglar ile kazana ¢ivilenmistir. Dibi agiz
kenarimdan da genis olan bu kazan mezarin bir késesine, 6liiniin ayak
ucuna yerlestirilmistir. lkinci kap halka dipli, derin ve kulpsuzdur.
II kat mezarlarinda bulunan terazi kollarina miisabih, uglar1 gen-
gelli tung kulplar tahta kaplarin veya emsalinin kulplaridir (Res.
67-68). Bunlardan bir tanesinin ucunda agag izlerine tesadif edil-
mistir. Biitin bu madeni kaplarin topraktan yapilmis benzerlerini
Ib ve II katta bulmak daima miimkiindir. Pismis toprak kaplar,
madeni kaplan takliden yapilmustir.

Bu sene Ib katinin ev ve mezarlarinda bulunan tungtan toplu
ignclerin muhtehf tiplere giren o6rneklerini bir araya toplamiya
calistik. Mukayeseyi kolaylagtirmak igin de eski bulunanlardan bazi
ornekleri, bu miinasebetle, yaymlamagi uygun bulduk. Mercimek
(Res. 70, 79), yuvarlak, silindir (Res. 69, 71-73, 81-85, 88) ve mahrut
bash toplu ignelerin baslar gogunlukla dilimli ve yuvarlak tepeli,
govdelerinin yukan kisimlari da yivlerle siisliidiir. Bunlar arasinda,
karum’da pek az bulunanlari da vardir. II katin baglarn  dilimli
bes ignesiyle (Res. 75-77, 87, 91), basi kaidelerinden birlesmis gift
mahrutu andiran diger iki 6rnegi (Res. 78, 80,) ve igne baslarinin
madeni gubuga gegirilmek suretiyle yapildigini, ve nihayet ip delikli
bir igne deliginin ag¢ilisini (Res. 92), yani, ucu inceltilmis gubugun

11 Belleten 65, Res. 1.
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govdeye agilmis yuvaya sokulus teknigini &greten ornegi negredi-
yoruz 12, Biitiin bu ignelerin kesitleri yuvarlaktir. Ib mezarlarinda
bulunan tungtan iki igne tipi iistiinde, ayrica, durulmiga deger.
Iikinin bagtyle birlikte uzunlugu 17.8 cm. olup, iist kisrm burma-
hdir (Res. 89, 34). Bagi 8 derin dilimli olan bu igneyi Alacahoyiik’de,
BM mezarinda bulunanlardan ayn tutmak miimkiin degildir 13,
Ikinci tipe giren ve birbirinin esi olan iki érnekten ucu kirik olanimin
uzunlugu 13.6 cm., digerininki 15.5 cm.dir. Goévdelerinin asagi-
yukann g/14 ince ve kalin burmalarla siislidiir. Ortalarina yakin
yerdeki deliklere giimiisten birer halka gegirilmistir (Res. go). Ka-
rum’da bu tipe giren giimiis ve tung ignelere raslanmigsa da'¥, hal-
kalilar1 bulunmamisti  (Res.74). Simdilik bunlar, I¢ Anadolu’da
Kanis karumuna has gibi goriilmektedir. Alisar’in bol igneleri ara-
sinda bu tipe dahil tek ornegin dahi yoklugu, dikkate sayandir 15,

Sap delikli tung balta, 6lii hediyeleri arasinda en miihim mevkii
tutmaktadir (Res. 40 a-b, 42). U/23’de tabletlerin bulundugu odanin
taban1 altindaki sandukadan ¢ikarilan bu baltanin sap kst dért
¢ikmtili, sapmn balta yiiziine bastigi kisim disar1 dogru, sivri bir ug
halinde tagmaktadir. Kesitinde de goriildiigi gibi, baltanin dort
kenar1 ¢ikintili oldugundan, iki yiizii gukurdur. Baltanmn en yakin
esi yine Cagar-Pazar’da, I. tabakada bulunmustur!’®. Aralarindaki

12 Alisar ignelerinin Kiiltepe ignelerine olan miisabeheti i¢in bk. OIP 29,
Fig. 279-282, 284-285. Bazan ehemmiyetsiz birer vesika imis gibi gériinen bu igne-
lerin, temizlendikten sonra, biiyiiltillerek yapilacak resimleri aralarindaki fark: ve
devirlere gore degisen hususiyetlerini géstermige kafi ipuglar1 verebilecektir.

13 Remzi O&vz AR, Alacahiyiik Hafriyati 1935, Ankara 1937, Lev. 167.

1 Kiiltepe Kazist 1949, Sek. 550 ve 619-620.

15 Pror. M. E. L. MALLOWAN, bu tipin Cagarpazar’daki varligi miinasebe-
tiyle, enderligi iistiinde durmus ve miisabih 6rneklere isaret etmisti (fraq IV, 2, s. 133,
Fig. 12.9). Burada I tabakada bulunmus olan bakir igne hem halkasi, hem siisii
ve sekli bakimindan Kiiltepe orneklerinin paralelidir (Kiiltepe Kazist 1949, s. 68,
Res. 550’de yaymlanan da Ib katinda bulunmustu). Asagida baska bir miinase-
betle de belirtilecegi iizere, Kiiltepe ile (Ib) Habur mintakasi arasinda madeni
esya ve ganak-¢omlekle teyit olunan siki bir miinasebetin varligindan siiphe etme-
melidir. DR. KEmAL BALKAN basilmakta olan eserinde, Ib katinin I.Samsi-Adad’la
¢agdas oldugunu, isabetli bir gekilde, tesbit etmis bulunmaktadir. Stratigrafi ve
arkeoloji eserleriyle de teyit olunan bu gériis, Cagarpazar I—karum Ib tabakala-
rinin miinasebeti dolayisiyle de, ayrica, kuvvet bulmaktadir.

16 Iraq IX, 1, s. 85, Lev. 41.1 ve IX, 2, s. 87. PRoOF. MALLOWAN, burada, bu
balta tipinin yayiliy sahasi istiinde ehemmiyetle durmus ve miigabih érneklerin
miinakasasini yapmustir. Temizlendikten sonra olgillen Kiiltepe baltasi, Cagar-
pazar ve Nimrud baltalarindan g9 cm. daha kiigiiktiir.
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teferruat farklarma ragmen, bu baltalarin Mezopotamya-Suriye ve
Anadolu’da kullamilmis olan aymi tipi temsil ettiklerinden siiphe
edilemez. Kiiltepe baltasi, Prof. MaLLowaN tarafindan Cagar-Pazar
baltasma teklif edilen tarihin isabetini de gostermektedir. Bununla
beraber, Prof. ScHAEFFER Ugarit’de bu balta tipine giren iki 6rnek-
den birini M.6. 1450—1365 yilina tarihlendirmigtir!’. Dr. RacHEL
MaxweLL - HysLop, 18. tipini temsil eden bu sap delikli balta
nevinin Dalmagya ve Armavutluk’daki yayilisi istiinde de durmus-
tur'®, Bu miinasebetle, bakirdan (?) bir harp baltas: stiinde de,
kisaca, durmak isteriz (Res. 41a-b, 43). Temizlendikten sonra uzun-
lugu 18.4 cm., geniglifi 2 cm. olan bu dar ve uzun baltanin sap
deligi ortasinda olup, beyzidir. Kenarlarmm ¢ikintli olusu iki sat-
hmm gukur kalmasmi saglamistir. Alacahéyiik mezarinda bulunanin
aksine 19, hafifce genisliyen iki agz1 da keskindir. Bununla bir ¢ekic-
balta karsisinda bulunmadigimizi, hakiki bir harp baltasmm - gift
agizli baltanin bahis konusu oldugunu ifade etmis bulunuyoruz.
Tastan yapilanlarin madeni bir 6rnegini temsil eden Kiiltepe baltasi
O/20 deki odanmn (No. 10) tabami altindaki sandukada 2°, yani
Koloni devrinin en parlak safhasinda (II tabaka), bol tabletli bir
evde bulunmustur 2.

v

Ib katinin altin ve giimiis egyasi da tungtan yapilanlar kadar
ehemmiyetlidir. Mezarlara, o6lilerin agizlarmi: kapatmak iizere,
birakilan uglar1 delik altin safihalara ¢ok raslanmaktadir 22 (Res.
26-31, 50-56). Bunlarin bazi mezarlarda ¢ift olarak bulunusu, iri-

17 C. SCHAEFFER, Stratigraphie Comparée, Fig. 44.

18 Iraq XI, 1 s. 107.

® Hawmit Kosay, Alacahiyiik Kazist 1937—1939 Raporu, Ankara 1951. Lev. 166,1.
0 Belleten 65, Res. 1.

21 Ben bu balta miinasebetiyle, Bati Anadolu’da herp baltalarinin goériini-
siinii kavim gogleriyle miinasebete getiren S. Fucus’un tezini miinakasa konusu
yapmiyacagim (S. Fucwus, Die Griechischen Fundgruppen der frithen Bronzezeit, und ihre
auswdrtigen Beziehungen, Berlin 1937 s. 117-125). Ciinkii Pror. K. BrrTEL’in de iyice
agikladigt gibi, Anadolu ve Onasya baltalarinin kronolojisi, yayilis sahasi, gok
tekrar olunan tu tezin lehine bir neticeye varmamiza manidir (K. BrrTer, Grund-
ziige der Vor-und Frithgeschichte Kleinasiens, 2. aufl. s. 56-57).

22 Bu nevi altin safihalara ilk kazilarda da raslanmusti (Kiltepe Kazist 1948,
s. 86, Res. 393-394 ve Kiiltepe Kazisi 1949, s. 71, Res. 588).

[



62 TAHSIN OZGUC

lerinin gozleri kapatmiya yaradigimi ve deliklerinden gegirilen iplerle
bagin arkasma baglandigimi anlatmaktadir. Sekli digerlerinden ayri-
lan ve bir nesneye sarildiktan sonra givilendigi anlagilan altn lev-
hanin baska bir ise yaradigindan siiphe edilemez (Res. 30, 50). Som
altindan yapilmis toplu ignenin (uz. 8.9 cm.) yukar: kismi mahirane
bir sekilde siislenmistir (Res. 33, 47). Tung ignelerin bazilarinda
oldugu gibi, bunda da dilimli bag qubuga gecmedir. Ozleri tung
olan ignelerden bazilari kaplamadir (Res. 48-49). Oksidin tesiriyle
tung 6z stslii altin safihalarin zayif yerlerinden disari tasmugtir. 1gne-
lerden bir tanesinin bagi tungtan (Res. 48), digerininki ince dilim-
lerle siislii lapislazulidendir (Res. 49). Giimiis ignelerden ilkinin bagt
Alisar’dakinde oldugu gibi 2, tiinemis kus bigiminde (Res. 36, 86);
diger toplu ignenin basi beyaz renkli, dilimli, seffaf bir tas nevin-
dendir 2 (Res. 35, 46).

IT yap: katina ait olmalarina ragmen, altn ve giimiis esyanm
nesredildigi bir makalede biri altindan, digeri giimiisten iki serpus
istinde durmamak miimkiin degildir. Altin serpus, yukarida bahsi
gegen, O /19 daki mezarda oliiniin kafatasina gegirilmis durumda
bulundu. Agikhigi 20 cm. olan bu serpusun, yiksekligi 11 cm.dir
(Res. 38, 44). Koloni devrinin tasvir sanatinda varligim bildigimiz
sivri serpusun altindan mamul bir érneginin, 6liiniin bagina gegiril-
mis durumda kalmasi, Anadolu’da ilk defa gériilmektedir.

Giimiis serpus O/20 deki IT kat mezarindan ¢ikanlmistir. O da,
kemikleri ele almir-almmaz dagilacak derecede giiriiyen, bir kafa
tasina gegirilmisti. Biiyiik bir kismu eriyen serpusun iri parcalarina
gore, ihyasi miimkiin olmustur. Agiz genisligi 20 cm., yiiksekligi 12
cm.dir (Res. 39 a-b, 45). Bigimi ilkinden farksizdir. 2.3 cm. enindeki
altin safiha, serpusun alt kenar iistiine iki ¢ivi ile tesbit olunmugstur.
Altin gemberin bir ucu hala givili halini muhafaza etmekte ise de,
digeri diismiis ug da bu sebeple bagindan ¢oziilmiistiir. Koloni dev-
rinde her nevi madeni igleme sanatmn eristigi seviyeyi gésteren bu
giizel eserler, aymi yerde ileride yapilacak kesiflerin de miijdecisidir.
Bu kisa raporda, ancak, bir kismini nesretmige calisifimiz eserler,
Alacahéyiik mezarlarmi hemen takip eden medeniyet safhasmin

® OIP 29, Fig. 283, e945 ve  Fig. 134, d 2418, s. 253. Bunlar da birer &li
hediyesidir,
*# OIP 19, s. 162, Fig. 203.
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zenginligini ve Anadolu madenciliginin ikinci parlak devrini en cok
ogreten vesikalar mahiyetini muhafaza etmektedir.

O/19 daki mezarda &liiniin beli hizasinda bakirdan (?) bir
kemer tokast bulunmustur. Toka, dirseklerinden birbirine bir ¢u-
bukla baglanmis iki kolun tuttufu muntazam bir halka bigimin-
dedir (Res. 37a-b, g93a-b). Kaliptan ¢ikma bir eser olan bu kemer
tokasi, essizdir. Halkanin avuglanigi, parmaklarin ve hele bas par-
magin islenisi, avug i¢inin ve el {istiiniin tasvir sekli, ustasinin maha-
retini, ve bu devirde maden isciliginin eristigi seviyenin yiiksek-
ligini ifade etmektedir 25,

Koloni devrinin iki safhasi, yani II ve Ib tabakalar1 arasinda
stratigrafi, mimarlik eserleri ve kiigiikk esya bakimindan tesbit edil-
mis olan ayrii§i, son kazilar daha bol malzeme ile teyidetmistir.
Biz bu makaleyi takiben, II kat hakkinda nesredecegimiz ikinci
raporda bu konuya yeniden dénecegiz. O zaman, Assur Koloni
Devrinin eski (II kat) ve son saihasi (Ib kati) arasmndaki farklar
daha iyi belli olacak ve son safhanin Eski Hitit Devrine, daha dog-
rusu Labarna kiltirine intikalini saghyan koprii hakkinda bazi ipug-
larmin tesbiti imkdn dahiline girecektir.

% 1950 senesinde, yine II katta bulunmus olan makarayr iki kenarindan
tutan kol ve ellerin sekli, yeni tokanin aymdir (The lllustrated London News, October
6, 1951, s. 547 ve Archiv fiir Orientforschung, XVI, s. 150, Abb. 15). Bu, mezardan ¢i-
karilmamis olmasina ragmen, bulundugu yere gore, yakinindaki tahrip edilmis
bir mezardan kaymis olmasi lazimdir. Bu iki vesika, bu tip eserlerin Koloni devrine
ve hususiyle onun ilk safhasmna ait oldugunu ve Ib safhasinda kullanilmadigin:
gistermektedir.
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I

The excavations at Kiiltepe-Kanis and the karum of Kanis,
conducted on behalf of the Turkish Historical Society and the
General Direction of Aatiquities and Museums, were continued in
1954 during the months of July, August, and September. The staff
was the same as in 1953, with the addition of Dr. KEmaL BALKAN,
who returned from Chicago at the beginning of the season, and of
Dr. KaprivE Yarvag. These two colleagues of ours thus had the
opportunity to study the tablets at the site itself. The 1954 excava-
tions were carried on with two aims :

a) To arrive, in the light of the level Ib tablets, at a better un-
derstanding of the relation between the two building levels
through an investigation of both levels I and II over as
wide an area as possible.

b) To open the graves under the floor level of the level II buil-
dings previously excavated in squares N, O, P, R/18-21l

On level Ib our staff discovered in squares U and V23, 24, 25
many houses and graves containing tablets, house-hold articles and
burial presents, and in squares Z-aa/26-27 a workshop opening on
the street?. The objects found in the houses and graves of both levels
were of such great quantity and variety that it is impossible to dis-
cuss all of them within the limits of one preliminary report. For this
reason we have found it expedient to publish the results of the 1954
excavations in two reports, the first dealing with level Ib, the second
with level II. Thus, it will be possible to offer the results of the karum

! The excavations carried on in squares E-F/5 and ee/41-42 have illuminated
some points which had remined obscure during the 1953 excavations.
? We shall not discuss this workshop here since we published it separately.
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excavations, which are shedding light on one period of Anatolian
archaeology, supported by a greater wealth of material.

The buildings excavated insquares U and V/23, 24, 25 were
well preserved and the houshold articles were found in sutu (Plan 1).
We hope to finish in 1955 the excavation of the building in squares
V /23-24, with floor level at a depth of 2.48. m., of which we have
so far partially opened two rooms. The south wall of the building
to the west of it, the two rooms of which can be scen in U-V /23-24,
has not yet been excavated. In the middle of this 8 m. long building
there is an oven, of which only the floor has been preserved (Fig. 1-2).
The stone wall adjoining the oven to the west divides the building
into two parts. Jars and hand-mill stones are placed around the oven
and at the foot of the walls (Fig. 2). The oven with its floor at a
depth of 2.84 m. belongs to the Ia stone walls which, in some parts
of this area, have been built on top of the Ib mud-brick walls.

That rooms nos. 5, 6, 7 in U-V/24-25 are part of the building
in U-V/23-24 (rooms nos. 1-4) can be seen from the facts that their
floor levels are at the same depth and that the large room no. 5 is
separated by a double wall from the building discussed above (Plan
1; Fig. 3). In the rectangular rooms nos. 1-4 the mud-bricks on top
of the stone foundations have been preserved. The size of these
bricks is 28-30% 30-32 % 7-9 cm. Mud-brick walls up to a height
of 1.25 m. from the floor level have been preserved (Fig. 3). Upright
beams were not used in these Ib buildings. One of a pair of hand-
mill stones was found in situ in the small room no. 6, while the other
has been displaced and is now in the adjoining room no. 5 (Fig.2).
In this phase small rooms were reserved for the hand-mill stones.
These buildings also have been burned. However, the fire appears
to have been less intense than on level I, the mud-bricks ere being
less red and merely blackened by smoke and hardened. The charac-
teristics of this building-the narrow and longish work-room with a
floor of flat stones (no. 7), the small room for the hand-mills (no. 6),
the plan of the whole house, the technique of masonry foundations
and mud-brick walls, the system of adjoining construction-are in no
way different from those of the many previously excavated Ib buil-
dings 3. The floors of the rooms are earthen. We were unable to dis-

3 Tausin' Ozcti¢ und Nimer Ozcig, Ausgrabungen in Kiiltepe 1949, Ankara

1953, P- 114.
Belleten C. XIX, 5
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cover the location of the doors. Parallel to the east wall of room
no. 5 and built in a north-south direction, there is a stone cist-grave
which has Leen robbed, the precious objects having been taken
away and the skeleton disturbed (Fig. 1). In the room were found
examples of typical Ib pottery, bronze objects, a duck-shaped weight
imported from Mesopotamia and, especially in room no. 1, tablets,
one of them bearing a cylinder seal impression. Of the small quan-
tity of Ib tablets hitherto brought to light the newly found ones are
the best preserved. Under the floors of rooms nos. 1, 2 and 3 seven
stone cist-graves and two pot-graves were discovered. Of the former
only one has been entirely and another partially robbed. The stone
cist-graves are built at right angles to each other, in north-south
and east-west directions. The burial gifts, made of various metals, of
(rooms clay, and of stone, are rich and characteristic. This area of
graves no. 1,2, 3) is the most densely built one discovered up to this
time in the karum. The pits for the graves have been dug into the layer
of refuse covering the level II houses, many of them reaching down
to their mud-brick walls and some even disturbing their floors. In
the spot in U/23 designated by (x) the foundation of a house
has been built across a grave (Plan 1). Taking into consideration
this circumstance and the manner in which the level II houses were
destroyed, we have reached the conclusion that, after the fire in level
I1, this area was, for a short period, left in ruins and used as a ceme-
tery and that the Ib settlers then built their houses on it and thus
disturbed the cist-grave discussed above. Therefore all the graves
belong to level Ib, some being older than the houses, some contem-
porary with them.

I1

Many of the clay, stone, and metal objects found on level Ib
represent new types®. The greater part of them are burial gifts. The
pottery has been put into the graves quite new and without having
been used. Most of it could not have served for houshold purposes
and must therefore have been made especially for burial gifts. The

* We shall not publish here the cream-colored, beek-spouted pitchers from
Ib graves, nor the red-slipped, round-mouthed pitchers, most of them again being
burial gifts. Cf. Ausgrabungen in Kiiltepe 1949, p. 156.
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most beautiful of the grave objects are: a red-slipped pitcher with
mirrox-like polish, round body, long neck, and rounded mouth 3
(Fig. 4a-b); a dark greys-lipped, polished pitcher with two handles
and beak-spout with sieve (Fig.5); a pitcher with an unproporti-
onally long upright beak-spout with sieve, light red slip, very thin
walls, and narrow base® (Fig. 6); cream-slipped pitchers with large
triangular mouths facing the handles? (Fig. 7-8); and Jfinally, a
red-slipped jug with ring-base, thick walls, basket handle, and beak-
spout with sieve® (Fig. 10a-b). A dark grey-slipped, highly polished
Jug with pedestal and three spouts with sieve opposite its three hand-
les must also belong to some grave which has been disturbed (Fig.
9a-b). One need not be a specialist in the field of Hittite archae-
ology to see that this highly original pottery is characteristic of this
particular period.

The most important of the objects found on the house floors
are: a cup with one handle and clover-leaf orifice (Fig. 13); a red-
slipped kantharos® (Fig. 12); a vase with wide mouth, round body,
four handles and a neck long in proportion to its body (Fig. 11); a
well-made basalt tripod (fig. 15); and the first example from Kiiltepe
of a bird-shaped drinking-cup (Fig. 14). The neck and head of the
bird are missing. The wing and tail feathers are represented by deep
parallel strokes. The legs are thick, the slip dark grey. The body
of the wide-mouthed vase mentioned above has a brown slip, and
large portions of its neck and mouth with a cream-colored slip have
been painted brown in the Ib technique!® (Fig. 11). In the holes on
onc side of the stone toy found in room no. 1 traces of lead can be
seen (fig. 16). Metal pins with animal and other heads were stuck
into these holes, and the stone thus served as a base for the whole

toy.

> OIP 29, p. 188, Fig. 193, ¢ 28. This also is a burial gift.

® This pitcher cannot possibly have been used in daily life.

? Carr W. BLEGEN, L. Caskey, M. RAWSON, J. SPERLING, Troy I, 2, Fig. 162a-b.
This characteristic, as we have pointed out before, has a Troian origin (Ausgrabun-
gen in Kiiltepe 1949, s. 159).

8 AJA, 51, 2, Fig. 2, Al c. 564.

* This two-handled vessel with pedestal base differs with respect to its  body
from all other kantharoi of the karum, which are, as we know, confined to level
Ib. Cf. Ausgrabungen in Kiiltepe 1949, p. 171.

10 Tansin Ozcig, Ausgrabungen in Kiiltepe 1948, Ankara 1950, p. 191.
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111

The greatest part of the grave objects of level Ib is made up
of metal vessels and ornaments. The importance of Kanis becomes
clearly apparent when one considers that, with the 8 bronze vessels
of Ib together with those of II, it possesses a unique wealth of such
objects, and that, moreover, it is the only center from which we can
gain an idea of the metal-craft of the first centuries of the second
millenium B.C. Most of the vessels are bowls, either with a ring
base or smooth (fig. 18-19, 58-60). Their rims are somewhat thicke-
ned. The handles of the cups are riveted with one rivet at the
lower end and with two at the upper (Fig. 17, 61, 63). A funnel-
shaped vessel with a built-in sieve was found placed into a vessel
with ring-base and sharp projections (Fig. 20a-b, 62, 65). The former
is badly damaged and we have been unable to restore it. The same
is true for a vessel with a long spout (Fig. 66). In our opinion it is
not a lamp.

It is appropriate to mention here a bronze cauldron (Fig. 21,
57a, b, c) and another bronze vessel (Fig. 22, 64) found in 1950 in
a cist-grave under the floor of a room (no. 2)!' situated in square
O/19 of level 1I. The rim of the cauldron has been bent over and
thus doubled to a width of 3.3 cm. The handles are riveted to the
cauldron by their flattened ends. This cauldron, wider at the base
than at the opening, had been placed in a comer of the grave, at
the feet of the corpse. The second vessel has a ring-base, and is deep
and without handles.

The handles of the wooden vessels found in the graves of level
II arc made of bronze, bow-shaped, and bent over at the ends (Fig.
67-68). Preserved traces of wood were found at the ends of one of
these handles. It is always possible to find in levels Ib and II pottery
with shapes similar to those of the metal vessels enumerated above.
The clay vessels imitated the shapes of the metal ones.

This year we have attempted to make a comprehensive collec-
tion of the different types of bronze pins found in the houses and
graves of level Ib. In order to facilitate their comparison ,we arc
also publishing at this time some specimens discovered in previous
years. The heads of the pins are cylindrical, conical, and spherical,
and in most cases fluted (Fig. 69, 70, 71-73, 79, 81-85, 88). The

1 Belleten 65, Fig. 1.
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upper part of the shank is also frequantly fluted. The fluted heads
are often surmounted by a disc-cap. Some of the specimens are very
rare even in the karum. We are also publishing here seven pins
from level 11, five of them with fluted heads (Fig. 75-77, 87, 91).
the others with heads in the shape of double cones (Fig. 78, 80).
With the exception of the pins made entirely from one piece of metal,
the manufacturing technique was to pierce the head of the pin and
to pass the upper part of the shank through the hole in the head.
The needles from level II show us the technique of making an eye
by bending over the top part of the shank and introducing its sharp
end into a hole made for that purpose'? (Fig. 92). All the pins are cir-
cular in section. It is worth discussing in some detail two of the types
of pins found in the Ib graves. The first is 17.8 cm. long, has a head
with eight leaves, and a shank fluted in the upper part (Fig. 34, 89).
It is very similar to the pin discovered in grave BM at Alacahoyiik!s.
Of the second type we possess two examples. One is broken off near
the point and is 13.6 cm. long, the other is intact and 15.5 cm. long.
A little more than 1/g of the length of these pins is fluted. They are
perforated near the middle and silver rings have been put through
the holes (Fig. go). Other perforated bronze and silver pins of the
same type have been found at the karum, but without their rings'
(Fig. 74). At this time they appear to be confined in Inner Anatolia
to the karum of Kanig. It is worthy of notice that among all the
pins from Alisar not a single one belonging to this type has been
met with!®.

The most important of the burial gifts is a shaft-hole axe, found
in the cist-grave under the floor of the room containing tablets in
U/23 (Fig. 40a-b, 42). The socket of this axe has four ribs, and

12 For the similarity of the Alisar and the Kiltepe pins Cf. OIP 29, Fig. 279-
282, 284-285. These pins, which at first sight sometimes appear insignificant, after
cleaning and on enlarged drawings show different characteristics according to
their periods.

13 Remzi OGuz ARIK, Alacahdyiik Hafriyati 1935, Ankara 1937, Pl. 167.

Y Ausgrabungen in Kiiltepe 1949, Fig. 550 and 619-620.

15 Pror. M. E. L. MaLLowaN, who found this type at Chagar-Bazar, points
out its scantiness and mentions the other specimens (Iraq IV, 2, p. 133, Fig. 12,9).
The copper pin found in level I of Chagar-Bazar constitutes a parallel to the Kiiltepe
specimen from the point of view of its ring, its ornamentation, and its shape (The
pin published in Ausgrabungen in Kiiltepe 1949, p. 196, Fig. 550 was also found in
level Ib). As we shall mention below in another connection, there can be no doubt
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under it there is a sharp projection of the blade in the direction of
the shaft. As can be seen from the section, the sides of the blade are
ridged and the middle parts of both faces form a slight depression.
The most nearly similar piece has been found at level I at Chagar-
Bazar 1%, In spite of small differences in detail between them, there can
be no doubt that they both belong to the same type, which was used
in North-Mesopotamia-North-Syria and Anatolia. The Kiiltepe axe
confirms the date proposed by Professor M.E.L. MaLLowaN for the axe
discovered at Chagar-Bazar. On the other hand, Professor C. SCHAEF-
FER has dated one of the two axes of the same type found by him at
Ugarit at 1450—1365 B.C 7. Dr. RACHEL MAXWELL - HysLoP men-
tions that the area of distribution of her 18 th type, to which these
axes belong, extends to Dalmatia and Albania 8. In this connection
we would like to discuss briefly a copper (?) battle axe (Fig. 41a-b,
43). After cleaning, the length of this axe was found to be 18.3 cm.
and its width 2 cm. The shaft-hole of this long and narrow axe is
in the middle and oval in form. The sides of the blade are ridged
and the middle parts of both faces slightly depressed. In contrast
with the axe found in the Alacahdyiik grave!®, its slightly widening
two ends are both sharp. This Kiiltepe axe is obviously not a hammer-
axe, but a true battle-axe. It constitutes a metal example of similar
stone-axes. The discovery of this copper axe was made in a cist-
grave?® under the floor of a room containing many tablets (no. 10) in
squarc O/20, i.e. in the period of the highest development of the
colony (level II)21,

that narrow ralations, confirmed by metal objects and pottery, existed between
Kiiltepe (level Ib) and the Habur-area. Dr. KemMaL BALkAN, in a work now in
print, has proved that level Ib was contemporaneous with Shamshi-Adad 1. This
view, confirmed as it is by stratigraphical and archaeological evidence, is further
strengthened by the relations between Chagar-Bazar I and Kiiltepe Ib.

18 Iraq IX, 1, p. 85, Pl. 41, 1 and IX, 2, p. 87. Prof. MALLOWAN here empha-
sizes especially the area of distribution of this axe-type and mentions the specimens
belonging to it. The Kiiltepe axe, measured after cleaning, is 9 cm. shorter than
the Chagar-Bazar and Nimrud specimens.

17 C. SCHAEFFER, Straligraphie comparée, fig. 44
Iraq XI, 1, 5. 107.

1 Hamit Kosay, Les Fouilles d’Alacahéviik, Ankara 1951. Pl. 166,1.

20 Belleten 65, Fig. 1.

21 1 shall not discuss here S. FucHs* theory attempting to establish a connec-
tion between the existence of battle-axes in Western Anatolia and the Vilkerwan-
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The gold and silver objects of level Ib are of equal importance
with those of bronze. In the graves many gold leaves pierced at the
ends, which served to close the mouths of the dead, have been found 22
(Fig. 26-31, 50-56). In some graves two cf these leaves were en-
countered, the larger ones having been used to cover the eyes. The
leaves must have been tied to the head with strings put through the
holes at their ends. A gold leaf different in shape from those just
discussed, which appears to have been wrapped around and nailed
to some object, was doubtless used for a different purpose (Fig. 30,
50). A massive gold pin (8.9 cm. long) is skillfully ornamented on
its upper part (Fig. 33, 47). Like some of the bronze pins, this pin
has a picrced fluted head which has been set on the shank. Some
pins have a bronze core covered with gold plating (Fig. 48-49).
Under the influence of oxidation the bronze of the core has broken
through thin spots in the ornamented gold plate. One pin has a
bronze head (Fig. 48), another one a head of lapis-lazuli decorated
with thin flutings (Fig. 49). One silver pin has a head in the form
of a perched bird (Fig. 36, 86), like some of the Alisar specimens *,
the other onc has as its head a white, brilliant, fluted stone?* (Fig.
35, 46).

Although they belong to level II, it is impossible to ignore in
an article in part devoted to gold and silver objects two head-dresses,
one of gold, the other one of silver. The gold head-dress was found
on the skull in the grave in O/19 mentioned above. Its diamecter at
the rim is 20 cm., its height 11 cm. (Fig. 38, 44). The pointed head-
dress is familiar to us from the representative art of the Colony Period,
but this specimen, the precise nature of which is made obvious by
its being found on a skull, in the only concrete example of it disco-
vered in Anatolia.

The silver head-dress was found in a grave in square O/20 of
level II. It too was discovered on a very badly preserved skull which

derungen (S. Fucws, Die Griechischen Fundgruppen der frithen Bronzezeit, und thre aus-
wirtigen Beziehungen, Berlin 1937, p. 117-125). For, as Prof. K. BrrTeL has clearly
shown, the chronology and area of distribution of the Anatolian and Near-Eastern
battle-axes makes it impossible to accept this often repeated theory (K. Brrrer,
Grundziige der Vor-und Friihgeschichte Kleinasiens, 2. Aufl. p. 56-57).

22 Similar gold leaves were also found in the course of previous excavations
(Ausgrabungen in Kiiltepe 1948, p. 201, Fig. 393-394 and Ausgrabungen in Kiiltepe 1949,
s. 199, Fig. 588).

23 QP 29, p. 253, Fig. 283, e945 and Fig. 134, d2418. These also are burial gifts.

2 QIP 19, p. 162, Fig. 203.
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could not be removed. Large portions of it were missing, but it was
possible to effect a restoration from the remaining pieces. The rim
diameter is 20 cm., the height 12 cm. (Fig. 39 a-b, 45). The shape
is the same as that of the gold heada-dress. A 2.3 cm. wide gold strip
was fastened with two nails to the rim of the head-dress. While one
of the ends of the gold strip is still held in place by a nail, the other
one is no longer attached to the silver since the second nail has fal-
len out. These outstanding finds, which show the high development
of the metal-craft of the Colony period, give us a promise of further
valuable discoveries in the same area. Those finds only one part of
which we have attempted to publish in this preliminary report best
illuminate the richness of the period immediately following the Ala-
cahoyiik graves, which constitutes the second flowering of Anatolian
metallurgy.

In the waist region of the dead in the grave in O/19 a copper (!)
belt-buckle was discovered. The buckle is in the shape of a ring held
by two arms which are connected together by a bar at the height
of the elbows (Fig. g7a-b, 93a-b). This moulded belt-buckle is u-
nique. The grasping of the ring, the execution of the fingers and espe-
cially of the thumbs, the representation of the palms and of the backs
of the hands, demoustrate the skill of the master and the height
reached by the metal-craft of this period 2°.

The differences between the two phases of the Colony period,
i.e. levels II and Ib, which have been worked out on the basis of
stratigraphy, architectural remains, and small finds, were confirmed
by the rich materials brought to light in the last excavations. We
shall revert to them in the repcrt on level IT, which will follow the pre-
sent article. The differences between the earlier (level II) and later
(level Ib) phase of the Assyrian Colony period will then become
clearer, and it will be possible to give some indications about the
interval separating the late phase of the Colony period from the Old
Hittite period, or rather the Labarna Culture.

* The shape of the hands and arms holding the spool discovered in level
I in 1950 is the same as that of the newly discovered buckle ( The Illustrated London
News, October 6, 1951, p. 547; and Archiv fiir Orientforshung, XVI. P. 150, Abb. r15).
Although this spool was not found in a grave, we conclude from the location where
it was discovered that it must have been displaced from a near-by disturbed grave.

These two finds show that objects of this type were confined to the early phase of
the Colony period and were not used in the I b phase.



KOLONI DEVRININ GEC SAFHASINA (Ib) AIT
BiR ATOLYE HAKKINDA

TAHSIN OZzGUC

Biitiin tesisleri tetkik edilmektc olan Kanig karumunda, Z-aa/
26-27 karclerinde gok tahribe ugramus bir atélye meydana gikarild
(Res. 1-3). Ib katma ait olan bu yapmin, tahribat yiiziinden, tam
planmi elde etmck miimkiin olamamissa da, ingai biinyesinin ana
hatlarini ve dokiiliip satilan aletlerin en miithimlerini 6grenmek imkan
dahiline girdi. Plani, temel taglarinin iglenisi ve 6rgi teknigi, Ib’nin
diger yapilarinda goriilenden farksizdir. Tag temel, taban seviyesin-
den itibaren bir tas siras1 daha yiikseltilmis ve kerpig 6rgii ondan son-
ra baslamistir. Z-aa /26 de kuzeyden giineye dogru uzayan duvarm
tag orgii teknigi, diger kissmlarmkinden farklidir (Res. 3). Bu, son-
radan eklenmis olmalidir. 2.70 X 2 m. boyundaki 1 numarali odadan,
1 m. enindeki muntazam kap: vasitasiyle (Res. 1-2), daha ¢ok tah-
ribe ugramis, 2 numaraliya gegilmektedir. Yassi tuglalarla yapilan
ve yeni bir tipi temsil eden i ocagi, bu odada duvara bitisiktir (Res.2).
aa/26 da goriilen iki kesik duvar, binanin doguya dogru inkisafim
ve aa/26 da kaldirim taslar1 korunan sokaga nazir olusunu goster-
mektedir (Res. 3). 3 Numarah odanmn tamami, heniiz, tetkik edil-
medi. Kalin cidarli, kulplu ve kulpsuz iri kiipler 2 ve 3 numaral
odalarda taban iistiinde, veya tabana, ksimen, gomiilmis durumda
(Res. 1, 3 ve 36-37); ufak boylu kaplarm g¢ogu 1, azi 2 numarali
odalarda; pota ve kahiplar da her ikisinde bulundu.

Yapi teknigi ve plani bakimmdan, Kanis karumu binalarma bir
yenilik getirmiyen bu atélyeden 81 tasdan, 6 s1 pismis topraktan ya-
pilmis 14 kalip meydana ¢ikarildi. En uzunu 27.5, en kisasi 8.5 cm.
olan tas kaliplarm gogu kirilmistir. Bazilarmin 6 veya 4; bazilarmin
da 3, 2 veya 1 sath1 da kahip olarak kullamlmustir. Hepsinin alet
imalinde uzun miiddet kullanildigi ve eritilmis maden sicakliginin
taslani hirpaladigi goriilmektedir. Burada, bunlarm en mithimleri
iistinde, kisaca, durulacaktir. Karum’da elde edilen madeni élet-
lerin bolluguna ragmen, bu kahiplarda bugiine kadar eslerine ras-
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lanmamis olan yeni tipleri de goriiyoruz. Bunlarin ilkini temsil eden
25 cm. uzunlugundaki yassi-balta kalibi (Res. 5a, 19), Anadolu?! ve
Omnasya memleketlerinde 2 gok kullanilan bir tipin imalini saglamak-
tadir. Bu baltanin aymi kalip iizerinde daha boylusu da gériilmek-
tedir (Res. 5¢). Aym kahbin diger yiiziine yapilan mizrakucunun
sekli, bu devirde esine her yerde raslanmuyan bir 6zellige sahiptir
(Res. 5b, 17). Ucu miisellesi, sapt uzun ve genistir. T seklindeki
alctin kalibi, maden sapl kiigiikk bir geki¢ baltayr hatirlatmaktadir
(Res. 6a, g). Biri iri, digeri daha kiigiik iki kolcuklu balta kalibi
(Res.5¢, 6b, 11, 18), I'b katinda bulunmus olan tung baltayr (Res.
20) yalmizlhiktan kurtarmaktadir 2. Bunlar, Anadolu’nun bu tipe giren
en eski baltalarini temsil etmekte olup, bugiine kadar eslerine karu-
mun II - IV katlarinda tesadif edilmemistir. Hanger (Res. 6 c-g, 10)
ve bilezik (Res. 7, 12-13) kalplar, kursundan yapilanlari birer
agirhk olarak da kullanilan, kurs bigimli életler (Res. 6¢, 15) tung
ve kursundan bol orneklerini bulduklarimizin tekraridir. Tek ve
¢ift halkali kiipelerin imaline yartyan kalibin yalniz bir yiizii islen-
mistir (Res. 8, 14, 16). Kaliplarmn en irisi, bir duvar dibine yerles-
tirilmis olup, digerlerinin aksine, yerinde sabittir (Res. 4). Pigmis
topraktan yapilmig olan bu iri kaliptan, ince-uzun madeni gubuklar
gikarilmaktadir. Kahplarin yaminda bol miktarda pota bulunmus-
tur (Res. 26-27); kigiik akitacaklar olan bu potalarn iginde yesil
renkli maden artiklart bugiin de goriilmektedir. Buluntularin igigin-
da, atolye sahibi olan dékiimciiniin bahis konusu aletleri burada
imal edip, satugindan siiphe edilemez. Ayni ustanin, madenden
bagka, tasg aletleri de hazirlayip sattgimi yesiltastan yapilmis yassi
baltalarin (Res. 21-24) bollugundan, yani, mikdarlarinin bir evin
ihtiyacindan ¢ok fazla olmasmdan anliyoruz.

Atdlyede, maltm sekilleri temsil eden kaliplarim yaninda, yeni
tiplere de raslanmigtir. Bunlarm en miihimlerini pembemsi-kirmizi
astarli, tig ayaklivazo (Res. 33) ; koyu kirmizi astarli, emzigi kulbu istii-
ne yapilan testi (Res. 32) ; te kserit kulplu iri ganak (Res. 28) ; devetiiyii

' Kurt Birter, Prahistorische Forschung in Kleinasien, 1stanbul 1934, Lev. 19,
14-15 ve Belleten 46, Res. 36 (H. Kosay ve M. Akok). Kanis misalleri de birer
baltadir; bunun i¢in onlar1 (kalem) olarak tavsif etmekten ¢ekindik.

* Iraq IX, 2, 1947, s. 169, Lev. 31,9 (M. E. L. MALLOWAN).

3 Tamsin Ozcig ve Nimer Ozctq, Kiltepe Kazist Raporu 1949, Ankara 1953,
s. 67-68.
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astarl, uzun ayakly, ¢ift kulplu, siizgegli, gaga agizh testi (Res. 31);
koyu devetiiyii astarh, yonca agizli, kalin cidarh ve bilhassa govde-
sinin orijinalligi ile karakterlenen testi tegkil eder (Res. 34). Cok
kalin cidarh, iggiligi kaba legenin dibine yakin kisminda deligi var-
dir (Res. 25). Bunun dokiim isinde kullanildigindan siiphe edilemez.
Atolyede, II katta goriilmiyen, Ib igin tipik ve sekilleri bakimimdan
birbirinin ayni olan ¢ift kulplu ¢omleklerden 6 tane bulunmustur
(Res. 29-30, 35). Bunlarin omuzlan iistiinde, miitenazir durumda,
ya damga miihiir baskilari, veya (1-3) tane, kabartma halinde, isaret-
ler vardir. Cémleklerden bir tanesi signe royal motifli iri bir damga
ile mithiirlenmistir (Res. 29). Bilindigi gibi, bu motif Kanig karumun-
da yalmiz Ib katinin kaplan iistinde goriilmekte 4, IT ninkilerde hig
kullanilmamaktadir. Bununla beraber, Dr. Nimer Ozcii¢ bana II
kata ait yerli iisliba giren silindir miihiir baskilarinda signe royal
motifinin varhigini bildirdi. Bu kaplardan bazilarmm ikinci miithim
hususiyeti kulplarinin daima agag kismina agilan deliklerden gegiri-
len givilerle tutturulan kursun levhaciklarin varhgidir (Res. 30, 35).
Bunlardan digdakileri, bugiin motifleri belli olmiyan, damga miihiir-
lerle miihiirlenmistir. Biz, bunlarin hakiki méanada birer bulle ol-
dugundan siiphe etmiyoruz. Esasen bu nevi kursun bulleleri yine Ib
kati evlerinde ve daha iri kiipler istiinde de gormiistiik.

Biz bu kisa tebligle bir atélyenin muhtevasmi, insai biinyesini
tamtmiya ¢alistik. Kanis metinlerinde maden ve madeni esyanin
miihim bir yer tuttugu distiniliirse, miustakbel kazilarda bu nevi
atdlyelerin daha saglamlarmim bulunacagi kolayca anlagihr. Bu
yapy, yalmz bir diikkkan, bir islik degildir; orasi, ayn1 zamanda usta-
nin ailesiyle birlikte i¢inde yasadigi bir ikametgdhdir. Esasen bu
hususiyet Kanis karumunun hem 1b, hem de II kattaki arsivleri
ve diger tesisleri igin de muteberdir. Asil dokme iginin sabit kalibin
ve ocagin bulundugu 2 numaralh odada yapildigt anlagilmaktadir.

%
* *

Dogrudan dogruya bu atdlyeye ait olmamasma ragmen, 1954
yilinda V/23’de kesfedilen bir oragi, bu miinasebetle, nesretmek
faydal olacaktuir (Res. 38a). Kanig'de yalmz Ib katinda goriilen bu

! Kiiltepe Kazist 1949, s. 39 ve 56 ve Tausin Ozcug, Kiiltepe Kazist Raporu 1948,
Ankara 1950, s. 64.
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alet, orak bi¢giminde, clde tagman tung bir silah nevini temsil ctmek-
tedir 3. 16 cm. uzunlugunda ve 2,4 cm. eninde olan oragmn sap kismu,
hepsinde oldugu gibi, kivriktir. Sapma daha yakin olan en genis
kisminda ve tst kenarina daha yakin bir yerinde bir karenin iginde
X isareti meveuttur (Res. 38 b). Oragn sekli ve isaretin yeri, Bogaz-
koy’de ¢ bulunmus olandan, higbir suretle, farkli degildir. Kanis
oragindaki isaretin bir hiyeroglif olup olmadigmin tayini vazifesi
bana dismemekle beraber, ben bu isaretin de yeni bir hiyeroglifi
temsil edebilecegini diigiiniiyorum. Bunun orak sahibinin veya ima-
lathanenin isareti olup olmadigi, ilerde anlasilacaktir?. Bu vesika,
aym zamanda, Ib katunda, yani daha 1. Samsi-Adad ile gagdas bir
devirde hiyeroglifin - kullanildigini  isbata yarayacak vesikalarm,
bilhassa, Kanig’de artmakta oldugunu da gostermektedir ®.

5 T. ve N. Ozcug, Kiltepe Kazist 1949, s. 68 ve Belleten 71, s. 371.

® BirrEL - GUTERBOCK, Bogazkiy 1935, s. 32, Lev. 21, 11. Hiyeroglif isareti hk.
s. 74 ve daha sonra BosserT, Ein hethitisches Konigssiegel, Berlin 1944, s. 242.

? BrrreL - GUTERBOK, S. 32.

8 Belleten 71, s. 363.



REPORT ON A WORK-SHOP BELONGING TO THE
LATE PHASE OF THE COLONY PERIOD (Ib)

TAHSIN 0ZGUC

Among all the various structures that we investigated in the
karum of Kanis we found in squares Z-aa/26-27 a badly disturbed
workshop belonging to level Ib (Fig. 1-3). Although it was impos-
sible to make an exact plan of the building because of its insufficient
preservation, we could determine the main features of the cons-
truction and, by an examination of the moulds, the nature of the
tools that were cast there. The technique of the foundation stones
and of the masonry and the plan of the building are similar to those
of other Ib buildings. The foundation is raised by one course of
stones above the floor level, the mud-brick wall beginning at this
point. The technique of the masonry of the wall running north-
south in Z-aa/27 is different from that of the others (Fig. 3). This
wall must have been added later. From room No. 1 (dimensions
2.70X2 m.) onc passes, through a well-made door of 1 m. width
(Fig. 1-2), into the considerably more disturbed room No. 2. The
fireplace in this room, which is made of flat bricks and represents
a new type, is built adioining the wall (Fig. 2). The two remaining
portions of walls in aa/26 show the cxtension of the building towards
the east and that it must have opened on the street of which some
paving-stones are preserved (Fig. 3). The room No. 3 has nct yet
been completely investigated. Large vessels with thick walls, some
of them with, others without handles, were found in rooms
2 and 3§ either on the flocr or partially buried (Fig. 1, 3 and 36-37),
small vessels mostly in room No. 1, a few in room no. 2, while mecl-
ting-pots and moulds were found in both these rooms.

In the workshop we discovered 14 moulds, 8 of them being
made of stone and 6 of clay. The longest one of the stone moulds
is 27.5 cm. long, the shortest one 8.5 cm.; most of these stone moulds
are brokea. Some of them have 6 or 4 faces that were used as moulds,
others 3, 2, or 1 face. It is apparent that all of them were used for
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a long time in the manufacture of tools, since the stones have been
damaged by the molten metal. We will here discuss briefly the most
important of them. In spite of the great wealth of metal tools found
in the karum, some cf the tool types of the moulds are, up to this
time, without parallel. The first of the new types is represented by
a 25 cm. long flat-axe (Flachbeil) mould (Fig. 5a, 19). These axes
were widely used in Anatolia! and other Near-eastern regions 2,
There is a smaller mould for the same type of axe on the same stone
(Fig. 5¢). Again on the same mould we find a spearhead of a form
not everywhere current in this period (Fig. 5b, 17). Its head is trian-
gular, its shaft long and broad. The mould of a T-shaped tool reminds
us of a small hammer-axe with metal shaft (Fig. 6a, 9). Two moulds
for lugged axes (Armchenbeil), one large, one smaller (Fig. 5c, 6b,
11, 18), represent companion pieces to an otherwise unique bronze
axe® of level Ib (Fig. 20). These are the oldest specimens of this type
in Anatolia, no similar ones having so far been found in levels 1I-1V
of the karum. The shapes of the dagger (Fig. 6¢c-¢, 10) and armring
moulds (Fig. 7, 12-13) and of the moulds for disk-shaped objects
(Fig. 6¢, 15) which, when made of lead, served as weights, are fami-
liar to us from many bronze and lead finds. A mould for the manu-
facture of ear-rings with one or two rings is worked only on one facc
(Fig. 8, 14, 16). The largest one of the moulds was found at the foot
of a wall and was, unlike the others, not intended to be moved (Fig.4).
This clay mould served for the manufacture of long and thin metal
spikes. Together with the moulds we found many melting-pots with
small pouring-spouts (Fig. 26-27). Green metal rests can still be seen
in these pots. In the light of the finds there can be no doubt that the
caster who owned the workshop made the tools discussed above with
the intention of selling them. We see from the great quantity of flat
axes (Flachbeil) made of green stone that the same artisan also made
stone tools for sale, since the number of these axes far exceeds that
which would suffice for one house-hold (Fig. 21-24).

Y K. BrrTEL, Prihistorische Forschung in Kleinasien, Istanbul 1934, Pl 19, 14-15
and Belleten 46, Fig. 36 (H. Kosay and M. Akok). The Kanis examples are flat
axes; we therefore feel reluctant to describe them as chisels.

* Irag IX, 2, 1947, p. 169, Pl. 31,9 (M. E. L. MALLOWAN).

3 Tansin Ozcig ve NiMET Ozaig, Kiltepe Kazisi Raporu 1949, Ankara 1953,
P 195.
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Besides previously known types of pottery, new ones were also
encountered in this workshop. The most important of these are:
a pinkish-red slipped vase with three feet (Fig. 33); a dark-red slipped
jug with its spout on the handle (Fig. 32); a large bowl with one
handle (Fig. 28); a light-brown slipped big-spouted jug with long
base, two handles, and sieve (Fig. 31); and a dark-brown slipped
jug with a clover-leaf orifice, thick walls and a peculiarly shaped
body (Fig. 34). A large, not very well finished bowl with thick walls
and a hole near the basc must have been used for casting (Fig. 25).
We discovered also 6 vessels with two handles and similar shapes of
a type characteristic for level Ib (Fig. 29-30, 35) and not found in
level II. On their shoulders there are, in symmetrical arrangment,
either some stamp seal impressions or signs in relief in groups of 1-3.
One of the vessels is stamped with a large signe royal motif (Fig. 29).
As we know, this motif is found in the krum in level Ib only on
pottery?, while in level II it is never encountered on pottery. Howe-
ver, Dr. Niner OzcU¢ informs us that the signe royal motif occurs
in cylinder seal impressions of native style belonging to level II.
Another important feature of this vesscl is the presence on the out-
side and inside of small lead plates held in place by nails put through
small holes at the lower end of the handle (Fig. 30, 35). The plate
on the outside is stamped with a seal impression the motif of which
can to-day no longer be recognized. We have no doult that this
is a bulle in the exact sense of the word. This type of bulle is encoun-
tered also on storage vessels in Ib houses.

We have endeavoured in this short communication to present
the conteats and construction of a workshop. If we remember the
important place occupied by metals and metal objects in the written
documents of Kanis, we can have little doubt that future excava-
tions will bring to light other better-preserved workshops. The buil-
ding we have discussed is not merely a shop and a working place;
it also served as a dwelling for the artisan and his family. It is similar
in this respect to the archives and cther buildings with a special
purpose of both levels Ib and II, in all of which people were living.

' Kiiltepe Kuzist 1949, p. 160, 181; and Tansin Ozcig, Kiltepe Kazist Raporu
1948, Ankara 1950, p. 175.
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The casting operations must have been carried on in room No. 2,
which contains the fixed mould and the fireplace.

*

Although it does not belong directly to the workshop under
discussion we think it appropriate to publish here also a bronze-sickle
found in 1954 in square V/23 (Fig. 38a). This find, which has paral-
lels only in level Ib of Kanis, is a sickle-shaped hand-weapon®. The
sickle is 16 cm. long, and a 2.4 cm. wide, and its handle is curved
like that of all other specimens of its kind. On the broad part necar
the handle and towords the upper edge there is an X sign in a squarc
(Fig. 38b). The shape of the sickle is the same as that of the sickle
found in Bogazkdy ¢, and the location of the signes on these two
sickles is also identical. Although it does not fall into our province to
establish whether the sign on the Kanis sickle is a hieroglyph, we
belicve that it may represent a new hieroglyphic sign. Whether it
is the sign of the artisan or of the owner of the sickle cannot be estab-
lished with certanity at the moment”’. The sickle may thus be one
of the ever-increasing number of documents found especially in
Kanis, which prove the wuse of hieroglyphic writing in the Ib
period, i.e. in a period contemporary with Shamshi-Aadad I°.

5 T. ve N. Ozcug, Kiltepe Kazist 1949, p. 195, and Belleten 71, p. 390.

8 BrrTeL - GUTERBOCK, Bogazkiy I, 1935, p. 32, Pl. 12, 11 and 74; BosserT,
Ilin hethitisches Konigssiegel, Berlin 1944, p. 242.

? BrrTeL - GUTERBOCK, p. 32.

8 Belleten 71, p. 380.
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SON ZAMANLARDA BULUNMUS OLAN BIRKAC
BITHYNIA KITABESI

Dog. Dr. Z. TASLIKLIOGLU

Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri Miidiirii aziz dostum Riistem
Duyuran, Bithynia’ya yapmis oldugu bir inceleme gezici sirasmda,
bu bélgenin Uskiibii* (Prusias) koyiinde toprak altindan yeni ¢i-
karilmis bazi yazil taglara rastlamigtir. Kiymetli Miize Miidiiriimiiz
Uskiibii 1lkokulu Basogretmeni Bay Celal Dikmen ile birlikte, ye-
rinde incelemis oldugu bu taslari, okul bahgesinde muhafaza edilmek
lizere, oraya getirtmiglerdir. Taslar, Uskiibii koyiiniin takriben 250
m. giineyine diijen muhacirlar mahallesinde, 1brahim Giir’iin bah-
gesinde, toprak altindan ¢ikarilmigtir. lbrahim Giir bu taglara,
bahgesine meyve fidani diktigi bir sirada topragi hafrederken rastla-
mustir. Arkeoloji Miizeleri Miidiirii Riistem Duyuran, desifre edilmesi
maksadiyle kitabclerin fotograflarmi aldiktan sonra onlar bana
gondermek latfunda bulundu. Fotograflar gayet giizel ve okunak-
lidir. Uzerinde kolaylikla incelemeler yapmak miimkiindiir. Eger
estampajlarini da temin edebilmis olasaydik, isimiz ¢ok daha kolay
olurdu. Fotograflar1 giizelce okudum; kirik, bozuk yetlerini tamam-
hiyarak desifresini yaptim. Fakat nesredilebilmesi igin miitemmim
bazi maltimata ihtiyag vardi. Bu husus igin de tekrar Bas6gretmen
Bay Celal Dikmen’e miiracaat lazim geliyordu. Kiymetli 6gretmen
Celal Dikmen taglarin eb’adini géndermek suretiyle o arzumuzu da
yerine getirmis oldu. Bu vesileyle kendilerine, ve saym Bay Riistem
Duyuran’a, gostermis olduklar1 derin ilgiden ve kitabelerin nesrini
bana latfettiklerinden dolay1 sonsuz tesekkiirii bir borg bilirim.

Friedrich Karl Démer son olarak Bithynia’da yapmis oldugu
inceleme gezilerinde topladigi kitabeleri ““Bericht iiber eine Reise
in Bithynien, 1952, Wien” adli eserinde nesretmis bulunmaktadir.

* Bolu vilayetine bagh Diizce kazasmin 1980 niifuslu bir kéyidir. “rg945
Genel niifus sayimi”’ adli eserde Uskiibii olarak, ““Meskiin yerler kilavuzu, cilt II”’de isc
Uskiibi diye gegmektedir.

Belleten C. XIX 6



82 Z. TASLIKLIOGLU

Biz simdi, saym Dorner’in bu gezisinde elde etmis oldugu kitabelere
ck olarak, bu birka¢ kitabeyi, sirasiyle asagida veriyoruz :

1. Uskiibii koyiiniin Muhacirlar mahallesinde Ibrahim Giir’iin
bahgesinde bulunmustur. Natamam bir heykel kaidesi pargalarin-
dan olup, simdi okul bahgesinde muhafaza edilmektedir. Tasin cinsi
granittir; yiiksekligi 0,75 m. gen. 0,60 m., kal. 0,55 m., harf yiik.
35 mm.dir (Res. 1).

TV Ao Yévoug &Glv-
xprtov ‘EXAmvdpymy xal
g% TpoYdvwy lepéwy TE
[#]ei BetBuviapyédv »ai Ze-
5 [BlxsTopavtdy xal TELTAVE®Y
[T.JPA. Aoprtiavoy
Néoropa.

Terctimesi: “(Falan) hem rahiplik etmis ecdattan gelme; hem de Bithy-
niarkhos olmug ve imparatorluk kiiltii rahipliginde bulunmus ve
Prytanis olmug olan ecdada sahip bulunan Yunan Cemiyetinin
emsalsiz bagkammn, yani T. Fl. Domitianus Nestor’un (hey-
kelint rekzetmigtir) .

Bu kitabenin muhteviyati bize, bu tasin, mukaddes bir nesilden
inen ve yiiksek rahiplik mertebesine ¢ikmis ve Bithynia’nin mukad-
des makamlarmu iggal ctmis bir soya baglanan Prusias Yunan cemi-
yeti bagkanmi T. Fl. Domitianus Nestor’un serefine Prusias sehri ileri
gelenleri tarafindan dikilmis bir heykel kaidesine ait bulundugunu
gostermektedir.

Kitabe siiphesiz natamamdir. Bu hususta gerekli izahat, bunun
devamini teskil eden 2 numarali kitabenin tahlili sirasinda verilecektir.

2. Natamam bir heykel kaidesi pargalarindan olup, bundan
evvelki kitabe ile birlikte, Uskiibii’niin Muhacirlar mahallesinde, Ib-
rahim Giir'tin bahgesinde bulunmustur. Tasin cinsi granittir. Yiik-
sekligi 0,55 m., gen. 0.61 m., kal. 0,55 m., harf yik. 31 mm.dir
(Res. 2).

[ &y ]opovopnofa]vta TOMAGXLG
[=19 w[a]rpide &vdéEwms,
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Empavidg, gpyvpoTauiay
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TEY EMLOVIXBY YPNUAT WY
YPAUPATEDOAYTH TELWY-
TebovavTa ayds Epyolg
idlotg Te xal mpoyovixoic
xoouncavta TV matpida xol
EQYETLOTATYY %al QOUAGTIOALY.

Terciimesi: ““(Falan) , gok kere ve serefli bir sekilde vatammn Carst Bakan-
g vazifesini gormiig, biitiin sagaasiyle en yiiksek idari makam-
larda bulunmug, zeytin yagr igin tahsis olunan meblagin parlak
bir veznedar: olmugs, Meclis katipligi etmis, halisane bir se-
kilde fiyat takdir komisyon Gzalygr (censor’luk etmis) yapmag,
hem kendisinin, hem de ecdadimn basanlariyle vatamm giizel-
lestirmis ve Isletmeler Vekilligi vazifesini girmiis olan vatan-
sever (birinin heykelini rekzetmigtir) .

Terclime muhteviyatmin da gosterdigi veghile, bu kitabenin
bundan evvelkinin devami oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Her ikisi de bir
Prusias sehri idarecisinin yaptigi hayirh islerden bahsetmektedir.
Ikisi birbirini tamamladigma gore, bu idarecinin, birinci kitabede
gegen Prusias’m ileri gelen sahsiyetlerinden Nestor oldugu siiphe-
sizdir. Her iki kirtk ve natamam kitabede, memleketin Gerusia’si
veya phyle’leri tarafindan, onun yiiksek hizmetleri dolayisiyle dikil-
mig bir heykelinin kaidesini teskil eden pargalarmdandir. Bu kitabeyi
birincinin devami imis gibi kabul etmemiz, hem muhteviyat hem dc
ciimlelerin gelisi bakimindan isabetli sayilabilir. Birbirini tamam-
liyan bu iki kitabenin bir esinc daha sahibiz ki, onu bundan hemen
sonra, delikli tag nam altinda verecegiz. Yalmz o kitabenin bundan
farki, daha gok tahribata ugramiy olmasmma ragmen, daha mevsuk
bulunusudur. Onda heykelin kimler tarafindan ve kimin igin dikil-
digi kayithdir. Bu iki fragmentimizde ise, ifadeler yekdigerini ta-
mamladig1 igin tebcil olunan sahis asagi yukart belli olabilmektedir.
Her iki par¢ada da dikenlerin isimleri yoktur, fakat, hemen iiglincii
numara olarak verecegimiz delikli tag kitabesinin, phylarkhos’lar tara-
findan rekzedilmis oldugu kaydi, muhteviyatindan da gériilecegi iizere
(krs. No. 3, Res. 3), her halde, aym sehirde, aym sahus icin ve aym
zamanda baska bir miiessesenin, mescla, Gerusia’nm veya Bule’nin
dikmis olmasi muhtemel sayilabilir; giinkii, Grek sehirlerinde, bir
kahramanm, veya vatanma biiyiik hizmetlerde bulunmus birkag
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miiessese tarafindan heykellerle ayni zamanda sereflendirilmesi adetti.
Bu itibarla, climizdeki bu kitabenin i¢inde kahramani bahis mevzuu
edilen bundan evvelki, yani (1) numaral kitabenin devami oldugunu
kabul etmek gerekir. Birbirini tamamlayan bu (1) ve (2) numarah
kitabelerimizin kahramam T. Fl. Domitianus Nestor’a gelince, onu
da, bundan sonra verecegimiz (3) numarah kitabenin izahi sirasinda
tanitmaga ¢ahsacagiz.

3. Ug numaral kitabemiz, bir delikli tagtir. Bundan oncekilerle
bir arada bulunmustur, ve onlar gibi bir heykelin kaidesine ait
pargalardandir. Yalniz, Uskiibii halkindan biri, bu tap1 ahp, yazih
kismin tam orta yerinden 0,48 m. kutrunda bir delik agarak, bir
kuyu agzinda, arkada fotografinda da goriildiigi izere, bilezik olarak
kullanmigtir. Burada bize diisen vazife, kitabenin bu oyulmus yerini
tamamlamak ve ondan sonra, desifresini yapip, mahiyetini meydana
cikarmaktir. Kitabenin yiiksekligi 0.66 m., gen. 0,73 m., kal. 0,66 m.,
ortasma agilan deligin kutru o, 48m., harf yiik. 31 mm. dir (Res. 3).
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Terciimesi: “lttihada mensup olanlar arasindan segilmis phylarkhos’lar,
stkintili anlarda  kurtaricr olarak kendisini vatamna veren,
biitiin gayretlerini ona hasreden, Jeus Olympios rahibi ve onun
serejine yaprlan miisabakalanin tertipgisi olan, iki defa arkhont
ve bir kere de bas arkhont olan kanun dahilinde ve halisane
surette fiyat takdir komisyon dzalhginda bulunan ve en yiksek
makama kadar ulasan ve baskanligr parlak bir sekilde ifa eden,
comertgesine Carst Bakanhg yapan, hem rahiplik etmis ecdada
mensup bulunmug, hem de Bithyniarkhos olmug ve imparatorluk
Kiiltii  rahipliginde bulunmugs ve Prytamis olmug olan cedde
sahip bulunan Yunan Cemiyetinin emsalsiz bagkammn, yani
T. Fl. Domitianus Nestorun (heykelini rekzettirmiglerdir)”.

“Bu heykeli rekzettiren Phylarkhos’lar listesi asagidadur :

Sebastene Phylesinden : Tiberiane Phylesinden :
M. Aurelios Kaku. .. M. Aurelios Isokhrysos
Kanos, Sertorianos
M. Aurelios Aleksandros Asklepiodotos
Ulpios Agenos Prusias Phylesinden :

M. Aurelios....”.

Namma bu heykelin dikildigi zat, Nestor, Bithynia ahalisinden
olup, aslen yerli bir grektir. Nestor, memleketi, vatan1 Prusias (Us-
kiibii) sebrini 6yle idare etmistir ki, zamaninin Roma eyalet idarecisi
Domitianus’un, ona veya babasma veyahut dedesine vatandashk
hakkmi vermis oldugu goriilmektedir.

Bu (3) numarali kitabemizin metnini daha vazih bir sekle
sokabilmek igin, biraz agiklamalara ihtiyag¢ vardir.

Eski Atina’da, her Atinali vatandasin ii¢ ismi vardi: Kendi 6z
ismi, baba ismi, ve {igiincii olarak mensup bulundugu yerden, yani
memleketten aldig: isim. Sunu da ilave edelim ki, Eski Yunan diyar-
rinda soyadi diye bir isim tamnmamakta idi. Umumiyetle her Ati-
nalmm §dyle bir adi olabilirdi: Xoptwv Xapwabrov @aknecis yani,
6z isim (Praenomen = kigiik ad), baba ismi (patronymik), iiglinciisii de,
o sahsin mensup bulundugu yer ismidir (demotik).

Eski Attika bir takim demos’lara bdlinmiistii: yani, Attika
arazisi, yer yer bir nevi mahallelere taksim edilmis bulunuyordu.
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Attika’da bu demos’larin sayisi 100 kadardi. Bu rakkam sonralar:
174’t bulmustur. Bu taksimata gore, her Attika’li vatandasmn bir
demos’a mensup olusu keyfiyetini demotik kelimesiyle izah edebili-
yoruz'. Su halde, yukarida vermis oldugumuz misalde gegen Pha-
lereus kelimesi, Phaleron’lu demek olduguna goére, bir yer ismini
ifade etmektedir.

Ethnik isme gelince, o da kavim ismini ifade eder ki, yalmz Atti-
ka’da yabancilara verilen bir ad olup, gayet az gegmektedir. Mesela,
Arkas (Arkadia’li) béyle bir ethnik isimdir.

Atina’da, aristokratlar zihniyetinin yikilmasina meshur devlet
adami Solon’un sebep oldugunu biliyoruz. Fakat, bunu bilihara
kékiinden yok eden biiyiik inkilapci Kleisthenes olmustur. Bu tegki-
latgr biiyiik Atina’li devlet adaminin Atina’da yapmis oldugu yeni-
liklerin en mithimmi, Attika arazisini 10 phyle’ye taksim etmesi idi.
Halbuki, Attika, eskiden de dort phyle’ye ayrilmis bulunuyordu.
Fakat bu Kleisthenes taksimatinin daha evvelki taksimatla higbir
ilgisi ve benzerligi yoktu. Bu taksimat daha ziyade cografi idi; yani
Attika arazisi, biraz sahil topraklarinda, biraz da i¢ bolgede ve sehir-
lerde hissesi bulunan on kisma bolimmiistii ki, bu boliimlerin her
birine phyle ad: verilirdi. Bundan baska bu phyle’lerin herbiri, onar
demos’a ayrilmis bulunuyordu. Bu demos’lar, bizim bugiinkii ma-
halle taksimatina, muhtarliklara benzemekte idi. Su halde, Attika’da
on phyle olduguna gére, her phyle onar demos’tan olmak iizere, biitiin
Attika 100 demos’a ayrilmigti. Fakat, sonralari, mesela M.s. III.
yizyllda bu rakkamin 174’ hatta 200’ vyiikseldigini goriiriiz. De-
mos’larin basinda demarkhos adi verilen birer baskan bulunurdu ki,
vazifesi, demos’un mabhalli, siyasi ve idari islerini gormek idi. Fakat
devletin asil miihim isleri tabiatiyle Attika’nin merkezi Atina’da
goriiliirdii 2.

Bu kisa izahattan sonra, Atina’da oturan bir kimsenin iglincii
ismi nasil alabilecegini de anlatmaya calisahm: Atina’da bulunan
bir yabanci, Atina’ya nereden gelmigse, kendisine, geldigi yerin

! Krs. J. B. Bury, S. A. Cook, F. E. Adcock, The Cambridge Ancient History
cilt IV, s. 142 v.d.; A. Miifid Mansel, Ege ve Yunan Tarihi, s. 198-19g.

* Bk. Strabon, IX, c. 396; A. Miifid Mansel, ayn. es., s. 198; J. B. Bury, S. A.
Cook, F. E. Adcock, ayn. es. s. 142-143; Victor Duruy, Histoire des Grecs, cilt 1, s. 460-
461.
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ismi verilirdi. Mesela, Thraks, yani Thrakia’lh denirdi ki, bu tirli
isimlere ethnik ad denirdi. Sayet bir yabanci, meseld, Kaunios (Kau-
nos’lu), Byzantios (Byzantion’lu) gibi, vatam olan bir sehrin ismiyle
cagirilirsa, o takdirde, bu tiirlii isimlere de gehir ethnijgi diye bir ad
vermek gerekir; fakat, yabanci olmayanlar, mensup bulunduklar
sehrin ismiyle degil, dogrudan dogruya bagh olduklart demos’un
ismiyle adlandirihirlardi. Mesela, Phalercus (Phaleron’lu) v.s. gibi.

Simdi, Roma imparatorlugu devrindeki isimler iizerinde du-
ralim. Roma devri kitabelerinde, bir Roma’linmm en az iki, umumi
olarak da iig¢ ismine rastlanird :

1) Praenomen (kiigiik isim),
2) Nomen Gentilictum (soyadi),
3) Cognomen (ek ad).

Fakat, kitabelerde, arada bir, babasinin da isminden, phyle (tribus)-
sinden bahsedildigi goriiliir. Ayrica, baz1 kere bir Roma’linin Agno-
men’ine, yani lakabma da tesadiif edildigi vakidir. Meseld, Scipio’ya,
sonradan Afrika’da kazanmis oldugu zafer iizerinc Africanus den-
mesi gibi. Su halde, Roma imparatorlugu devrinde, bir kitabede,
bir sahsin iigten fazla isminin gegtifine sahit olunabilir. Mesela,
Anadolu’da, Lykianmn eski meshur liman1 Patara (bugiin Ovakoyii)’l
bir sahsin onii¢ isminin oldugu kayithdir3. Fakat, ckseriyetle, bu
kadar kalabalik adi olan bir adamin, resmi vesikalar miistesna, isim-
lerinin hepsinin kitabelerde gegmesi sart degildi. Mesela, basar
gostermis, memleketine biiyiik hizmetlerde bulunmus bir vatandas:
bir kitabe ile sereflendirmek icap etse, kitabede onun yalniz iig ismini
zikretmekle iktifa olunurdu. Su halde, bu adlar nasil, ve kimlere
verilirdi? Roma vatandashk hakki Roma imparatorlugu zamaninda,
yerli halktan, memleketine ve vatanma her hangi biiyiik hizmetlerde
bulunmus bazi muayyen eyaletlilere, mescla, zenginlere verilirdi. Bu
serefe nail olan eyaletli bir kimseye yeni bir Roma ismi verilirdi ki,
bu isim de ya imparatorun, yahut da Proconsul yahut Legatus gibi
herhangi bir Roma eyélet idarecisinin isminden almurdi. Gok kere,
Proconsul, imparatora, memleketine hizmeti dokunmus bir cyélet
zenginini tavsiye eder, ve imparator da, bu teklifi kabul cttigi tak-
dirde, o eyaletli, Proconsul’iin praenomen’iyle nomen’ini ahr, kendi

3 TAM. 11, 426.
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0z ismini de cognomen (ek ad) olarak muhafaza ederdi. Bazan, Roma
vatandashg hakkini kazanan bir kéle de bulunabilirdi; o takdirde,
bu kéle kendisini azad eden efendisinin praenomen’iyle nomen gentili-
cum’unu almakla miikellef idi. Tarihte buna rastlamak hemen her
zaman miimkiindiir. Latin sairi Publius Terentius Afer (M.6. 185—
189), Roma senatorlerinden Terentius Lucanus’un kélesi idi; ve
bunun igindir ki, kendi nomen’ini teskil eden Terentius ismini, efen-
disi olan Terentius Lucanus’tan almistir. Vaziyet boyle olduguna
gore, kitabemizde gegen Prusias (Uskiibii) sehri idarecisinin cogno-
men (ek ad)ini tegkil eden Nestor Grek ismi, yerli bir isim olup, o,
bunu muhafaza etmis ve digerlerini, yani T. Fl. Domitianus isim-
lerini de, 6teden beri adet oldugu veghile, kendisine ad olarak kabul
etmigtir. Roma imparatorlugu eyéletlerinde bu tiirlii isim alma key-
fiyeti, (M.s. 212) yihna kadar devam eder. Bu tarihten itibaren,
imparator Caracalla, mevcut adeti kaldirarak, bu vatandashk hak-
kinin tanmmas: keyfiyetini Roma imparatorlugu hudutlar1 dahilinde
oturan biitiin eyalet halkina tesmil etmis, ve boylece, mevcut teamiilii,
kendi nomen gentilicium’u olan Aurelius ismini aldirmak suretiyle degis-
tirmistir. Bu vaziyete gére, Roma vatandashk hakkimi kazanmus
eyaletli bir kimse, Caracalla’nin nomen’ini alarak, Roma vatandansi
kisvesine biirinmiis olurdu. Caracallanm asil resmi adi, Marcus
Aurelius Antoninus’tur. Kendisinin M.s. 212’de  almig oldugu bu
“Roma vatandasi olma karanina”, kendi isminden miistak olan “‘Consti-
tutio Antoniniana” ad1 verilmistir 4. Bu duruma gore, kitabemizde gecen
Nestor'un Roma vatandashk hakkma malik olusu, ihtimal bu karar-
dan evvel vuku bulmus olsa gerektir. Aksi takdirde, onun da, Cara-
calla’nin nomen’iyle adlandirlmas: icapederdi.

Deliklitas adin1 verdigimiz (3) numarali kitabenin desifresi icin
yardimecr kaynak olarak ilk miiracaat ettigimiz kaynaklar, bu kita-
benin bulundugu kéyde ve ayni yerde ele gegmis olan ve bu yazi-
mizda da fotograflarim1 ve metinlerini vererek desifresini ve tahlilini
yaptigimiz (1) ve (2) numarali natamam kitabelerdir. T. Fl. Domi-
tianus Nestor’un serefine, Prusias phylarkhos’lari tarafindan rekze-
dilmiy bulunan (3) numaral kitabenin gerek bas tarafi, gerekse sonu

¢ Ulpianus, Dig. I, 5, 17; In orbe Romano qui sunt, ex sonst. imp. Antonin.
cives romani effecti sunt; Krs. Leon Homo, L’Empire Romain, s. 85; Victor Duruy,
ayn. es. s. 245.
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ve ortasmnin da delik kismi eksik durumdadir. Bize diisen vazife, bu
eksikleri, climizde mevcut imkanlar nispetinde tamamlayip, tanit-
maktir. Bu itibarla, kitabenin énce bas tarafim tamamlama isini
halle ¢ahsalim. Kitabenin bas tarafini, gene ayni yerde bulundugunu
gordiigimiiz aym sahsin, yani T. Fl. Domitianus Nestor’un jerefine
dikilmis su asagidaki kitabe ile tamamlayabilmekteyiz :

oV &md Yévoug &alv-
xprtov ‘EXAnvapyny xol
g TpoyovVewY lcpéwv TE
x]ai Betbuviapydv kol Xe-
5 BlacTtopavtdy xal TPUTIAVELY
T.®A. Aoprtiavdy
Néortopa.

Deliklitag kitabesinin ilk (1-3) satirlarmi® boylece tamamladik-
tan sonra, kitabemizin 6. satirmin iki ucu, yani bagmmi ve sonunu
teskil eden kelimelerin yarisindan gogu metnimizde mevcut oldugu
i¢in, bu satirlarin tamamlanma isinde herhangi bir zorlukla karsi-
lagilmamistir.  Ciinkii buradaki dyopavopnoavra peyahompenéds tabiri
¢ok sik gegen gayet umumi bir tabirdir. Ayrica, hemen hemen ayni
ibareyi yukarida vermis oldugumuz (2) numaralh kitabe ile de
mukayese edersek, bu hususu takviye etmis bulunuyoruz. (2) numa-
rali kitabe, aym1 zamanda Deliklitag kitabesinin 7-8 nci satirlarini
tamamlamakta isimize yaramistir. Yani, metnimizde &pZayt.......
...... ey [émpa. . ., seklinde gegen 7 nci satirla, 8 nci satirin bas
tarafini, yukarida verdigimiz (2) numaral kitabenin g ncii ve 4 ncii
satirlarindan, yani &pEavta thv peylotay &pynVv/Empavég. .. ... ifade-
sinden faydalanmak suretiyle, csas metnimizi doldurabiliyoruz. Delik-
litas metninde, 6-17 nci satirlarin sadece iki uglarindan, yani, isa-
ret ettigimiz satirlarin bas taraflarindan yarimsar kelime ile, son-
larindan gene yarim kelimeyi bulmayan birkag harflik fragmentler,
fotorafta da belli oldugu iizere (Res. 3), ehemmiyetsiz gibi goriiniirse
de, metnimizi bagka metinlerle mukayesede isimize yaradifi igin,
pek miithim sayilmaktadir.

8 nci satirin tamamlanmasinda da aym kitabenin (nr. 2. satir

5 Bk. yukarida 1 no.lu kitabe.
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6-7: tewun/redouvte Gyvésg. ... .. ) ifadesinden faydalanarak, bu satiri
tamamlamis bulunuyoruz.

9-11 nci satirlara gelince, bunlarin da benzerlerini su agagidaki
kaynaklarda bulabildigimiz igin, isimiz kolaylagmis olmaktadir :
G. Mendel, BCH. 25, 1901, 62 v.d. nr. 207: 3ig mp@dtov dpyovio xal
lepéar xal dywvobétny Aude Olvpmiov xal TyunTiv xal vs. ; aym sekilde
krg.: Cagnat IGR III. 64, 66, 1422, 1423 : Sic dpyovia xal mp&TOY
Gpyovra xal fepéx  xai dywvobérvy vs.: Friedrich Karl Dérmner,
Bericht iiber eine Reise in Bithynien, s. 17, nr. 10, satir 4-7: [8i]¢ dpyovru
xal mE@TOVY Hpyovta xoi iepda wal dywvobétyy A 'Oluprniou vs.

12 nci ve 13 nci satirlarmm tamamlanmasmi  kolaylagtirica
herhangi bir 6rnek metne rastlanmamisur. Fakat biz bu satirlan,
metinde goriildiigii sekilde biitiinlemeyi uygun buluyoruz.

14-15 nci satirlarm agag1 yukar: paralellerinin elimizde mevcut
olusu %, bu eksikliklerin tamamlanmasimi da miimkiin kilmugtir.

Kitabenin 14 ncii satirnda bir 6épovoia kelimesinin tamamlan-
mast bizce mithimdir. Kelimenin ligat manas1 hemfikir, ittihad, olarak
verilmektedir. Kitabemize gére, eski Prusias sehri Phyle’leri arasinda
bu ménada bir birlesmenin mevcudiyeti kabul edilebilir. Kitabe-
mizde bu kelimenin tamamu degil, yarisi ve hem de aksi tesadiif
olarak, son tarafi gegmektedir. Sayet, bas tarafi bulunsaydi, isimiz
daha kolay olabilirdi. Mamafih, Dérner’in?, bu kelime iizerinde
durarak, A. Kéerte’nin ® bu manada ileri siirmiis oldugu bir naza-
riyesine temasla, Prusias, sehrinde M. s. II. yiizyil ortalarinda épovoia
adi altinda bir birligin mevcudiyetine isaret etmesi, bizim bu keli-
meyi tamamlamamiza biiyiik fayda saglamis ve bu aym zamanda
Prusias’ta oyle bir birligin varhgm ve devam etmekte oldugunu
meydana koymugstur.

Kitabemizde eksik olarak gegen phyle’ler adedinin 12 oldugunu
ve sonra da aralarmda épovoia adi altinda yeni bir tegekkiille bir-

¢ Krs. G. Mendel, BCH. 25, 1901, 67, nr. 208, st. 18-19: of ti¢ 6povolae eic
Ty dpxiv] xdTol dmolederypévor pidapyor. Krs. A. Koerte, AM. 24, 1899, s. 435,
nr. 26: oi tig dpovolag fpnuévor elg [tiyv dpxhy adtod @idapyor. Krs. K. Dérner,
ayn. es., s. 10 v.d. nr. 4, st. 17-18: o ele Todmidv Etog fenuévor Thv [deyiv adto’
GOALPYOL.

? F. K. Dorner, ayn. es., s. 16, nr. g.

8 AM. 24, 1899, s. 453, nr. 26.
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lesmis bulunduklarini, yani, Démer’in ayni kéyde buldugu diger
bir kitabeden &grenmekteyiz?®. Yalmiz, Constitutio Antoniniana kara-
rindan sonra, Roma vatandaghgini kabul eden eyaletlilerin evvelce
bahsettigimiz isim alma usuliinde, praenomen’i birakip, sadece nomen
gentilicium’u  almak gibi bir usuliin ihdas edildigine, ve bunun bir
misalini Dérner’in bir kitabesinde gordigiimiize gore '°, bizim
kitabemizin, tarth bakimindan, Démer’inkinden daha eski bir za-
mana yiikselebildigini soyliyebilmekte isck de, bu tarihi kat’i olarak
belirtmek hususunda maalesef saglam bir ip ucuna sahip bulunma-
maktayiz. Yalmz biz, kitabedeki yazi karakterlerini gézoniine
alarak, bu tarihi M. s. II. yiizyil ortalarina konmasimi isabetli bulu-
yoruz. Fakat, burada sunu da tebariiz ettirelim ki, bu Prusias schri
birliginin tesekkiilii —ki, evvelce 12 phyle’nin 6uovoia adi altinda tes-
kil ettigi bir birlik olarak goriinmektedir— biraz 6nce bahsetmis
oldugumuz bir Hadrianus kitabesine dayanarak (krs. Dorner, ayn. es.
s. 16, nr. 9), M. s. IL. ylizyil ortalarina kadar gittigi kabul edilebilir.

Deliklitag kitabesinde, T. Fl. Domitianus Nestor’'un iki defa
arkhontluk ve bir kere de bas arkhontluk yaptig1 kayd: gegmektedir.
Dérner’in makalesinde, bu memuriyet, &poywv t7¢ @uAic, keza @brapyoc
yani phyle bagkani olarak goriilmesi, ve bunun da bir éuovola
(Burlik) ile birlestirilmesi istendiginden (Dérner, gés. yer), T. FL
Domitianus Nestor’un, bu Birligin bagkanhgini yapmis oldugu diisii-
niilerek, kitabemizin 14 ncii satirm1 tamamlarken, bu satirin her
iki uglarindan yarimgar kelimesi mevcut olduguna ve bilhassa satir
sonu kelimesinin ....] owg seklinde, yani diisiincemize muvafik bir
tarzda bulunduguna gore, gene Dorner’in aym eserinde gecen bir
kitabenin su iki,

Olutiii i Nenuévor elg Thy

Gpynv adTob QLAXEYOL

satiindan faydalanarak 1!, 14-15 nci satirlarimizi, metnimizde gé-

rildigi tzere, biitiinlemis bulunuyoruz.
16 nc1 ve miiteakip satirlarda gegen phyle isimlerinin tamam-

9 F. K. Dorner, ayn. es., s. 10, nr. 4.
10 Krs. ayn. es., s. 10. nr. 4.
11 Krs. ayn. es., s. 10-11, nr. 4. st. 17-18,
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lanmasinda da, gene Dorner’den istifade ettik. Buradaki liste, bizim
kitabemizdcki listenin aymidir. Ayni olmamasmna da imkéan yoktur;
zira bir gchrin phyle’leri bir defa tesbit edildi mi, ondan sonra, ayni
liste devam eder giderdi. Yalmz degisen tarafi 4zalanidir; o da, her
yil intihapla olur. Béylece, bu liste, bizim kitabemizdeki listeden,
Constitutio Antoniniana (M. s. 212) karari hiikiimlerine gore, daha
sonraki zamanlara ait olmasi gerektigi igin, kitabemizdeki phylc
isimlerini, oradakilerle karsilagtirmak suretiyle su sekilde tamam-
lamak imkinini bulduk !2: XeB[actyvi] ve T[Bepravy].

Kitabemizde bir imparatorluk kiiltinden bahsolunmaktadir.
Bu imparatorluk kiiltii ne demektir? Bu kiilt nasil meydana gelmistir?

Bidayctte, dini merkezler, mabetler, adak, bagy, hatti bazan
yiiksek kiymeti haiz egya kabul etme selahiyet ve imtiyazmna sahip
bulunuyordu. Fakat, Roma imparatorlugu devrinde, mabetlerin bu
hususi imtiyaz1 yukaridaki kadar kuvvetli degildi; bununla beraber,
méabetlerin &ovAte  hakki tanmmsti.  Asil  meseleye girmeden
once, dovMa’yr izah etmek faydal olur kanaatindeyiz. Zuvldv,
zorla gekip almak, koparmak, manalarmma gelir. On ek olarak konulmus
bulunan harf da alpha privatif’tir, yani, kelimeyi olumsuz yapar.
Su halde, kelimenin méanasi, zorla gekip alinamaz, dokunulamaz, yagma
edilemez demek olur'®. MaAbetlerin bu imtiyazina dayanan bazi kim-
seler, bu hakki sui istimal ederek icabinda bir mabede sigmmak
suretiyle kendi sahislarini da her tiirlii tehlikeden masun tutma cihe-
tine gitmislerdir. Bilhassa méabetlrin bu masuniyet sahasinin bidayette,
méabedin iginde, tanr1 heykelinin isgal ettigi kiigiik bir yer iken,
sonralarl, bu yerin genisletilerek mabedin digmna kadar giktigini ve
mabedin etrafinda genisge bir sahaya tesmil edildigini goriiriiz.
Masuniyet yerleri her zaman igin emin sayilirdi. Hatta, Misir Kirali
Ptolemaios XI.’un Ephesos’taki Artemis mabedine siginarak, uzun
zaman orada kaldigi malimdur!®. Bu tirli mabetler, Anadolu’da,
harp zamanlarinda bilhassa hazinelerin saklanmasinda gok ise yarardi.
"AcuMa’ya sahip mabetlerin  bu hususiyetlerini daha umumiles-

12 Krs. Dorner, ayn. es., s. 10-11, nr. 4. st. 19; BCH. 25, 1901, s. 61-63, nr.
207, st. 20; nr. 208, st. 21; AM. 24, 1899, s. 435, nr. 26.

13 Bk. Dio Cassius, XLVII, 19: dnnyépevoay 8¢ undéva & hpipov adtod
rotaguybvta En’ &8sty unte dvdpnrateiolar punte ouidcha.

4 Dio Cassius, XXXIX, 14-16.
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tirmek ve masuniyet sahalarmi sehir sahasma tesmil etmek maksa-
diyle, boyle bir mabedi olan bir sehir, mesela Magnesia ad Maeandrum
halki tanrigalarmm emridir diyerek, serefine musabakalar tertip
ederlerdi; ve béylece biitin Grek sehirlerine haberciler salarak,
tanriga serefine yapilacak olan miisabakalara, onlar1 da davet etmek
suretiyle schirlerinin masuniyetini ilan ederlerdi'®. Teos (S1gacik)
sehri de aym yolu takip ile, douMa’sinin sahasmi biitiin  sehre
(rio. 7olg &v Tée) tesmil  etmisti 16 Bilhassa, Teos seh-
rinin, Dionysos serefine yapilan temsiller miinasebetiyle her ta-
raftan gelen artistlere agik bulunduruldugu malimdur. Binaen-
aleyh, buraya gelen yabancilarm emniyetini saglamak lazim gelirdi.
Bunun i¢in de surlarla sarih sehrin masuniyetinin biitiin diinyaca
taminmas 1azim gelirdi. Fakat o zamanlarda, Roma éalemi bundan
gelecek fayda ve zararlar: heniiz disiinecek durumda degildi. Roma
imparatorlugunun yavas yavasg gelismesi ve genislemesi neticesinde,
imparatorluk, dovAiemin mahiyetini kavradi ve mazarratlarm da
anlamakta gecikmedi. Her taraftan gelen sikayetler iizerine &cuAie’nin
kotiiye kullamildign anlagildi. Nihayet Roma imparatoru Tiberius
22 senesinde aldig1 bir kararla genislemis bulunan doulia sahasin
tahdit icin biitin Grek sehirlerinin temsilcilerini toplantiya davet
etti. Senatoda bu meselelerin miinakasasim yaptirdi; boylece, ko-
lelere, hirsiz ve dolandiricilara, ugursuzlarla, tanrlarin himayesinc
layik olmayan kimselere, bir nevi signak teskil eden bu sahay1 tespit
ettirdi. Bu suretle Roma &oula’si, Grek govAie’sindan farkhi oldu.
Buna gore, Roma doulio’si, mabedin kendisi ile hazinelerine ve
personeline samil bulunmakta idi'?. Bundan sonra, Anadolu’daki
4ouMie’ya sahip mabetler artik bu yeni hiikiimlere gore, masuniyet-
lerini idameye cahgmuslardir. Imparatorluk devri bu masuniycti
gayet normal olarak idare etmesini bildi. Hig bir borgluya, hirsiza
boyle bir mabedin yatakhk etmesine meydan vermedi. Bu vaziyetin
22 senesindeki karardan sonra, 3. asrin ortalarina kadar gayet nor-
mal devam ctmis oldugu elimizde mevcut bir takim sikkelerle tesbit
edilmis durumdadir's. Fakat, Romalilar, baz mabctlerin, Grek

15 Le Bas - Waddington, Inscriptions d’Asie Mineure, 60-80; Krs. Victor Chapot,
Province romaine, 1908, s. 406 v.d.

16 Le Bas Waddington, ayn. es., 62.

17 Bk. Victor Chapot, ayn. es., s. 408.

18 Mionnet, III, s. 120-121, nr. 432, 442.
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dinyasmm digma ¢ikarak, tamamen umumilestiklerini goriince,
endise duymaga bagladilar. Miletos schri halkinim, kehanetleriyle
cihana in salmis Didyma Apollon méibedine &ovAlz hakkinin tanmn-
masi hususundaki 1srar1 dolayisiyle, Klaros ve saire gibi mabetlerin
de bu hakk: istemeleri iizerine, Roma imparatorlugu, bu kelimenin
manevi nufuzunun kendisi igin ileride bir tehlike dogurabilecegini
diisiindii ve bu otoriteyi, meseld Teos sehrinin &eunia’sim1 bir takim
umumi ifadeler kullanmak suretiyle yumusatmaga c¢aligti’®; mesela
“pek mukaddes Bule” gibi bir takim tabirlerin bu devirde sik sik gegi-
sinin yaninda, arada bir, “pek mukaddes. . . . . sehir” ifadesine de rast-
lanir. Sonra, Dionysos senlikleri miinasebetiyle, Grek Aaleminden
celp etmis oldugu birgok san’atkirlari sinesinde barindiran Teos
sehrinin, Apollon’un bir kehaneti mucibince?®, hem &ouvAia’st vardi,
hem de dopdrewa’st mevcuttu, yani, Teos sehri bir nevi hi¢ kimsenin
el uzatamiyacagi bir emniyet altina alinms bulunuyordu. Ciinkii,
biitiin azalari ilahi kanunlarin tatbikiyle ugrastiklart igin, mukaddes
addedilmekte idiler. Fakat, Roma, buray: tahrip etmek ve sindir-
mek, artistleri 6teye beriye dagitmak suretiyle onun, g6z kamastirici
sohretine agir bir darbe indirdigi zaman?!, acaba oradaki douAie’dan
bir eser kalmig m1 idi? Zannetmiyoruz; ¢iinkii, onun yerini bu sefer
7 lepwtdtn ™l (en mukaddes gehir) almis bulunuyordu.

Phrygia’da vaziyet daha bagkadir. Orada sahil bolgesine na-
zaran, devrin kiiltiiriine bakig, daha geri bir safhada bulunmakta
idi. Bu bakimdan Roma’nin da bu memlekete karsi biraz gevsek ve
biraz da politik davranmasi gerckiyordu. Lydia, ve Mysia igin de
ayni vaziyet cari idi; zira Hellen kiiltiiriiniin buralarda, sahilc na-
zaran, daha geg tarihlerde girmis bulundugu maldmdur. Karia’da
durum daha tehlikeli oldugu igin douvria’ya fazlasiyle hiirmet gos-
terilmisti. Mesela, Aphrodisias sehri, senlikleri ve miisabakalariyle
masuniyetini Roma’ya tasdik ettirmekte hig zorluk ¢ekmis degildi.
Su halde, douMa'nin frenlenmesi biitin Roma eyaletlerinde aym
zamanda olmamustir. Bu keyfiyet eyaletin sahilde ve igeride olduguna
gore, degismistir. Binaenaleyh, Roma ve Senato, otoritesini cyalet-

¥ Krs. Mionnet, Suppl., VI, s. 376, nr. 1890:  dyvav Tricv (mukaddes
Teos’lularn) ; Krs. CIG. 3108, 1. g: 4 iepwtdtn wors (en mukaddes sehir).

20 CIG. 3067, 1, 16.

21 Livius, XXXVII, 27.
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lerin bu vaziyetlerine gore, ayarlamasini diiginmiistir. O, nufuzunu,
yerine gore istimal ctmek surctiyle, eski dini merkezlerdeki mabet-
lerin salahiyet ve imtiyazlarm imkan nispetinde azaltma yolunu
bulmug ve bylece yeni bir kiiltiir dogmasin saglamustir: yavag yavas,
yer yer, biitin Roma é4leminde imparatorlara ait mabet insas1 go-
rilmege ve bu yeni mabetlerde, Imparator Caesar’in namna kiilt
icrasina baslanmisur. Sencnin muayyen giinlerinde, biitiin eyalet
schirleri, Caesar mabedinin bulundugu sehre gidip, imparatorluk
Liiltii icra ederlerdi. Onun serefinc musabakalar, cglenceler tertip
cderlerdi. Bu schirlere biitiin  cyélet sehirleri istirak ederdi. Bu
sebeple, bu dini merasime xowdv 'Actag (Asya Birligi) ismi veril-
misti. Birligin vazifesi hem dini, hem dc siyasi olmugtur. Dinidir,
¢linkii imparatora kiilt icra edilmekte idi; ve bu kiiltiin merasimleri
de, bir cyalet bag rabibi tarafindan, Roma’nin temsilcisi olan Pro-
consul veya onun miimessili bir zatin huzurunda, idare edilmek
suretiyle, fevkalade bir giin yasanir, imparatora dualar edilir, ondan
bolluk, sthhat temennilerinde bulunulurdu. Sonra, bu senlik giiniinde,
eyalet sehirlerinin rahip segimleri de yapilirdi. Mabeztlerin hesap-
lar1 gbzden gegirilir; dini merkezlerle ilgili daha birgok isler gorii-
siiliirdii. Fakat, bu meseleler gorisiiliirken, bazan dinl mevzuattan
uzaklagildigi da olurdu ki, bu da, Roma’nm, dini niyetini, siyasi
maksatlara kullandigmm bir delilidir. Zaten, dini birligin vazifesi,
cyalet sehirleriyle Roma arasinda miitavassit bir rol oynamakti. Bu
vazifcyi gormege basladigi andan itibarendir ki, Birlik, eski Grek
alemindeki karakterinden ayrilmis ve boylece tam manasiyle siyasi
birlik halini almugtir 22,

4. Uskiibii koyii Muhacirlar mahallesinde, diger g kitabe ile
birlikte bir yerde bulunmus bu kitabe de bir heykel kaidesi olup,
cinsi granittir. Yiksekligi 0.58 m., gen. 9,62 m., kal. 0,68 m., harf
yiik. 30 mm.dir (Res. 4).

[T.J®A Aoprriavés Néotop
v ayaBv xal
JthosTopydTatoy ToTépa
Terciimesi: “T. FI. Domitianus Nestor, ivi ve gayet miigfik olan babasinin
heykelini (reszetmistir)”.

22 Bk, Victor Chapot, aym. es., s. 454 Vv.d.
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sehri idarecisi olarak tamidigimiz T. Fl. Domitianus

Nestor’un, babasmin bir heykelini dikmekle, onu tebcil etmek iste-
digini gériiyoruz.

5. Bundan onceki dort kitabe ile ayni yerde bulunmus olup,
bir heykel kaidesidir. Yiiksekligi 0,61 m., gen. 0,66 m., kal. 0,60 m.,
harf. yiik. 29 mm.dir. Tagmn cinsi granittir (Res. 5).

10

Terciimesi:

IMpea<P>(evthv) Zep(aotol) Hyeubva Aeyedvos 1
xepavvopbpov Beféag edotabolc

npeaf(evtiv) ZeB(aaTol) fHyewbva Acyedvoc
Khavdiag, mpeaB(evtiv) ZeP(aotob) xal émavop-
Bty tév i Happuriag morewy,

avBdmatoy Zixeiag, mpeoBeu (Thy)

xal &vTioTpdTnyoy Xef(aoTol) xal fyewéva
Podatiag, mpeoB(evthv) xol dvriotpdtyyoy  efB(aotod)
xal Nyepbva Kiktag, mpeaB(cutiy)

xal avTioTpaTnyov Zef(aotod) xal fHysubva
"ApaBiag, Gratov, M(dpxog) Ao(u)itiog

“Markos Domitios (adinda bir vatandas) saglam ve metin
olan yldinim (sagan) 12. Legion ile 7. Claudia Legionunun
komutanhiginda bulunmugs, Pamphylia’da imparatorun temsilcisi
ve oradaki sehirlerin onancisi olmug, Sicilya’mn Proconsul’liik
vazifesini  gormiis, Propraetor sifatiyle imparatorun temsilci-
ligini yapmug, Galatia’da, Kilikia’da ve Arabia’da Legatus
Propraetore sifatiyle idarecilik etmig, consul olmus (bir Roma-
himn heykelini rekzetmigtir) .

Bu kitabenin muhteviyati, bize maalesef csash bir ip ucu ver-
memektedir. Heykeli rekzedilen yiiksek Roma memurunun mahiyeti
hakkinda hemen hemen higbir malimat edinmis degiliz. Kitabe-
mizde bu memurun ne ismi, ne de vazife gordiigii seneler mevcuttur.
Bu tagm alt ve iist taraflarmin kirik olmasi, bizi hal zorluklar: iginde
birakmis bulunuyor. Elimizdeki metinde, ismi meghul kalan yiiksek
Roma memurunun, memuriyet hayatinda XII. Legion ile VII. Clau-
dia Legio’nunda komutanhk etmis ve Proconsul ve Consul’lik
vazifelerinde bulunmus, Legatus Propraetore sifatiyle imparatorun
temsilciligini yapmis oldugu anlatilmakta, fakat kat’i olarak hangi
tarihlerde bu vazifeleri gordiigii kaydi gegmemektedir. Yalniz, tastaki
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yazi karakterlerinin ima ecttigine nazaran, bu kitabenin M. s. IL.
asrin sonlarima dogru yazilmis oldugu kanaati cdinilmektedir.

6. Uskiibii’de diger kitabelerle bir arada bulunmustur. Simdi,
onlarla birlikte okulun bahgesinde muhafaza edilmektedir. Kitabenin
yazili bulundugu tasin cinsi granittir. Yiiksekligi 0,49 m., gen. 0,54
m., kal. 0,52 m., haft yiik. 35 mm.dir (Res. 6).

[Adtoxparopa Kaisapo]
[@eob Toationsh]
IMopBixob vicy

Ozob Népova vi-

wvéy Tpaiavov
‘Adpravov

TePoactov moTé-

pa watpidog

Terctimesi: “‘(Falan), memleketin babasi ve Nerua’min torunu ve Tra-
ianus’un oglu olan Traianus Hadrianus’un heykelini (rekzet-
mistir)”.

Imparator Traianus Hadrianus (M. s. 117—138)’un serefine
rckzedilen bu kitabenin muhteviatimin da gosterdigi veghile, kita-
benin hem bas tarafi, hem de sonu eksik durumdadir. Bu metinde,
heykeli kimin diktirdigi kayd: bulunmadig1 gibi, bas tarafindan da,
heykeli dikilen imparator Traianus Hadrianus’un babasinin ismi de
tam degildir. Maamafih, Traianus Hadrianus’a ait bu tiirli kitabe-
lerin yiizlercesine rastlamak miimkiin oldugu igin, bu kitabenin bas
tarafinin tamamlanmas1 gayet basittir.

Kitabede gecen watip moatpidog ( pater patriae), yani, “‘vatamin
babast” tabiri, Hadrianus’a verilen resmi bir tebcil unvanidir.
Bu kitabcnin bir paralelini tegkil ctmesi muhtemel olan diger
bir kitabe, bize, bu heykeli diktirenin, onu diktirenden bagkas: ol-
dugu hususunda ip ucu verebilir. Ciinkii, bir schirde, aym kitabeyi
ihtiva eden heykellerin muhtelif kimscler tarafindan diktirildigi
daima gériillegelmektedir. Mescla, Prusias sehri Gerusia’st veya
Demos’u hattid bir Phylarkhos’u, Hadrianus’un serefine, sehrin muh-
telif yerinde onun birkag heykelini diktirmis olabilir. Su halde, bu
heykeli rekzedenin bu gibi sahis veya miiesseselerden biri oldugunu

diisinmemizde mahzur yoktur.
Belleten C. XIX, 7






Anadolu Beylikleri tarihine ait notlar :

KUVVADDAR OGULLARI

M. ZEKI ORAL

Miizeler Umum Miidiirliigii Arsiv Sefi

Tiirkiye Selguklu devletinin ¢okmesi iizerine Anadolu’da kuru-
lan beylikleri biliyoruz. Onlardan baska ve onlar kadar énemli
olmiyan beylikler de vardir. Bunlam mehazlarimizda ¢ Tavaif-i
miilikten miiteferrikin® bashg: altinda yazilmig gériiyoruz.! Konu-
muz olan Kuvvaddar ogullar: iste bu miiteferrik beylerden sayila-
bilir. Bunlar hakkinda malimat simdilik Bezm i Rezmin iki kayd:
ile Taskoprii’de bulunmus iki mezar tasma inhisar etmektedir. Once
mezar tasglarmi inceliyelim :

Kastamonu ilinin Tagkoprii ilcesi merkezindeki Hiisamiiddin
mescidi haziresinde bulunan bu iki mezardan birisi 825 H. yilinda
olmiis bulunan Kuvvaddar oglu llyas Bey oglu Ali Bey’e, digeri de
826 H. yilinda vefat eden kardesi Kuvvaddar oglu Ilyas Bey oglu
Sevindik Bey’e aittir. I. Resim de gbriilen sandukali mezar Ali Bey’e
ait olup bas ve ayak tarafina dikilmis iki mermer tasla bu taslarin
arasina konmus mermer sandukadan ibarettir. Uzerinde su yazlar
vardir :

Sandukanin yanlarinda iistte :
ol gy Al N IY G Bl r:")” o) Al e
Ol 48 O V1 dlllace Al O S Yl 1Y Ll
AWl oL
Sandukanin yanlarinda altta: .
Jrl Jr o341 asTU asTh M Oﬁ_j_.s y Wil
s S oWy S oyl IS Il Oy

! Diivel-i Islamiye, s. 319 Tirklerin ve Mogollarin tarih-i umumisi c. 4, S.
140; 1. Hakki Uzuncarsili, Anadolu beylikleri. s. 57; Cami iid-diivel.
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Sanduka iizerindeki yazilarin birincisi ayettir (Sarei Al-i Imran,
yet 17-18); ikincisi isc XV. asir tiirkgesi ile yazilmis iki beyittir.
“Talihime halel gelmesin, bahtim bozulmasin derken yavas

yavag ecel gengeli eristi

Ecel ¢engeline esir olduktan sonra climden tutacak kimse
bulunmadr1”

seklinde bugiinkii sivemize gevrilebilir. Mezarm bas ve ayak tag-
larmda su yazlar vardir: Yazlarin bulunduklari yerler krokide
rakamlarla goésterilmigtir:

Bas tasiin dig yiziinde:
J}*’-*S\JA — | s 1
S\5ebl 3)};11 ZA;J.;J\_ 3

Bas tasmun ig¢ tarafinda:

L 1= T
Rz)d‘c\;,,l\_ 2

Ayak tagmin i¢ yiiziinde:
ol el de — 1 — 111
Y R T S
V.A}f; Ay 9 — 3
Ayak tasmin dig yiziinde:
s 4 oy, a— 1-—1V
ob N A — 2
and Y (_g-.'sl}. e —
Gy o e i — 4

(€]
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1, 2, 3 ncii bendlerin tiirkgesi: “Allah esirgeciyi ve affedicidir.
Allah kabirlerini nurlandirsin Kuvvaddar oglu Ilyas Bey oglu ve
hakkm affina, rahmetine muhtac, miibarek schit, insanhigin hiilasasi
genglerin iftihar ettigi merhum Ali Bey’e bu nurlu mezar yapildi”.
Dérdiincii bendin tiirkgesi de “825 yili Cemaziyelahirinin 18 nci
pazartesi (9 Haziran 1422) sali gecesinin yansimda yazildi” demektir.

Sevindik Bey’in mezari — resimde goriildigii gibi — bas ve ayak
tarafina dikilmis yalnmz iki mermer tastan ibarcttir. Taslarm yapi-
liglar1 klasik mezar taslan tipindedir. Uzerinde su yazlar vardir:

Bag tasinin i¢ yiiziinde:

SsUl g2 — 1
LNl &% w5 0 s — 2
el e AN, Ol b S End — 3
g all dy ) C\:al\ Leill daddl — 4
Ayak tagmm dis yuzinde:
oVl B e — 1
33 ot al e — e
= st g la, Al —3
Wb OB iy ey — 4
Ayak taginn ig tarafinda:
Cow ared bl i — 1
Pl , 0y ke — 2
Bu yazilarin tiirkgesi: “Allah bakidir. Bu mezar Kuvvaddar
oglu Ilyas Bey oglu Tanrimin rahmetine muhtag miibarck sehit,
merhum, vaktin nev civani, yigiti, ulularin sonu, neticesi ve beyler
siilalesinden olan Sevindik Beyin’dir. Allah onlarin kabirlerini nur-
landirsin. 826 senesi Safer aymda cumartesi gecesinin ligte ikisi vak-

tinde yazild1” demektir.
Mezar taslarindaki bu yazilar mahalli negriyatta yaymlanmig

2 Bu tarihin yiizler hanesi siyakat rakami ile yazilmistir. Krs. Konya miizesi
102 No. yazma mecmua, s. 172.
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ise de pek gok noksan ve yanhglar vardir. 3 Onlarm (Siraten seviyyer.

b g ﬁ"fﬂ diyc uydurduklar1 kelimlerin = Sevindik Bey ibm
llyas Bey Ibni Kuvvaddar oldugu acikca goriilmektedir (Res. 2).

Bezm ii Rezm’in kayitlarma gelince: Yildirim Bayezit Han Amas-
ya’ya giderken Kuvvaddar! ogullari elinde bulunan Kirkdilim
kalesine ugramus, kaleyi muhasara ile zabt ederek Kuvvaddar oglu
Seydi Mahmud’u tutmus oraya hapsetmistir. ®

Amasya emiri Ahmet Bey tenezziih yerlerinin giizeli ve hos bir
yer olan Kaynar - pmariina® g¢adirlarini kurmus asker toplamug
Kuvvaddar oglu ile birlikte Sivast Kadi Burhan iid din’den almak
i¢in hareket etmislerdi. ?

Iste Amasya emiri ve Haci Sadgeldi Pasanin oglu, miistek
beylerden olan Ahmed Bey ile ittifak iederek Sivas’s Kadi Burhan iid
din’den almaga giden Kuvvaddar oglunun da bu miistekil iimera
arasinda sayillmasi uygun olacagma inaniyorum.

Bu siilile elinde oldugu anlagilan Kirkdilim$ kalesinin nerede
oldugu, yerinde bugiin kale bakiyeleri bulunup bulunmadigini heniiz
tesbit etmek miimkiin olmadi. Gorum’a yazdigim mektuplardan
daha bir cevap alamadim.

Kuvvaddar ogullarinin ne suretle Taskoprii’ye gelmis yerlesmis
ve orada 6lmiis olduklar: hakkinda mehazlarda bir kayit yoktur. Fakat
yurtlari ellerinden alinan iimeranin bagka taraflarda ikamete memur
cdildigi ve gegimlerine medar olmak iizere timarlar verildigi ma-
lamdur. Kuvvaddar ogullarmmm da Taskoprii'ye bu sekilde gelmis
olmalar1 ihtimal dahilindedir.

¥ M. Behget, Kastamonu Asar-1 kadimesi. s. 70. Talat Mimtaz Yaman,
Kastamonu tarihi, s. 135. Ahmet Gokoglu, Paflagonya. s. 297.

! El-kaid, binek hayvanlarini yeden adama derler. Yedekgi demektir. Cemi
zuvvar vezninde kuvvad gelir. Seraskere, ¢avusa itlaki bu méanadandir (Kamus
tercimesi, c. I, s. 1268). Bu ifade kelimenin mezar tasindaki harekenmis sekline
uyar. Bezm i Rezm’de kuvvad-u dar seklinde yazilmistir.

® Bezm ii Rezm, s. 403:

BL-15Y &LJ[ Js ,;,5] Ae Sy [ (_h 515] Lald (.L:._—; B G ST SR TR PO o
.\._..'h,,/",f; Vo) s Gy \'.15, 1@3{ :,f Gdam "J“"i
¢ Kaynar-pmari Ordu vilayetinin Unye kazasina bagh bir yerdir. Meskan
yerler kilavuzu, s. 655.

? Bezm i Rezm, 330:
r Sld o7 9 lee padt Bl o2 ol fpn flia g oF Aidr e S el Ll
3T 5 ) gam ¥ ol gl y Sl W € by In Ay &l pean SLo0 s S gidin

® Anadolu’da iki yerde Kirk dilim gosterilmistir. Birisi Yozgat'n Cekerek
kazasina bagl bir kéy. Digeri Corum merkezine bagli bir kéydiir. Meskin yerler
kilavuzu s. 688.
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Prof. Dr. Gotthard Jischke : Dic Tiirkei in den Jahren 1942—1951. Geschichts -
kalender mit Namen und Sachregister. Wiesbaden : Otto Harrassowitz, 1955. V11,
196 S. 8°.

Miinster Universitesinde Sark Semineri Profesorii Dr. G. Jaschke, Tirk inki-
labim ve yeni Tirkiye'yi, simdiye kadar, yorulmak bilmiyen bir gayretle incele-
miye ve tamitmiya muvaffak olmus kiymetli bir bilgindir. Profesoriin, bizce, Ata-
tiirk inkilab: ve yeni Tiirkiye hakkinda yazdig: yirmi kadar eser ve makele arasinda,
birinci derecede yer isgal eden anaeseri, herkesce bilinen Tarih Takvimidir . Bu
eser, 1. Diinya Harbini, Osmanh imparatorlugu bakimindan felaketle kapayan
Mondros miitarekesi giinlerinden itibaren, yeni Tiirkiye tarihinin anahatlarini bir
“Tarih Takvimi” sahifelerine sigdiran ¢ok basarili ve dikkatli bir ¢aliymanin mah-
sulidiir. Miiellif, simdi, ilim alemine, Tiirkiye Tarih Takviminin 1942—1951 yil-
larina ait on senelik bir zamam kaphiyan VII. cildini sunmus bulunmaktadir.
Atatiirk’tin liderligindeki Tiirk inkilabinin, Doguda ve hatta biitiin diinyada hiir-
riyet ve istiklalleri igin ¢arpisan biitiin milletler tizerindeki tesiri giin gegtikce daha
iyi anlagilmaktadir, XX, yizyihmizin en basarili ve yapici bir hareketi olan Tirk
inkilabinin biitiin teferruatiyle bilinmesi ve incelenmesi, bizim igin oldugu gibi,
biitiin diinya igin de ihmal olunamiyacak bir konudur. Profesor Jaschke’nin 1918
—1951 tarihlerini igine alan eserinin basta gelen meziyeti, esarete mahkam edil-
mek ve vatan topraklarindan mahrum birakilmak istenilen Tiirk milletinin, Ata-
tirk’iin Anadolu’ya gelisinden itibaren kendi mukadderatina hakim olduktan
sonra bugiinkii demokrasi safhasina kadar daima ileriye dogru yiikselen tarihini
az sbz, fakat agik ve miisbet hadiselerle gostermiye ve ¢izmiye muvaffak olmasidir.

Eser, sadece, yil ve tarih giinlerinin ve hadiselerin gelisi giizel siralanmasindan
ibaret degildir. Muellif, ilk ciltlerinde oldugu gibi, 1942—1951 yillarina ait son
VIIL. cildinde de, baris ve umumi bir kalkinma havasi iginde daima gelismekte
olan yeni Tirkiye'yi, diinya hadiseleri gergevesi iginde, oldugu gibi aksettiren
giizel bir eserdir. Eserde, yeni Tiirkiye’nin ig, dis, ekonomi politikasi, sanat ve cemi-
yet hayati, bilhassa demokrasi alamindaki hamleleri ve tuttugu yapici yol, meclis
tutanaklari, kanunlar, kararnameler, yetkili devlet adamlarinin sozleri, yerli ve
yabanci basin hiilasalarinin g1 altinda, zahmetsizce anlasilabilecek bir sekilde
tesbit edilmis bulunmaktadir. Kaynaklarinin sirasiyle yerlerinde gosterilmis olmasi,
bu konuda inceleme yapacaklara ayrica biiyiik bir kolaylik vermektedir.

1 Bugiin, dilimizde daha gok kronoloji kelimesiyle ifade olunan Geschichts-
kalender tabirini “Tarih Takvimi” seklinde aldim. Katip Celebi’nin dilimizde,
bu cins kitaplarin hemen en eskisi ve miikemmeli sayilabilecek meshur eserine
“Takvimii’t-Tevarih” adini vermis olmasi da, “Tarih Takvimi” ismini kabul et-
memin bashca sebebidir.
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Bundan evvel ¢ikmis olan alti ciltle birlikte son VII. cilt de, her tarihginin
ve aydmin, bu konuda arasurmalarini kolaylastiracak bir kilavuz kiymetini tasi-
maktadir. Bu himmet ve hizmetlerinden dolay: escr sahibi Prof. Dr. G. Jaschke ile
son cildi pek miikemmel bir surette ¢ikaran Wiesbaden’de Otto Harassowitz ba-
simevini tebrik ve kendilerine tesekkiir etmeyi bir vazile bilirim.

On senelik (1941—1951) hadiseler1 kapliyan bu eserde, her kitapta oldugu
gibi, gozden kagan bazi baski ve diizeltme hatalarmin bulunmasmi tabii gérmek
lazimdir. Eserin kiymeti ve dogrulugu tizerinde higbir tesiri olmiyan bu noktalari
burada belirtmek eserin kiymetini ancak arttirabilir. Gérebildigim bazi eksikler
hakkindaki miildhazalarim sirasiyle sunlardir :

1— Metinde sahis isimleri bazan kisalularak, bazan da tam olarak yazilmis-
tir (Bedri Tahir $aman, Nedim Veysel ilkin metinde kii¢iik ve soy adlar1 tamam
olarak yazildizi halde, Semseddin Giinaltay’n ve Recep Peker’in kiigiikk adlar
kisaltilarak R. Peker, S. Giinaltay seklinde yazilmigtir). Biitiin kitapta, miitaleay:
kolaylastirmak bakimindan ayni usuliin tutulmasi uygun olur. Metinde, kiigiik
isimlerin yalmz bas hafleri yazilarak indeksde, hem kiiciik, hem soy adlarin tamam
olarak yazilmas: miimkiindiir.

2— Tirk ordu mensuplarindan bahsedilirken hizmette olanlarla olmiyan-
larin, mimkiin oldukga, belirtilmesi faydahdir. General Zeki Baraz’in (sahife 1),
ve General Hicipoglu'nun (sahife 11) vefatlarindan ve General Hiisnii Emir Erki-
let’in tevkifinden bahseilirken (sahife g8) emekli olduklar1 (A.d.) isaret edilmemistir.

3— Metindeki bir ¢ok hadiselerin kaynaklar1 gésterilmemistir. Bu, kitaptan
faydalanilmay: giiglestirebilir. Metne girebilen biitiin olaylar igin kaynak gosteril-
mesi temenniye sayandir.

4— 8 Aralik 1942’de 6ldiigii kaydedilen General Hicipoglu’nun vefati hak-
kinda Ankara ve Istanbul gazetelerinde bir habere rastlanmamistir. Bu isimde
bir General Milli Savunma kayitlarinda da yoktur. Kiigiik ismi nedir? Olimi
sirasinda muvazzaf mi yoksa emekli miydi? Bundan bagka, General Zeki Baraz’in
vefat1 haberinde, (bk. sahife 1) kendisinin, I. Diinya Harbinde Alman umumi
karargahinda Tirk askeri murahhasi oldugu yazildig1 halde, General Hicipoglu
igin higbir izah verilmemistir. Bir Generalin 6limiinii, herhangi bir izahsiz metine
almaktaki fayda anlasilmamistir. Bu havadisin kaynag da verilmedigi i¢in rah-
metli Generalin bi'yograﬁsi hakkinda bagka malamat elde edilememistir.

5— Hirvatistan’da “Dogu ve Bati” gazetesinin birinci numarasi haberi vazih
degildir (s. 14). Bu haberin ash sudur: Hirvatistan’da Miisliimanlar igin “Dogu ve
Bati” adli bir tiirk¢e gazetenin intisara baslamasi (II. Diinya Harbi kronolojisi
cilt 111, s. 25, Basin Yaymn Umum Miidiirliigii).

6— Mubharrir olarak gosterilen Faik Resit Unat’in tarihci ve cografyaci ola-
rak gosterilmesi daha uygundur (Index s. 192 ve 1. I. 1043).

7— Diyarbakir - Besiri demiryolunun agildigi haber verilirken Besiri yanl
olarak Beseri seklinde baslmistir (s. 27, 27 Mayis 1944).

8— Elgi Nebil Bat’nin kiigitkk adi bir baski hatasi yiiziinden Nebi olarak
citkmistir (s. 39, 23 Ocak 1945).
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9— 14. lzmir Fuarimi agan Karadeniz’in yanmina Raif, yahut hi¢ olmazsa,
R. konmas: uygun olurdu (s. 50, 21 Agustos 1945).

10— Suriye Generali olarak gosterilen Vedad Garan bir Tirk generalidir
ve bugiin Tirk ordusunda hizmettedir (8 Agustos 1946 ve Index s. 173).

11— Adliye Vekili $inasi’nin soy adi Devrin degil, Devrim’dir (s. 65).

12— Landesverteilungsordnung “Cifigiyi toplandirma tiiziigii” olarak ter-
cime olunmustur. “Ciftgiyi topraklandirma tiiziigii” olarak diizeltilmelidir (s.73).

13— Vedid’in soy adi Ozgiiren degildir, Uzgéren’dir (s. 77).

14— Sair ve diplomat Yahya Kemal’in soyadi bazan Beyatli, bazan Bayath
olarak yazihdir. Sonuncu sekli dogrudusur (s. 88 ve Index s. 167).

15 —Nafi Atuf Kansu’nun, 31 Mayis 1945°de C.H.P. Genelsckreterligine tayin
edildigi, 31 Ekim 1945°de de C.H.P. Genelsekreterligine secildigi yazilmistir. 11k
tayin vekil olarak yapilmistir (s. 45 ve 52).

16— Burhan Cahit Morkaya sair olarak gosterilmistir (s. 93). Bu zat muhar-
rirdir.

17— Ticani tarikati, eserde Ticaniya ve Ticaniye olarak yazilmistir (s. 94,
148 ve 149). Bizde Ticani olarak kullanilmas: yerlesmistir.

18— 1920 Akbag baskmi igin 26 Subat 1949’da bir anma téreni yapildig:
yazihdir (s. 96). Index’de ise Akbas Edremit civarinda bir yer olarak gosterilmis-
tir (s. 163). Akbas Gelibolu yarimadasinda ve Canakkale’nin Nara burnu karsi-
sinda bir limandir. Milli miicadelede, burada itilaf kontroliindeki cephane Hamdi
Bey idaresindeki bir milli miifreze tarafindan Anadolu yakasmna gegirilmisti. Hamdi
Bey’in, o vakit Edremit kaymakam: ve Edremit milli alay kumandam olmasin-
dan, bu hadise, Edremitliler tarafindan anilmaktadir.

19— Naksibendi kelimesi bazan Nahsibendi olarak yazilmistir (s. 99 ve 148).
Bizdeki yazilig tarzi Naksibendi’dir.

20— Dikeli, Dikili olarak diizeltilmelidir (s. 107).

21— Recep Peker defnedilirken General Sadik Aldogan’in dua ettigi veya
nutuk sdyledigi vaki degildir (s. 119). Sadik Aldogan cenaze namazina katilanlar
arasinda bulunmugstur.

22— Tiirk Kore Tugaymn, Isvigre radyosuna gore, Okinawa’ya hareket
ettigi yazilmistir (s. 120). Turk Tugayi, Genel Kurmay Arsiv kayitlarina gore,
Okinawa’ya gitmemis ve ugramamstir. Iskenderun’dan, dogruca Kore’de Pusan
limanina miiteveccihen yola ¢ikmustir.

23— Baypazar1 (s. 139), Beypazan olarak diizeltilmelidir.

24— Albay Danyal Yurdatapan, General Tahsin Yazicr’'nin yerine Kore
Tirk Tugaymin kumandanhgina tayin olunmus ise de, hemen. bu tayinden vaz-
gecilerek Albay D. Yurdatapan’in yerine General Namik Argug tayin olunmus
ve bu zat Kore’ye gitmistir. Albay Danyal Ankara’dan yola ¢ikmamigstir (s. 150 ve
154). Albay D. Yurdatapan’in Kore’ye gitmedigi kaydolunmalidir.

25— Bayan Mebrure’nin soyad: Aksolly degildir. Dogrusu Aksoley’dir.

26— Paydos piyesinin yazar1 Cevat Fehmi’nin soyadi Baskut’tur (s. 166).
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27— Hasan Ferit Cansever Tiirkgii ve hekimdir, muharrir degildir (s. 166).

28— Behget Kemal Caglar’in yanina sair oldugu ilave olunmalidir (s. 168).

29— Nuri Demirag, tayyare miihendisi olarak gosterilmistir. Bu zat miihen-
dis degildir, miiteahhit ve Milli Kalkinma Partisi lideridir (s. 168). Bir vakit, hususi
tayyare imalatgis: idi.

30— General Ali Fuad’in soyadi Erdem degildir, Erden’dir (s. 171).

31— General Nuri’nin soyad: Kilhgil olarak yazilidir, dogrusu Killigil’dir
(s. 180).

32— Refik Koraltan’in tam ismi Mehmet Refik Koraltan’dir, Refik Sevket
Koraltan degildir (s. 180). -

33— Ali Tirkgeldi'nin kiiciik adi Ali (AAlL)’dir s. (191).

34— Cemal Yesil isminin yanina diplomattan evvel maliyeci, Basvekalet
Miistesar1 ve Cumhurbaskanligit Umumi Katibi oldugu ilave olunmaldir (s. 195).

Eserin biyiik degerine higbir halel getirmiyecek olan yukaridaki daha ¢ok
baski hatalarinin, diizeltilecegini iimit ederiz. Bu kadar genis ve gesitli konulara
temas eden bir eserin hi¢ hatasiz ¢ikmasi imkan disinda oldugu diisiinilirse, sirf
muhterem miiellife bir yardim ve hadiselerin yanhgsiz aksettirilmesi diisiincesiyle
teklif olunan duizeltmelerin hos gériilecegine inanmaktayim. Eserin kiymetli ve
¢ok dikkatli yazar1 Profesér G. Jaschke’yi, bir daha tebrik ve yeni Tirkiye'nin
anlasilmasi igin ¢ok lizumlu bir kaynak olan nesriyatina devam etmesini temenni
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