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Abstract

fter the studies carried out in recent years, a large number of prehistoric settlements have

been identified in Mardin Threshold, an important part of the Southeastern Anatolia Region.
The chipped stone finds found in caves and on their terraces in deep valleys in the northern bor-
der of the Upper Khabur Region provide new information about the Epipaleolithic and Neolithic
periods of the region. Bahgebasi caves, located at the northern end of a deep valley that serves as
anatural transition between the plain and the mountainous region within the borders of Yesilli dis-
trict of Mardin province, provide new information about these periods. The caves in question pro-
vide new data about the prehistoric ages of the region and set the stage for new research questions.

Keywords

Southeastern Anatolia, Epipaleolithic, Pre-Pottery Neolithic Period, Northern Khabur, Yesilli,
Bahgebasi.

Introduction

Under the direction of Associate Professor Ergiil Kodas, the first season of the Pleistocene
and Early Holocene Period Archaeological Survey was carried out in 2022 in Mardin’s provincial
districts of Artuklu, Kiziltepe, Yesilli, and Nusaybin.? The research aims to obtain new data on the
prehistoric period in the region, which is an important part of Northern Khabur and is referred to as
the Mardin Threshold. With both mountainous and flat sections, the area between the Tigris and Eu-
phrates Rivers offers two distinct geographical characteristics. Understanding the region’s cultural
structure during the Epipaleolithic and Pre-Pottery Neolithic periods, as well as the transformation
in the area, are just two of the many research topics that are to be answered in the survey. In the

1 Ergiil Kodas, Mardin Artuklu University, School of Letters, Department of Archaeology, Mardin, Tiirkiye,
ORCID: 0000-0001-8340-5828, ergulkodas@artuklu.edu.tr.

Yunus Ciftci, Bitlis Eren University, School of Science and Letters, Department of History of Art, Bitlis,
ORCID: 0000-0001-5547-7613, cftc.yns@gmail.com.

Kazim Ozkan, ORCID: 0000-0003-1710-0019, kazimozkan85@gmail.com.

Cebrail Ider, ORCID: 0009-0005-0444-8528, cebrailider@gmail.com.

2 With permission from the Ministry of Culture and Tourism: Project number YA104703 (2022), E-94949537-38609.
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first season of research conducted in 2022, a total of 33 separate findspots were identified and doc-
umented (Fig. 1). Additionally, for the next season, a visit to two mounds, identified in 2022, dating
back to the Neolithic period, (Dara Hoyiik and Qurs Hoyiik) is planned. A total of 1413 chipped
stone finds, and 23 pottery fragments were collected from 33 separate settlements identified during
the research period. In these settlements, there are 23 caves, one rock shelter, seven open-air settle-
ments, one mound, and one fossil site. The seven open-air settlements are located on flint beds, all
of which predominantly date to the Lower and Middle Paleolithic periods. Important artifacts from
the Middle Paleolithic period, Upper Paleolithic period, Epipaleolithic period, and Pre-Pottery Neo-
lithic period have been found in the caves and rock shelters of 23 different settlements. Two sites in
the Kiziltepe Plain, namely Gollii Hoyiik and Qurs Hoylik, have been dated to the Pottery Neolithic
period. Additionally, a mound from the Pre-Pottery Neolithic period has been found within the an-
cient city of Dara, and a future survey is expected to be carried out there. Many settlements, 16 of
which date to the Lower Paleolithic period, 16 to the Middle Paleolithic period, seven to the Upper
Paleolithic period and 12 to the Epipaleolithic or Neolithic period have been identified. Deep valleys
have generally been the focus of the 2022 season, and the aim has been to obtain new information
on prehistoric life in the steep areas of the region. In this context, it is observed that the wide valleys
of a mountainous region are home to open-air settlements, within which caves and cave terraces
were actively used. In this regard, the Bahgebas1 Caves also provide important insights on the Epi-
paleolithic and/or the Neolithic period. This is because there are many unanswered questions about
the neolithization’s origins in Southeast Anatolia, which are typically investigated through mounds.
Even though mounds have typically been used to identify this period, there aren’t many Epipaleo-
lithic period villages in the area.® In this sense, the research on the use of caves and rock shelters in
mountainous areas during the Epipaleolithic and the Neolithic periods may shed new light on the
region’s neolithization. The aim of this study is to provide the research and preliminary findings
on the Bahgebasi Caves, located in a mountainous region, and to offer fresh insights into the time
periods under consideration.

Bahcgebasi Caves’ Location and the Characteristics of the Region

According to the thorough investigation conducted in 2022, the Yesilli and Sancar Valleys
contain many settlements. Seven caves and terraces in the Sancar Valley have been found to contain
chipped stone artifacts that date to the Late Epipaleolithic or Pre-Pottery Neolithic periods. Such
discoveries, however, are only represented by a tiny fraction of samples. In the meantime, the two
caves located in the Bahgebasi neighborhood of Yesilli district provide important insights. The caves
are situated at the northernmost point of an 11 km long, deep valley that extends northward from
the Kiziltepe-Nusaybin plain (Fig. 2). The valley, which begins amid the caves at an elevation of
roughly 1100 m, widens as it moves south and comes to an end in the Kiziltepe-Nusaybin plain at an
elevation of roughly 550 m. Limestone cliffs surround the area where the caves are located. Around
the caves lies a spring that maintains its importance for the region. Right across from Bahgebasi
Cave 2, which is on the western slope of the valley, is Bahcebasi Cave 1, which lies on the valley’s
eastern slope.

3 Metin Kartal et al., “Chipped Stone Assemblages of Kortik Tepe (Turkey),” Journal of Archaeological Science: Reports
19 (2018): 92-99, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2018.02.017; Ergiil Kodas, “Techno-Typological Analysis of the
Late Epipaleolithic/Proto-Neolithic Chipped Stone Tools at Cemka Hoytik.” TARE: Journal of the Turkish Institute of
Archaeology and Cultural Heritage 2 (2022): 97-130.
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Bahcgebasi Cave 1

Approximately 3 km northeast of the Yesilli district’s Bahgebas1 neighborhood, a substantial
portion of the cave’s ceiling has collapsed (Fig. 3). The entrance of the cave faces southwest. The cave
measures roughly 10 m in width and 7-8 m in depth, with a height that varies between 3 and 4 m in
some areas. On the cave floor, there are isolated areas of limestone bedrock. The cave and terrace are
currently used as an animal shelter. Vineyards are also located in the terrace area. Numerous flint and
obsidian fragments have been discovered in this open space in the terrace section, also due to mixing of
the soil. 50 artifacts made of chipped stone were discovered in total, comprising 13 pieces of obsidian
and 37 pieces of flint (Table 1). Among these pieces, there are two microblades and four flint cores
related to thin flake production, two blades, one made of obsidian and the other of flint, one flint thin
flake, three microblades, one made of obsidian and the others of flint, and three retouched blades, one
made of obsidian and the others of flint (Fig. 4). Two burins, two scrapers—one of which is flake-
based and has a back and the other is blade-based, one obsidian notched tool, two flint drills, one flint
semi-crescent, two triangles—one obsidian and one flint—and one obsidian micro point have been
found. One moustérien point has also been discovered, along with production waste and flakes com-
posed of obsidian and flint, 19 of which are made of flint. Considering the mentioned parts in general,
it is observed that blade, microblade, and thin flake (2.3 cm in length and 1.3 cm in width) carriers are
predominantly used. Particularly, microlithic tools indicate the Pre-Pottery Neolithic and the Epipaleo-
lithic periods.? In terms of typology, the recovered micro points, however, share characteristics with
the Nizzanim tips (Fig. 4).% At this point, it should be highlighted that the Nizzanim points date to the
Late Neolithic period. However, no pottery fragments that could date to this period have been found in
the area. According to a chronological analysis of the site, it can be said that it may have been inhabited
or visited during the Paleolithic, the Epipaleolithic, and the Pre-Pottery Neolithic periods.

Bahgebasi Cave 2

The bedrock can be seen in some parts of the cave floor, which is located approximately 1 km
west of Bahgebasi neighborhood in Yesilli district (Fig. 5). The entrance of the cave faces east. The
cave, with heights varying between 2 and 2.5 m, has a width of approximately 10 m and a depth of 9
m. It serves as an animal shelter today. Numerous flint and obsidian blades, microblades, and flakes
have been found in the terrace section. Additionally, a flake was discovered inside the cave. In the
recovered pieces, one mousterién point, two retouched blades, one microblade core, and two obsidian
blades were found (Table 2, Fig. 6). The mentioned pieces generally refer to the Middle Paleolithic
and the Epipaleolithic period. Animal bone remains have also been discovered on the cave terrace.

Conclusion

As part of the Pleistocene and Early Holocene Period Archaeological Survey initiated in 2022
in the districts of Artuklu, Kiziltepe, Yesilli, and Nusaybin in Mardin province, numerous chipped
stone artifacts that could be dated to the Late Epipaleolithic period or the Pre-Pottery Neolithic period

4 Metin Kartal, Tiirkiye'de Son Avci-Toplayicilar: Konar-Gégerlikten Yerlesik Yasama Gegis; Epi-Paleolitik Dénem
(Istanbul: Arkeoloji ve Sanat Yaylari, 2009); Eleni Asouti et al., “The Zagros Epipaleolithic Revisited: New Ex-
cavations and 14C Dates from Palegawra Cave in Iraqi Kurdistan,” Plos One 15, no. 9 (2020): 1-99, https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0239564.

5 Metin Kartal, Yontmatas Uglar (Ankara: Bilgin Kiiltiir Sanat, 2019).
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have been collected in many caves and on their terraces (Fig. 7). This new data is crucial for revealing
details about the Younger Dryas and Early Holocene periods in the area. Additionally, caves from
these periods were discovered in 2020 in the Mazi Mountain area of Mardin province.® Bahgebast 1
and Bahgebasi 2 caves, located at the northernmost border of a deep valley that provides a transition
between the plain and the mountainous area within the boundaries of the Bahgebasi neighborhood in
Yesilli district, are significant in demonstrating that caves at an average altitude of 1000-1100 m in
the region might have been inhabited or occasionally visited for hunting during the Late Epipaleo-
lithic or the Pre-Pottery Neolithic period. The position of the caves suggests that they were inhabited
or frequented for nourishment and finding refuge because they are situated at the valley entrances or
overlook the valleys. Research conducted in the area recently suggests that the caves in the moun-
tainous areas of the region may have been heavily populated or visited during the Younger Dryas for
purposes like hunting. It is suggested in this context that studying the region’s neolithization process
alone through the mounds beside the river is insufficient and that it is crucial to look at places like caves
and rock shelters in order to understand the activities and habitation patterns of the period.” Finally, it
can be said that it is becoming increasingly important to systematically investigate valleys that form
a natural transition area between the plain and the mountainous area, at least in the Mardin region. In
this context, Sikefta Brehi (13 Mart [March 13] Cave Fig. 7/a-1) identified in the center of Mardin is
important both in terms of providing information about the Epipaleolithic period and the presence of
a hunting area (Kites) to its north. This problem is further highlighted by the discovery of Late Epipa-
leolithic layers in mounds such as Cemka Hoyiik, Kortik Tepe, and Boncuklu Tarla, which are situated
in the region’s north and northeast.® The final point to remember is that numerous settlements located
along the Zagros line have also been identified through caves.® Studying the differences and potential
for interaction between the plain in the region (North Khabur), which is located at an average altitude
of 500550 m, and the mountainous area (Mardin/Bagok/Omerli/Maz1 Mountain), which is located at
an altitude of 10001200 m, is crucial in this context.
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Ozet

tineydogu Anadolu Boélgesi’nin énemli bir par¢asi olan Mardin Esigi’nde son yillarda yapi-

lan ¢aligmalar sonrasi tarih dncesi donemlere ait cok sayida yerlesim yeri tespit edilmistir.
Bilhassa Yukar1 Habur Bolgesi’nin kuzey smirini olusturan bu daglik bolgede bulunan derin va-
diler igerisindeki magaralar ve teraslarinda tespit edilen yontma tas buluntular bolgenin Epipale-
olitik ve Neolitik Donemi hakkinda yeni ve onemli bilgiler vermektedir. Bu yerlesimlerden biri
de Mardin ili Yesilli il¢esi siirlarinda ova ile daglik bdlge arasinda dogal bir gecis gorevi goren
derin bir vadinin kuzey ucunda bulunan Bahgebas1 Magaralari ve gevresidir. S6z konusu maga-
ralar bolgenin tarih oncesi ¢aglar1 hakkinda yeni veriler sunmakta ve yeni sorunsallara zemin
hazirlamaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler

Gilineydogu Anadolu, Epipaleolitik, Canak-Comleksiz Neolitik Dénem, Mardin, Yesilli,
Bahgebasi

Giris
Mardin ili Artuklu, Kiziltepe, Yesilli ve Nusaybin ilceleri Pleistosen ve Erken Holosen
Donem Arkeolojik Yiizey Aragtirmasi’nin ilk sezonu 2022 yilinda, Dog. Dr. Ergiil Kodas bas-
kanliginda gergeklestirilmistir.2 S6z konusu ¢alisma Kuzey Habur’un 6nemli bir pargasi olan ve
Mardin Esigi olarak da isimlendirilen bolgenin tarih 6ncesi donemleri tizerine yeni verilerin elde

edilmesini amaglamaktadir. Dicle ve Firat Nehirleri arasinda kalan bolge daglik ve ovalik iki ayri
cografi yapiya sahiptir. S6z konusu yiizey arastirmasinda 6zellikle Epipaleolitik ve Canak-Com-

1 Ergiil Kodas, Mardin Artuklu Universitesi, Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloji Boliimii, Mardin, Tiirkiye,
ORCID: 0000- 0001-8340-5828, ergulkodas@artuklu.edu.tr.

Yunus Ciftci, Bitlis Eren Universitesi, Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Sanat Tarihi Boliimdi, Bitlis, ORCID: 0000-0001-5547-
7613, cftc.yns@gmail.com.

Kazim Ozkan, ORCID: 0000-0003-1710-0019, kazimozkan85@gmail.com.

Cebrail Ider, ORCID: 0009-0005-0444-8528, cebrailider@gmail.com.

2 Say1 E-94949537-38609 Proje Numarast: YA014703 (2022), Kiiltiir Varliklar1 ve Miizeler Genel Miidiirliigii izni ile.
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leksiz Neolitik Donem’de bolgenin nasil bir kiiltiirel yapiya sahip oldugu ve neolitiklesme siire-
cinde bolgede nasil bir donlisiim yasandigi gibi farkli sorunsallara cevap bulmaya c¢aligilmaktadir.
2022 yilinda yapilan ilk sezon ¢aligsmalar sirasinda toplam 33 ayr1 buluntu yeri tespit edilmis ve
belgelenmistir (Fig. 1). Ayrica 2022 yilinda tespit edilen ve Neolitik Dénem’e tarihlenen iki adet
hoytigiin gelecek sezon igerisinde gezilmesi planlanmaktadir (Dara Hoyiik ve Qurs Hoyiik). S6z
konusu calismalarda tespit edilen 33 ayr1 yerlesimde toplam 1413 adet yontma tas buluntu ve 23
adet canak-¢omlek pargasi toplanmistir. Bu yerlesim yerlerinde 23 adet magara, bir adet kaya altt
sigagi, yedi adet acik hava yerlesimi, bir adet hdyiik ve bir adet fosil lokalitesi bulunmaktadir.
Toplam yedi adetle temsil edilen agik hava yerlesimlerinin tamami cakmak tas1 yataklari tizerinde-
dir ve tamaminda Alt ve Orta Paleolitik Donemlere ait buluntular yogunluk gostermektedir. Yirmi
iic ayr1 yerlesim ile temsil edilen magaralar ve kaya alt1 siginaklarinda ise Orta Paleolitik Dénem,
Ust Paleolitik Dénem, Epipaleolitik Dénem ve Canak-Cémleksiz Neolitik Donem’e tarihlenebi-
lecek buluntular 6ne ¢ikmaktadir. Canak-Comlekli Neolitik Dénem’e ait iki nokta ise Kiziltepe
Ovasi’nda tespit edilmis Golli Hoyiik ve Qurs Hoytik’tiir. Ayrica Dara antik kenti icerisinde de
Canak-Comleksiz Neolitik Donem’e tarihlenen bir adet hdyiik tespit edilmistir ve alanda gelecek
yillarda detayli bir yiizey arastirmasi yapilmasi planlanmaktadir. Kronolojik agidan bakildiginda
16 yerlesimde Alt Paleolitik Dénem, 16 yerlesimde Orta Paleolitik Dénem, yedi yerlesimde Ust
Paleolitik Donem ve 12 yerlesimde Epipaleolitik Dénem veya Neolitik Dénem tespit edilmis-
tir. Genel olarak bakildiginda, 2022 sezonunda daha ¢ok derin vadiler iizerine yogunlagilmis ve
bolgenin daglik alanlarindaki tarih 6ncesi yasam modelleri {izerine yeni bilgiler elde edilmesi
amaclanmigtir. Bu baglamda daglik bir bolgede bulunan genis vadiler igerisinde agik hava yerle-
sim birimlerinin bulundugu, vadiler igerisinde ise magara ve magara teraslarinin daha fazla tercih
edilmis oldugu goriilmektedir. Bahgebasi Magaralar1 da bu baglamda Epipaleolitik Donem veya
Neolitik Donem iizerine 6nemli bilgiler vermektedir. Zira genellikle hdyiikler iizerinden tanimla-
nan Gilineydogu neolitiklesme siirecinin kokeni lizerine 6nemli sorunlar bulunmaktadir. Bolgede
Epipaleolitik Dénem yerlesimleri az sayidadir ve bu donem genellikle hoyiikler iizerinden tespit
edilmistir.® Bu baglamda Epipaleolitik Dénem ve Neolitik Dénem boyunca daglik bolgelerde ma-
gara ve kaya alt1 siginaklarinin incelenmesi bolgenin neolitiklesme siireci lizerine yeni bir boyut
kazanabilecek bir potansiyele sahiptir. Bu ¢alismanin amaci da daglik bir bélgede bulunan ve séz
konusu donemler hakkinda yeni bilgiler veren Bahgebas1 Magaralar {izerine yapilan ¢alismalarin
ve ilk gozlemlerin tanimini sunmaktir.

Bahgebasi Magaralari Konumu ve Bélgenin Genel Ozellikleri

2022 yili ¢caligmalarinda detayli bir arastirma yapilan Yesilli Vadisi ve Sancar Vadisi igeri-
sinde ¢ok sayida yerlesim yeri tespit edilmistir. Sancar Vadisi’nde yedi adet magarada ve terasin-
da Geg Epipaleolitik Dénem veya Canak-Comleksiz Neolitik Donem’e tarihlenebilecek yontma
tag buluntular tespit edilmistir. Fakat s6z konusu buluntular ¢ok az sayida 6rnekle temsil edil-
mektedir. Bununla birlikte Yesilli ilgesi Bah¢ebasi Mahallesi’nde bulunan iki adet magara dnemli
bilgiler vermektedir. S6z konusu magaralar Kiziltepe-Nusaybin ovasindan baglayip kuzeye dogru
acilan, yaklasik 11 km uzunlugundaki derin bir vadinin en kuzey simirinda bulunmaktadir (Fig.

3 Metin Kartal vd., “Chipped Stone Assemblages of Kortik Tepe (Turkey),” Journal of Archaeological Science: Re-
ports 19 (2018): 92-99, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jasrep.2018.02.017; Ergiil Kodas, “Cemka Hoylik Geg¢ Epipaleo-
litik/Proto Neolitik Donem Yontma Tag Alet Tekno-Tipolojisi,” TARE: Tiirk Arkeoloji ve Kiiltiirel Miras Enstitiisii
Dergisi 2 (2022): 97-130.
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2). Yaklasik 1100 m yiikseklikte bulunan magaralarin ortasinda bulunan vadi giineye dogru daha
genis bir form kazanmaktadir ve yaklasik 550 m yiikseklikte bulunan Kiziltepe-Nusaybin ovasin-
da son bulmaktadir. Magaralarin bulundugu alan tamamen kireg tas1 kayaliklarla ¢evrilidir. S6z
konusu magaralarin yer aldig1 bu noktada bolge i¢in hala 6nemli olan bir kaynak suyu bulun-
maktadir. Bahg¢ebasi Magarasi 1 s6z konusu vadinin dogu yamacinda ve vadinin bati yamacinda
bulunan Bahgebasi Magarasi 2 nin hemen karsisindadir.

Bahgebasi Magarasi 1

Yesilli ilcesi Bahgebas1 Mahallesi’nin yaklasik 3 km kuzeydogusunda bulunan magaranin
tavaninin dnemli bir boliimii ¢okmiistiir (Fig. 3). Magaranin girisi giineybatiya bakmaktadir. Yiik-
sekligi yer yer 3—4 m arasinda olan magara yaklagik 10 m genislige ve 7-8 m derinlige sahiptir.
Magara tabaninda yer yer kireg tasi ana kaya goriilmektedir. Magara ve terasi giiniimiizde hayvan
barmagi olarak kullanilmaktadir. Ayrica teras bdlimiinde iiziim baglar1 bulunmaktadir. Teras bo-
limiinde bulunan bu baglik alanda, topragin da karistirilmasina bagli olarak, ¢ok sayida gakmak
tas1 ve obsidiyen parca ele gegmistir. Ele gecen toplam 50 adet yontma tas buluntu arasinda 37
adet cakmak tag1 ve 13 adet obsidiyen parga bulunmaktadir (Tablo 1). Bu pargalar arasinda iki ta-
nesi mikrodilgi ve digerleri ince yonga yapimina ait dort adet cakmak tasi ¢ekirdek, biri obsidiyen
digeri cakmak tas1 iki adet dilgi, bir adet cakmak tas1 ince yonga, bir tanesi obsidiyen digerleri
cakmak tas1 li¢ adet mikrodilgi, bir tanesi obsidiyen digerleri ¢akmak tagi ii¢ adet diizeltili dilgi
bulunmaktadir (Fig. 4). Aletlere bakildiginda iki tanesi cakmak tagindan tas kalem, bir tanesi yon-
ga iizeri omurgali, digeri ise dilgi {izerine yapilan iki adet 6n kaziyici, bir adet obsidiyen ¢entikli
alet, iki adet cakmak tas1 delici, bir adet ¢akmak tas1 yarimay, bir tanesi obsidiyen digeri ¢akmak
tas1 iki adet iiggen ve bir adet obsidiyen mikro ug tespit edilmistir. Ayrica bir adet moustérien ug
ve 19’u cakmak tasindan geri kalani ise obsidiyenden olan yongalar ve {iretim atiklari ele gec-
mistir. S6z konusu pargalara genel olarak bakildiginda dilgi, mikrodilgi ve ince yonga (2,3 cm
uzunlukta ve 1,3 cm genislikte) tasimaliklarinin baskin oldugu gériilmektedir. Ozellikle mikrolit
aletler Canak-Comleksiz Neolitik Dénem ve Epipaleolitik Donem’e igaret etmektedir. Fakat ele
gecen mikro ug tipolojik agidan Nizzanim uglariyla benzer 6zellikler sergilemektedir (Fig. 4).5 Bu
noktada Nizzanim uglarin Geg Neolitik Dénem’e ait olduklar1 unutulmamalidir. Fakat alanda bu
doneme ait olabilecek herhangi bir ¢omlek parcasi ele gegcmemistir. Yerlesime kronolojik agidan
bakildiginda Paleolitik Cag’da, Epipaleolitik Donem’de ve Canak-Comleksiz Neolitik Donem’de
iskan gérmiis veya ziyaret edilmis olabilecegi sdylenebilir.

Bahgebasi Magarasi 2

Yesilli ilgesi Bahgebagi Mahallesi’nin yaklagik 1 km batisinda bulunan magaranin tabanin-
da yer yer ana kaya goriilmektedir (Fig. 5). Magaranin girisi doguya bakmaktadir. Yiiksekligi yer
yer 2—-2,5 m arasinda olan magara yaklasik 10 m genislige ve 9 m derinlige sahiptir. Gliniimiizde
hayvan barinagi olarak kullanilmaktadir. Teras boliimiinde ¢ok sayida ¢akmak tasi ve obsidiyen

4 Metin Kartal, Tiirkiye 'de Son Avci-Toplayicilar: Konar-Gégerlikten Yerlesik Yasama Gegis; Epi-Paleolitik Dénem
(istanbul: Arkeoloji ve Sanat Yayinlari, 2009); Eleni Asouti vd., “The Zagros Epipaleolithic Revisited: New Ex-
cavations and 14C Dates from Palegawra Cave in Iraqi Kurdistan.” Plos One 15, no. 9 (2020): 1-99, https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0239564.

5 Metin Kartal, Yontmatas Uglar (Ankara: Bilgin Kiiltiir Sanat, 2019).
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dilgi, mikrodilgi ve yonga ele gecmistir. Magara igerisinde de bir adet yonga ele gegmistir. Ele
gecen pargalar arasinda bir adet moustérien ug, iki adet diizeltili yonga, bir adet mikrodilgi ¢ekir-
degi ve iki adet obsidiyen dilgi ele ge¢mistir (Tablo 2, Fig. 6). S6z konusu pargalar genellikle Orta
Paleolitik Donem ve Epipaleolitik Donem’e isaret etmektedir. Ayrica magara terasinda hayvan
kemigi parcalar1 da tespit edilmistir.

Sonug

2022 yilinda baslatilan Mardin ili Artuklu, Kiziltepe, Yesilli ve Nusaybin Ilgeleri Pleistosen
ve Erken Holosen Donem Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmasi kapsaminda ¢ok sayida magara ve tera-
sinda Ge¢ Epipaleolitik Donem veya Canak-Comleksiz Neolitik Donem’e tarihlendirilebilecek
yontma tag buluntular toplanmistir (Fig. 7). S6z konusu yeni veriler bélgenin Younger Dryas ve
Erken Holosen Ddénemi hakkinda bilgi vermesi acisindan 6nemlidir. Bu donemlere tarihlenen
magaralar 2020 yilinda Mardin ili Maz1 Dag1 Bolgesi’nde de tespit edilmistir.® Yesilli ilgesi Bah-
cebas1 Mahallesi simirlarinda ova ile daglik bdlge arasinda gecis saglayan derin bir vadinin en
kuzey sinirinda bulunan Bahgebasi 1 ve Bahgebagi 2 Magaralari, bolgede Geg Epipaleolitik D6-
nem veya Canak-Comleksiz Neolitik Donem’de ortalama 1000—1100 m yiikseklikteki magarala-
rin iskan goérmiis veya avlanma ile ilgi olarak yer yer ziyaret edilmis olabileceklerini gdstermesi
bakimindan 6nemlidir. Vadi ¢ikislarinda veya vadilere hakim konumlarda bulunan magaralarin
konumu beslenme ve uygun barinma ortamu ile iligkili olarak iskan gordiikleri veya ziyaret edil-
diklerini diisiindiirmektedir. Son yillarda bolgede yapilan ¢alismalar bir arada diigiinildiigiinde
bolgenin daglik alanlarinda Younger Dryas siirecinde magaralarin yogun bir sekilde iskan gordii-
giinii veya av gibi faaliyetlerle iligkili olarak ziyaret edilmis olabileceklerini diisiindiirmektedir.
Bu baglamda bolgenin neolitiklesme siirecinin sadece nehir kenarinda bulunan héyiikler iizerin-
den incelenmesinin eksik kaldigini ve s6z konusu dénem aktivitelerinin ve yerlesme modellerinin
incelenmesi agisindan magara ve kaya alt1 siginaklar1 gibi alanlarin da incelenmesinin énemli
oldugunu gostermektedir.” Son olarak en azindan Mardin Bolgesi’nde ova ile daglik alan arasinda
dogal gecis alan1 olusturan vadilerin daha sistematik bir sekilde arastirilmasinin giderek daha da
onem kazandigi sdylenebilir. Bu baglamda Mardin merkezde tespit edilen Sikefta Brehi (13 Mart
Magarasi, Fig. 7/a-1) hem Epipaleolitik Dénem hakkinda bilgi vermesi hem de hemen kuzeyinde
bir av alaninin (Kites) bulunmasi agisindan énemlidir. Ayrica bolgenin kuzey ve kuzeydogusunda
bulunan Cemka Hoytiik, Kortik Tepe ve Boncuklu Tarla gibi hoytiklerde de Geg Epipaleolitik D6-
nem tabakalarinin tespit edilmis olmasi bu sorunsali daha da derinlestirmektedir.2 Son nokta ise
Zagros hattinda bulunan ¢ok sayida yerlesim yerinin de magaralar {izerinden tanimlanmis oldugu-
nun unutulmamasi gerektigidir.® Bu baglamda bolgede ortalama 500-550 m yiikseklikte bulunan

6 Ergiil Kodas vd., “Yontmatas Bulgular Isiginda Giineydogu Anadolu Bolgesi’nde Yeni Bir Canak-Comleksiz Neoli-
tik Dénem Yerlesim Yeri: Tarin Magarasi,” Anatolia 47 (2021): 77-96, https://doi.org/10.36891/anatolia.934227;
Ergiil Kodas vd., “Mardin ili Derik, Mazidag1 ve Savur Ilgeleri 2020 Y1li Yiizey Arastirmasi Tarihéncesi Dénem
Buluntulart: {lk Gozlemler,” Artukiu Insan ve Toplum Bilim Dergisi 7, no. 2 (2022): 99-117.

7 Kodas vd.,*Yontmatas Bulgular Isiginda,” 77-96; Kodas vd., “Mardin ili Derik, Mazidag1 ve Savur Ilgeleri,” 99-117.

8 Kartal vd., “Chipped Stone” 92-99; Kodas vd., “Yontmatas Bulgular Isiginda,” 77-96; Ergiil Kodas, “Un Nouveau Site
du Néolithique Précéramique dans la Vallée du Haut Tigre: Résultats Préliminaires de Boncuklu Tarla,” Neo-Lithics
19 (2019): 3-15.

9 Rose L. Solecki, An Early Village Site at Zawi Chemi Shanidar, Bibliotheca Mesopotamica 13 (Malibu: Undena, 1980);
Stefan Karol Koztowski, “From Zawi Chemi to M’lefaat,” Neolithic Chipped Stone Industries of the Fertile Cres-
cent, and Their Contemporaries in Adjacent Regions.: Proceedings of the Second Workshop on PPN Chipped Lithic
Industries, Institute of Archaeology, Warsaw University, 3rd—7th April, 1995 i¢inde, der. Stefan Karol Koztowski ve
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ova ile (Kuzey Habur) 1000-1200 m yiikseklikte bulunan daglik bolge arasinda (Mardin/Bagok/
Omerli/Maz1 Dag) yapilacak ¢alismalar, bu iki alan arasinda nasil farkliliklarin ve bir etkilesimin
kontekstinin olabileceginin incelenmesi agisindan ¢ok énemlidir.

Tesekkiirler

Bu ¢alismanin baglamasi i¢in her tiirlii destegi saglayan Kiiltiir Varliklar1 ve Miizeler Genel
Midiirliigii calisanlarina, ¢caligma kapsaminda emegi gegen meslektaslarima ve goniilli 6grenci-
lere, yontma tas buluntularin incelenmesi i¢in her tiirlii bilgiyi ve destegi veren Prof. Dr. Metin
Kartal ve Dr. Frederic Abbes’e sonsuz tesekkiirlerimi sunuyorum.

Hans Georg Gebel, Studies in Early Near Eastern Production, Subsistence, and Environment 3 (Berlin: Ex Oriente),
175-82; Deborah I. Olszewski, “Middle East: Epipaleolithic,” Encyclopedia of Global Archaeology (16 Temmuz
2018): 1-8. https://doi. org/10.1007/978-3-319-51726-1_682-2.
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Fig. 1: Settlements discovered in 2022 as part of the Pleistocene and Early Holocene Period Archaeological Survey in the
districts of Artuklu, Kiziltepe, Yesilli, and Nusaybin in Mardin province (E. Kodas).
Fig. 1: Mardin ili Artuklu, Kiziltepe, Yesilli ve Nusaybin Ilgeleri Pleistosen ve Erken Holosen Donem Arkeolojik Yiizey
Arastirmasi kapsaminda 2022 yilinda tespit edilen yerlesimler (E. Kodas).
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Fig. 2: The location of Bahgebasi Cave 1 and Bahgebasi Cave 2 (E. Kodas).
Fig. 2: Bahgebagi Madarasi 1 ve Bahgebasi Madarasi 2'nin konumu (E. Kodas).
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Fig. 3: Image of Bahcebasi Cave 1 and the chipped stone fragments found on its terrace (project archive).
Fig. 3: Bahcebasi Magarasi 1’in genel gérinimii ve terasinda ele gegen yontma tas pargalar (Proje Arsivi).
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Fig. 4: Chipped stone fragments found in Bahgebasi Cave 1: 1. obsidian micro point, 2. crescent, 3—4. triangles, 5. flint
retouched blade, 6. obsidian microblade, 7. obsidian notched tool, 8. obsidian microblade, 9. flint retouched blade, 10. flint
burin, 11. flint, end scraper on blade, 12. perforator, 13. end scraper on flake, 14. thin flake, 15. cores (project archive).
Fig. 4: Bahgebasi Magarasi 1de ele gegen yontma tas pargalar: 1. obsidiyen mikro ug, 2. yarimay, 3-4. liggen, 5. cakmak
tasi dizeltili dilgi, 6. obsidiyen mikrodilgi, 7. obsidiyen centikli alet, 8. obsidiyen mikrodilgi, 9. cakmak tasi diizeltili dilgi,
10. cakmak tasi kalem, 11. cakmak tasl, dilgi Gzeri 6n kaziyici, 12. delici, 13. yonga Uzeri 6n kaziyici, 14. ince yonga, 15.
cekirdekler (Proje Arsivi).

Fig. 5: Image of Bahgebasi Cave 1 and the chipped stone pieces found on its terrace (project archive).
Fig. 5: Bahcebasl Magarasi 1’in genel gériiniimii ve terasinda ele gecen yontma tas parcalar (Proje Arsivi).
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Flint

Fig. 6: A drawing of the chipped stone tools found in the Bahgebasi Cave 1 (E. Kodas).
Fig. 6: Bahcebasi Magarasi 1'de ele gegen yontma tas aletlerin gizimi (E. Kodas).
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Fig. 7: In 2022, the Pleistocene and Early Holocene Period Archaeological Survey found settlements in the districts of Artuklu,
Kiziltepe, Yesilli, and Nusaybin in Mardin province, which had chipped stone finds that could be dated to the Late Epipaleolithic
period and the Pre-Pottery Neolithic period (project archive).

Fig. 7: Mardin Ili Artuklu, Kiziltepe, Yesilli ve Nusaybin Ilceleri Pleistosen ve Erken Holosen Dénem Arkeolojik Yiizey
Arastirmasi kapsaminda 2022 yilinda tespit edilen bazi yerlesimlerde ele gecen ve Geg Epipaleolitik Dénem ve Canak-Gémleksiz
Neolitik Donem’e tarihlendirilebilecek yontma tas buluntular (Proje Arsivi).
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Bahgebag! Cave 1 Flint Obsidien Total
Bahcebasi Magarasi 1 CT Obsidiyen Toplam

Thin flake core ) i )
Ince yonga cekirdegi
Micro-blade core 5 i 5
Mikrodilgi ¢ekirdegi
Blade

o 1 1 2
Dilgi
Thin blade 1 i 1
Ince dilgi
Micro-blade ) 1 3
Mikrodilgi
Retouched blade ! 5 3
Diizeltili Dilgi
Tas kalem
Burin 2 i 2
End scraper on flake 1 ) 1
Yonga iizeri 6n kaziyici
End scraper on blade ! ) !
Dilgi tizeri 6n kaziyici
Notched blade i ! !
Centikli dilgi
Pert."orator ) ) )
Delici
Crescent | ) 1
Yarimay
Isoscale triangle | 1 5
Eskanar liggen
Micro point (Nizzanim ?) - 1 1
lirod'uctlonu waste 19 6 25
Uretim atig1
Levallois point 1 i 1
Levallois ug
Total 37 13 50
Toplam

Table 1: Distribution of the chipped stone finds in Bahgebasi Cave 1.
Tablo 1: Bahcebasl Magarasi 1’de ele gecen yontma tas buluntularin dagilimi.
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Bahcebasi Cave 2 Flint Obsidien Total

Bahgebasi Magarasi 2 CT Obsidiyen Toplam
Blade

y - 2 2
Dilgi
Micro-blade core | 1
Mikrodilgi ¢ekirdegi
Moustérien point ! )
Moustérien ug
Retouched flake 5 5
Diizeltili yonga
Total

ot 4 2 6
Toplam

Table 2: Distribution of the chipped stone finds in Bahgebagsi Cave 2.
Tablo 2: Bahcebasl Magarasi 2’de ele gegen yontma tas buluntularin dagihimi.
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Abstract

his article scrutinizes the cultural heritage regimes pertaining to the Hittite Empire within

the Turkish context, with a specific emphasis on archival records, media narratives, and
significant political figures. Drawing upon the concept of cultural heritage regimes, this paper
argues that the Hittite cultural heritage played a pivotal role in crafting the self-understanding of
the emergent Turkish Republic. The focus lies on the strategic appropriation of Hittite symbols
by the Republic to foster a palpable connection with an ancient past that thrived within the
geographical bounds of contemporary Turkey. This connection aimed to kindle a sense of unity
and shared origins among Turkish citizens. In a significant shift, the twenty-first century exhibits
a noticeable change in priorities where the media discourse primarily accentuates the economic
potential of Hittite cultural artifacts, largely in the context of heritage tourism. Coupled with
this economic and touristic orientation is a deliberate endeavor to redefine Turkey’s image. By
strategically projecting Turkey’s historical depth, the aim is to catalyze heritage tourism and move
beyond the country’s mere representation as a natural “paradise” known for its stereotypical trio
of sun, sand, and sea. This shift exemplifies a metamorphosis of cultural heritage regimes, where
the anticipated fiscal returns from heritage tourism begin to steer the narrative, simultaneously
highlighting the economic dividends of cultural preservation and catalyzing a redefinition of
Turkey’s global image.

Keywords
Cultural Heritage Regimes; Hittite Cultural Heritage; Heritage Regimes in Turkey; Heritage
Tourism; Bogazkdy Sphinx
Introduction

The cultural heritage regime concept reveals the multifaceted interactions between cultural
heritage, communal self-understanding, and state administration mechanisms.? These systems

1 Gokay Kanmazalp, Leipzig University, Leipzig, Germany,
ORCID: 0009-0003-8572-6977, kanmazalp@studserv.uni-leipzig.de.
2 Regina F. Bendix, Aditya Eggert, and Arnika Peselmann, eds., Heritage Regimes and the State, Gottingen Studies in
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underscore the strategic utilization of tangible and intangible cultural assets, not merely for pres-
ervation but also to foster a symbiotic relationship between the inhabitants and their geographi-
cal milieu. Recognizing this paradigm mandates an understanding that past, present, and future
are inextricably linked, continually generating unique self-understandings, memories, and spaces
driven by practical needs, ambition, and political agency.® This perspective underscores the po-
tential of cultural artifacts as dynamic resources, subject to usage, management, distribution, and
consumption within emerging modalities of heritage regimes. This spans across the spheres of
cultural property and heritage, inclusive of the politics of recognition, extensive heritage tour-
ism, socioeconomic advancements, and the utilization as a tool of governance. Additionally, this
strategy had significant economic ramifications as culture can often be leveraged to stimulate
economic growth, fueling it via heritage tourism and the establishment of heritage industries.>

Material culture, represented by artifacts from ancient empires, could be pivotal in defining
communal self-understanding and reinforcing communal boundaries.® These physical objects can
serve as visible evidence of a shared ancient lineage, assisting in the creation of new symbolic
values and aesthetic paradigms.” Stuart Hall’s perspective offers a complement to the concept of
cultural heritage regimes, emphasizing heritage in bridging connections between individuals with-
in a political and territorial entity. According to Hall (1999), cultural heritage artifacts can serve as
physical manifestations of abstract elements, thereby constructing an imagined community.®

In this scholarly endeavor, the primary objective is to elucidate the resonance of the Hittite
Empire’s cultural heritage within contemporary Turkey, contextualized through the lens of cul-
tural heritage regimes. To this end, this article is structured into three distinct yet interconnected
sections.

The initial segment delves into the narrative of the Hittite Museum’s inception during the
nascent stages of the Republic, a critical juncture punctuated by fervent cultural activities. This
exploration seeks to contextualize the inception and evolution of the museum within the broader so-
cio-political landscape, spotlighting the Republic’s strategic use of Hittite relics to bolster a nascent
communal consciousness. Proceeding to the subsequent section, the discussion extends to an in-
depth analysis of the symbols of the Hittite Empire, particularly their appropriation during the initial
half-century of the Republican era. This examination, grounded in a review of Turkish Republican
Archives, investigates the motivations underpinning the Republic’s fascination with Hittite cultural
heritage. This segment serves to decode the Republic’s strategic use of Hittite symbols.
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The final section of this article shifts its focus to the media discourse surrounding the cultural
heritage of the Hittite Empire. The selection of media narratives is strategically anchored in their
capability to capture the discursive shifts within cultural heritage regimes. As Bendix, Eggert, and
Peselmann elucidate, the discourse in the twenty-first century surrounding cultural heritage has
progressively evolved from a state-centric paradigm to a dialogical space increasingly informed
by a myriad of stakeholders, which include international organizations, media, and various non-
state entities.® This shift reflects the concept of “governance” in contemporary cultural heritage
regimes, where heritage norms and policies are no longer exclusively shaped by states. Instead,
they are crafted in a complex matrix of international, multi-stakeholder deliberations, resulting
in a layered network of regulations that blur national boundaries.’ This transformative approach
acknowledges the potential of media narratives, among others, to encapsulate and disseminate
shifts in heritage strategies, thus influencing the formation of new heritage regimes.

This investigation recognizes the influential role of Turkish Minister Ertugrul Giinay’s
(born 1948) statements regarding heritage regimes in the twenty-first century, as they provide a
crucial insight into the state’s approach during this period. Additionally, the study purposefully
incorporates governmental documents dating from the early Republican era as well as local media
narratives related to the repatriation of the Bogazkoy Sphinx, a notable stone artifact from the
Hittite civilization.™ Despite the different natures of these sources, their joint analysis allows for
a comprehensive, longitudinal study of the transformation in cultural heritage regimes from the
Early Republican period to contemporary times. These narratives serve as barometers, gauging
the shifts in discourse and revealing the increasing emphasis on the economic potential of cultural
heritage, especially within the sphere of heritage tourism. To afford a more incisive analysis, the
examination concentrates on a singular case study, which is known as the Bogazkoy restitution
case, an enduring diplomatic negotiation between Germany and Turkey spanning from 1906 until
the repatriation of the Bogazkdy Sphinx to Turkey in 2011. By examining media coverage con-
cerning the return of the Bogazkdy Sphinx, the study aims to unveil shifts in cultural heritage
regimes within Turkey, thus presenting a comprehensive panorama of how cultural heritage prac-
tices have evolved over the course of a century.

Anatolia Reimagined:
The Resurgence of Hittite Heritage in Modern Turkey

From the genesis of the first systematic excavations at Bogazkdy, conducted by the ar-
chaeologists Hugo Winckler (1863—1913) and Theodore Makridi Bey (1872—1940) in 1906, over
10,000 cuneiform tablets and two sphinxes were unearthed, offering an extensive insight into
the Hittite Empire’s history.”? In the chronicles of archaeological collaboration, the cooperation
between German and Turkish scholars at the Bogazkoy site, which intensified following the es-
tablishment of the Turkish Republic in 1923, stands as a prominent example. The German ar-
chaeologist Kurt Bittel (1907-1991) was closely associated with these excavations. From 1931 to
1939 and again from 1952 to 1977, Bittel led 35 excavation campaigns and at a young age of 24,

9 Bendix, Eggert, and Peselmann, Heritage Regimes, 11-20.

10 Bendix, Eggert, and Peselmann, Heritage Regimes, 13.

11 A special thanks to Lars Miiller, Mathias Bos and Deborah Sielert for their contribution for his contribution to the
discussion on the Bogazkdy restitution case.

12 Veysel Donbaz, Bin Kral Bin Ani: Bir Siimerologun Anilar: (Istanbul: Togan Yayincilik, 2014).
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he was appointed to lead these excavations, intended as control and exploratory missions follow-
ing the research of Hugo Winckler and Theodor Makridi Bey." Furthermore, Bittel served as the
Director of the Istanbul branch of the German Archaeological Institute from 1938 until 1942 and
as a lecturer at Istanbul University, thereby establishing close ties with Turkish scholars, such as
Arif Miifid Mansel (1905-1975).14

The dynamic of collaboration transcended beyond the tactile realm of excavation, inter-
twining itself within diplomatic circles. Notably, the Turkish scholar Veysel Donbaz (born 1939)
initiated discussions with German scholars in 1987 pertaining to the restitution of artifacts un-
earthed at Bogazkdy. Donbaz’s research findings illuminate the profound and historically em-
bedded collaborative exchange, signified by correspondence between German scholars Otto von
Falke (1862—1942) and Walter Andrae (1875—1956), and their Turkish counterparts, Halil Edhem
Eldem (1861-1938) and Aziz Ogan (1888-1956)." Furthermore, a substantial cohort of Turkish
scholars including archaeologists such as Ekrem Akurgal (1911-2002) and Sedat Alp (1913—
2006) underwent academic tutelage in Germany, thereby pointing towards an institutionalized
model of partnership.'®

Having established the modern scholarly collaborations, it is pertinent to delve into the
historical context of the Hittite civilization. Albeit the precise antecedents of the Indo-European
speaking populace remain indistinct, contemporary texts corroborate the existence of Indo-Euro-
pean linguistic groups, inclusive of the Hittites in Central Anatolia ca. 1900 BCE."” Subsequent
estimations propose the inception of the Hittite Empire around the seventeenth-century BCE with
the establishment of the city of Hattusha, its collapse estimated to have occurred during the early
twelfth-century BCE.'® The historically monumental Treaty of Qadesh, colloquially referred to
as the Eternal Treaty and distinguished as the earliest extant peace agreement, was formalized in
1259 BCE." This underscores the Hittites” historical significance in diplomatic conduct and glob-
al relations. Furthermore, a definitive attribute of the Hittite Empire was the polytheistic construct
of their religious observances.2®

Amidst the crucial years leading up to the inception of the Turkish Republic in 1923, an
intrigue with the Hittite Empire’s cultural heritage made its way into the spotlight, notably pre-
dating the formal declaration of the Republic. This curiosity was synchronous with the establish-
ment of Ankara’s initial museum in 1921. This pioneering venture was spearheaded by Miibarek
Galib Bey (1871-1938), the incumbent Director for the Department of Culture at the time.?' In
1921, the inaugural museum in Ankara was planned within the castle bastion known as Akkale.22
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Subsequent to the adoption of the founder of Republic Mustafa Kemal [Atatiirk]’s (1881-1938)
proposal to establish a Hittite Museum in the city center, coupled with the influx of additional
Hittite artifacts from various regions, the exigency for a museum structure characterized by sub-
stantial spatial capacity became apparent.2® Mustafa Kemal [Atatiirk] entrusted the responsibility
of establishing a Directorate of Antiquities within the Ministry of Education to the inaugural gov-
ernment that assumed office on 9 May 1920.24 Subsequently, endeavors were initiated to establish
a dedicated Hittite Museum, encompassing the systematic collection and preservation of ancient
artifacts.2® In alignment with the museum’s launch, Hittite artifacts previously safeguarded in
Istanbul were transferred to this new establishment.26 The increasing influx of Hittite artifacts
from diverse regions across Ankara accentuated the need for an expansive museum facility. This
ultimately led to the decision to repurpose the Ottoman era structures, Mahmut Paga Bedesteni
and the adjacent Kursunlu Han in Ankara.??

The realization of this endeavor uniquely established Ankara as the sole custodian of the
world’s preeminent repository of Hittite artifacts. While the museum was not formally designated
as the Hittite Museum, it acquired this colloquial name owing to its comprehensive assemblage
and presentation of Hittite antiquities in a unified manner.28 The archival record authored on 3
May 1939 by the former Turkish Minister of Education, Hasan Ali Yiicel (1897-1961), explicitly
refers to the museum as the “Eti Museum,” indicating that despite lacking formal recognition, the
institution was commonly referred to by this name, even within official documentation.?® Note-
worthy was the museum’s idiosyncratic arrangement of exhibits, which did not adhere strictly to
the chronological unfolding of Hittite history, but rather presented a mixed display of artifacts
from both the Early and Late Hittite periods.3°

As per an article from the Deutsche Allgemeine Zeitung dated 12 September 1934, a French
translation of which was dispatched by the Turkish Ambassador in Berlin to the Turkish Ministry
of Foreign Affairs, the Turkish Ministry of Education was reported to have initiated an endeavor
regarding cultural heritage.3' In the paper’s representation, the Ministry approached global muse-
ums with prehistoric collections, seeking to enhance its assembly of Hittite artifacts discovered
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in Anatolia through artifact exchange programs.32 This action, as the newspaper frames it, un-
derlines Turkey’s commitment to creating a dedicated Hittite Museum in Ankara.3® According
to the article, this museum would house an extensive array of Hittite relics, effectively crafting a
comprehensive narrative of the Hittite civilization.34

Deutsche Allgemeine Zeitung further presents this project as holding significant national
resonance for Turkey, stating that it was not merely an academic endeavor but one rooted in the
country’s ancestral history. The article asserts that the latest research established a direct lincage
between the Turkish people and the ancient Hittites, presenting the museum’s establishment as a
symbol of this ancestral connection.®® This archival document frames the planned Hittite Museum
as both an act of cultural preservation and a reinforcement of Turkey’s historical lineage, thereby
offering insights into the publication’s interpretation of the dynamic intersection of cultural heri-
tage and scholarly investigation.3®

The intrinsic sociopolitical purpose embedded within the bestowed archacological heri-
tage to the emerging Turkish Republic can be identified, aimed at cultivating a unified collec-
tive self-understanding.3” This goal was intrinsically tied to fostering an inclusive imagination
of cultural heritage in Anatolia, encompassing ancient Anatolian civilizations and reinforcing a
multifaceted nature of the shared legacy.3® The cultural heritage of the Hittite Empire assumed
an invaluable role as the precursor to the contemporary inhabitants of the newly established re-
public during the 1930s. This assertion was predicated upon the strategic intention to establish
an indelible linkage between the newly minted Turkish Republic’s populace and Anatolia, their
claimed indigenous homeland.® The aim was to trace the cultural lineage of Turkish people back
to the Sumerians and Hittites, thereby directly linking modern Turkey with the robust heritage of
the Hittites. This conceptual framework, integrating ancient Anatolian civilizations with contem-
porary society, aimed to bond the inhabitants of the newly established Republic with Anatolia as
their homeland, following the six-century dominion of the Ottoman Empire over regions includ-
ing the Balkans and Near East.4°

Hittite Sun-Disk: Embracing Hittite Symbols in Modern Turkey

The nascent Republic of Turkey frequently seized upon the iconic insignia of the Hit-
tite Empire as tangible manifestations of its historical legacy. This appropriation was manifestly
displayed at the Second Turkish History Congress, convened between 20-25 September 1937.
Attendees, including global representatives, were furnished with unique pins, festooned with im-
posing Hittite symbols, specifically tailored for the event.* The aggregate of artifacts on display,
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sourced from the Hittite Empire and discovered during Turkey’s fledgling archaeological endeav-
ors, constituted a significant portion of the exhibition’s repertoire. A bronze Hittite sun-disk was
delineated as the symbol for the symposium. A reproduction of a relief sculpture from Bogazkoy
was strategically positioned near the entrance.4?

This expropriation of the Hittite sun-disk was not confined to the 1930s. It was selected
as the emblem for Ankara University, inaugurated in 1946 as Turkey’s first university after the
declaration of the Republic in 1923, and its usage persists to this day.#® The sun-disk also served
as the logo for the Metropolitan Municipality of Ankara from 1973 to 1995, a decision credited
to Vedat Dalokay (1927—-1991), the Mayor of Ankara at that time.#4 In 1978, the Hittite Sun-Disk
Monument, devised by Turkish sculptor Nusret Suman (1905-1978), was erected at Ankara’s
Sihhiye Square.4®

However, Mayor Dalokay’s initiative to situate a replica of a Hittite statue, discovered
during excavations in Alacahdyiik within the Sihhiye district, sparked intense debate. Senator
Adile Ayda (1912-1992) contended in her article “Idol in Sihhiyye” (Sihhiye 'deki Puf) that the
artifact symbolizes an idol linked to the Hittites, an Indo-European civilization separate from the
Turkic lineage, and the Hatti civilization from ancient Anatolia.?® Ayda suggested that Atatiirk’s
attribution of Turkic descent to the Hittites may have stemmed from the scant historical data
available during his era. Defending the view that the Hittites were not of Turkish origin, Ayda
deemed the installation of this statue as indefensible. The Senate countered Ayda’s assertions,
stating that Atatiirk indeed acknowledged the non-Turkic roots of the Hittites.#” According to
the Senate, Atatiirk’s statement that the Hittites were Turks was not a historical misidentification
but rather a symbolic expression. The Senate’s reply indicated that by referring to the Hittites as
Turks, Atatiirk meant to illustrate that the Turkish society living in Anatolia today did not arrive
as conquerors who destroyed the civilizations they encountered in the eleventh century. Instead,
according to the interpretation of the Senate, they adopted, assimilated, and continued the tradi-
tions and cultures that had lived in Anatolia, forming a continuous cultural link with their past.4®

More recent integrations of the Hittite sun-disk include its use as the logo for the Turkish
food company Eti, founded in 1962 in Eskisehir, and the emblem for the Hittite University, estab-
lished in 2006 in Corum province, the locale of the archaeological site of Bogazkdy.4® Additional-
ly, the Hittite deer sculpture was used on select occasions. The emblem of Hacettepe University in
Ankara, inaugurated on 8 July 1967, features a depiction of the Hittite deer, which was conceived
by Yiicel Tanyeri (born 1946), a university scholar.°

In 1968, the Hittite Museum underwent a transformative and reorganizational process, cul-
minating in the Museum of Anatolian Civilizations. This evolution emphasized the narrative of
Anatolia as a fountainhead of civilizations and the progenitor of the contemporary nation.3' The
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decision to rename the Hittite Museum could signify a paradigmatic shift in the approach towards
the cultural heritage of the Hittite Empire, a factor meriting consideration in evaluating the rel-
evance of the Hittites in the context of Turkey’s cultural politics. The following sections aim to
decipher the heritage regimes deployed by the Republic of Turkey in terms of cultural heritage,
encompassing recognition politics, heritage tourism, socioeconomic advancements, and gover-
nance tools. This examination hinges on state archives and media narratives, centering on the
Hittite tablets and two sphinxes discovered in the Bogazkdy excavations.

Hittite Heritage in the Republic of Turkey:
A Narrative from the Turkish Archives

Embarking upon an analytical deep dive into two foundational documents within the ar-
chival repositories of the Turkish Republic, a profound resonance with the cultural lineage of
the Hittite Empire is apparent. Such historical incorporation served as a vital fulcrum during the
infancy of the Turkish Republic.

The initial document scrutinized is a thoroughgoing report authored by Zeynel Abidin
Ozmen (1890-1966), serving as Minister of National Education of the Republic of Turkey be-
tween 1934—-1935. This document, tendered on 13 October 1934, expounds upon the importance
of the historical chronicle of the Hittite Empire for the Turkish Republic during the 1930s.52 This
comprehensive 1934 governmental report provides an exhaustive delineation of a multitude of
cuneiform tablets, excavated under the vigilant stewardship of the German archaeologist Kurt
Bittel in Bogazkdy. A compelling narrative of the archeological findings, inclusive of intricate
details about the nomenclature of Hittite monarchs deciphered from the cuneiform tablets, garners
particular interest. The document furnishes incisive insights into the region’s human habitation
chronicles, positing that the once-thriving Hittite Empire cities were eradicated by the Kingdom
of Phrygia. Post-Phrygian habitation, the Roman Empire’s invasions wrought further devastation,
leaving only the village of Bogazkoy intact.5®

The painstaking archaeological investigations commissioned by the Turkish government in
the 1930s suggest a deeply entrenched interest in Anatolia’s history and the sundry civilizations that
once thrived therein. This epitomizes a tenacious ambition to unearth not merely fresh archacolog-
ical artifacts but to also amass a corpus of knowledge regarding the region’s historical inhabitants.

The second document examined offers an intriguing conversation from 1960, involving
Konrad Adenauer (1876-1967), the inaugural Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany, and
Cemal Giirsel (1895-1966), the President of Turkey during that time. The correspondence broach-
es the imminent exhibition dedicated to Hittite artifacts across prominent West German metrop-
olises, including Berlin, Cologne, and Munich.3* The oldest extant document within the Turkish
Republic archives is a translated copy of a correspondence penned by Adenauer, dated 26 July
1960. In this letter, Adenauer informs Turkish President Giirsel about the specialized exhibition
venerating Hittite artifacts and expresses his appreciation for Turkey’s willingness to loan select
Hittite relics for this display. Adenauer acknowledges the logistical intricacies associated with the
international relocation of these coveted pieces, guaranteeing their safeguarding under his personal
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jurisdiction.5® Furthermore, he underscores the potential of this exhibition to solidify extant bilat-
eral relations, encapsulating Germany’s profound interest in Turkish society and its historicity.5®

A subsequent correspondence, penned on 2 August 1960, captures Giirsel’s retort to Ade-
nauer’s letter. This dialogue unveils the Turkish administration’s perspective regarding the Hittite
culture and historical legacy as integral components of ancient Anatolian civilization in the con-
text of cultural heritage during the 1960s. Within his response, Giirsel envisages the impending
exhibition as a powerful medium for amplifying the cultural bond between Germany and Turkey.
He perceives this showcase as a pivotal opportunity to familiarize the German citizens with a
distinctive art form conceived by a venerable civilization that germinated on Turkish soil.?” Giir-
sel’s letter unequivocally conveys the immense reverence with which the Turkish administration
regarded the cultural and historical legacy of the Hittite Empire during the 1960s.

An administrative decree, promulgated on 7 November 1960, sanctioned the export of a
collection of 204 Hittite relics to Cologne, Munich, and Berlin for the aforementioned exhibition
dedicated to Hittite antiquities in Germany.>® The decree portrayed Bogazkdy archaeological site
as an international excavation venture. Notably, a number of Hittite cuneiform tablets unearthed
at Bogazkoy and preserved at the Istanbul Archaeology Museums were included in the catalog
of 204 Hittite artifacts earmarked for Germany.®® The decree also stipulates certain conditions
concerning the exhibition, emphasizing the necessity of orchestrating promotional endeavors ex-
tolling Turkey in tandem with the exhibition.®® These initiatives comprised a symposium dedicat-
ed to Hittite culture and the display of iconic Hittite symbols, such as the widely recognized Hit-
tite sun-disk, an emblem widely utilized in Turkey following the establishment of the Republic.

Media Discourse on Hittite Heritage:
A Case Study of the Bogazkoy Sphinx

The Bogazkdy Sphinx was unearthed in the early twentieth century amidst a cooperative
excavation carried out by Ottoman and German archaeologists. Between 1915 and 1917, the
sphinx, along with another sphinx and cuneiform tablets, was transferred to Berlin for restoration
purposes. One of these sphinxes, along with nearly 3,000 of the tablets, was returned to Turkey
by 1943. The rest of the cuneiform tablets were repatriated by 1987.6' However, the return of the
Bogazkdy Sphinx was delayed, largely due to protracted negotiations that lasted almost a centu-
ry. In 2011, the Bogazkdy Sphinx found its way back to Anatolia. On 13 May 2011, BBC News
disseminated information about the process of repatriating the Bogazkdy Sphinx, delineating that
Germany had conceded to return the sphinx to Turkey. The article states that German authorities,
subsequent to their deliberations with Turkish experts, perceived the act of repatriating the Bogaz-
kOy Sphinx as a demonstration of goodwill towards Turkey.?
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On 16 May 2011, Yayla Haber, a local newspaper in Corum Province, reported that Ger-
many made the decision to repatriate the Bogazkdy Sphinx to Turkey after a 94-year interval.63
Concurrently, Nurullah Cakir (born 1964), the Governor of Corum Province during that time, ex-
pressed his views regarding the sphinx’s return. In the official statement, the governor expressed
his satisfaction with the prospect of conserving the sphinx in its authentic setting.64 Yayla Haber
subsequently chronicled the return of the Bogazkdy Sphinx and referenced the extensive cover-
age the sphinx’s case received in the Ministry of Culture and Tourism’s quarterly publication.®®
This article suggests the tangible pride exhibited by the local media with respect to preserving the
Bogazkoy Sphinx in Corum.

On 25 September 2011, the local newspaper reported that the Bogazkdy Sphinx was sched-
uled for exhibition at the Bogazkdéy Museum. Yayla Haber accentuated the theme of culture and
history through the Bogazkdy Sphinx in their article. The publication underscored how the Min-
istry of Culture and Tourism’s campaigns conveyed that Turkey is not solely encapsulated by
the trilogy: sun, sand, and sea, but is also endowed with cultural and historical assets like the
Bogazkdy Sphinx.6é

In the realm of cultural heritage regimes, Ertugrul Gilinay, having served as the Turkish
Minister of Culture and Tourism between 2007 and 2013, provides an insightful compass for
navigating the twenty-first century shifts. His speech on 9 October 2011, centered around the re-
patriation endeavors of the Turkish government, acts as a crucial marker in comprehending these
transforming paradigms.®” Giinay offers a deeper understanding into an evolving understanding
of heritage that extends beyond preserving historical integrity, and ventures into the realm of eco-
nomic gains through heritage tourism. Giinay’s delineation of the growing repatriation of artifacts
to Turkey from 492 items between 1998-2002 to a staggering 3,272 artifacts from 2007 to 2011
indicates a heightened commitment towards reclaiming cultural heritage.5® While this develop-
ment could be attributed to a renewed attention towards historical preservation, Giinay’s speech
suggests that there are further economic motivations at play. He emphasizes the returning artifacts
as “blessings of tourism, culture, and civilization” that subtly alludes to another perspective where
cultural artifacts are seen not merely as historical objects to be safeguarded, but as potential eco-
nomic assets that can bolster the tourism sector.5®

Giinay’s acknowledgment of Turkey’s growing global reputation not just for its natural
attractions like the “beautiful sea coasts” but equally for its “important museums, archaeological
sites, and excavation” underscores a shift in discourse that resonates with a broader paradigm.”®
By linking the country’s “escalating brand value” with its intensified efforts to conserve and dis-
play cultural heritage, Giinay’s outlook elucidates a narrative where cultural artifacts are tightly

63 “Almanya Bogazkoy Sfenksi’ni lade Ediyor,” Corum Yayla Haber, 16 May 2011, https://www.yaylahaber.com.tr/
almanya-bogazkoy-sfenksini-iade-ediyor/amp.

64 “Sfenks Corum’a Yakisacak,” Habertiirk, 16 May 2011, https://www.haberturk.com/kultur-sanat/ha-
ber/631125-sfenks-coruma-yakisacak.

65 “Bogazkdy Sfenksi, Miize Dergisi’nde,” Corum Yayla Haber, 9 August 2011, https://www.yaylahaber.com.tr/bo-
gazkoy-sfenksi-muze-dergisinde.

66 “Bogazkoy Sfenksi ile ‘Kiiltiir ve Tarih’ Vurgusu,” Corum Yayla Haber, 30 January 2012, https://www.yaylahaber.
com.tr/bogazkoy-sfenksi-ile-kultur-ve-tarih-vurgusu.

67 ““Yorgun Herakles” Huzura Kavustu! Galeri,” Habertiirk, 9 October 2011, https://www.haberturk.com/kultur-sanat/
haber/677781-yorgun-herakles-huzura-kavustu-galeri.

68 “Yorgun,” Habertiirk.

69 “Yorgun,” Habertiirk.

70 “Yorgun,” Habertiirk.



Beyond Sun, Sand, and Sea: The Role of Hittite Heritage in the Transformation of Turkey’s Cultural Heritage Regimes
Gokay Kanmazalp 35

interlaced with economic dimensions.” This narrative positions heritage tourism at the forefront
of the heritage regime, interpreting cultural heritage not merely as a historical archive but as a
pivotal economic lever and a tool for enhancing the country’s image. Giinay’s assertions could be
seen as a concerted attempt by the Turkish government to preclude the emergence of a simplistic
image of Turkey. This would reinforce the significance of their restitution claims, making them
a crucial part of a larger heritage regime to redefine and recontextualize Turkey’s representation,
as one abundant in historical and cultural heritage rather than just a natural “paradise” bereft of
historical richness.”?

The Turkish mass media’s attention has been focused on the surge in the tourism potential
within the Corum province, following the return of the sphinx, asserting that this momentous
repatriation invigorated tourism in the city. The assertion that the sphinx significantly enhanced
the region’s tourism finds support in statistics. This is evidenced by the arrival of approximately
58,000 visitors to the ancient sites of Hattusha and Yazilikaya in 2011, as per the data compiled
by the Bogazkdy Museum.”™ Murtaza Dayang (born 1977), the Bogazkale District Governor at
that time, postulates that the visitor count surged by 23 percent when compared with the figures
from 2010.7 He further intimates that the governor’s office is preparing to implement new initia-
tives aimed at augmenting the tourism potential further.” In an endeavor to stimulate the tourism
potential, even participants of the Allgdu-Orient Rallye, an annual motorsport event starting in
Oberstaufen in Allgdu during the first weekend of May, were extended an invitation to Corum for
an opportunity to visit the Bogazkdy Sphinx on 5 May 2012.7¢

Conclusion

A critical examination of archival documents and media representations underscores the
variety of ways in which the cultural heritage of the Hittite Empire has been interpreted and em-
ployed within the Turkish context. The formation of the Turkish Republic aligned with a phase of
resurgence and renewed valorization of the cultural heritage of the Hittite Empire. The project of
the Hittite Museum in 1921, preceding the formal enunciation of the Republic in 1923, substan-
tiates this assertion. Furthermore, the Turkish Republic’s intentional deployment of Hittite sym-
bols and artifacts in various national and international contexts denotes a deliberate endeavor to
affiliate with an ancient past that thrived within the geographical bounds of modern-day Turkey.

Primary source materials, comprising official reports and correspondence, corroborate the
veracity of the Turkish Republic’s affinity for the Hittite Empire. Conversations involving notable
state figures such as Zeynel Abidin Ozmen and Cemal Giirsel elucidate that the Hittite cultural
heritage was perceived as an indelible part of Anatolian civilizations. The intent was to forge a
solid connection between Turkish citizens and their Anatolian ancestry, thus nurturing a collec-
tive self-understanding and cohesion. Applying the framework of cultural heritage regimes, the

71 “Yorgun,” Habertiirk.

72 For further discussion regarding the concept of “tropical paradise” see Mimi Sheller, Consuming the Caribbean:
From Arawaks to Zombies (London: Routledge, 2003).

73 “Hattusa Sphinx Revives Tourism in Region,” Hiirriyet Daily News, 25 January 2012, https://www.hurriyetdaily-
news.com/hattusa-sphinx-revives-tourism-in-region-12303.

74 “Hattusa Sphinx,” Hiirriyet Daily News.

75 “Hattusa Sphinx,” Hiirriyet Daily News.

76 “666 Rallici Bogazkdy Sfenksi’ni Selamlamak i¢in Geliyor,” Hiirriyet, 3 January 2012, https://www.hurriyet.com.
tr/666-rallici-bogazkoy-sfenksini-selamlamak-icin-geliyor-19591787.
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analysis of these cultural heritage models illuminates the pivotal role that Hittite heritage played
in crafting the emergent self-understanding of the Turkish Republic.

Nevertheless, an examination of the twenty-first century representation of Hittite cultural
heritage indicates a tangible shift in priorities and interests. The media narrative, especially in the
milieu of the repatriation of the Bogazkdy Sphinx, gravitates toward emphasizing the economic
potential of cultural artifacts, often prioritizing their role in stimulating tourism over their societal
importance in shaping communal self-understanding. This epitomizes a paradigm shift in the cul-
tural heritage framework, whereby the emphasis on the economic dividends derived from heritage
tourism began to exert a substantial influence on the prevailing discourse.

Additionally, the examination of the narrative present in local Turkish media alongside the
statements of the then Turkish Minister of Culture and Tourism Ertugrul Giinay suggests an inten-
tional framing strategy to counteract the image of Turkey as a natural “paradise” devoid of histor-
ical depth and significance. Instead, these narratives proactively emphasize Turkey’s robust cul-
tural and historical tapestry with artifacts like the Bogazkdy Sphinx, an artifact repatriated during
Giinay’s tenure, playing an integral role in shaping this narrative. The exhibition of the Bogazkoy
Sphinx at the Bogazkdy Museum is posited not merely as a showcase of ancient artistry but, as
Glinay advocated, as a reaffirmation of Turkey’s rich historical continuum. This focus on tangible
cultural and historical assets signals an effort to redefine international perceptions about Turkey,
moving beyond the trilogy of sun, sand, and sea. This representation of Turkey’s historical wealth
can be seen as a strategic approach to stimulating heritage tourism. By emphasizing Turkey’s
historical depth, the media and influential figures like Giinay play a crucial role in attracting in-
ternational audiences interested in exploring rich and diverse cultural experiences. This, in turn,
reinforces the country’s economic and sociocultural standing on the global stage, contributing to
a broader, more nuanced, and vibrant depiction of Turkey in the international sphere.

Whether the emphasis on the economic repercussions of these artifacts reflects an authentic
public interest in Hittite history, or it is simply a strategic maneuver to stimulate tourism, is a topic
that warrants further investigation. Moreover, interpreting the elements that engendered the na-
scent Republic’s initial interest in Hittite heritage, whether it was the Hittite Empire’s Indo-Euro-
pean roots, its polytheistic religious structure, or other sociopolitical dynamics, also necessitates
further scholarly inquiry.

In essence, the multifaceted relationship between the Turkish Republic and the Hittite Em-
pire’s cultural heritage offers insightful observations into the evolution of cultural heritage re-
gimes over time, responding to changing socio-political landscapes, economic objectives, and
cultural aspirations. Therefore, ongoing academic exploration in this field can further elucidate
the dynamic interplay between communal self-understanding, cultural heritage, and socioeco-
nomic realities.



37

Deniz, Kum ve Giinesin Otesinde:
Tirkiye'nin Kiltirel Miras Politikalarinin Déniisimiinde
Hitit Mirasinin Roll

Gokay Kanmazalp!

Makale gelis: 1 Haziran 2023
Makale kabul: 14 Agustos 2023
https://doi.org/10.54930/TARE.2023.29475

Ozet

Bu makalede, arsiv kayitlar1 ve medya anlatilar1 esliginde Tiirkiye’de Hitit Imparatorlugu ile
iliskili kiiltiirel miras politikalari, 6nemli siyasi figiirler izerinde durularak ele alinmaktadir.
Kiiltiirel miras politikast kavramindan yola ¢ikilarak, Hitit kiiltiirel mirasinin, Tiirkiye Cumhuri-
yeti’nin ilk yillarinda toplumsal 6z anlayisiin sekillenmesinde 6nemli bir rol oynadigi savunul-
maktadir. Odak noktasi, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin Hitit simgelerini stratejik bir sekilde benimse-
mesi ve modern cografi sinirlarinda hayat bulan tarihiyle somut bir bag kurmay1 tesvik etmesidir.
Bu bagla, Tiirk vatandaglar1 arasinda birlik hissi olugturmak ve ortak kdken bilincini pekistirmek
hedeflenmistir. Yirmi birinci yiizyilda 6nemli bir doniisiimle birlikte; medya anlatilart cogunlukla
Hitit kiiltlirel eserlerinin ekonomik degerini, 6zellikle miras turizmi baglaminda vurgular héle
gelmistir. Bu ekonomik ve turistik yonelimin yaninda, Tiirkiye’nin imajini1 yeniden tanimlama
cabasi da dikkat ¢cekmektedir. Amag, Tiirkiye’nin engin tarihini stratejik bir sekilde one ¢ikararak
tilkenin sadece deniz, kum ve giinesiyle iinlii bir “cennet” olarak anilmasinin 6tesine gegmektir.
Bu degisim, kiiltiirel miras politikalarinda adeta bir evrim niteligindedir. Miras turizminin mali
getirisinin odak noktasi olmasiyla birlikte, kiiltiirel korumanin ekonomik degeri 6n plana ¢ikar ve
Tiirkiye’nin kiiresel imajimni yeniden sekillendirme ¢abalari tekrar hayat bulur.

Anahtar Kelimeler
Kiiltiirel Miras Politikalar; Hitit Kiiltiirel Mirasi; Tiirkiye’deki Miras Politikalar1; Miras
Turizmi; Bogazkoy Sfenksi
Giris
Kiiltiirel miras politikas1 kavramu; kiiltiirel miras, toplumsal 6z anlayis ve devlet yonetim

mekanizmalar1 arasindaki ¢ok yonlii etkilesimleri ele alir.2 Bu sistemler, somut ve soyut kiiltii-
rel varliklarin stratejik sekillerde kullaniminin altin1 ¢izer. Bu kullanim sadece koruma amaci

1 Gokay Kanmazalp, Leipzig Universitesi, Leipzig, Almanya,
ORCID: 0009-0003-8572-6977, kanmazalp@studserv.uni-leipzig.de.

2 Regina F. Bendix, Aditya Eggert ve Arnika Peselmann, der., Heritage Regimes and the State (Gottingen: Universitéts-
verlag Gottingen, 2013).
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tagimaz, ayn1 zamanda yerlesik halk ile yasadiklar1 bolge arasinda simbiyotik bir iliski kurmay1
da tesvik eder. Bu yaklagim, ge¢misin, glinlimiiziin ve gelecegin birbirine sikica bagli oldugunu
kabul etmeyi gerektirir. Bu bag ise siirekli olarak pratik ihtiyaglar, istek ve siyasi unsurlardan da
destek alarak bir 6z anlayis arayisina yol ¢izer; anilar ve mekanlar yaratir.® S6z konusu yaklagim;
kiiltiirel varliklarin dinamik kaynaklar olarak potansiyelini vurgular. Bu kaynaklar, yeni miras po-
litikalarinin kullanim, yénetim, dagitim ve tiiketim siireclerine tabidir. Bu, tanima politikalar1, ge-
nis kapsamli miras turizmi, sosyoekonomik gelismeler ve yonetim araci olarak kullanimi igeren
kiiltiir varliklari ve miras alanlarini kapsar.® Kiiltiir genellikle ekonomik biiylimeyi tesvik etmek
icin de kullanilabilir ve miras turizmi ile miras endiistrilerinin kurulmasi yoluyla beslenebilir. Bu
dogrultuda, s6z konusu strateji 6nemli ekonomik sonuglar dogurmustur.>

Antik imparatorluklardan kalan eserler gibi maddi kiiltiir 6geleri, topluluklarin 6z anla-
yislarini belirlemede ve topluluk sinirlarini giiglendirmede son derece 6nemli olabilir.® Bu fizik-
sel nesneler, ortak bir gegmise dayali baglar1 gorsel agidan vurgular ve yeni sembolik degerler ile
estetik yaklagimlarinin olusturulmasina yardimei olabilir.” Stuart Hall’un goriist; kiiltiirel miras
politikalarinin, ayni siyasi ve cografi varligin bireyleri arasinda bag kurma konusundaki énemini
vurgular. Hall’a (1999) gore, kiiltiirel miras eserleri, soyut fikirlerin ve degerlerin somutlagtirilmig
halleri olabilir, bu sayede bir toplumun ortak birligini olusturabilir.®

Bu akademik arastirmanin temel hedefi, Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel mirasmnin mo-
dern Tiirkiye icinde buldugu yankiyi, kiiltiirel miras politikalar1 {izerinden anlamlandirmak ve
aydinlatmaktir. Bu amagla makale, birbiriyle baglantili ii¢ farkli boliime ayrilmistir.

[k boliim, Cumhuriyet’in ilk donemlerinde Hitit Miizesi’nin kurulus hikdyesine ve bu
siirecin, yogun kiiltiirel etkinliklerle harmanlanmig, 6nemli bir donem olduguna dikkat ¢eker. Bu
incelemenin amaci, kapsamli bir sosyopolitik ortamda miizenin kurulusu ve gelisimine baglam
kazandirmak ve bu sekilde Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin, Hitit eserlerinden yararlanarak yeni olu-
san toplumsal bilinci giiclendirme hedefine deginmektir. Ikinci boliimde ise tartisma, 6zellikle
Cumhuriyet doneminin ilk elli yilinda Hitit imparatorlugu simgelerinin nasil kullanildigma dair
ayrintili bir incelemeyi konu alir. Bu inceleme, Cumhuriyet Arsivleri’nde yapilan bir incelemeyi
kaynak alir ve cumhuriyetin Hitit kiiltiirel mirasina olan ilgisinin olas1 nedenlerini arastirir. Bu
boliimde, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin Hitit sembollerini stratejik sekilde kullanimini acikliga ka-
vusturmak amaclanmistir.

Makalenin son béliimiinde, Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel mirasiyla ilgili medya soy-
lemlerine odaklanilir. Medya anlatilari, kiiltiirel miras politikalarindaki séylemsel degisimleri

3 Lynn Meskell, “Recognition, Restitution and the Potentials of Postcolonial Liberalism for South African Heritage,”
South African Archaeological Bulletin 60, no. 182 (2005): 72-78.

4 Bendix, Eggert ve Peselmann, Heritage Regimes.

5 Chiara De Cesari, “Thinking through Heritage Regimes,” Heritage Regimes and the State i¢inde, der. Regina F.
Bendix, Arnika Eggert ve Aditya Eggert, Gottingen Studies in Cultural Property 6 (Gottingen: Universititsverlag
Gottingen, 2013), 399-413.

6 Brubaker ve Cooper kimlik kavramindaki muglaklig1 uygulamada ya fazla kapsayici ya da minimal diizeyde kalmasiyla
elestirir. Kimlik ya da millet gibi terimlerin sabit varliklar olarak algilanmamasini, aksine 6z kimliklendirme ve 6z
anlayis gibi alternatifler sunarak dinamik karsilikli etkilesim iizerinden anlagilmalar1 gerektigini dnermektedirler. Bu
makalede “’6z anlayis” terimi harici kategorizasyondan farkli olarak bireysel algiy1 ifade etmek ve Hitit kiiltiirel mi-
rasinin Tiirk toplumunun kolektif 6z algis1 tizerindeki etkisini arastirmak igin kullanilmustir. Detayli tartisma icin bkz.
Rogers Brubaker ve Frederick Cooper, “Beyond “Identity,”” Theory and Society 29, no. 1 (2000): 1-47.

7 Haidy Geismar, “Anthropology and Heritage Regimes,” Annual Review of Anthropology 44 (2015): 71-85.

8 Stuart Hall, “Whose Heritage? Unsettling ‘the Heritage’, Re-imagining the Post-nation,” Third Text 13, no. 49 (1999):
3-13.
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belirleme imkan1 géz oniinde bulundurularak, stratejik bir sekilde secilir. Bendix, Eggert ve Pe-
selmann’in belirttigi gibi, yirmi birinci yiizyilda kiiltiirel miras hakkindaki séylemler, devlet mer-
kezli bir yaklasimdan, uluslararas1 kuruluslar, medya ve devlet merkezli olmayan ¢esitli varlik-
larin da aralarinda bulundugu birgok paydasa giderek daha fazla odaklanilan bir diyalog alanina
dogru evrimlesmistir.® Bu degisim, kiiltiirel miras politikalarindaki “y6netim” kavramini yansitir.
Bu kavramda, miras norm ve politikalar1 artik yalnizca devletler tarafindan sekillendirilmez. Bu-
nun yerine, bu norm ve politikalar, uluslararasi ve ¢ok paydash tartismalardan olusan karmagik
bir ag icinde sekillendirilir. Bu durum, ulusal sinirlar1 belirsizlestiren, katmanl diizenlemeler ice-
ren bir ag yaratir.'® Bu doniistiiriicii yaklasim, diger dgelerin yani sira medya anlatilarinin miras
stratejilerindeki degisiklikleri 6zetleme ve yayma imkan tanir ve bdylece yeni miras politikala-
rinin olusumunu etkiler.

Bu ¢alisma, Bakan Ertugrul Giinay’in (1948 dogumlu) yirmi birinci yiizy1l miras politi-
kalar tizerine yaptig1 agiklamalarin 6nemini vurgular. Bu agiklamalar, devletin bu dénemdeki tu-
tumuna dair degerli bir bakis agis1 sunmaktadir. Ayrica, bu ¢alisma, erken Cumhuriyet donemine
ait hiikkiimet belgelerini ve Bogazkody Sfenksi gibi Hitit uygarligindan kalma 6nemli bir tag eserin
iadesine dair yerel medya anlatilarini kapsar." Farkli niteliklere sahip olsa da bu kaynaklar, birlik-
te incelendiklerinde erken Cumhuriyet doneminden bugiine kadar kiiltiirel miras uygulamalarin-
daki déniisiimii kapsamli ve ayrintili sekilde inceleme imkani sunar. ilgili kaynaklar, soylemdeki
degisiklikleri belirlemeye ve Ozellikle kiiltiirel miras turizmiyle iligkili ekonomik potansiyelin
artan 6nemini gostermeye yardimci olur. Daha derinlemesine bir analiz sunabilmek i¢in bu in-
celeme, tek bir 6rnek olaya, yani 1906’dan 2011°e kadar Almanya ve Tiirkiye arasinda siiren ve
Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin Tiirkiye’ye iadesi ile sonuglanan diplomatik goriismelere odaklanir. Bu
caligma, Bogazkody Sfenksi’nin geri doniisiiniin medyadaki yankisini detayli bir sekilde ele ala-
rak Tiirkiye’de kiiltiirel miras uygulamalarindaki doniisiimii gozler 6niine sermeyi ve yliz yillik
stirecte kiiltlirel miras politikalarinin nasil gelistigine dair kapsamli analizler sunmay1 amaglar.

Anadolu’ya Yepyeni Bir Bakis:
Modern Tiirkiye’de Hitit Mirasinin Izleri

1906°da arkeolog Hugo Winckler (1863—1913) ve Theodore Makridi Bey (1872—1940) ta-
rafindan Bogazkdy’de gerceklestirilen ilk sistematik kazilarin baglangicindan itibaren 10.000°den
fazla civi yazili tablet ve iki sfenks ortaya cikarildi. Bu buluntular, Hitit imparatorlugu’nun tari-
hi hakkinda kapsaml bilgiler sunmaktaydi.’? Arkeoloji alanindaki igbirlikleri arasinda, 1923’te
Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin kurulmasinin ardindan Bogazkdy kazi alaninda Alman ve Tiirk bilim
insanlar1 arasindaki yogunlasan igbirligi ¢arpici bir 6rnek olarak degerlendirilir. Alman arkeolog
Kurt Bittel (1907-1991) de bu kazilarla yakindan ilgilendi. 1931-1939 ve 19521977 yillar1 ara-
sinda Bittel, 35 kaz etkinligi yiiriittii. Ayrica, heniiz 24 yasindayken Hugo Winckler ve Theodor
Makridi Bey’in arastirmalariyla ilgili kontrol ve kesifleri yonetmekle gorevlendirildi.”® Bittel,

9 Bendix, Eggert ve Peselmann, Heritage Regimes, 11-20.

10 Bendix, Eggert ve Peselmann, Heritage Regimes, 13.

11 Bogazkdy restitiisyonu hakkindaki tartismaya olan katkilar i¢in Lars Miiller, Mathias Bos ve Deborah Sielert’e
tesekkiirlerimi iletmek isterim.

12 Veysel Donbaz, Bin Kral Bin Am.: Bir Siimerologun Anmlar: (Istanbul: Togan Yayinlari, 2014).

13 Christoph Bittel ve Andrea Brauning, “Zur Erinnerung an Kurt Bittel, den Ausgréber von Hattuscha,” Schwdbische
Heimat 58, no. 4 (2007): 425-29.
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1938-1942 yillar1 arasinda Alman Arkeoloji Enstitiisii istanbul subesinin yoneticisi ve Istanbul
Universitesi’nde 6gretim iiyesi olarak gorev yapti. Bu calismalari sirasinda, Arif Miifid Mansel
(1905-1975) gibi Tiirk bilim insanlariyla yakin baglantilar kurdu.'#

Bu igbirligi dinamigi, kazilarin somut diinyasinin 6tesine gegerek diplomatik ¢evrelerde
de hayat buldu. Tiirk bilim insan1 Veysel Donbaz (1939 dogumlu), 1987°de Bogazkdy’de orta-
ya ¢ikarilan eserlerin geri iadesi konusunda Alman bilim insanlariyla goriismeler baslatti. Don-
baz’in aragtirma bulgulari, Alman bilim insanlar1 Otto von Falke (1862—1942) ve Walter Andrae
(1875-1956) ile Tiirk meslektaslar1 Halil Edhem Eldem (1861-1938) ve Aziz Ogan (1888—1956)
arasindaki yazigmalarla birlikte, kapsamli ve tarihsel 6neme sahip isbirligine 151k tuttu.'® Ayrica,
Ekrem Akurgal (1911-2002) ve Sedat Alp (1913-2006) gibi arkeologlarin da dahil oldugu pek
cok Tiirk bilim insan1 Almanya’da akademik egitim aldi. Bu da kurumsallagmis bir isbirligi mo-
deline igaret etmektedir.'®

Modern akademik igbirligi dinamiklerine deginmemizin ardindan, Hitit uygarliginin ta-
rihi ¢ercevesini daha ayrintili olarak inceleyebiliriz. Hint-Avrupa dillerini konusan topluluklarin
kokenleriyle ilgili bir belirsizlik olsa da, mevcut metinler MO 1900 yillarinda Orta Anadolu’da-
ki Hititlerin de aralarinda bulundugu Hint-Avrupa dil gruplarinin var oldugunu onaylar nitelik-
tedir.” Sonraki yillarda yiiriitiilen tahminler, Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kdkenini, MO on yedinci
yiizyilda Hattusa sehrinin kurulusu ile ayn1 doneme dayandirmakta ve imparatorlugun ¢okiigiiniin
MO onikinci yiizy1lin baslarinda gerceklesmis olabilecegini 6ne siirmektedir.® Tarihe damgasini
vuran ve halk arasinda “Ebedi Antlasma” olarak anilan Kades Antlasmasi, bilinen en eski baris
antlasmasi olarak kabul edilmistir. Bu anlasma MO 1259 yilinda yiiriirliige girmistir." Bu durum,
Hititlerin diplomatik etkinlikleri ve kiiresel iligkilerdeki tarihsel roliiniin 6nemini vurgular. Hitit
Imparatorlugu’nun belirgin dzelliklerinden biri de ¢ok tanrili inanca sahip olmalaridir.2°

1923’te Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti kurulmadan énceki yillarda, Hitit imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel
mirasina yonelik ilgiler, cuamhuriyetin ilanindan hemen 6nce canlanmaya basladi. Bu merakla birlik-
te, 1921 yilinda Ankara’nin ilk miizesi kurulmus oldu. Bu 6ncii adim, o dénemde Kiiltiir Bakanlig1
yoneticisi olan Miibarek Galib Bey (1871-1938) liderliginde atildi.?' 1921 yilinda Ankara’nin ilk
miizesi Akkale olarak bilinen kale burcunda planlanmist1.22 Bununla birlikte, cumhuriyetin kuru-
cusu Mustafa Kemal [Atatiirk]’iin (1881-1938) sehir merkezinde bir Hitit Miizesi kurma teklifi-
nin kabul gérmesi ve ¢esitli bolgelerden gelen Hitit eserlerinin sayisinin artmasiyla, daha genis bir
alana ihtiya¢ duyulacagi anlasildi.2®* Mustafa Kemal [Atatiirk], 9 Mayis 1920°de goreve gelen ilk
hiikiimetine, Milli Egitim Bakanlig1 ¢atist altinda bir Eski Eserler Miidiirliigli olusturma talimatin

14 Bittel ve Brauning, “Zur Erinnerung,” 427-28.

15 Donbaz, Bin Kral, 477.

16 James F. Goode, Negotiating for the Past: Archaeology, Nationalism, and Diplomacy in the Middle East, 1919-1941
(Austin: University of Texas Press, 2007), 52.

17 Horst Klengel, “History of the Hittites,” Insights into Hittite History and Archaeology iginde, der. Hermann Genz ve
Dirk Paul Mielke, Colloquia Antiqua 2 (Leuven: Peeters, 2011), 31-46.

18 Klengel, History of the Hittites, 31.

19 Trevor Bryce, Warriors of Anatolia: A Concise History of the Hittites (London: 1. B. Tauris, 2019).

20 Caroline Zimmer-Vorhaus, “Hittite Temples: Palaces of the Gods,” Insights into Hittite History and Archaeology
iginde, der. Hermann Genz ve Dirk Paul Mielke, Colloquia Antiqua 2 (Leuven: Peeters, 2011), 195-218.

21 Alper Bakici, “Cumbhuriyet Dénemi (1930-1940) Kiiltiir Politikalarinin Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesine Olan Et-
kisi,” Asbider:Akademi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi 8, no. 22 (2021): 147-66.

22 Serap Buyurgan, “Yasayan ve Yasatan Miize,” Yaratici Drama Dergisi 12, no. 2 (2017): 127-36.

23 Yusuf Kirag, “100. Y1linda Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesi,” Tiirk Arkeoloji ve Etnografya Dergisi 82 (2021): 159-77.
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verdi.?4 Daha sonra, eski eserlerin diizenli bir bigimde toplanmasi ve korunmasi igin 6zel bir Hitit
Miizesi olusturma siirecine girildi.?® Miizenin kapilarini agmasinin ardindan, Istanbul’da muhafaza
edilen Hitit eserleri bu yeni mekéana tasind1.2é Ankara’nin gesitli yerlerinden getirilen Hitit eserle-
rinin sayisindaki artis, genis ¢apli bir miize ihtiyacini daha net bir sekilde ortaya koymus oldu. Bu
durum, Ankara’da Osmanli doneminde insa edilen Mahmut Paga Bedesteni ve yani basindaki Kur-
sunlu Han’in farkli amaglarla kullanilmasina dair kararin alinmasinda etkiliydi.2”

Bu girisim Ankara’y1 diinyanin en kapsamli Hitit eserleri koleksiyonuna ev sahipligi yapan
sehir olarak 6n plana ¢ikardi. Miize resmi olarak “Hitit Miizesi” adina sahip olmasa da, ¢esitli bol-
gelerden Hitit eserlerini bir araya getirip sergilemesi nedeniyle halk arasinda bu ad benimsendi.?®
3 Mayis 1939°da, Tiirk Milli Egitim Eski Bakan1 Hasan Ali Yiicel (1897-1961) tarafindan kaleme
alinan bir argiv belgesi, miizeyi net bir sekilde “Eti Miizesi” olarak adlandirmist1.2® Bu durum,
resmiyet kazanmasa da, kurumun bu adla tanindigini, hatta resmi belgelerde bile bu adin kulla-
nildigini ortaya koymaktadir. Miizenin sergi diizeni, alisilmisin diginda bir yapiya sahip olmasiyla
dikkatleri iizerine ¢ekiyordu. Bu diizen, Hitit tarihinin zaman ¢izelgesine siki sikiya bagl degildi.
Aksine, Erken ve Geg Hitit donemlerine ait eserleri karigik bir sekilde ziyaretgilere sunuyordu.3°

Deutsche Allgemeine Zeitung gazetesinin 12 Eyliil 1934 tarihli sayisinda yer alan ve
Fransizca cevirisi Berlin’deki Tiirk Biiytikelgisi tarafindan Tiirk Disisleri Bakanligina gonderi-
len bir makalede Tiirk Milli Egitim Bakanliginin kiiltiirel mirasla ilgili olarak harekete gectigi
aktarilmisti.3' Gazete, Bakanligin Anadolu’da yer alan Hitit eserlerinin sayisini artirmak i¢in tarih
oncesi donemlerden kalan koleksiyonlarina ev sahipligi yapan diinya ¢apindaki miizelerle temas
kurdugunu ve eser degisim programlari diizenlemeyi planladigini belirtmisti.32 Bu da, gazetenin
ifadesiyle, Tirkiye’nin Ankara’da 6zel bir Hitit Miizesi kurma isteginin altin1 ¢izmisti.>® Maka-
leye gore bu miize, Hitit kalintilarindan olusan kapsamli bir koleksiyona ev sahipligi yapacak ve
Hitit uygarliginin hikayesini bastan sona ele alacakt1.>*

24 Kirag, “100. Yilinda,” 160.

25 Kirag, “100. Yilinda,” 159-77.

26 Bakici, “Cumhuriyet,” 159.

27 Buyurgan, “Yasayan,” 128.

28 Kirag, “100. Yilinda,” 161.

29 BCA, 30.10.0.0/190.304.4

30 Bakici, “Cumbhuriyet,” 160.

31 Nazi Almanyast ve Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk idaresindeki yeni kurulmusg Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti arasindaki iligki, 6zel-
likle Tiirkiye’nin Yahudi kimligi {izerinden ya da Nazi ideolojisine politik muhalefetten dolay1 Nazi rejimi tara-
findan yargilanmis Alman profesorlere ev sahipligi yapmasi nedeniyle dnemli gerginlikler ve ideolojik catigmalar
tizerinden sekillenmistir. Nazi rejimi tarafindan yargilanan entelektiieller i¢in Dolmabahge Sarayi’nda bir yemek
verilmesi, gezisi sirasinda Iran Sahi’na bir set protez dis yapilmasi icin Alfred Kantorowicz’in (1880-1962), goz
saglig ile ilgilenmesi i¢in de goz hekimi Joseph Igersheimer’in (1879—-1965) gorevlendirilmesi gibi Atatiirk’iin
kisisel girisimleri iki devlet arasindaki acik ideolojik sapmay1 yansitmaktadir. Bunlara ek olarak, Tiirkiye Nazi is-
gali altindaki topraklardan kacan 190’dan fazla entelektiiele kucak agmistir. Bu kisiler arasinda 1933°teki ilk dalga
ile birlikte Tiirkiye’ye gelen 30 bilim insani, 1938°teki ilhak sonrasinda Avusturya ve Almanya’dan gelenler ve
1939°da Cekoslovakya’nin isgali sonrasinda bu tilkeden gelenler vardir. 1934 tarihli makale Tiirkiye’ nin kiiltiirel
mirasini Avrupa kamuoyuna sunma ¢abalari ile ayn1 zamanda Nazi Hiikiimeti’ne yonelik elle tutulur siyasi eylem-
ler araciligi ile bir kars1 durus ¢abasi kurmasi tizerinden degerlendirilmelidir. Bu konu hakkinda daha fazla bilgi igin
bkz. Arnold Reisman, “Jewish Refugees from Nazism, Albert Einstein, and the Modernization of Higher Education
in Turkey (1933-1945),” Aleph 7 (2007): 253-81.

32 Bu ¢alismada kullanilan Fransizca gevirileri ile ilgili essiz yardimlari igin Jasmin Eder’e igten minnettarligimi ifade
etmek isterim.

33 TDA, 501/31800.125577.21

34 TDA, 501/31800.125577.21
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Deutsche Allgemeine Zeitung, bu projeyi Tiirkiye’de 6nemli bir ulusal yanki olusturan bir
girisim olarak tanimlamig ve bunun sadece akademik bir ugrasin 6tesine gegerek iilkenin atalariy-
la derinden bagina 151k tutan bir calisma oldugunu vurgulamigti. Makale, en giincel arastirmalarin
Tiirkler ile antik Hititlerin soyu arasinda dogrudan baglanti kurdugunu ve miizenin kurulusunun,
Tiirk halkinin atalariyla olan bagmin bir simgesi olarak takdim edildigini belirtmisti.®®> Bu arsiv
belgesi, planlanan Hitit Miizesini kiiltiirel miras1 korumaya dair bir eylem ve Tiirkiye’nin tarihi ko-
kenleriyle bag kurma gabasi olarak ele alir.®® Bu baglamda belge, kiiltiirel miras ve bilimsel incele-
me arasindaki dinamik etkilesimin yayin tarafindan nasil yorumlandigina dair yararl bilgiler sunar.

Yeni kurulan Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin arkeolojik mirasiin i¢ yiiziinde sakli olan 6zgiin
sosyopolitik hedefin birlesik bir toplumsal 6z anlayis gelistirmeye yonelik oldugu saptanabilir.3”
Bu hedef, Anadolu’daki kiiltiirel mirasin eski Anadolu uygarliklarini kapsayacak ve ortak mirasin
cok yonlii niteligini pekistirecek sekilde kapsayici bir tasavvurunun gelistirilmesiyle ziinde bag-
lantilidir.38 Hitit imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel miras1, 1930’larda yeni kurulan cumhuriyetin ¢agdas
sakinlerinin dnciisii olarak paha bigilmez bir rol iistlenmistir. Bu iddianin temelinde, yeni kurulan
Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin halki ile kadim Anadolu arasinda giiglii bir bag olusturmaya dair strate-
jik bir hedef yatiyordu.3® Amag, Tiirk halkinin kiiltiirel kokenlerinin Stimerler ve Hititlere kadar
uzandigma dair kanitlar bulmak ve bu sayede modern Tiirkiye’yi Hititlerin etkileyici mirasiyla
dogrudan iliskilendirmekti. Eski Anadolu uygarliklarin1 giiniimiiz toplumuyla biitiinlestiren bu
kavramsal ¢er¢eve, Osmanli Imparatorlugu’nun Balkanlar ve Yakin Dogu’yu da kapsayan bolge-
lerdeki alt1 yiizyillik hakimiyetinin ardindan, yeni kurulan cumhuriyetin sakinlerini anavatanlari
olarak Anadolu’ya baglamay1 amagliyordu.4°

Hitit Giines Kursu:
Modern Tiirkiye’de Hitit Simgelerinin Benimsenmesi

Yeni kurulan Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti, tarihi mirasinin somut ifadeleri olarak ¢ogunlukla Hitit
Imparatorlugu’nun ikonik simgelerine basvurmustur. Bu yaklagim, 20-25 Eyliil 1937 tarihlerinde
diizenlenen Ikinci Tiirk Tarih Kongresi’nde net bir sekilde benimsenmistir. Katilimcilara, etkinlik
anisina hazirlanmis, Hitit sembollerinin gérkemli detaylariyla bezeli 6zel rozetler takdim edilmis-
tir.#' Tiirkiye’de yeni baslayan arkeolojik ¢aligmalarda ortaya gikan ve Hitit Imparatorlugu’na ait
eserlerin biitiiniinii olusturan pargalar, serginin c¢arpici boliimiinii teskil etmistir. Sempozyumun
sembolii olarak bir bronz Hitit giines kursu secilmistir. Bogazkdy’den bir kabartma heykelinin
dikkat ¢ekici bir kopyasi, etkileyici bir sekilde girige yerlestirilmigtir.42

Hitit giines kursunun kullanimi 1930°1arla sinirli kalmadi. 1923°te Cumhuriyet’in ilaninin
ardindan, 1946 yilinda kurulan ilk iiniversite olan Ankara Universitesi’nin simgesi, giines kursu
olarak secildi. Giintimiizde giines kursu iiniversitenin simgesi olarak kullanilmaya devam edi-

35 TDA, 501/31800.125577.21

36 TDA, 501/31800.125577.21

37 Tugba Tanyeri-Erdemir, “Archaeology as a Source of National Pride in the Early Years of the Turkish Republic,”
Journal of Field Archaeology 31, no. 4 (2006): 381-93.

38 Dogan Avcioglu, Tirklerin Tarihi, vol. 1, ikinci baski (Istanbul: Tekin Yaymevi, 1978).

39 Avcioglu, Tiirklerin Tarihi, 31.

40 Mehmet Ozdogan, “Ideology and Archaeology in Turkey,” Archaeology Under Fire: Nationalism, Politics and Her-
itage in the Eastern Mediterranean and Middle East i¢inde, der. Lynn Meskell (London: Routledge, 2005), 111-23.

41 Tanyeri-Erdemir, “Archaeology,” 385.

42 Tanyeri-Erdemir, “Archaeology,” 388.
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yor.?3 Giines kursu, 1973—-1995 yillar1 arasinda Ankara Biiyiiksehir Belediyesi’nin logosu ola-
rak kullanildi. Bu kararin alinmasinda, donemin Ankara Belediye Baskan1 Vedat Dalokay’in
(1927-1991) etkili oldugu belirtiliyor.#4 1978 yilinda Tiirk heykeltirag Nusret Suman (1905—
1978) tarafindan tasarlanan Hitit Giines Kursu Aniti, Ankara’da Sihhiye Meydani’na dikildi.4®

Bununla birlikte, Belediye Bagkani1 Dalokay’in, Sihhiye semtine Alacahoyiik kazilar
sirasinda bulunan bir Hitit heykelinin replikasini yerlestirme hamlesi ciddi tartigmalara yol agti.
Senator Adile Ayda (1912—-1992) “Sihhiye’deki Put” baglikli yazisinda eserin Tiirk soyundan
ayr1 bir Hint-Avrupa uygarligi olan Hititler ve antik Anadolu’daki Hatti uygarligi ile baglantilt
bir putu temsil ettigini iddia etti.*® Ayda, Atatiirk’tin Hititlere Ttirk kokeni atfetme kararini, o
doénemin smirlt tarihi verilerini gbz 6niinde bulundurarak aldigi ihtimalini dile getirdi. Hitit-
lerin Tiirk kokenli olmadiklar1 gdriisiinii savunan Ayda, bu heykelin yerlestirilmesinin savu-
nulamayacagini ifade etti. Senato ise Ayda’nin iddialarina karsi ¢ikti ve Atatiirk’{in Hititlerin
Tiirk kokenli olmadigini kabul ettigini belirtti.4” Senatoya gore Atatiirk’tin Hititleri Tiirk olarak
tanimlamast, tarihsel bir yanlis tanimlama degil, sembolik bir ifadedir. Senatonun cevabinda,
Atatiirk™lin Hititlerden Tiirk olarak bahsetmekle bugiin Anadolu’da yasayan Tirk toplumunun
on birinci yiizyilda karsilastiklari medeniyetleri yok eden fatihler olarak Anadolu’ya gelmedik-
lerini anlatmak istedigi belirtilmistir. Senatonun yorumuna goére, bunun yerine, Anadolu’da ya-
samig olan gelenekleri ve kiiltiirleri benimsemis, 6ziimsemis ve devam ettirerek gegmisleriyle
stirekli bir kiiltiirel bag kurmuglardir.4®

Hitit Gilines Kursu’nun ilerleyen donemlerde kullanimlar1 arasinda, 1962°de Eskise-
hir’de kurulan Tiirk gida sirketi Eti’nin logosu ve 2006’da Bogazkdy arkeolojik alaninin bu-
lundugu Corum’da kurulan Hitit Universitesi’nin simgesi olarak kabul edilmesi say1labilir.4®
Ayrica, belirli durumlarda Hitit geyik heykelleri de kullanilmistir. Ankara’da 8 Temmuz 1967
tarihinde kurulan Hacettepe Universitesi, simge olarak, akademisyen Yiicel Tanyeri (1946 do-
gumlu) tarafindan tasarlanan bir Hitit geyik figiiriinii benimsedi.5°

1968 yilinda ise Hitit Miizesi, kapsamli bir yeniden yapilanma siireci sonucunda Ana-
dolu Medeniyetleri Miizesine doniistiiriildi. Bu doniisiim, Anadolu’nun medeniyetlerin besigi
ve ¢agdas Tiirk ulusunun kokeni oldugu anlatisini 6n plana ¢ikariyordu.5! Hitit Miizesinin adi-
nin degistirilmesi, Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel mirasina yénelik yaklasimda degisimi tem-
sil ediyor olabilir. Bu degisim, Hititlerin Tiirkiye nin kiiltiirel politikalar1 ¢cergevesindeki Gnemi
degerlendirilirken g6z 6niinde bulundurulmalidir. Bu ¢ergevede, makalenin diger béliimlerinde
Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin miras politikalarini, miras turizmini, sosyoekonomik gelismelerini ve
yonetim araglarini da kapsayan kiiltlirel mirasi incelenmistir. Bu inceleme, devlet arsivlerinin
yani sira Bogazkoy kazilarindan elde edilen Hitit tabletlerine ve iki sfenkse odaklanan medya
anlatilarina dayanmaktadir.

43 Ali Cetinkaya, “Anadolu Medeniyetlerinde Kullanilan Sembollerin Giiniimiiz Kurumsal Kimlik Caligmalarina
Yansimalar1” (yiiksek lisans tezi, Firat Universitesi, 2014), 87.

44 Cetinkaya, “Anadolu,” 82.

45 Ugur Duyan, “Su Perileri: ‘Baskentin Kayip Heykelleri’,” Idealkent: Kent Arastirmalar Dergisi 2 (2011): 137.
46 Avcioglu, Tiirklerin Tarihi, 31.

47 Avcioglu, Tiirklerin Tarihi, 31.

48 Avcioglu, Tiirklerin Tarihi, 31.

49 Cetinkaya, “Anadolu,” 83-86.

50 Cetinkaya, “Anadolu,” 79.

51 Kirag, “100. Yilinda,” 161.
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Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti‘nde Hitit Mirasi:
Tiirk Arsivlerinden Anlatilar

Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin arsiv hazinesinde yer alan iki temel belgeyi detayli bir sekilde
inceledigimizde, Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel soy agaciyla giiclii bir bag kuruldugunu gé-
rilyoruz. Bu tiir tarihi entegrasyonlar, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin ilk yillarinda son derece 6nemli
roller iistlendi.

Oncelikle 1934-1935 yillar1 arasinda Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Milli Egitim Bakan1 olarak
hizmet veren Zeynel Abidin Ozmen (1890-1966) tarafindan kaleme aliman detayli bir rapor in-
celendi. 13 Ekim 1934 tarihinde sunulan bu belge, 1930’Iu yillarin Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti i¢in
Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun tarihi kronolojisi agisindan tasidig1 dnemi vurgulamaktadir.32 Hiikiime-
tin hazirladigi 1934 tarihli bu ayrintili rapor, Alman arkeolog Kurt Bittel’in gozetiminde Bo-
gazkOy’deki kazilardan ¢ikarilan sayisiz ¢ivi yazili tabletin detayli bir agiklamasini igerir. Civi
yazili tabletlerden elde edilen ve Hitit hiilkiimdarlarina dair karmagik detaylari i¢eren arkeolojik
bulgularin 6ykiisii 6zellikle dikkat gekicidir. Belge, bir zamanlar refah i¢inde yasayan Hitit Im-
paratorlugu’nun kentlerinin, Frigya Krallig1 tarafindan nasil yikima ugratildigini agikca ortaya
koymakta ve bdylece bolgenin yerlesim tarihi hakkinda 6nemli bilgiler sunmaktadir. Frigya’dan
sonra, Roma Imparatorlugu’nun istilalar1 daha biiyiik yikimlara sebep olmus, bu tahribatlarmn
ardindan yalnizca Bogazkdy ayakta kalabilmistir.>3

1930°1u yillarda Tirkiye hiikiimeti tarafindan titizlikle yiiriitiilen arkeolojik aragtirmalar,
Anadolu’nun tarihine ve bir zamanlar bu topraklarda yasayan ¢esitli uygarliklara yonelik giderek
artan ilgiyi gostermektedir. Bu ilgi, sadece yeni arkeolojik eserlerin ortaya ¢ikarilmasiyla ilgili
istege ek olarak bolgenin tarihi sakinleri hakkinda bir bilgi edinme istegini de ifade eder.

Incelenen ikinci belge, Almanya Federal Cumhuriyeti’nin ilk Sansélyesi Konrad Ade-
nauer (1876-1967) ve o donemin Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Cumhurbagkant Cemal Giirsel (1895—
1966) arasinda 1960 yilinda kaydedilen dikkat ¢ekici bir diyaloga yer vermektedir. Bu yazigsma,
Bati Almanya’nin Berlin, K6ln ve Miinih gibi 6nde gelen sehirlerinde Hitit eserlerine adanmis
bir serginin diizenleneceginin altin1 ¢izer.>* Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti arsivlerindeki en eski belge,
Adenauer’in 26 Temmuz 1960 tarihli bir yazisinin ¢evrilmis kopyasidir. Bu mektupta Adenauer,
Tiirk Cumhurbaskan1 Giirsel’e, Hitit eserlerini 6ne ¢ikaran 6zel bir sergi hakkinda bilgi verir ve
Tiirkiye’nin belirli Hitit eserlerini bu sergi i¢in 6diing vermeye istekli olusuna duydugu takdirini
ifade eder. Adenauer, bu degerli eserlerin {ilkeler arasinda taginmasiyla ilgili lojistik zorluklari
kabul eder. Ayrica, bu eserlerin kisisel denetimi altinda korunacagini temin eder.3® Ek olarak, bu
toplumu ile tarihine duydugu derin ilgiyi anlatir.5®

2 Agustos 1960 tarihinde kaleme alinan bagka bir yazisma, Giirsel’in Adenauer’in mek-
tubuna verdigi karsilig1 aciga ¢ikarir. Bu karsilikli yazigsma, 1960’1arin kiiltiirel miras baglaminda,
antik Anadolu medeniyetinin ayrilmaz bir parcasi olan Hitit kiiltiirii ve tarihi hakkinda Tiirk yone-
timinin bakis agisin1 aydinlatir. Giirsel, yanitinda, yaklasan sergiyi, Almanya ve Tiirkiye arasindaki
kiiltiirel baglar1 daha da giiclendirecek, degerli bir ara¢ olarak kabul eder. Serginin, Alman vatan-

52 BCA, 30.10.0.0/146.42.12
53 BCA, 30.10.0.0/146.42.12
54 BCA, 30.1.0.0/41.246.4
55BCA, 30.1.0.0/41.246.4
56 BCA, 30.1.0.0/41.246.4
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daglarmi, Tiirk topraklarinda gelisen saygin bir medeniyet tarafindan olusturulan 6zgiin bir sanat
formuyla tanistirma firsati sundugunu diisiiniir.3” Giirsel’in mektubu, 1960’larda Tiirk yonetiminin
Hitit Imparatorlugu nun kiiltiirel ve tarihi mirasma gosterdigi biiyiik saygiy1 agik¢a gosterir.

7 Kasim 1960 tarihinde yayimlanan bir idari kararname, Almanya’da ger¢eklesecek olan
Hitit eserlerine adanmis sergi i¢in 204 Hitit eserinin K6ln, Miinih ve Berlin’e gdnderilmesini
onaylar.5® Kararname, Bogazkoy arkeolojik alanini uluslararasi bir kazi projesi olarak tanitir.
Ozellikle, Bogazkdy’de bulunan ve istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri’nde muhafaza edilen, Hitit do-
neminden kalma bir dizi ¢ivi yazili tablet, Almanya’ya sevk edilen 204 Hitit eserinden olusan
katalogda yer alir.® Kararname, sergiye dair kosullar1 net bir sekilde belirlerken, Tiirkiye nin
ovgiiye deger yonlerini vurgulayan tanitim etkinliklerinin diizenlenmesinin 6nemini de belirtir.6°
Bu girisimler, Hitit kiiltiiriine adanmis bir sempozyumu ve Hitit giines kursu gibi {inlii Hitit sim-
gelerinin sergilenmesini de kapsar. Bu simge, Cumhuriyet’in kurulusundan itibaren Tiirkiye’de
genis ¢apta kullanilmistir.

Bogazkdy Sfenksi Ornegi Uzerinden Hitit Mirasinin Medyadaki Yankisi

Bogazkoy Sfenksi, yirminci yilizyilin baslarinda Osmanli ve Alman arkeologlarin igbirli-
giyle yiiriitiilen bir kaz1 sirasinda kesfedildi. 1915 ve 1917 yillar1 arasinda sfenks, diger sfenks
ve ¢ivi yazili tabletlerle birlikte restorasyon amagli olarak Berlin’e tasindi. Bu sfenkslerden biri,
neredeyse 3.000 tablet ile birlikte 1943 yilina kadar Tiirkiye’ye iade edildi. Civi yazil tabletlerin
geri kalani ise 1987 yilina kadar geri gonderildi.®' Ancak Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin geri doniisii ne-
redeyse yiiz y1l sliren uzun miizakereler sonucunda gerceklesti. Bogazkdy Sfenksi 2011 yilinda
Anadolu’ya geri dondii. 13 Mayis 2011 tarihinde BBC News, Bogazkoy Sfenksi’nin Tiirkiye’ye
geri doniis stireci hakkinda bir haber yayimladi ve Almanya’nin eseri iade etme kararina degindi.
Haberde, Alman yetkililerin, Tiirk uzmanlarla gerceklestirilen miizakereler sonucunda, Bogazkdy
Sfenksi’nin geri getirilmesini bir nevi iyi niyet gostergesi olarak algiladiklari belirtildi.®?

16 Mayis 2011°de Corum’un yerel gazetesi Yayla Haber, 94 yilin ardindan Almanya’nin
Bogazkoy Sfenksi’ni Tiirkiye’ye geri iade etme kararini duyurdu.®® Bu duyuruda, dénemin Co-
rum Valisi Nurullah Cakir’in (1964 dogumlu), Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin ana yurda iadesi konusun-
daki memnuniyetini ifade eden agiklamalar1 yer aldi. Vali, sfenksin ait oldugu yerde korunacak
olmasinin kendisini ne kadar memnun ettigini dile getirdi.®* Yayla Haber, Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin
geri doniis siirecini ayrintilariyla ele alarak, Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1i’nin ti¢ ayda bir paylasi-
lan yayininda eserin durumuna verilen genis yerden bahsetti.®® Bu makale, Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin

57 BCA, 30.1.0.0/41.246.4

58 BCA, 30.18.1.2/157.25.19

59 BCA, 30.18.1.2/157.25.19

60 BCA, 30.18.1.2/157.25.19

61 Lars Miiller, “Returns of Cultural Artefacts and Human Remains in a (Post)colonial Context: Mapping Claims
Between the Mid-19" Century and the 1970s,” Working Paper Deutsches Zentrum Kulturgutverluste 1 (2021): 30.

62 “Almanya Bogazkdy Sfenksi’ni fade Ediyor,” BBC News Tiirk¢e, 13 May1s 2011, https://www.bbc.com/turkce/
haberler/2011/05/110513_germany_sphinx.

63 “Almanya Bogazkoy Sfenksi’ni lade Ediyor,” Corum Yayla Haber, 16 Mayis 2011, https://www.yaylahaber.com.tr/
almanya-bogazkoy-sfenksini-iade-ediyor/amp.

64 “Sfenks Corum’a Yakisacak,” Habertiirk, 16 Mayis 2011, https://www.haberturk.com/kultur-sanat/ha-
ber/631125-sfenks-coruma-yakisacak.

65 “Bogazkdy Sfenksi Miize Dergisi’nde,” Corum Yayla Haber, 9 Agustos 2011, https://www.yaylahaber.com.tr/bo-
gazkoy-sfenksi-muze-dergisinde.
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Corum’da korunmasiin yerel medya i¢in ne kadar biiyiik bir gurur kaynagi oldugunu ortaya
koymaktadir.

25 Eyliil 2011°de yerel gazete, Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin Bogazkdy Miizesi’nde sergilenece-
gine dair bir haber paylasti. Yayla Haber, haberinde Bogazkdy Sfenksi {izerinden kiiltiir ve tarihin
onemine degindi. Gazete, tipki Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi’nin yiiriittiigii kampanyalardaki gibi,
Tiirkiye’nin degerlerinin yalnizca deniz, kum ve giinesle sinirli olmadigini, tilkenin ayni zamanda
Bogazkdy Sfenksi gibi essiz kiiltiirel ve tarihi degerlere de ev sahipligi yaptigini belirtti.6®

Kiiltiirel miras politikalar1 gercevesinde, 2007-2013 yillar1 arasinda Tiirkiye’de Kiiltiir
ve Turizm Bakani gorevini listlenen Ertugrul Gilinay, yirmi birinci ylizyilin getirdigi dontisiimleri
derinlemesine inceleme imkan1 getiren genis bir perspektif sunar. 9 Ekim 2011 tarihinde Tiirkiye
hiikiimetinin eserin iilkeye geri getirilmesine dair ¢aligmalariyla ilgili gergeklestirilen konusma,
degisen yaklagimlari anlama noktasinda 6nemli bir kilometre tasidir.” Giinay, sadece tarihi bii-
tiinliigi korumaya yonelik hedeflerin 6tesine gecerek, miras turizmi yoluyla ekonomik deger olus-
turma potansiyeli bulunan bir kiiltiir miras1 anlayisina 151k tutar. 1998-2002 yillar1 arasinda 492
parca eser Tiirkiye’ye geri getirilmistir, 2007-2011 yillar1 arasinda ise bu say1 3.272’ye ¢ikmistir.
Gilinay’1n bu konudaki ¢abalart, kiiltiirel mirasin geri kazanilmasi konusundaki taahhiidiinii goster-
mektedir.6® Bu artis, tarihi korumaya yonelik ilginin artmasina baglanabilir. Giinay’in ifadeleri ise
bu konuda ekonomik motivasyonlarin daha énemli roller tistlendigini gostermektedir. Giinay, geri
kazanilan eserlerin “turizmin, kiiltiiriin ve uygarligin bereketleri” oldugunu vurgulayarak kiiltiirel
eserlerin sadece tarihi degeri olan ve korunmasi gereken varliklar olmadigini, ayni zamanda turizm
sektoriinti canlandirabilecek ekonomik degerler olarak da goriilebilecegini ifade eder.6®

Giinay’1n, Tiirkiye’nin giderek artan kiiresel iiniiniin sadece “biiyiileyici deniz kiyilar”
gibi dogal cazibelerle degil, ayn1 zamanda ““saygin miizeler, arkeolojik sit alanlar1 ve kazilar” gibi
kiiltiirel zenginliklerle de anilmas1 gerektigini savunmasi daha genis bir paradigma ile yankilanan
bir sdylem degisikliginin altin1 ¢izmektedir.” Giinay’in bakis agis, tilkenin “yiikselen marka de-
gerini” kiiltlire] mirasinin korunmasi ve sergilenmesine yonelik ¢abalarla uyumlu bir sekilde ele
alarak, kiiltiirel varliklarin ekonomi ile baglantili oldugunu belirtir.”" Bu ifadeler, kiiltiirel mirasi
sadece tarihi bir arsiv olarak degil, ayn1 zamanda ekonomik bir itici gii¢ ve tilke imajinin pekisti-
rilmesi i¢in bir ara¢ olarak yorumlar. Bdylece, miras turizmini, kiiltiirel miras politikalarinin odak
noktasina tasir. Giinay’1n iddialar, Tiirkiye’nin siradanlastirilmis bir imajdan daha fazlasina sahip
olabilmesi i¢in Tirk hiikiimetinin sarf ettigi cabay1 gozler 6niine serer. Bu da eserlerin iadelerine
dair taleplerinin dnemini artirir ve Tiirkiye’nin diinyadaki temsiline yeni bir tanim ve baglam ka-
zandirma siirecinde ilgili talepleri daha kapsamli bir miras politikasinin 6nemli bir bileseni haline
getirir. Ayrica, Tirkiye’nin tarihi zenginlikten yoksun bir dogal “cennetten” ibaret olmadigini,
zengin bir tarihi ve kiiltiirel mirasa sahip oldugunu belirtir.”?

Tiirk medyasi, sfenksin iadesinin ardindan Corum ilindeki turizm potansiyelindeki ar-

66 “Bogazkdy Sfenksi ile ‘Kiiltiir ve Tarih’ Vurgusu,” Corum Yayla Haber, 30 Ocak 2012, https://www.yaylahaber.
com.tr/bogazkoy-sfenksi-ile-kultur-ve-tarih-vurgusu.

67 “’Yorgun Herakles” Huzura Kavustu! Galeri,” Habertiirk, 9 Ekim 2011, https://www.haberturk.com/kultur-sanat/
haber/677781-yorgun-herakles-huzura-kavustu-galeri.
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Arawaks to Zombies (Londra: Routledge, 2003).
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tisa dikkat ¢cekmis ve bu geri iadenin sehirdeki turizmi canlandirdigini iddia etmistir. Sfenksin
bolgenin turizmine ciddi bir ivme kazandirdig1 iddiasi, istatistiksel verilerle desteklenmektedir.
Bogazkoy Miizesi’nin topladigi verilere gore, 2011 yilinda Hattusa ve Yazilikaya’nin antik alan-
larini yaklagik 58.000 kisinin ziyaret etmesi de bunu kanitlar niteliktedir.”® O donemde Bogazkale
Kaymakami olan Murtaza Dayang (1977 dogumlu), ziyaret¢i sayisinin 2010 yilina gére %23 artis
gosterdigini ifade etmistir.” Dayang, kaymakamligin turizm potansiyelini daha da artirmak igin
yeni adimlar atmay1 planladigini da belirtmistir.” Turizmi canlandirma girigimleri kapsaminda,
her y1l Mayis ayinin ilk hafta sonu Allgédu’nun Oberstaufen belediyesinde baslayan motor sporlari
etkinligi A/lgdu-Orient Rallye’nin katilimceilari bile 5 Mayis 2012°de Bogazkoy Sfenksini ziyaret
etmeleri igin Corum’a davet edilmigtir.”®

Sonug

Arsiv belgelerinin ve medya temsillerinin elestirel bir degerlendirmesi, Hitit Imparatorlu-
gu’nun kiiltiirel mirasinin Tiirkiye’deki yorumlanmasi ve kullanimini farkli bakis agilartyla vur-
gular. Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin kurulusu, Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel mirasina yonelik bir
canlanma ve yeniden degerlendirme donemine denk gelmistir. 1923°te Cumhuriyet’in resmi ola-
rak ilanindan 6nce, 1921 yilinda giindeme gelen Hitit Miizesi projesi, bu savi destekler. Tiirkiye
Cumbhuriyeti’nin Hitit simgeleri ve eserlerini ¢esitli ulusal ve uluslararasi baglamlarda bilingli bir
sekilde kullanmasi, bir zamanlar modern Tiirkiye’nin sinirlar i¢inde yasayan eski uygarliklarla
bag kurma gabasini ortaya koymaktadir.

Resmi raporlar ve yazigmalardan olusan birincil kaynaklar, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin
Hitit imparatorlugu’na olan yakmhigmi dogrular. Zeynel Abidin Ozmen ve Cemal Giirsel gibi
onemli devlet adamlarmin yaptig1 yazismalar, Hitit kiiltiirel mirasinin Anadolu uygarliklarinin
tarih boyunca bir pargasi olarak kabul edildigini ifade eder. Amag, Tiirk vatandaslari ile Anadolu
kokeni arasinda saglam bir bag kurmak ve bdylece kolektif bir 6z anlay1s ile uyum gelistirmektir.
Kiiltiirel miras politikalar1 ¢ergevesinde yapilan analizler, Hitit mirasinin Tiirkiye Cumhuriye-
ti’nin yeni sekillenen 6z anlayisindaki belirleyici roliinii ortaya koyar.

Bununla birlikte, Hitit kiiltiirel mirasinin yirminci yiizyildaki temsili incelendiginde 6n-
celikler ve ilgi alanlarinda somut bir degisim oldugu goriilmektedir. Medya anlatilar1 6zellikle
Bogazkoy Sfenksi’nin iilkeye geri doniisii konusunda genellikle kiiltiirel eserlerin ekonomik po-
tansiyeline odaklanmaktadir. Bu anlati, eserlerin turizmi canlandirma etkisini toplumun 6z anla-
yisint sekillendirme roliine gore daha ¢ok 6n plana ¢ikarir. Bu, kiiltiirel miras ¢er¢evesinde bir
yaklasim degisikligine dair olduk¢a 6nemli bir 6rnek olusturur. Miras turizminden elde edilen
ekonomik getirilere olan vurgunun mevcut sdylem iizerinde énemli bir etki yapmaya basladigi
goriilmektedir.

Ayrica, yerel Tiirk medyasinin ve donemin Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakani Ertugrul Giinay’in
soylemlerinin analizi, Tiirkiye’nin tarihsel derinlik ve dGnemden mahrum bir dogal “cennet” ima-
jin1 dengelemek adina bilingli bir ¢erceveleme stratejisi yaratildigini gosterir. Bu anlatilar, Tiir-

73 “Hattusa Sphinx Revives Tourism in Region,” Hiirriyet Daily News, 25 Ocak 2012, https://www.hurriyetdailynews.
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76 “666 Rallici Bogazkdy Sfenksi’ni Selamlamak icin Geliyor,” Hiirriyet, 3 January 2012, https://www.hurriyet.com.
tr/666-rallici-bogazkoy-sfenksini-selamlamak-icin-geliyor-19591787.
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kiye’nin giiglii kiiltiirel ve tarihsel mirasini proaktif bir sekilde one g¢ikarirken, Giinay’in gorev
siiresi boyunca iade edilen Bogazkoy Sfenksi’nin de anlatry1 sekillendirmedeki etkin roliinii vur-
gulamaktadir. Bogazkdy Sfenksi’nin Bogazkdy Miizesi’ndeki sergisi yalnizca antik sanat eserle-
rinin bir vitrini olmanin 6tesinde, Glinay’in da savundugu gibi, Tiirkiye’nin zengin tarihi devam-
liligiin yeniden teyidi olarak konumlandirilmistir. Somut kiiltiirel ve tarihsel varliklarin {izerine
yogunlasma, diinyanin Tiirkiye’ye dair algilarini yeniden tanimlama c¢abasina isaret etmekte ve
deniz, kum, giines liclemesinin Stesine gegmektedir. Tiirkiye’nin tarihi zenginliklerinin bu sekil-
de temsil edilmesi, miras turizmini canlandirmay1 hedefleyen stratejik bir yaklasim olarak kabul
edilebilir. Tiirkiye’ nin tarihsel derinligini 6ne ¢ikaran medya ve Giinay gibi etkili figiirler, tiim
diinyadan kitlelerin ilgisini zengin ve gesitli kiiltiirel deneyimleri kesfetmeye ¢ekmede 6nemli bir
rol oynar. Bu durum, karsilikli olarak, Tiirkiye’nin uluslararasi alanda ekonomik ve sosyokiiltiirel
durusunu giiclendirir ve daha kapsamli, daha incelikli ve canli bir sekilde resmedilmesini saglar.

Bu ¢aligsmalarin ekonomik sonuglarina yapilan vurgunun, Hitit tarihi karsisinda toplumun
gercekei ilgisini yansitip yansitmadigi ya da sadece turizmi canlandirmak ig¢in stratejik bir ma-
nevra olup olmadigi konusu daha fazla aragtirma gerektirir. Geng Cumhuriyetin Hitit mirasina ilgi
gdstermesinin ilk sebeplerini yorumlarken, ilginin kaynaginin Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun Hint-Av-
rupa kokenleri, ¢cok tanrili dini yapisi ya da diger sosyopolitik dinamiklerle iligkili olup olmadigi
da derinlemesine incelenmelidir.

Temelde, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti ve Hitit Imparatorlugu’nun kiiltiirel miras1 arasindaki kar-
magik iligki, zaman i¢inde kiiltiirel miras politikalarinin evrimine, degisen sosyopolitik manza-
ralara, ekonomik amaglara ve kiiltiirel hedeflere verilen tepkilere dair degerli analizler sunar.
Bu nedenle, bu alanda devam eden akademik kesifler, toplumsal 6z bilincin, kiiltiirel mirasin ve
sosyoekonomik durumlarin dinamik etkilesimini daha da aydinlatmaya yardimci olabilir.



Deniz, Kum ve Giinesin Otesinde: Tiirkiye’nin Kiltirel Miras Politikalarinin Déniisimiinde Hitit Mirasinin Roli
Gokay Kanmazalp 49

Bibliography - Kaynakga

Primary Sources - Birincil Kaynaklar

Devlet Arsivleri Bagkanligi Cumhuriyet Arsivi (BCA) [Republican Archives of the Presidency of the Republic of Turkey]:
30.10.0.0/190.304.4

30.10.0.0/146.42.12

30.1.0.0/41.246.4

30.18.1.2/157.25.19

Disisleri Bakanligi Tiirk Diplomatik Arsivi (TDA) [Turkish Diplomatic Archives of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs]:
501/31800.125577.21

Secondary Sources - Ikincil Kaynaklar

“666 Rallici Bogazkdy Sfenksi’ni Selamlamak icin Geliyor.” Hiirriyet, 3 January 2012. https://www.hurriyet.com.tr/666-ral-
lici-bogazkoy-sfenksini-selamlamak-icin-geliyor-19591787.

“Almanya Bogazkdy Sfenksi'ni lade Ediyor.” BBC News Tiirkce, 13 May 2011. https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haber-
ler/2011/05/110513_germany_sphinx.

“Almanya Bogazkdy Sfenksi’ni Tade Ediyor.” Corum Yayla Haber, 16 May 2011. https://www.yaylahaber.com.tr/almanya-bo-
gazkoy-sfenksini-iade-ediyor/amp.

Avcioglu, Dogan. Tiirklerin Tarihi. Vol. 1. 2™ edition. Istanbul: Tekin Yaynevi, 1978.

Bakici, Alper. “Cumhuriyet Dénemi (1930-1940) Kiiltiir Politikalarinin Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesine Olan Etkisi.” Asbi-
der: Akademi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi 8, no. 22 (2021): 147-66.

Bendix, Regina F., Aditya Eggert, and Arnika Peselmann, eds. Heritage Regimes and the State. Gottingen Studies in Cultural
Property 6. Gottingen: Universitdtsverlag Gottingen, 2013.

Bittel, Christoph, and Andrea Bréuning. “Zur Erinnerung an Kurt Bittel, den Ausgraber von Hattuscha.” Schwdbische Heimat
58, no. 4 (2007): 425-29.

“Bogazkdy Sfenksi ile ‘Kiiltiir ve Tarih’ Vurgusu.” Corum Yayla Haber, 30 January 2012. https://www.yaylahaber.com.tr/
bogazkoy-sfenksi-ile-kultur-ve-tarih-vurgusu.

“Bogazkdy Sfenksi, Miize Dergisi’nde.” Corum Yayla Haber, 9 August 2011. https://www.yaylahaber.com.tr/bogazkoy-sfenk-
si-muze-dergisinde.

Brubaker, Rogers, and Frederick Cooper. “Beyond ‘Identity.”” Theory and Society 29, no. 1 (2000): 1-47.

Bryce, Trevor. Warriors of Anatolia: A Concise History of the Hittites. London: 1. B. Tauris, 2019.

Buyurgan, Serap. “Yasayan ve Yasatan Miize.” Yaratict Drama Dergisi 12, no. 2 (2017): 127-36.

Cetinkaya, Ali. “Anadolu Medeniyetlerinde Kullanilan Sembollerin Giiniimiiz Kurumsal Kimlik Calismalarina Yansimalart.”
Master’s thesis, Firat University, 2014.

De Cesari, Chiara. “Thinking through Heritage Regimes.” In Heritage Regimes and the State, edited by Regina F. Bendix,
Arnika Peselmann, and Aditya Eggert, 399—413. Géttingen Studies in Cultural Property 6. Gottingen: Universititsverlag
Gottingen, 2013.

Donbaz, Veysel. Bin Kral Bin Ani: Bir Siimerologun Anilari. Istanbul: Togan Yayincilik, 2014.

Duyan, Ugur. “Su Perileri: ‘Baskentin Kayip Heykelleri.”” idealkent: Journal of Urban Studies 2 (2011): 130-46.

Geismar, Haidy. “Anthropology and Heritage Regimes.” Annual Review of Anthropology 44 (2015): 71-85.

Goode, James F. Negotiating for the Past: Archaeology, Nationalism, and Diplomacy in the Middle East, 1919—1941. Austin:
University of Texas Press, 2007.

Hall, Stuart. “Whose Heritage? Unsettling ‘the Heritage’, Re-imagining the Post-nation.” Third Text 13, no. 49 (1999): 3—13.

“Hattusa Sphinx Revives Tourism in Region.” Hiirriyet Daily News, 25 January 2012. https://www.hurriyetdailynews.com/
hattusa-sphinx-revives-tourism-in-region-12303.

Klengel, Horst. “History of the Hittites.” In Insights into Hittite History and Archaeology, edited by Hermann Genz and Dirk
Paul Mielke, 31-46. Colloquia Antiqua 2. Leuven: Peeters, 2011.

Kirag, Yusuf. “100. Yilinda Anadolu Medeniyetleri Miizesi.” Tiirk Arkeoloji ve Etnografya Dergisi 82 (2021): 159-77.

Meskell, Lynn. “Recognition, Restitution and the Potentials of Postcolonial Liberalism for South African Heritage.” South
African Archaeological Bulletin 60, no. 182 (2005): 72-78.

Miiller, Lars. “Returns of Cultural Artefacts and Human Remains in a (Post)colonial Context: Mapping Claims Between the
Mid-19" Century and the 1970s.” Working Paper Deutsches Zentrum Kulturgutverluste 1 (2021): 1-52.

Ozdogan, Mehmet. “Ideology and Archaeology in Turkey.” In Archaeology Under Fire: Nationalism, Politics and Heritage in
the Eastern Mediterranean and Middle East, edited by Lynn Meskell, 111-23. London: Routledge, 1998.

Reisman, Arnold. “Jewish Refugees from Nazism, Albert Einstein, and the Modernization of Higher Education in Turkey
(1933-1945).” Aleph 7 (2007): 253-81.

“Sfenks Corum’a Yakisacak.” Habertiirk, 16 May 2011, https://www.haberturk.com/kultur-sanat/haber/631125-sfenks-coru-



50 JOURNAL OF THE TURKISH INSTITUTE OF ARCHAELOGY AND CULTURAL HERITAGE - 03

ma-yakisacak.

Sheller, Mimi. Consuming the Caribbean: From Arawaks to Zombies. London: Routledge, 2003.

Tanyeri-Erdemir, Tugba. “Archaeology as a Source of National Pride in the Early Years of the Turkish Republic.” Journal of
Field Archaeology 31, no. 4 (2006): 381-93.

““Yorgun Herakles’ Huzura Kavustu! Galeri,” Habertiirk, 9 October 2011, https://www.haberturk.com/kultur-sanat/ha-
ber/677781-yorgun-herakles-huzura-kavustu-galeri.

Zimmer-Vorhaus, Caroline. “Hittite Temples: Palaces of the Gods.” In Insights into Hittite History and Archaeology, edited by
Hermann Genz and Dirk Paul Mielke, 195-218. Colloquia Antiqua 2. Leuven: Peeters, 2011.



51

The Goodwill and Consistency of Tiirkiye in the
Repatriation of Foreign Cultural Property:
Case Studies of China and Iraq

Levent Tokiin and Ipek Bayraktar:

Article submitted: 8 June 2023
Article accepted: 8 September 2023
https://doi.org/10.54930/TARE.2023.32054

Abstract

here are many national and international legal frameworks for the protection of cultural prop-

erty. However, even though states enact laws to protect cultural property, ratify multilateral
conventions, and adopt bilateral agreements, the illicit trade in cultural property remains a prob-
lem. The return of any cultural property is a multi-layered process, and it is critical that a state’s
policy towards displaced cultural property is consistent and based on goodwill to ensure interna-
tional protection of cultural properties.

This article elaborates on Tiirkiye’s goodwill and consistency in returning foreign cultur-
al property to its country of origin. Two repatriation cases are examined to assess how Tiirkiye
applies the principles of the 1970 UNESCO Convention and the bilateral agreements done ac-
cordingly regarding goodwill and consistency. The first case is, the Republic of Tiirkiye & the
People’s Republic of China where the return was based on a bilateral agreement while the second
case is the Republic of Tiirkiye & the Republic of Iraq where the repatriation took place based on
diplomatic relations.

KKeywords

Cultural Diplomacy, Cultural Property, Goodwill, Illicit Trafficking, Repatriation

Introduction

The remnants of our past, embodied in an ancient mosaic, a sarcophagus, or a painting,
have always fascinated us. These tangible objects help communities and nations construct their
cultural identity and collective memory. As a consequence of this value, throughout history unfor-
tunately, the cultural property has been marauded, intentionally targeted,? illegally trafficked, and
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unlawfully sold. Obviously, damage to cultural property is nothing new. However, the concept of
repatriation, often perceived as redemption for past injustices, is still developing and challenging
the established norms, even though only a few inconsistent examples exist over centuries.®

Currently, expanding multilateral dialogues among states, institutions, and communities
opens new avenues for discussing cultural property. As a result, the practice of repatriation is
becoming increasingly common and essential to remedy historical wrongdoings and prolonged
mishandling of cultural property in conjunction with their respective source communities. Nev-
ertheless, the repatriation journey is still arduous. While international efforts to protect cultural
property started before the mid-20" century, as shown by the Hague Conventions of 18994 and
1907,5 the multidimensional mechanism of the art and antiquities market changed especially after
the World Wars as a consequence of the below-explained new rules and regulations as well as the
growing awareness for heritage protection in general.

Following the irremediable destruction and atrocities brought about by the two World
Wars, the 1954 Hague Convention for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed
Conflict® (1954 Convention) was adopted to underline the universal value of each cultural prop-
erty and immediately endorsed by the First Protocol of the 1954 Convention,” which further
elaborated on the idea of fighting against illicit trafficking of cultural property during times of
armed conflict. In 1999, the Second Protocol® amplified the sanctions of the 1954 Convention and
clarified the safeguarding methods mentioned in the same Convention. Moreover, it introduced
the “enhanced protection” category for the cultural property of the “greatest importance for hu-
manity,” which is an addition to the earlier versions of “general protection” and “special protec-
tion” offered by the 1954 Convention.® Another differentiating point from the First Protocol is
that the Second Protocol outlines individual criminal responsibility for enforcement measures.'®
These two protocols became a benchmark for international legislation for the wartime protection
of cultural property.

However, the threat of displacement to cultural property is not exclusively limited to
armed conflicts. Therefore, in 1970, another multilateral agreement appeared in the international
framework to foster cultural heritage protection and also responsible art and antiquities market
practices during peacetime. This was the Convention on the Means of Prohibiting and Preventing

mons.law.umaryland.edu/myjil/vol17/iss1/5.

3 For further information and examples: Ivan Lindsay, History of Loot and Stolen Art from Antiquity until the Present
Day (London: Unicorn Press, 2014).

4 ICRC Database, Treaties, States Parties and Commentaries. “Convention (II) with Respect to the Laws and Customs
of War on Land and its Annex: Regulations concerning the Laws and Customs of War on Land,” The Hague, 29
July 1899, https://ihl-databases.icrc.org/ihl/INTRO/150.

5 ICRC Database, Treaties, States Parties and Commentaries, “Convention (IV) Respecting the Laws and Customs
of War on Land and Its Annex: Regulations Concerning the Laws and Customs of War on Land,” The Hague, 18
October 1907, https://ihl-databases.icrc.org/ihl/INTRO/195.

6 See the Convention, United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO), “1954 Conven-
tion for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict with Regulations for the Execution of
the Convention,” 14 May 1954, https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/1954 Convention EN 2020.pdf.

7 UNESCO, “Protocol to the Convention for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict,” 14
May 1954, https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/1954 Protocol EN_2020.pdf.

8 UNESCO, “Second Protocol to the Hague Convention of 1954 for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event
of Armed Conflict,” 26 March 1999, http://portal.unesco.org/en/ev.php-URL ID=15207&URL_DO=DO_TOP-
IC&URL_SECTION=201.html.

9 UNESCO, “Second Protocol,” Chapter 3.

10 UNESCO, “Second Protocol,” Chapter 4.
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the Illicit Import, Export and Transfer of Ownership of Cultural Property, commonly referred
to as the 1970 Convention. Among several other provisions of the Convention, it established new
means to understand, discuss, and improve best practices concerning displaced or damaged cul-
tural properties. For instance, Article 2 of the 1970 Convention recognizes that “...international
co-operation constitutes one of the most efficient means of protecting each country’s cultural
property against all the dangers resulting there from.” Hence the Convention calls upon the States
Parties to oppose malpractices against one’s cultural property with all the means available and
also “...to make the necessary reparations.”'2

Also, Article 9 of the 1970 Convention highlights the necessity and importance of con-
certed international efforts to detect and carry out relevant measures™ when a State Party’s cul-
tural property is in jeopardy from pillage.' In addition, Article 15 unquestionably endorses the
notion of special agreements between countries, even the ones formed before the Convention’s
entry into force for the States involved.'® Following the above-explained articles, the Operational
Guidelines of the 1970 Convention'® also encourages State Parties to establish bilateral or multi-
lateral agreements as such accords have the potential to strengthen international collaboration and
the implementation of Article 9 of the 1970 Convention."”

Even though the 1970 Convention is now globally recognized by a significant number
of 143 States Parties,' it is still more of a model than a predetermined rule of law. The 1970
Convention nurtures an international mission and vision while allowing the parties to apply its
principles through their own respective national legislation.' In other words, although the 1970
Convention is a binding agreement, the Convention cannot execute itself unless the parties enact
national laws to implement it, which is by nature, like several other United Nations documents. In
practice, however, having a concerning law does not guarantee the prevention of illicit trafficking
of cultural property. Therefore, the role of goodwill and consistency of the state parties becomes
a critical element of cultural heritage protection.

Consequently, following a similar theme of the 1970 Convention, the 1995 UNIDROIT
Convention on Stolen or Illegally Exported Cultural Objects (1995 UNIDROIT Convention)2°

11 UNESCO, “Convention on the Means of Prohibiting and Preventing the Illicit Import, Export and Transport of Own-
ership of Cultural Property,” 14 November 1970, http://portal.unesco.org/en/ev.php-URL ID=13039&URL_DO=-
DO_TOPIC&URL_SECTION=201.html.

12 UNESCO, “Convention on the Means of Prohibiting,” Article 2.

13 These measures can include control of exports and/or imports of specific materials.

14 UNESCO, “Convention on the Means of Prohibiting,” Article 9.

15 UNESCO, “Convention on the Means of Prohibiting,” Article 15.

16 UNESCO, “Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the Convention on the Means of Prohibiting and
Preventing the Illicit Import, Export and Transfer of Ownership of Cultural Property,” 1970, https://en.unesco.org/
sites/default/files/operational _guidelines en_final final 1.pdf.

17 UNESCO, “Operational Guidelines,” Paragraphs 112—14.

18 See the List of the States Parties: UNESCO, “States Parties to the Convention on the Means of Prohibiting and Pre-
venting the Illicit Import, Export and Transfer of Ownership of Cultural Property,” 2023,

https://www.unesco.org/en/legal-affairs/convention-means-prohibiting-and-preventing-illicit-import-ex-
port-and-transfer-ownership-cultural#item-2.

19 Katarzyna Januszkiewicz, “Retroactivity in the 1970 UNESCO Convention: Cases of the United States and Austra-
lia,” Brooklyn Journal of International Law 41, no. 1 (2015): 342, https://brooklynworks.brooklaw.edu/bjil/vol41/
iss1/7; Referring to Matthew R. Hoffman, “Cultural Pragmatism: A New Approach to the International Movement
of Antiquities,” lowa Law. Review 95 (2010): 665—77, https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.jour-
nals/ilr95&div=18&id=&page=.

20 International Institute for the Unification of Private Law (UNIDROIT), “Convention on Stolen or Illegally Exported
Cultural Objects,” 24 June 1995, https://www.unidroit.org/instruments/cultural-property/1995-convention.
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was later adopted to harmonize legal tools for the recovery of cultural objects as well as supple-
ment the already established international framework, as a self-executive agreement. As Step-
nowska succinctly explains that the 1995 UNIDROIT Convention sought to establish a structure
for multinational cooperation in restoring stolen or illegally exported cultural property and its ob-
jective was to level private and public law.2! Hence, the 1995 UNIDROIT Convention ultimately
aims for countries to collaborate on a more stable ground. Yet, this Convention has faced difficul-
ties and lobbying activities against its adoption by art dealers, especially in market countries.??
Consequently, the 1995 UNIDROIT Convention, with currently 54 States Parties, 2 is not as rec-
ognized as the 1970 Convention even though it rectifies some significant unresolved issues in the
earlier 1970 Convention such as, among others, inclusion of unlawful excavations/possessions?4
and clarification of the concept due diligence (just compensation in the 1970 Convention).25

Another distinctive feature of the 1995 UNIDROIT Convention is the introduction of
statutes of limitation in return claims. However, “...the statutes of limitation will come into play
only after States become parties to the Convention.”28 since the 1995 UNIDROIT Convention is
not retroactive. As a consequence of the non-retroactivity nature of both 1995 UNIDROIT?? and
1970 Conventions,28 they do not provide a direct solution to past losses, although many countries
and indigenous communities lost their valuable cultural artifacts and monuments due to historical
events of colonialism, war, and systematic raids.?° Therefore, once again, the goodwill of the
individual possessors, institutions, and states becomes a key factor in resolving restitution cases
that are not covered by these newly introduced statutes of limitation provisions.

In the same framework, the International Council of Museums (ICOM)), as the world-lead-
ing museum professionals’ network, also addresses the problem of illicit trafficking of cultural
property from various perspectives in the ICOM Code of Ethics for Museums by strongly rec-
ommending the museums and their staff to not acquire and exhibit unprovenanced objects as
well as encouraging the return of illicitly trafficked properties to their source countries/persons.3°
Furthermore, ICOM describes due diligence as meaning they must undertake “all the required
endeavors to establish the facts of a case before deciding a course of action, particularly in iden-
tifying the source and history of an item offered for acquisition or use before acquiring it.”*'

21 Julia Stepnowska, “Due Diligence and the Art Market: Assessing the Impact of the 1995 UNIDROIT Conven-
tion on Stolen or Illegally Exported Cultural Objects,” Studia luridica Toruniensia 22 (2019): 379, https://doi.
org/10.12775/SIT.2018.020.

22 Brodie et al., “Why There is Still an Illicit Trade in Cultural Objects and What We Can Do About It,” Journal of
Field Archaeology 47, no.2 (2022): 122, https://doi.org/10.1080/00934690.2021.1996979.

23 See the List of the States Parties: UNIDROIT, “States Parties to the Convention on Stolen or Illegally Exported
Cultural Objects,” 2023, https://www.unidroit.org/instruments/cultural-property/1995-convention/status/.

24 UNIDROIT, “Convention on Stolen,” Articles 3(2) and 5(3).

25 UNIDROIT, “Convention on Stolen,” Article 4.

26 Zsuzsanna Veres, “The Fight against Illicit Trafficking of Cultural Property: The 1970 UNESCO Convention and
the 1995 UNIDROIT Convention,” Santa Clara Journal International Law 12, no. 2 (2014): 106, https://digital-
commons.law.scu.edu/scujil/vol12/iss2/4.

27 UNIDROIT, “Convention on Stolen,” Article 10.

28 UNESCO, “Convention on the Means of Prohibiting,”Article 7.

29 Lyndel V. Prott, “UNESCO and UNIDROIT: A Partnership against Trafficking in Cultural Objects,” Uniform Law
Review 1, no. 1 (January 1996): 68, https://doi.org/10.1093/ulr/1.1.59.

30 International Council of Museums (ICOM), Code of Ethics: ICOM Code of Ethics for Museums (Paris: ICOM,
2017), Articles 2(3), 4(5) and 6(2), https://icom.museum/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/ICOM-code-En-web.pdf.

31 ICOM International Observatory on Illicit Traffic in Cultural Goods, “Due Diligence/Good Faith,” accessed 20 May
2023, https://www.obs-traffic.museum/due-diligence-good-faith.
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However, due to the lack of control of the authorities on national and on a global level, “due dili-
gence still remains a practice based on goodwill, despite existing legal and ethical framework.”32
As a result, the goodwill of the parties involved is central to the responsible collecting and/or
repatriation practices. In sum, various resources and normative and legal instruments recommend
or sometimes require best practices based on goodwill as different legal systems have varying
definitions of what constitutes due diligence and compliance. Since this may cause friction when
dealing with international cases, the principles for applying vigilance must be harmonized and
expressed in a tangible way while discussing the execution of international accords.3?

In this sense, Tiirkiye consistently demonstrates goodwill regarding cultural heritage pro-
tection by also adhering to the principles outlined in relevant international documents, notably
Articles 2, 9, and 15 of the 1970 Convention as well as following the Operational Guidelines of
the 1970 Convention. Through the allocation of resources (both human and financial), conducting
adequate research, and investing in cultural cooperation via bilateral/multilateral agreements with
various parties, Tiirkiye ensures the return of illicitly trafficked artifacts to their source countries,
including but not limited to its own.

Commitment to Repatriation: The Case of Tiirkiye

“The people themselves who were the real owners of the historical and national
monuments become the protectors of antiquities.”
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk®*

The Republic of Tiirkiye ratified the 1954 Convention and its First Protocol in 1965.3% Sub-
sequently, the 1970 Convention was ratified by Tiirkiye in 1981.36 Later, as the 1970 Convention
also encourages, Tiirkiye formed its first bilateral agreement on the protection of cultural property
with Uzbekistan in 1998: Agreement Between the Government of the Republic of Turkey and the
Government of the Republic of Uzbekistan on Mutual Assistance in Preventing the Smuggling of
Cultural Values and Securing Their Return.®” Following this, similar bilateral agreements were

32 ICOM International Observatory on Illicit Traffic in Cultural Goods, “Due Diligence/Good Faith,” emphasis added
by the authors.

33 Stepnowska, “Due Diligence,” 377-92.

34 James F. Goode, Negotiating for the Past: Archaeology, Nationalism, and Diplomacy in the Middle East, 1919-1941
(Austin: University of Texas Press, 2007), 54.

35 See the List of the States Parties to the 1954 Convention: UNESCO, “States Parties to the Convention for the Pro-
tection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict with Regulations for the Execution of the Convention,”
2023, https://www.unesco.org/en/legal-affairs/convention-protection-cultural-property-event-armed-conflict-regu-
lations-execution-convention?hub=66535#item-4, and to the First Protocol: UNESCO, “States Parties to the Proto-
col to the Convention for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict,” 2023,

https://www.unesco.org/en/legal-affairs/protocol-convention-protection-cultural-property-event-armed-con-
flict?hub=66535#item-4.

36 See the List of the States Parties: UNESCO, “States Parties to the Convention on the Means of Prohibiting,”
2023,  https://www.unesco.org/en/legal-affairs/convention-means-prohibiting-and-preventing-illicit-import-ex-
port-and-transfer-ownership-cultural#item-2. It should be noted that Tiirkiye has not signed the 1995 UNIDROIT
Convention and the Second Protocol of the 1954 Convention as of July 2023.

37 “Agreement Between the Government of the Republic of Turkey and the Government of the Republic of Uzbekistan
on Mutual Assistance in Preventing the Smuggling of Cultural Values and Securing Their Return,” 22 July 1998,
Official Gazette No. 23410, https://www.resmigazete.gov.tr/arsiv/23410.pdf.
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signed in later years to strengthen the collective fight against illicit trafficking of cultural prop-
erty, including but not limited to repatriations. Consequently, to this day, Tiirkiye has signed 12
bilateral agreements regarding the cooperative protection of cultural property with source, transit,
and destination/market countries.®

In general, illicit cultural properties, that are predominantly illegally excavated and/or
displaced from the source countries, pass through transit countries such as Argentina, Hong Kong,
or Switzerland, to buyers in destination/market countries.3® This means that the supply of the illic-
it art and antiquity market starts from source countries while transit countries are used as tempo-
rary storage and/or transportation hubs during the market flow. In the end, the illicit objects arrive
in the main destination markets, which are primarily located in European and North American
countries. Countries such as China, however, can be considered both source and market countries
in the global trade of cultural objects because of their growing affluence.4°

According to the numbers on Global Art Market Share by Value Graphics in the Art Mar-
ket 2023 Report, the United States of America (USA) holds 45% of the global art market share.4
Tiirkiye signed a bilateral agreement with the USA in early 2021: Memorandum of Understanding
Between the Government of the United States of America and the Government of the Republic
of Turkey Concerning the Imposition of Import Restrictions on the Categories of Archaeological
and Ethnological Material of Turkey.*? Hence, the largest shareholder in the global art market,
the USA, has formally allied by signing an agreement allowing it to impose import restrictions on
specific categories of Turkish cultural property. This agreement aims to be a deterrent for the un-
lawful displacement of cultural artifacts from Tiirkiye, while also enabling American authorities
to return trafficked objects to Tiirkiye and fostering cultural cooperation between American and
Turkish institutions.43

Additionally, Tiirkiye established another important partnership on cultural property pro-
tection through one of its latest bilateral agreements with Switzerland on 15 November 2022:
Agreement Between the Government of Republic of Tiirkiye and the Swiss Federal Council on
Preventing the Illicit Import and Transit and the Repatriation of Archaeological Cultural Proper-

38 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Basin ve Halkla liskiler Miisavirligi, “Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligmin 2023 Biitce-
si TBMM Plan ve Biitce Komisyonunda,” 17 November 2022, https://basin.ktb.gov.tr/TR-332138/kultur-ve-tur-
izm-bakanliginin-2023-butcesi-tbmm-plan-ve-butce-komisyonunda.html.

39 Morag M. Kersel, “From the Ground to the Buyer: A Market Analysis of the Trade in Illegal Antiquities,” in Ar-
chaeology, Cultural Heritage and the Antiquities Trade, edited by Neil Brodie ef al. (Gainesville: University Press
of Florida, 2006), 189.

40 European Commission, Commission Staff Working Document Impact Assessment: Accompanying the Document
Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the Import of Cultural Goods (Brus-
sels: European Commission, 2017), 12, https://ec.europa.eu/taxation customs/system/files/2017-07/cultural
goods_impact_assessment_en.pdf.

41 Clare McAndrew, The Art Market 2023 (Basel: Art Basel and UBS, 2023), 27, https://theartmarket.artbasel.com/
download/The-Art-Basel-and-UBS-Art-Market-Report-2023.pdf.

42 See the Memorandum: “Memorandum of Understanding Between the Government of the United States of America
and the Government of the Republic of Turkey Concerning the Imposition of Import Restrictions on the Categories
of Archaeological and Ethnological Material of Turkey,” 5 March 2021, Official Gazette No. 31414, https://www.
resmigazete.gov.tr/eskiler/2021/03/20210305-13.pdf.

43 Media Center of the Bureau of Educational and Cultural Affairs, U.S. Department of State, “United States and Turkey
Work Together to Protect Cultural Heritage,” 19 January 2021, https://eca.state.gov/highlight/united-states-and-tur-
key-work-together-protect-cultural-heritage.
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ty.44 Although Switzerland’s 2% global art market share seems minor compared to the USA’s,45
considering 417 returned cultural properties from Switzerland to Tiirkiye in the last 40 years,4®
this bilateral agreement is a significant step for the protection of both countries’ cultural heritage,
as it will not only ameliorate the negotiations but also help the parties to devote less time and
financial resources to return cases.

There are also uncalculated aspects of the global art market share of Switzerland in ad-
dition to the above-given 2%. Swiss free ports, for instance, house huge art collections, approx-
imately 1.2 million artifacts back in 2013,47 that are mostly not available to the public eye as
they offer high confidentiality to their clients. In short, the ‘free’ aspect of free ports refers to the
suspension of customs duties and taxes.*® Therefore, this system attracts not only legitimate busi-
nesses but also increases the likelihood of the Swiss free ports being used by art dealers to store
illicitly obtained cultural property until things cool down until the right opportunity to resell them
comes up in the (black) market.#® Besides, the (in)famous provenance euphemism of “from the
collection of a Swiss gentleman” attached to artifacts that have a mostly troubled history, demon-
strates another aspect of Switzerland’s active involvement in the market flux.5°

However, Switzerland is also taking proactive steps to fight against the illicit trafficking
of cultural property, such as the 2015 amendment of the Swiss Customs Act which formed a more
comprehensive anti-money-laundering strategy and enhanced the transparency of the free ports
by obligating an inventory-reporting regulation of the free ports to be submitted to the customs
authorities in a given time.3' Moreover, bilateral agreements, like the one with Tiirkiye, stand as
another significant step forward.

Accordingly, it is now less likely to experience a lengthy and costly return process, as
witnessed in the Sarcophagus of Heracles case, which was concluded in favor of Tiirkiye in 2017
after 6 challenging years.®? One should remember that this particular artifact was discovered by

44 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi Basm ve Halkla Iliskiler Miisavirligi, “Tiirkiye ve Isvicre Arkeolojik Kiiltiir
Varliklarinin fadesine iliskin Anlagma Imzaladi,” 15 November 2022, https://basin.ktb.gov.tr/TR-332077/turki-
ye-ve-isvicre-arkeolojik-kultur-varliklarinin-iadesine-iliskin-anlasma-imzaladi.html. Also, see the Agreement:
“Agreement Between the Government of Republic of Tiirkiye and the Swiss Federal Council on Preventing the I1-
licit Import and Transit and the Repatriation of Archaeological Cultural Property,” 24 March 2023, Official Gazette
No. 32142, https://www.resmigazete.gov.tr/eskiler/2023/03/20230324-1.pdf.

45 McAndrew, “The Art Market,” 27.

46 See the List of the Returned Objects from Abroad: T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Kiiltiir Varliklar1 ve Miizeler
Genel Miidiirliigii, “Yurt Disindan {adesi Saglanan Eserler,” accessed 20 May 2023, https://kvmgm.ktb.gov.tr/TR-
44470/yurt-disindan-iadesi-saglanan-eserler.html.

47 Intergovernmental Committee for Promoting the Return of Cultural Property (ICPRCP), Free Ports and Risks of
llicit Trafficking of Cultural Property: Intergovernmental Committee for Promoting the Return of Cultural Prop-
erty to Its Countries of Origin or Its Restitution in Case of lllicit Appropriation (Paris: ICPRCP, 2016), 2, https://
unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000372793.

48 ICPRCP, Free Ports and Risks.

49 Katie L Steiner, “Dealing with Laundering in the Swiss Art Market: New Legislation and Its Threat to Honest Trad-
ers,” Case Western Reserve Journal of International Law 49, no. 1 (2017): 360—64, https://scholarlycommons.law.
case.edu/jil/vol49/iss1/21.

50 Kersel, “From the Ground,” 193; Christine Alder and Kenneth Polk, “Stopping This Awful Business: The Illicit
Traffic in Antiquities Examined as a Criminal Market,” Art Antiquity and Law 7, no. 1 (March 2002): 39, https://
heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/artniqul7 &div=6&id=&page=.

51 ICPRCP, Free Ports and Risks, 5; Steiner, “Dealing with Laundering,” 364—68.

52 Ipek Bayraktar and Levent Tokiin, “Two Case Studies: Turkey’s Approach to Cultural Property Repatriations,” in
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al Heritage, ed. Alexandra de Carvalho Antunes, Grigor Angjeliu and Mariagrazia Bellanova (Oeiras: Mazu Press,
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a customs officer in the Geneva Freeport during an inventory check in 2010.32 Therefore, sign-
ing bilateral agreements with the market countries (and others) matters in combating the illicit
trafficking of cultural property because in this way, the flow of archaeological and ethnographic
materials can be better regulated and the return processes for the artifacts can be smoother, as also
expressed by the earlier mentioned international documents, especially by the 1970 Convention.

In this framework, the Republic of Tiirkiye has been active and persistent in its efforts to
repatriate Anatolian antiquities. This can be observed from the number of returned artifacts since
the beginning of the current millennium, which points to over 15,500 artifacts from a variety of
cultures and periods of Anatolia.>* Be that as it may, the goodwill and consistency for repatria-
tions are not only limited to Anatolian artifacts, but this attitude also accommodates cooperation
with other countries and respects the significance of their cultural property. As stated by the Turk-
ish Minister of Culture and Tourism during the restitution ceremony for Chinese archaeological
objects in 2019, “Every cultural artifact is beautiful and meaningful in its homeland, where it
belongs,”®® where the Minister also stressed that this had been the overall philosophy of the Min-
istry of Culture and Tourism (MoCT) and therefore the Republic.>®

Under Turkish law, the export of cultural (and natural) property is prohibited as per Ar-
ticle 32 of Law 2863 on the Conservation of Cultural and Natural Property: “Movable cultural
and natural property to be protected in the country cannot be taken abroad.”” The foreign cultural
property, however, is not encompassed by this article since the artifacts have not originated in
Tiirkiye. In such instances, the process of repatriation takes into consideration both the domestic
laws of the origin country and the concerning 1970 Convention, along with numerous bilateral
agreements done in parallel to the Convention directives. Furthermore, in case of any contra-
dictory circumstances, Article 90 of the Turkish Constitution stipulates that “In the case of a
conflict between international agreements, duly put into effect, concerning fundamental rights
and freedoms and the laws due to differences in provisions on the same matter, the provisions of
international agreements shall prevail.”%8 In light of all this, Tiirkiye ensures that foreign cultural
property can rightfully return to its country of origin without encountering legal obstacles.
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Additionally, regarding the import of cultural property, Article 33 of the Law states that
“cultural property can be freely brought into the country.”®® However, the Regulation on the Col-
lection and Control of Movable Cultural and Natural Property to Be Protected obligates that the
imported collection(s) must be declared to the MoCT with provenance and export certificates.6?
The Ministry further elaborates that any cultural property that is not of Turkish origin may be
affected by international agreements and national legislation of the source country and therefore
must be declared at customs.®! Hence, these control and monitoring precautions secure the way
for the repatriation of foreign cultural property when required. By proactively allowing the direct
return of a foreign state’s property, Tiirkiye shows both goodwill and consistency in the overall
fight against the illicit trafficking of cultural property.

More often than not, Tiirkiye is recognized for its persistent attempts to return Anatolian
artifacts.? However, this article is a pioneer in its field since the present research explores the ar-
tifacts that are one of the earliest, if not the earliest, repatriations from Tiirkiye to another state in
the context of goodwill display and cultural diplomacy. Besides the selected cases of this article,
additional objects were repatriated to their respective countries of origin in subsequent years. For
instance, in 2022, one object was to Kazakhstan,®® four to Egypt,®4 and six more to Iraq.6®

The Republic of Tiirkiye and the People’s Republic of China:
Return of Two Archaeological Objects

The first return case includes two archaeological objects from China. The two relics are
over 1,000 years old: a wall painting from the Tang Dynasty (618-907 CE) and a terracotta figu-
rine from between the late Northern Dynasties (386581 CE) to the Sui Dynasties (581-618 CE).
Despite being found in Tiirkiye, these Chinese relics have been listed as items banned from going
abroad (Fig. 1).%¢

Previously, the mentioned artifacts were unknown to both Chinese and Turkish authori-
ties. They were in the possession of a foreign resident in Fethiye, Tiirkiye. Upon the death of the

59 The Grand National Assembly of Tiirkiye, Law on the Conservation of Cultural and Natural Property, Article 33.

60 “Korunmasi Gerekli Tasinir Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklar1 Koleksiyonculugu ve Denetimi Hakkinda Yonetmelik,” 23
March 2010, Official Gazette No. 27530, Article 13, https://www.resmigazete.gov.tr/eskiler/2010/03/20100323-3.
htm.

61 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Kiiltiir Varliklar1 ve Miizeler Genel Miidiirligii, “Sikca Sorulan Sorular,” accessed
1 May 2023, https://kvmgm.ktb.gov.tr/TR-63359/sikca-sorulan-sorular.html.

62 See relevant articles: Sharon Waxma, Loot: The Battle over the Stolen Treasures of the Ancient World (New York:
Times Books, 2008), 135-54; Kevin D. Collado, “A Step Back for Turkey, Two Steps Forward in the Repatriation
Efforts of Its Cultural Property,” Case Western Reserve Journal of Law, Technology & the Internet 5 (2014): 1-24;
Ece Velioglu, Alessandro Chechi, and Marc-André Renold, “Case Orpheus Mosaic: Turkey and Dallas Museum
of Art,” Platform ArThemis, Art Law Centre, University of Geneva, May 2013, https://plone.unige.ch/art-adr/cas-
es-affaires/orpheus-mosaic-2013-turkey-and-dallas-museum-of-art/case-note-2013-orpheus-mosaic

63 For more information: Yahya Coskun, Twitter, 31 May 2022, accessed 10 August 2023, https://twitter.com/myahy-
acoskun/status/1509490540752130055?s=20.

64 For more information: Ali Riza Akbulut, “Misir’dan Calinan Tarihi Eserler... Emanetleri Evlerine Gonderdik,”
Hiirriyet, 2 September 2022, https://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/misirdan-calinan-tarihi-eserler-emanetleri-ev-
lerine-gonderdik-42130228.

65 For more information: “Tiirkiye’de Ele Gegirilen 6 Parga Tarihi Eser Irak’a Iade Edilecek,” Mynet YurtHaber, 20 Octo-
ber 2022, https://www.mynet.com/turkiyede-ele-gecirilen-6-parca-tarihi-eser-iraka-iade-edilecek-180105542156.

66 Global Times, “Turkey Returns Historic Artifacts More Than 1,000 Years Old to China,” 26 November 2019, https://
www.globaltimes.cn/content/1171285.shtml.
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possessor, the inheritor consulted the local museum about the two archaeological objects to know
whether it was legal to take them out of the country to the United Kingdom, where the inheritor
resides. Following the preliminary examination in Tiirkiye, the MoCT contacted the Chinese au-
thorities through the Turkish Ministry of Foreign Affairs channel to request further information
about the concerning artifacts. Subsequently, Chinese officials agreed that the return of these arti-
facts was necessary. Following this, the MoCT requested that the possessor hand over them to the
local Fethiye Museum for temporary protection; thenceforth, they could be repatriated to China.”

Turkish Minister of Culture and Tourism, Mr. Ersoy, stated during the handover ceremo-
ny that he wanted the name of the person, who returned the objects, to be kept anonymous since
the possessor acted in good faith from the beginning to the end of the process and again that the
possessor did not want to be associated or to be instrumental in the pillage of cultural assets.
Hence, they agreed to transfer the possession and ownership of both artifacts to the People’s Re-
public of China.68

As a non-regional example, this return case underlines the crucial role of the goodwill of
the parties involved. At the same ceremony, Mr. Deng Li, then the Chinese Ambassador in Anka-
ra, said, “Turkey and China have long been cooperating for the protection of cultural heritage,”
further indicating that “the cultural properties returned to China is an example of this successful
cooperation.”®® Additionally, the Turkish Minister highlighted the responsibilities of both coun-
tries resulting from the 1970 Convention and the bilateral agreement between China and Tiirkiye
as well as the happiness for fulfilling them.™

In this case, Tiirkiye acted voluntarily in the return of the objects without necessitating a
judicial procedure that would be both time-consuming and expensive. The repatriation process of
the artifacts was smooth since an established set of protocols between China and Tiirkiye regard-
ing cultural property had already been signed in 2009: Agreement Between the Government of
the Republic of Turkey and the Government of the People'’s Republic of China on Preventing the
Theft, Clandestine Excavation, and Illicit Import and Export of Cultural Property.™ Therefore,
the archaeological objects were rapidly restituted in 2019, which also marks the tenth anniversary
of this bilateral agreement (Fig. 2).

As previously mentioned, Tiirkiye not only conducts bilateral agreements regarding the
protection and return of cultural property with source countries but also with transit and market
countries like the USA and Switzerland. Currently, China is the third highest-ranking country
for the Global Art Market Share by Value with 17%.72 When the repatriation took place back in
2019, China was still ranking as the third highest leading market on a global scale with 19%.7

67 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanhig1 Basin ve Halkla iliskiler Miisavirligi, “Cin’in Tiirkiye’deki Iki Kiiltiir Varlig1.”

68 Yasemin Kalyoncuoglu, “Cin’in Tiirkiye’deki Iki Kiiltiir Varlig1 iade Edildi,” Anadolu Ajansi, 25 November 2019,
https://www.aa.com.tr/tr/kultur-sanat/cinin-turkiyedeki-iki-kultur-varligi-iade-edildi/1655290.

69 Republic of Tiirkiye Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Counsellor’s Office of Press and Public Relations, “Two
Cultural Properties of China in Tiirkiye Returned with a Ceremony,” 25 November 2019, https://basin.ktb.gov.tr/
EN-248932/two-cultural-properties-of-china-in-turkiye-returned-with-a-ceremony.html.

70 Republic of Tiirkiye Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Counsellor’s Office of Press and Public Relations, “Two
Cultural Properties.”

71 See the Agreement: “Agreement between the Government of the Republic of Turkey and the Government of
the People’s Republic of China on Preventing the Theft, Clandestine Excavation, and Illicit Import and Export
of Cultural Property,” 9 September 2009, Official Gazette No. 27344, https://www.resmigazete.gov.tr/eskil-
er/2009/09/20090909-3-1.pdf.

72 McAndrew, “The Art Market,” 27.

73 Art Basel, “The Art Basel and UBS Global Art Market Report,” 8 March 2019, https://www.artbasel.com/news/
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As one can observe from this statistic, in some instances, a country that is generally regarded as a
destination/market country can also become a source country. The interchangeable nature of these
attributions shows that fostering responsible collecting practices and international cooperation for
the repatriation of cultural property can be beneficial not only for source countries but also for
market countries, as well.

Furthermore, the successful return case proves the prompt and facilitating role of the bi-
lateral agreements as a nonjudicial mechanism. This approach, as previously emphasized, aligns
closely with the principles advocated in the 1970 Convention, to which both China and Tiirkiye
became state parties decades ago.™

The Republic of Tiirkiye and the Republic of Iraq:
Return of 81 Cultural Objects

Amid years marked by conflict and political turbulence, the Republic of Iraq has suffered
from substantial damage and loss of cultural property. The resulting power vacuum from this
administrative and social instability paved the way for traffickers to operate in the area, as well.”®
Even though safeguarding museums and cultural sites might be perceived as a minor trouble
compared to pressing wartime challenges, it is crucial to remember that extensive looting and
trafficking activities not only eroded Iraq’s cultural heritage but also the overall security and sta-
bility of the state.”®

Unfortunately, the displacement of cultural objects from their original context can trans-
form them into commodities within the black-market flow, intertwining with other criminal activ-
ities such as arms and drugs trade, potentially being linked to violent and/or extremist factions.””
Therefore, the multilayeredness of the illicit cultural property displacement creates more complex
and enduring challenges for both the source country and the global community as occurred in the
Iraqi case.

In February 2008, 80 Iraqi artifacts, at the time of unknown origin, were seized by cus-
toms enforcement officers at the Cilvegdzii Border Control in Hatay, Tiirkiye, located on the
border with Syria. After the seizure, the Reyhanli Chief Public Prosecutor’s Office was informed,
and then the authorities decided that the seized artifacts were to be taken into protective custody
in the Hatay Archeology Museum.”®

art-market-report.

74 China in 1989 and Tiirkiye in 1981 ratified the Convention. See the List of the State Parties to the Convention: UN-
ESCO, ““States Parties to the Convention,” 2023, https://www.unesco.org/en/legal-affairs/convention-means-pro-
hibiting-and-preventing-illicit-import-export-and-transfer-ownership-cultural#item-2.

75 For further information: Leila Amineddoleh, “Cultural Heritage Vandalism and Looting: The Role of Terrorist Or-
ganizations, Public Institutions and Private Collectors,” Santander Art and Culture Law Review 2, no. 1 (2015):
27-62, https://ssrn.com/abstract=2754843.

76 Katharyn Hanson, “Ancient Artefacts and Modern Conflict: A Case Study of Looting and Instability in Iraq,” in
Cultural Heritage, Ethics, and the Military, ed. Peter G. Stone (Woodbridge: Boydell & Brewer, 2011), 113, https://
doi.org/10.1017/9781846159442.008.

77 Amineddoleh, “Cultural,” 40-42; Matthew Bogdanos, “See No Evil: Museums, Art Collectors, and the Black Markets
They Adore,” in Antiquities under Siege: Cultural Heritage Protection after the Iraq War, ed. Lawrance Rothfield
(Lanham, MD: AltaMira Press, 2008), 57—62; Hanson, “Ancient,” 113-28.

78 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanhig1 Basin ve Halkla iliskiler Miisavirligi, “Tiirkiye’den Diinyaya Ornek Tarihi Eser
Hassasiyeti,” 20 September 2019, https://basin.ktb.gov.tr/TR-243573/turkiyeden-dunyaya-ornek-tarihi-eser-hassa-
siyeti.html.
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Upon the examination of the value and provenance of the objects by the MoCT along with
the Hatay Mustafa Kemal University, the Department of INTERPOL-EUROPOL at the Turkish
National Police™ alerted the international community via INTERPOL, requesting further assis-
tance about the source country of the seized objects. In response to this notice, only the Republic
of Iraq contacted Tiirkiye through INTERPOL channels by stating that the artifacts belonged to
them.8° Thereafter, Iraq utilized both law enforcement and diplomatic channels to ensure viable
coordination with Tiirkiye and provided additional information on the provenance. Based on the
concrete evidence, the Reyhanli First Criminal Court ordered the confiscation of the property and
its direct return to the origin country: Iraq.8' The return ceremony took place in September 2019.

There was an 11-year-long period from the seizure of the objects to the handover cer-
emony. Finding an Iraqi counterpart for communication, protracted bureaucratic requirements,
and the instability that arises from the pernicious and detrimental activities of Al-Qaida and ISIL
(Da’esh) in the region could be the reasons for this delay. Accordingly, during the ceremony, the
Iraqi Ambassador Mr. Al-Janabi expressed their gratitude to the Turkish authorities by underlin-
ing the devastation caused by ISIL (Da’esh) as the most recent obstacle in protecting Iraqi cultural
heritage.82

In addition to the 80 ethnographic objects, a cylinder seal was returned to the Iraqi author-
ities during the same ceremony since Tiirkiye found substantial evidence of its provenance in the
same investigation. The cylinder seal is approximately 4,000 years old and was protected in the
Anatolian Civilizations Museum in Ankara before being returned to Iraq (Fig. 3).83

Moreover, Tiirkiye and Iraq have not yet entered into a bilateral agreement specifically
focused on the fight against illicit trafficking of cultural property and repatriation issues. None-
theless, the 2008 Joint Political Declaration on the Establishment of the High Level Strategic
Cooperation Council Between Governments of the Republic of Turkey and the Republic of Iraq®*
encompasses various domains of cooperation between the two nations. For instance, Article 5 of
Section A: Political, Diplomatic and Cultural Spheres underlines the importance of upholding
Iraq’s multi-cultural, multi-religious, and multi-ethnic composition, as well as the peaceful co-
existence of all communities for the future of Iraq.8% Additionally, Article 1 of Section C empha-
sizes the significance of robust cooperation in controlling the mutual borders of both countries
to combat all forms of illicit trafficking.®® Through this established protocol, Tiirkiye once again
showcases its commitment to safeguarding Iraqi heritage and national identity.

79 Department of INTERPOL-EUROPOL of the Turkish National Police (TNP) has an active role in communication
with INTERPOL and EUROPOL regarding smuggled cultural properties out of the country (and people involved)
and mutual assistance in their return to the source country with the help of databases as well as (joint) opera-
tions. For more information: T.C. Igisleri Bakanligi Emniyet Genel Miidiirliigii, INTERPOL ve EUROPOL Daire
Bagkanligi, “Hakkimizda,” accessed 20 May 2023, https://www.egm.gov.tr/interpol/hakkimizda.

80 Information obtained in a private interview with the Department of Anti-Smuggling of the Ministry of Culture and
Tourism of Tiirkiye on May 12, 2023.

81 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Basin ve Halkla iliskiler Miisavirligi, “Tiirkiye’den Diinyaya.”

82 Lale Koklii and Burak Milli, “Tiirkiye Smirinda Yakalanan Eserler Irak’a Iade Edildi,” Anadolu Ajanst, 20 Septem-
ber 2019, https://www.aa.com.tr/tr/turkiye/turkiye-sinirinda-yakalanan-eserler-iraka-iade-edildi-/1589651.

83 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Basin ve Halkla iliskiler Miisavirligi, “Tiirkiye’den Diinyaya.”

84 “Joint Political Declaration on the Establishment of the High Level Strategic Cooperation Council Between Govern-
ments of the Republic of Turkey and the Republic of Iraq,” 10 July 2008, https://www.mfa.gov.tr/data/DISPOLITI-
KA/Bolgeler/ortadogu/irak/Ortak%20Siyasi%20Bilirge%20%C4%B0ngilizce.pdf.

85 “Joint Political Declaration.”

86 “Joint Political Declaration.”



The Goodwill and Consistency of Tirkiye in the Repatriation of Foreign Cultural Property: Case Studies of China and Iraq
Levent Tokiin - Ipek Bayraktar 63

In addition to this commitment, it is noteworthy that within the scope of this case study,
Tirkiye diligently fulfills the obligations as outlined in the 1954 Convention’s First Protocol,
1970 Convention as well as United Nations Security Council Resolution 1483,87 which declares
that every Member State shall undertake suitable measures to expedite the safe return of Iraqi
cultural artifacts to Iraqi institutions.8® These aforementioned legal instruments undeniably bind
Tiirkiye as a State Party; however, Tiirkiye’s approach in such matters is proactive and character-
ized by goodwill, as demonstrated in the present case.

Consequently, the Turkish state consistently adhered to the long-adopted official strategy
of the Republic: “Every cultural artifact is beautiful and meaningful in its homeland, where it
belongs (Fig. 4).”8°

Conclusion

As previously discussed, the notion and responsibility of goodwill associated with cultural
property can be categorized into three primary tiers: the source, the transit, and the destination/
market countries. If all parties on each level act responsibly, the risk of the illicit transnational
flow of cultural property can be minimized, and the return cases can be solved with less obstruc-
tion. Accordingly, a responsible art and antiquities market can only flourish if ethical practices are
consistently adopted by all parties.

The value chain for preventative measures against the illicit market for cultural property
arises from the state level, where policies and legislation are adopted, and international coopera-
tion is established. The will to protect the cultural property of each state and the manners of co-
ordination between the parties have a decisive role in promoting a responsible market and ethical
collecting practices where there is no all-binding law. Even in a world where all-comprehensive
legislation exists, if the parties do not consistently act with goodwill, the repatriation process of
the artifacts can remain arduous.

Repatriation is a complex process that can be time-consuming and exhaust the finan-
cial as well as human resources of the parties involved. Therefore, international cooperation and
well-implemented bilateral agreements play a fundamental role in eliminating illicit cultural prop-
erty from the art and antiquities market and preventing legal and ethical problems from occurring
while cultivating positive diplomatic relations. In this framework, there are several normative and
binding international legislations regarding cultural property displacement issues, but they cannot
be utilized entirely to reach their goals unless parties act in goodwill.

Based on this, Tiirkiye not only proactively pursues its own illicitly trafficked cultural
objects from abroad, but also facilitates the return of foreign cultural property to their origins. To
do that, the Turkish state primarily follows Articles 2, 9, and 15 of the 1970 Convention, first by
forming bilateral agreements and then the repatriation of artifacts accordingly. However, having
no such agreement is certainly not an excuse to withhold the return of the illicit artifacts, either.
As we can observe from the repatriated Iraqi property from Tiirkiye, State Parties can favor re-
sponsible practices and initiate returns without bilateral agreements in place, as well. It is worth

87 See the Resolution: United Nations Security Council, “The Situation between Iraq and Kuwait,” S/RES/1483, 22
May 2003, http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/doc/1483.

88 United Nations Security Council, “The Situation between Iraq and Kuwait.”

89 Republic of Tiirkiye Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Counsellor’s Office of Press and Public Relations, “Two
Cultural Properties.”
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stressing again that Tiirkiye voluntarily took action on the above-explained processes with both
China and Iraq before receiving any formal appeals from these source countries. A substantial
piece of evidence from the plundered country, whose archaeological/ethnographic materials are
in jeopardy, can serve as a catalyst for a dialogue and lead to eventual repatriation.

Through these steps, Tiirkiye, as a long-suffering state of cultural looting, demonstrates
goodwill and reinforces a broader repatriation discourse in the hope of encouraging states (and
also private institutions) to favor agreements that strengthen the fight against the illicit trafficking
of cultural property. In the end, the successful repatriations to China and Iraq also set a precedent
for future returns and hopefully act as a deterrent for the illicit market on a multi-regional scale.
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Ozet

Kﬁltﬁrel varliklarin korunmasi ile ilgili bir¢ok ulusal ve uluslararasi yasal ¢ergeve vardir. An-
cak, devletlerin kiiltiirel varliklar1 korumak i¢in yasalar ¢ikarmasina, ¢cok tarafli sdzlesmeleri
onaylamasina ve ikili anlagmalari1 kabul etmesine ragmen, kiiltiirel varliklarin yasa dis1 ticareti
hala devam eden bir sorundur. Herhangi bir kiiltiir varliginin iadesi ¢ok katmanli bir siirectir ki
bir devletin yerinden edilmis kiiltiirel varliklara yonelik politikasinin da bu nesnelerin uluslararasi
6lgekte korunmasini saglamak icin tutarli ve iyi niyete dayali olmasi kritik neme sahiptir.

Bu makale, Tiirkiye’nin yabanci kiiltiir varliklarint kaynak iilkesine iade etmedeki iyi ni-
yetini ve tutarliligini incelemektedir. Bu gercevede, Tirkiye’nin 1970 UNESCO Sézlesmesi il-
kelerini ve buna gore yapilan ikili anlagmalar1 nasil uyguladigini degerlendirmek i¢in iki iade
vakast iyi niyet ve tutarhilik ilkelerine dayal olarak incelenmektedir. ilk 6rnek, geri doniisiin ikili
bir anlagsmaya dayali oldugu Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti ve Cin Halk Cumhuriyeti arasindayken, ikinci
vaka, diplomatik iligkilere dayali olarak iadenin ger¢eklestigi Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti ve Irak Cum-
huriyeti arasindadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler
Eser iadesi, Eser kacak¢ilig1, Iyi niyet, Kiiltiir varlig, Kiiltiirel diplomasi
Giris
Gegmigimizin kadim mozaiklerde, lahitlerde ve resimlerde kendine yer bulan izleri bizleri
her zaman biiyiilemistir. Bu somut eserler; topluluklarin ve uluslarin kendi kiiltiirel kimlikleri

ile toplumsal belleklerini sekillendirmesine yardimci olur. Sahip olduklari bu 6énemden dolay1
kiiltiir varliklar1, ne yazik ki tarih boyunca yagmalanmis, kasitli olarak hedef alinmis,? kagak-

1 Levent TOKUN, Kog Universitesi Vehbi Ko¢ Ankara Arastirmalar1 Uygulama ve Arastirma Merkezi (VEKAM),
Ankara, Tiirkiye, ORCID: 0000-0002-1610-1661, leventtokun94@gmail.com.

ipek BAYRAKTAR, Universidad Internacional de Catalunya, Barcelona, Ispanya,
ORCID: 0000-0001-8736-5640, ipek.indint@gmail.com.

2 Hedef alinmis kiiltiirel miras alan 6rnekleri ve ilgili detayli bilgi i¢in bkz. Karen J. Detling, “Eternal Silence: The
Destruction of Cultural Property in Yugoslavia,” Maryland Journal of International Law 17, no. 1 (1993): 66—68,
http://digitalcommons.law.umaryland.edu/mjil/vol17/iss1/5.
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¢iliga maruz kalmis ve yasa disi olarak satilmistir. Bu nedenle, kiiltiir varliklarina verilen zarar,
yakin zamanin bir konusu degildir. Kiiltiir varliklarinin iade siireci ise, cogu zaman gecmisteki
haksizliklarin telafisi olarak goriilmekte olup tarihteki birkag tutarsiz drnege karsin gelismeye ve
aligilagelmis diizeni zorlamaya devam etmektedir.®

Gilintimiizde devletler, kurumlar ve topluluklar arasinda artan diyaloglar, kiiltiir varlikla-
1 konusundaki tartismalara yeni bakis agilar1 kazandirmaktadir. Bu sayede kiiltiir varliklarinin
iadesi, gecmisteki hatalari telafi etmek ve eserlerin yanlis yonetimini ele almak adina daha da
yayginlagmakta ve onem kazanmaktadir. Bununla birlikte, iade siirecindeki piirtizler heniiz gide-
rilememistir. Uluslararasi alanda kiiltiir varliklarinin korunmasina yonelik ¢abalar 20. yilizyilin or-
tasindan once baglasa da, 18994 ve 19075 tarihli Lahey Sozlesmeleri gibi, sanat eseri ve tarihi eser
piyasasiin ¢ok boyutlu dinamikleri, 6zellikle Diinya Savaslar1 sonrasinda, yeni kurallar ve yo-
netmeliklere ek olarak kiiltiirel miras1 koruma bilincinin artmasiyla birlikte degisime ugramistir.

Iki Diinya Savasi’min getirdigi telafisi miimkiin olmayan yikimin ardindan, kiiltiir varliklari-
nin evrensel degerini vurgulamak amaciyla 1954 Lahey Silahli Bir Catisma Halinde Kiiltiir Malla-
rimin Korunmasina Dair Sozlesme® (1954 Sozlesmesi) imzalanmustir. Bu s6zlesme, silahli gatigma
zamanlarinda kiiltiir varliklarinin yasa dis1 kagakc¢iligina kars1 miicadeleyi ayrintili sekilde ele alan
1954 Sézlesmesi 'nin Birinci Protokolii” ile hzla yiiriirliige girmistir. 1999 yilinda ikinci Protokol,®
1954 Sozlesmesi’ndeki yaptirimlari daha da sikilagtirmig ve sozlesmede bahsi gegen koruma yon-
temlerini agikliga kavusturmustur. Ayrica, daha dnce 1954 S6zlesmesi’nde yer verilen “genel ko-
ruma” ve “6zel koruma” tanimlarina ek olarak, “insanlik i¢in biiyiik dneme” sahip kiiltiir varliklar
icin “daha fazla koruma” kategorisini tanitmistir.® Birinci Protokol’den farkl olarak, ikinci Proto-
kol’tin uygulanma bi¢iminde kisisel ceza ehliyetinden de bahsedilmistir.’® Béylece bu iki protokol,
savag zamaninda kiiltiir varliklarinin korunmasi i¢in uluslararast mevzuatin temel bir pargasi héline
gelmistir.

Ancak kultiir varliklarinin yerlerinden edilme tehdidi sadece silahli catisma donemlerine
0zgl bir durum degildir. Bu nedenle, 1970 yilinda, kiiltiirel mirasi1 baris doneminde de korumanin
yani1 sira sanat eseri ve tarihi eser piyasasinda giivenilir uygulamalar destekleme amaci giiden
yeni bir ¢ok tarafli anlagma, uluslararasi sahnede yerini almistir. Bu, daha ¢ok 1970 Sézlesmesi
olarak bilinen, Kiiltiir Mirasini Korumak Amaciyla Kiiltiir Varliklarinin Kanunsuz Ithali, [hraci ve

3 Detayl1 bilgi ve ornekler i¢in bkz. Ivan Lindsay, History of Loot and Stolen Art from Antiquity until the Present Day
(London: Unicorn Press, 2014).

4 ICRC Database, Treaties, States Parties and Commentaries. “Convention (II) with Respect to the Laws and Customs
of War on Land and its Annex: Regulations concerning the Laws and Customs of War on Land,” Lahey, 29 Temmuz
1899, https://ihl-databases.icrc.org/ihl/INTRO/150.

5 ICRC Database, Treaties, States Parties and Commentaries, “Convention (IV) Respecting the Laws and Customs of
War on Land and Its Annex: Regulations Concerning the Laws and Customs of War on Land,” Lahey, 18 Ekim
1907, https://ihl-databases.icrc.org/ihl/INTRO/195.

6 Sozlesme i¢in bkz. United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO), “1954 Convention
for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict with Regulations for the Execution of the
Convention,” 14 Mayis 1954, https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/1954 Convention EN 2020.pdf.

7 “UNESCO, “Protocol to the Convention for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict,” 14
May1s 1954, https://en.unesco.org/sites/default/files/1954 Protocol EN_2020.pdf.

8 UNESCO, “Second Protocol to the Hague Convention of 1954 for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event
of Armed Conflict,” 26 Mart 1999, http://portal.unesco.org/en/ev.php-URL ID=15207&URL_DO=DO_TOPI-
C&URL_SECTION=201.html.

9 UNESCO, “Second Protocol,” 3. Boliim.

10 UNESCO, “Second Protocol,” 4. Boliim.
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Miilkiyet Transferinin Onlenmesi ve Yasaklanmasi icin Alinacak Tedbirlerle ilgili Sézlesme’ dir."
Sozlesme, yerinden edilen veya zarar goren kiiltiir varliklariyla ilgili en iyi uygulamalar1 anlama,
tartisma ve gelistirme yollariyla iliskili bir dizi hiikiim icerir. Ornegin, 1970 S6zlesmesi’nin 2.
maddesinde “...uluslararasi ig birligi, tilkelerin kiiltiir varliklarini bu tiir tehlikelere karsi koruma-
nin en etkili yollarindan biridir.” seklinde bir ifadeye yer verilmistir. Bu baglamda S6zlesme, taraf
devletlerden, ellerindeki tim imkénlarla kiiltlir varliklarina yonelik yanlis uygulamalara karsi
¢ikmalarini ve “...zararlar1 gerektigi sekilde karsilamalarini” talep eder.'?

1970 S6zlesmesi’nin 9. maddesi de, s6zlesmeye taraf devletlerin kiiltiir varliklarinin yagma
tehditi altinda oldugu durumlarin belirlenmesi ve gerekli 6nlemlerin alinmasi i¢in uluslararasi ¢a-
ligmalarin gerekliligini ve 6nemini®® vurgular.' Ek olarak 15. madde, taraf devletlerce Sozlesme
ylriirliige girmeden 6nce imzalanmis olsalar dahi, lilkeler arasinda 6zel anlagmalar yapilmasini
destekler.” Yukarida ayrintili bilgisi verilen maddelerle birlikte, 1970 Sozlesmesi 'nin Uygulama
Rehberi*® de, bu tiir sozlesmelerin uluslararasi is birligini ve 1970 Sozlesmesi’nin 9. maddesinin
uygulanmasini destekleyebilecegini goz onilinde bulundurarak taraf devletleri ikili veya ¢ok taraf-
I1 anlagmalar imzalamaya tesvik eder."”

1970 Sozlesmesi, 143 taraf devletge tiim diinyada taninmasina karsin'® heniiz yasal bir hii-
kiimden ¢ok bir model olarak degerlendirilir. S6zlesme, taraflarin kendi ulusal mevzuatlari yoluy-
la ilkelerini uygulamalarina olanak tanirken, uluslararasi bir misyon ve vizyonu 6ne ¢ikarir.® Bir
baska deyisle, Sozlesme hukuken baglayici olmasina ragmen, taraflar ulusal yasalari vasitasiyla
ylrirliige koymadigi siirece kendiliginden gegerli olamaz. Bu durum, Birlesmis Milletler’e ait
bir¢ok diger belgeyle de benzerlik gosterir. Ancak bununla ilgili bir kanuna tabi olmak da, kiiltiir
varliklarinin yasa disi ticaretini dnlemek i¢in yeterli olmaz. Dolayisiyla, taraf devletlerin iyi niyeti
ve tutarli politikalarinin, kiiltiirel mirasi1 korumada kritik dneme sahip oldugu ortaya ¢ikmaktadir.

Sonug olarak, 1970 Soézlesmesi'ne paralel bir sekilde, 1995 yilinda Calinan ya da Yasa
Dig1 Olarak IThra¢ Edilen Kiiltiirel Objelerle Tlgili 1995 UNIDROIT2® Sizlesmesi (1995 UNID-
ROIT So6zlesmesi), kiiltiirel varliklarin geri kazanilmasi i¢in yasal araclari uyumlu héle getirme

11 UNESCO, “Convention on the Means of Prohibiting and Preventing the Illicit Import, Export and Transport of
Ownership of Cultural Property,” 14 Kasim 1970, http://portal.unesco.org/en/ev.php-URL ID=13039&URL
DO=DO_TOPIC&URL_SECTION=201.html.https://en.unesco.org/about-us/legal-affairs/convention-means-
prohibiting-and-preventing-illicit-import-export-and.

12 UNESCO, “Convention on the Means of Prohibiting,” Madde 2.

13 Bu tedbirler, belirli malzemelerin ihracat ve/veya ithalatinin kontroliinii igerebilir.

14 UNESCO, “Convention on the Means of Prohibiting,” Madde 9.

15 UNESCO, “Convention on the Means of Prohibiting,” Madde 15.

16 UNESCO, “Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the Convention on the Means of Prohibiting and
Preventing the Illicit Import, Export and Transfer of Ownership of Cultural Property,” 1970, https://en.unesco.org/
sites/default/files/operational guidelines en_final final 1.pdf.

17 UNESCO, “Operational Guidelines,” Paragraf 112—14.

18 Taraf Devletler Listesi igin bkz. UNESCO, “States Parties to the Convention on the Means of Prohibiting and Pre-
venting the Illicit Import, Export and Transfer of Ownership of Cultural Property,” 2023,
https://www.unesco.org/en/legal-affairs/convention-means-prohibiting-and-preventing-illicit-import-export-and-
transfer-ownership-cultural#item-2.

19 Katarzyna Januszkiewicz, “Retroactivity in the 1970 UNESCO Convention: Cases of the United States and Austra-
lia,” Brooklyn Journal of International Law 41, no. 1 (2015): 342, https://brooklynworks.brooklaw.edu/bjil/vol41/
iss1/7; Referring to Matthew R. Hoffman, “Cultural Pragmatism: A New Approach to the International Movement
of Antiquities,” lowa Law. Review 95 (2010): 665—77, https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.jour-
nals/ilr95&div=18&id=&page=.

20 International Institute for the Unification of Private Law (UNIDROIT), “Convention on Stolen or Illegally Exported
Cultural Objects,” 24 Haziran 1995, https://www.unidroit.org/instruments/cultural-property/1995-convention.
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ve mevcut uluslararasi ¢erceveyi tamamlama amactyla, hemen yiiriirliige girebilen bir anlasma
olarak kabul edilmistir. Stepnowska’nin kisaca ifade ettigi tizere, 1995 UNIDROIT So6zlesmesi,
calinan veya yasa dis1 yollarla yurt disina ¢ikarilan kiiltiir varliklarinin geri kazanilmasi i¢in ¢ok
uluslu bir is birligi yapist olusturmay1 hedeflemis ve bu ¢er¢cevede 6zel hukukla kamu hukukunu
dengelemeyi amaglamigtir.2' Boylece, 1995 UNIDROIT Soézlesmesi, iilkelerin daha saglam bir
zeminde is birligi yapabilmelerini hedef olarak belirlemistir. Yine de bu s6zlesme, kabul asa-
masinda ozellikle pazar lilkelerdeki sanat tiiccarlarinin lobi faaliyetleriyle ve cesitli giicliiklerle
kars1 karsiya gelmistir.22 Su anda 54 taraf devleti bulunan?® 1995 UNIDROIT Sézlesmesi, 1970
Sézlesmesi’nde tam olarak netlestirilmemis bazi énemli konular1 da ele alir. Ornegin, yasa dis
kazilar ve yasa disi sekilde elde edilen eserlerin?* durumunu daha net bir sekilde tanimlar ve “ge-
rekli 6zeni gdsterme” kavramini (bu kavram, 1970 Sozlesmesi’nde “adil tazminat” olarak gecer)
agikliga kavusturur. S6zlesme, bunlara ragmen 1970 Sozlesmesi kadar taninmamigtir.2®

1995 UNIDROIT Soézlesmesi’nin bir diger 6zgilin 6zelligi ise, iade taleplerinde zaman
asimi kavramini ortaya ¢ikarmasidir. Bununla birlikte, 1995 UNIDROIT hiikiimlerinin geriye
doniik olarak gecerli olacak nitelikte olmamasi nedeniyle “...zaman asimi hiikiimleri ancak dev-
letler S6zlesme’ye taraf olduktan sonra yiiriirlik kazanacaktir.”2® Bu niteliklerinden dolay1, 1995
UNIDROIT Soézlesmesi?” ve 1970 Sozlesmesi,?® tarihsel siiregteki somiirgecilik, savaslar ve dii-
zenli olarak yapilan yagmalar nedeniyle bir¢ok iilkenin ve yerli toplulugun degerli kiiltiirel eser
ve anitlarini kaybetmesine iligskin net bir ¢oziim sunamamaktadir.?2® Bu sebeple, yeni getirilen za-
man agimi hiikiimleriyle de kapsanamayan iade vakalarini ¢éziimlemekte; bireylerin, kurumlarin
ve devletlerin gosterecegi iyi niyet biiyiik bir 6nem tagimaktadir.

Diinyanin 6nde gelen miize profesyonelleri ag1 olan Uluslararas1 Miizeler Konseyi (ICOM)
de kiiltiir varliklarinin yasa dis1 ticaretini ¢esitli agilardan ele almaktadir. ICOM Miizeler icin Etik
Kurallar aracilifiyla, miizeler ve ¢alisanlarindan, kdkeni belirsiz objeleri satin almamasini ve
sergilememesini talep eder, ayn1 zamanda yasa dis1 yollarla el degistiren kiiltiir varliklarinin kay-
nak iilke veya kisilere iade edilmesini de tesvik eder.3° Bu baglamda, “gerekli 6zeni gosterme” il-
kesi, bir eylem plani belirlemeden 6nce durumun tiim yonlerini aragtirma siireci olarak tanimlanir.
Ozellikle, bir eserin kdkenini ve gegmisini, satin almadan veya eseri kullanima sunmadan énce,
belirleme siirecinde gosterilmesi gereken dikkat ve 6zen vurgulanir.® Bununla birlikte, ulusal ve

21 Julia Stepnowska, “Due Diligence and the Art Market: Assessing the Impact of the 1995 UNIDROIT Conven-
tion on Stolen or Illegally Exported Cultural Objects,” Studia Iuridica Toruniensia 22 (2019): 379, https://doi.
org/10.12775/S1T.2018.020.

22 Brodie vd., “Why There is Still an Illicit Trade in Cultural Objects and What We Can Do About It,” Journal of Field
Archaeology 47, no.2 (2022): 122, https://doi.org/10.1080/00934690.2021.1996979.

23 Taraf Devletler Listesi igin bkz. UNIDROIT, “States Parties to the Convention on Stolen or Illegally Exported Cul-
tural Objects,” 2023, https://www.unidroit.org/instruments/cultural-property/1995-convention/status/.

24 UNIDROIT, “Convention on Stolen,” Madde 3(2) ve 5(3).

25 UNIDROIT, “Convention on Stolen,” Madde 4.

26 Zsuzsanna Veres, “The Fight against Illicit Trafficking of Cultural Property: The 1970 UNESCO Convention and
the 1995 UNIDROIT Convention,” Santa Clara Journal International Law 12, no. 2 (2014): 106, https://digital-
commons.law.scu.edu/scujil/vol12/iss2/4.

27 UNIDROIT, “Convention on Stolen,” Madde 10.

28 UNESCO, “Convention on the Means of Prohibiting,” Madde 7.

29 Lyndel V. Prott, “UNESCO and UNIDROIT: A Partnership against Trafficking in Cultural Objects,” Uniform Law
Review 1, no. 1 (Ocak 1996): 68, https://doi.org/10.1093/ulr/1.1.59.

30 International Council of Museums (ICOM), Code of Ethics: ICOM Code of Ethics for Museums (Paris: ICOM,
2017), Madde 2(3), 4(5) ve 6(2), https://icom.museum/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/ICOM-code-En-web.pdf.

31 ICOM International Observatory on Illicit Traffic in Cultural Goods, “Due Diligence/Good Faith,” erisim 20 May1s
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uluslararasi yetkililerin denetimde yetersiz kalmas1 nedeniyle, “gerekli 6zeni gosterme” ilkesi
heniiz iyi niyete dayali bir uygulama olmaya devam etmektedir.3 Bu nedenle, sorumlu bir sekilde
koleksiyon olusturma ve kiiltiir varliklarini iade etme siirecinde taraflarin iyi niyeti 6nemli bir rol
oynamaktadir. Sonug olarak, ¢esitli kaynaklarin yani sira normatif ve yasal belgeler, farkli hukuk
sistemlerinin “gerekli 6zeni gosterme” ve “uyum” kavramlarma dair farkli tanimlar1 olmasindan
dolayi, iyi niyetle ilerlemeyi 6nermekte veya bazen zorunlu kilmaktadir. Bu durum, iilkelerarasi
davalarda sorunlara yol agabildiginden, “gerekli 6zeni gosterme” prensipleri uluslararasi anlag-
malarin uygulanmasi konusulurken uyumlu ve somut bir sekilde ifade edilmelidir.33

Bu cergevede, Tiirkiye, kiiltiirel mirasin korunmasi konusunda tutarlilik igerisinde iyi niyet
gostermekte ve 1970 S6zlesmesi’nin 2., 9. ve 15. maddeleri basta olmak tizere ilgili uluslararasi bel-
gelerde belirtilen ilkelere bagl kalmakta, ayni zamanda 1970 Sozlesmesi 'nin Uygulama Rehberi’ne
de uygun hareket etmektedir. Kaynaklarin tahsis edilmesi (hem insani hem finansal), gerekli aragtir-
malarin yiiriitiilmesi ve gesitli taraflarla ikili/¢ok tarafli anlagmalar imzalanmasi yoluyla kiiltiirel ig
birligine yatirim yapan Tiirkiye, bu sayede, kendisininkiler de dahil olmak iizere, yasa dis1 yollarla
yerlerinden edilmis kiiltiir varliklarinin kaynak iilkelerine iadesini saglayabilmektedir.

Tiirkiye'nin Iade Sorumlulugunu Ustlenmesi

“Tarihi eserlerin asil koruyuculari, tarihi ve milli abidelerin gercek sahibi olan halktir.”
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk3*

Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti, 1954 Sézlesmesi ve 11k Protokolii’nii 1965 yilinda imzaladi.3® Ardin-
dan, 1981 yilinda 1970 S6zlesmesi’ni imzaladi.26 Daha sonra, 1970 S6zlesmesi’nde de desteklen-
digi lizere, 1998 yilinda Ozbekistan ile kiiltiirel mirasin korunmasina yonelik, “Tiirkiye Cumhuri-
yeti Hiikiimeti ile Ozbekistan Cumhuriyeti Hiikiimeti Arasinda Kiiltiirel Varhiklarin Kagak¢iliginin
Onlenmesi ve Iadesinin Saglanmasi Konusunda Karsilikli Yardim Anlasmasi” adli ilk iki tarafli
anlagmasina imza att1.3” Sonraki yillarda, iade konularin1 da igeren, kiiltiirel mirasin yasa dist

2023, https://www.obs-traffic.museum/due-diligence-good-faith.

32 ICOM International Observatory on Illicit Traffic in Cultural Goods, “Due Diligence/Good Faith,” vurgular yazarlar
tarafindan eklenmistir.

33 Stepnowska, “Due Diligence,” 377-92.

34 James F. Goode, Negotiating for the Past: Archaeology, Nationalism, and Diplomacy in the Middle East, 1919-1941
(Austin: University of Texas Press, 2007), 54.

35 1954 Sozlesmesi’ne Taraf Devletler Listesi igin bkz. UNESCO, “States Parties to the Convention for the Protection
of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict with Regulations for the Execution of the Convention,” 2023,
https://www.unesco.org/en/legal-affairs/convention-protection-cultural-property-event-armed-conflict-regulati-
ons-execution-convention?hub=66535#item-4, {lk Protokol’e Taraf Devletler Listesi i¢in bkz. UNESCO, “States
Parties to the Protocol to the Convention for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict,”
2023,
https://www.unesco.org/en/legal-affairs/protocol-convention-protection-cultural-property-event-armed-
conflict?hub=66535#item-4.

36 Taraf Devletler Listesi i¢in bkz. UNESCO, “States Parties to the Convention on the Means of Prohibiting,” 2023,
https://www.unesco.org/en/legal-affairs/convention-means-prohibiting-and-preventing-illicit-import-export-and-
transfer-ownership-cultural#item-2. Tiirkiye’nin 1995 UNIDROIT S6zlesmesi’ni ve 1954 Sozlesmesi’nin ikinci
Protokolii’nii Temmuz 2023 itibariyle imzalamadig1 unutulmamalidir.

37 “Agreement Between the Government of the Republic of Turkey and the Government of the Republic of Uzbekistan
on Mutual Assistance in Preventing the Smuggling of Cultural Values and Securing Their Return,” 22 Temmuz
1998, Resmi Gazete No. 23410, https://www.resmigazete.gov.tr/arsiv/23410.pdf.
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ticaretine kars1 toplu miicadeleyi giiclendirmek amaciyla benzer iki tarafli anlagsmalar1 imzaladi.
Bunun sonucunda, su ana kadar Tiirkiye, kaynak iilke, ge¢is iilkesi ve hedef/pazar iilkeleriyle is
birligi iginde, kiiltiirel mirasin korunmasina yonelik 12 adet iki tarafli anlagsma imzalamistir.3®

Genel olarak, agirlikli sekilde kaynak iilkelerden yasa dis1 yontemlerle gikarilan ve/veya
tasinan kacak kiiltiir varliklari, Arjantin, Hong Kong veya Isvigre gibi gegis iilkeleri iizerinden,
hedef/pazar iilkelerindeki alicilara ulagir.® Yasa disi sanat eseri ve tarihi eser pazar kaynak tilke-
lerden baslar ve gecis iilkeleri, gegici depo ve/veya tasima merkezleri olarak kullanilir. Sonunda,
kacak yollarla taginan objeler, cogunlukla Avrupa ve Kuzey Amerika iilkelerinde bulunan hedef
pazarlara varir. Bununla birlikte, giderek zenginlesen Cin gibi tilkeler, kiiltiir varliklarimin kiiresel
ticaretinde hem kaynak iilkeler hem de pazar tilkeleri olarak kabul edilebilir.#°

Art Market 2023 raporunda yer alan Finansal Degere Gore Kiiresel Sanat Piyasasindaki
Pay Grafiklerine gore, Amerika Birlesik Devletleri (ABD), kiiresel sanat piyasasinin %45’ini
tekelinde bulundurmaktadir.#' Tiirkiye, 2021 y1linin baginda ABD ile Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Hiikii-
meti ile Amerika Birlesik Devletleri Hiikiimeti Arasinda Tiirkiye’ye Ait Arkeolojik ve Etnolojik
Kategorideki Eserlere Yénelik Ithalat Kisitlamasi Getirilmesine Iliskin Mutabakat Zapti adli iki
tarafli bir anlasma imzalamistir.#? Boylece, kiiresel sanat piyasasinin en biiyiik hissedar1 olan
ABD, Tiirk kiiltiir varliklarinin belirli kategorilerine ithalat kisitlamalar1 getirme izni veren bir
anlagmaya taraf olmustur. Bu anlagma, kiiltiirel eserlerin Tiirkiye’den yasa dis1 olarak taginmasini
caydirmay1 amaglarken Amerikan yetkililerine Tiirkiye’den kagak yollarla taginan varliklart geri
gonderme imkani tanimakta, ayrica Amerikan ve Tiirk kurumlar arasinda kiiltiirel is birligini
tesvik etmektedir.43

Tiirkiye’nin kiiltiirel miras1 koruma konusunda olusturdugu bir bagka 6nemli is birligi ise
en son ikili anlasmalarindan biri olan ve 15 Kasim 2022’de Isvicre ile imzaladig1 Tiirkive Cum-
huriyeti Hiikiimeti ve Isvigre Federal Konseyi Arasinda Arkeolojik Kiiltiir Varliklarinin Yasa Disi
Ithali ve Transit Gegisinin Onlenmesi ile Iadesine Iliskin Anlasma’dir.** Isvigre nin kiiresel sanat

38 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Basin ve Halkla fliskiler Miisavirligi, “Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligimin 2023 Biitcesi
TBMM Plan ve Biitce Komisyonunda,” 17 Kasim 2022, https://basin.ktb.gov.tr/TR-332138/kultur-ve-turizm-ba-
kanliginin-2023-butcesi-tbmm-plan-ve-butce-komisyonunda.html.

39 Morag M. Kersel, “From the Ground to the Buyer: A Market Analysis of the Trade in Illegal Antiquities,” Archae-
ology, Cultural Heritage and the Antiquities Trade iginde, der. Neil Brodie vd. (Gainesville: University Press of
Florida, 2006), 189.

40 European Commission, Commission Staff Working Document Impact Assessment: Accompanying the Document
Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the Import of Cultural Goods (Brus-
sels: European Commission, 2017), 12, https://ec.europa.eu/taxation_customs/system/files/2017-07/cultural_goo-
ds_impact_assessment_en.pdf.

41 Clare McAndrew, The Art Market 2023 (Basel: Art Basel and UBS, 2023), 27, https://theartmarket.artbasel.com/
download/The-Art-Basel-and-UBS-Art-Market-Report-2023.pdf.

42 Tlgili Mutabakat Zapt i¢in bkz. “Memorandum of Understanding Between the Government of the United States of
America and the Government of the Republic of Turkey Concerning the Imposition of Import Restrictions on the
Categories of Archaeological and Ethnological Material of Turkey,” 5 Mart 2021, Resmi Gazete No. 31414, https://
www.resmigazete.gov.tr/eskiler/2021/03/20210305-13.pdf.

43 Media Center of the Bureau of Educational and Cultural Affairs, U.S. Department of State, “United States and
Turkey Work Together to Protect Cultural Heritage,” 19 Ocak 2021, https://eca.state.gov/highlight/united-sta-
tes-and-turkey-work-together-protect-cultural-heritage.

44 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig: Basin ve Halkla iliskiler Miisavirligi, “Tiirkiye ve Isvigre Arkeolojik Kiiltiir Var-
liklarmin Iadesine iliskin Anlasma Imzaladi,” 15 Kasim 2022, https://basin.ktb.gov.tr/TR-332077/turkiye-ve-is-
vicre-arkeolojik-kultur-varliklarinin-iadesine-iliskin-anlasma-imzaladi.html. {lgili Anlasma igin bkz. “Agreement
Between the Government of Republic of Tiirkiye and the Swiss Federal Council on Preventing the Illicit Import and
Transit and the Repatriation of Archaeological Cultural Property,” 24 Mart 2023, Resmi Gazete No. 32142, https:/
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piyasasindaki %2’lik payt ABD’nin paymin yaninda 6nemsiz gibi géziikkse de*® son 40 yilda
Isvigre’den Tiirkiye’ye iade edilen 417 kiiltiir varh@ goz oniinde bulunduruldugunda,®® bu iki
tarafli anlagma, her iki {ilkenin de kiiltiirel mirasinin korunmasi i¢in 6nemli bir adimdir. Anlagma,
sadece miizakereleri gelistirmekle kalmayip taraflarin iadelere ayirdigi zamani ve maddi kaynak-
lar1 azaltmasina da yardimei1 olacaktir.

Yukarida belirtilen %2’lik paya ek olarak, Isvigre nin kiiresel sanat piyasasindaki roliinde
hesaplanmayan yonler de mevcuttur. Ornegin, Isvigre serbest ticaret bolgeleri, 2013 itibartyla
yaklagik 1,2 milyon tarihi eseri barmdirmistir.4” Bu bolgeler miisterilerine gizlilik taahhiidii sun-
duklarindan ¢ogunlukla gozlerden uzakta, bilyiik sanat koleksiyonlarina ev sahipligi yapmaktadir.
Kisacasi, serbest ticaret bolgelerinin “serbestligi”, giimriik vergilerinin alinmamasindan ve bazi
denetimlere tabii olunmamasindan kaynaklanir.#® S6z konusu sistem, kayitli igletmelerin yani
sira sanat tliccarlarinin da ilgisini ¢gekmekte ve yasa dis1 yollarla taginan kiiltlir varliklarini ka-
raborsada yeniden satma firsati dogana kadar saklama olanagi sunmaktadir.#® Ayrica, genellikle
calkantil1 bir gecmise sahip olan eserlerin “Isvigreli bir beyefendinin koleksiyonundan” gibi ifa-
delerle tanitilmasi da, Isvigre nin bu ticaretteki aktif roliinii gézler 6niine sermektedir.3°

Bununla birlikte, Isvigre, kiiltiir varliklarinin yasa dis1 ticaretiyle miicadelede proaktif adim-
lar da atmaktadir. 2015 yilinda Isvigre Giimriik Kanunu’nda yapilan degisiklik bunlardan biridir.
Bu degisiklik, kara para aklamanin oniine gegilmesiyle ilgili daha kapsamli bir strateji sunmus ve
serbest ticaret bolgelerinin seffafligim artirmistir. Bu kapsamda, glimriik yetkililerine belirli bir siire
icinde serbest ticaret alanlarindaki envanterle ilgili rapor sunma zorunlulugu getirilmistir.? Tiirkiye
ile imzalanan iki tarafli anlasma gibi adimlar da 6nemli ilerlemeler olarak degerlendirilmektedir.

Bu baglamda, alt1 zorlu yilin ardindan 2017 yilinda Tiirkiye lehine sonuglanan Herakles
Lahdi davasinda tanik olunan uzun ve yiiksek maliyetli iade siirecinin yaganmasi artik daha az
muhtemeldir.®? Lahdin, 2010 yilinda Cenevre Serbest Limani’nda bir giimriik memurunun envan-
ter kontrolii sirasinda kegfedildigi de hatirlanmalidir.5® Dolayisiyla, pazar iilkeleriyle (ve diger-
leriyle) iki tarafli anlagsmalar imzalamak, kiiltiirel mirasin yasa dis1 ticaretine kars1 miicadelede
onemlidir. Bu sekilde, daha once s6zii gegen uluslararasi belgelerde ve ozellikle 1970 Sozles-

www.resmigazete.gov.tr/eskiler/2023/03/20230324-1.pdf.

45 McAndrew, “The Art Market,” 27.

46 Yurtdisindan iade edilen eserlerin listesi igin bkz. T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Kiiltiir Varliklar1 ve Miizeler
Genel Miidiirliigii, “Yurt Digindan Iadesi Saglanan Eserler,” erisim 20 Mayis 2023, https://kvmgm.ktb.gov.tr/TR-
44470/yurt-disindan-iadesi-saglanan-eserler.html.

47 Intergovernmental Committee for Promoting the Return of Cultural Property (ICPRCP), Free Ports and Risks of
Lllicit Trafficking of Cultural Property: Intergovernmental Committee for Promoting the Return of Cultural Pro-
perty to Its Countries of Origin or Its Restitution in Case of Illicit Appropriation (Paris: ICPRCP, 2016), 2, https:/
unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000372793.

48 ICPRCP, Free Ports and Risks.

49 Katie L Steiner, “Dealing with Laundering in the Swiss Art Market: New Legislation and Its Threat to Honest Trad-
ers,” Case Western Reserve Journal of International Law 49, no. 1 (2017): 360—64, https://scholarlycommons.law.
case.edu/jil/vol49/iss1/21.

50 Kersel, “From the Ground,” 193; Christine Alder ve Kenneth Polk, “Stopping This Awful Business: The Illicit
Traffic in Antiquities Examined as a Criminal Market,” Art Antiquity and Law 7, no. 1 (Mart 2002): 39, https://
heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/artniqul7&div=6&id=&page=.

51 ICPRCP, Free Ports and Risks, 5; Steiner, “Dealing with Laundering,” 364—68.

52 Ipek Bayraktar ve Levent Tokiin, “Two Case Studies: Turkey’s Approach to Cultural Property Repatriations,” Ad-
vances in Cultural Heritage Studies: Year 2020, Contributions of the European Students’ Association for Cultural
Heritage iginde, der. Alexandra de Carvalho Antunes, Grigor Angjeliu ve Mariagrazia Bellanova (Oeiras: Mazu
Press, 2020), 276, https://www.esach.org/uploads/1/3/3/0/133018122/ebook_advances 2020 mazupress_.pdf.

53 Bayraktar ve Tokiin, “Two Case Studies.”
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mesi’nde de dile getirildigi gibi, arkeolojik ve etnografik eserlerin ticareti daha agik bir sekilde
diizenlenebilir ve eserlerin iade siire¢lerindeki sorunlar azaltilabilir.

Bu ¢ercevede Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti, Anadolu’dan ¢ikarilan eserlerin iadesi i¢in ¢alismalarini
aktif ve tutarl bir sekilde siirdiirmektedir. 2000’1 yillarm basindan giiniimiize kadar Anadolu’nun
farkl kiiltiirleri ve donemlerine ait 15.500°1 askin iadesi saglanan eser de bu bagarmin altini ¢iz-
mektedir.>4 Iyi niyetli ve tutarli yaklasim sadece Anadolu kékenli eserlerle simirli olmayarak, ayni
zamanda diger {ilkelerle is birligi tesvik edilmekte ve farkl iilkelerin kiiltiirel mirasinin 6nemine
sayg1 duyulmasi da vurgulanmaktadir. 2019 yilinda Cin kdkenli arkeolojik eserlerin iade tdreni sira-
sinda Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Kiiltlir ve Turizm Bakani’nin belirttigi gibi, “Her eser kendi vataninda,
ait oldugu yerde giizel, orada anlamlidir.”®® Bakan, bunun Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi’nin (KTB)
ve dolayisiyla Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin de genel felsefesi oldugunu vurgulamugtir.56

Tiirk hukukuna gore, kiiltiir varliklarinin (ve dogal varliklarin) ihraci, 2863 sayili Kiiltiir
ve Tabiat Varliklarimi Koruma Kanunu’nun 32. maddesi uyarinca yasaklanmistir: “Yurt i¢inde
korunmasi gerekli taginir Kiiltiir ve tabiat varliklari yurt disina ¢ikarilamaz.”®” Bununla birlikte,
bu madde, Tiirkiye kokenli olmadiklarindan, yabanci kiiltiir varliklarin1 kapsamamaktadir. Bu tiir
durumlarda, eserlerin iade siireci kaynak iilkenin i¢ hukuku, 1970 S6zlesmesi ve Sozlesme hii-
kiimlerine paralel olarak imzalanan birgok iki tarafli anlagsma gz oniinde bulundurularak gergek-
lesir. Ayrica, geligkili durumlarda Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Anayasasi’nin 90. maddesi gecerli olur:
“Usuliine gore yiiriirliige konulmus temel hak ve 6zgiirliiklere iliskin milletlerarasi andlagmalarla
kanunlarin ayni1 konuda farkl hiikiimler igermesi nedeniyle ¢ikabilecek uyusmazliklarda milletle-
rarasi andlagma hiikiimleri esas alinir.”5® Boylece Tiirkiye, yabanci kiiltiir varliklarinin herhangi
bir yasal engelle karsilasmadan kendi lilkelerine iade edilebilmesini saglamaktadir.

Ek olarak, kiltlir varliklarinin ithalatiyla ilgili, 2863 sayili1 yasanin 33. maddesinde “Yurt
digindan kiltiir varlig1 getirmek serbesttir.” hitkkmii yer almaktadir.5® Bununla birlikte, Korunma-
st Gerekli Tasinmaz Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklarimin Tespit ve Tescili Hakkinda Yonetmelik, ithal
edilen koleksiyonlarin kaynak iilke ve ihracat sertifikalari ile birlikte KTB’ye beyan edilmesini
zorunlu kilar.%® Bakanlik, Tiirkiye kokenli olmayan herhangi bir kiiltiir varligi i¢in uluslararasi

54 Yurtdisindan iade edilen eserlerin listesi i¢in bkz. T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi Kiiltiir Varliklar1 ve Miizeler
Genel Miidiirliigii, “Yurt Digindan fadesi Saglanan Eserler.”

55 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Basin ve Halkla {liskiler Miisavirligi, “Cin’in Tiirkiye’deki Tki Kiiltiir Varhgi Dii-
zenlenen Torenle Tade Edildi,” 25 Kasim 2019, https://basin.ktb.gov.tr/TR-248642/cin39in-turkiye39deki-iki-kul-
tur-varligi-duzenlenen-torenle-iade-edildi.html.

56 Benzer bir slogan olan “Tarih ait oldugu yerde giizeldir” ilk olarak {inlii Tiirk gazeteci Ozgen Acar tarafindan
Tiirkiye’nin ¢alinan/yasadisi yollarla ihrag edilen kiiltiir varliklarina adanmig yayinlarinda birkag¢ y1l boyunca kul-
lanilmistir. Daha sonra Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 (ve digerleri) tarafindan iade taleplerinde kullanilmak iizere
benimsenmis ve degistirilmistir. Slogan hakkinda daha fazla bilgi i¢in bkz. Kathleen Price, “Who Owns the Past
- Turkey’s Role in the Loss and Repatriation of Antiquities,” International Journal of Legal Information 38, no. 2
(2010): 201-13. Bu felsefenin Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 tarafindan daha 6nce yapilan ayrintili bir agiklamast i¢in
bkz. T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig: Basin ve Halkla iliskiler Miisavirligi, “Bakan Ersoy: “Her Eserin Dogdugu
Yerde Korunmasi Esas Olmalidir,” 25 Ocak 2019,

https://basin.ktb.gov.tr/TR-227510/bakan-ersoy-her-eserin-dogdugu-yerde-korunmasi-esas-olmalidir.html.

57 TBMM, Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklarint Koruma Kanunu: 2863, Resmi Gazete. 18113, 23 Temmuz 1983, Madde 32,
https://kvmgm.ktb.gov.tr/TR-43249/law-on-the-conservation-of-cultural-and-natural-property-2863.html.

Devlet tarafindan izin verilen gecici sergiler ve Tiirkiye’de bulunan ve daha 6nce beyan edilmis yabanci kokenli
kiiltiir varliklarini beraberlerinde getiren diplomatik temsilcilik mensuplari harig.

58 T.C. Anayasa Mahkemesi, 1982, Madde 90, https://www.anayasa.gov.tr/media/7258/anayasa_eng.pdf.

59 TBMM, Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklarin1 Koruma Kanunu: 2863, Madde 33.

60 “Korunmasi Gerekli Taginir Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklar1 Koleksiyonculugu ve Denetimi Hakkinda Y&netmelik,” 23
Mart 2010, Resmi Gazete No. 27530, 13. Madde, https://www.resmigazete.gov.tr/eskiler/2010/03/20100323-3.htm.
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anlagmalarin ve kaynak iilkesinin ulusal mevzuatinin gecerli olabilecegini, bu nedenle bu varlik-
larin giimriikte bildirilmesi gerektigini de belirtir.6' Dolayisiyla, bu tiir denetimler, gerektiginde
yabanci kokenli kiiltiirel eserlerin iadesini miimkiin kilar. Boylece Tiirkiye, yabanci iilkelerin
eserlerinin dogrudan iade edilmesine proaktif olarak izin vererek, kiiltiirel eserlerin yasa dis1 tica-
retine kars1 miicadeledeki iyi niyetini ve tutarli tavrin1 gostermektedir.

Tiirkiye’nin Anadolu kokenli eserlerin iadesi konusundaki 1srarli yaklasimlar1 uluslararasi
alanda bilinmektedir.? Bununla birlikte, bu makale, iyi niyet gostergesi ve kiiltiirel diplomasi bag-
laminda Tiirkiye’den bagka bir devlete gergeklestirilen en erken kiiltiir varligi iadelerinden bazilari-
ni1, eger en erkenleri degilse, incelediginden alaninda 6ncii bir aragtirmadir. Bu arastirmada segilen
orneklerin disinda, ilerleyen yillarda baska eserler de kaynak iilkelerine iade edilmistir. Ornegin,
2022’de bir obje Kazakistan’a,®® dort obje Misir’a®* ve ek alt1 obje daha Irak’a®5 gonderilmistir.

Turkiye Cumhuriyeti ve Gin Halk Cumhuriyeti:
Iki Arkeolojik Eserin Iadesi

[lk iade vakasi, Cin’e ait iki adet arkeolojik objeyi igermektedir. 1000 y1ldan daha eski olan
iki eserden birinin, Tang Hanedani’na (MS 618-907) ait bir duvar resmi, digerinin ise ge¢ donem
Kuzey Hanedanlar1 (MS 386-581) ile Sui Hanedan1 (MS 581-618) arasindaki bir déneme tarih-
lenen bir terakota heykelcik oldugu bilinmektedir. Cin kdkenli bu kiiltiirel varliklar, Tiirkiye’de
bulunmalarina ragmen, yurt digina ¢ikmasi yasak olan eserler arasinda listelenmistir (Fig. 1).6¢

S6z konusu eserler, daha dnce Cinli ve Tiirk yetkililerce bilinmiyordu. Eserler Fethiye’de
yasayan yabanci uyruklu bir kisinin elindeydi. Bu kisinin vefatindan sonra, vérisi, eserlerin va-
tandasi oldugu Birlesik Krallik’a tasinmasinin yasal olup olmadigini 6grenmek adina yerel mii-
zeye bagvurdu. Tiirkiye’de yapilan 6n incelemenin ardindan, KTB, Tiirkiye Disisleri Bakanligi
araciligryla Cinli yetkililere basvurarak eserler hakkinda ayrintili bilgi istedi. Bunun sonucunda,
Cinli yetkililer s6z konusu eserlerin iadesine dair taleplerini iletti. Ardindan KTB, eserleri elinde
bulunduran kisiden, eserleri gecici olarak korunmalar1 ve sonrasinda Cin’e iade edilmeleri ama-
ctyla Fethiye Miizesi’ne teslim etmesini istedi.®”

Tiirkiye Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakan1 Sn. Ersoy, eserleri iade eden kisinin isminin gizli kal-
masini istedigini ¢linkii ilgili kisinin siirecin basindan sonuna dek hep iyi niyetle hareket edip,

61 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Kiiltiir Varliklar1 ve Miizeler Genel Miidiirliigii, “Sik¢a Sorulan Sorular,” erigim 1
Mayis 2023, https://kvmgm.ktb.gov.tr/TR-63359/sikca-sorulan-sorular.html.

62 Ilgili makaleler icin bkz. Sharon Waxma, Loot: The Battle over the Stolen Treasures of the Ancient World (New
York: Times Books, 2008), 135-54; Kevin D. Collado, “A Step Back for Turkey, Two Steps Forward in the Re-
patriation Efforts of Its Cultural Property,” Case Western Reserve Journal of Law, Technology & the Internet 5
(2014): 1-24; Ece Velioglu, Alessandro Chechi, and Marc-André Renold, “Case Orpheus Mosaic: Turkey and Dal-
las Museum of Art,” Platform ArThemis, Art Law Centre, University of Geneva, Mayis 2013, https://plone.unige.
ch/art-adr/cases-affaires/orpheus-mosaic-2013-turkey-and-dallas-museum-of-art/case-note-2013-orpheus-mosaic

63 Ayrintil bilgi igin bkz. Yahya Coskun, Twitter, 31 May 2022, erisim 10 Agustos 2023, https://twitter.com/myahya-
coskun/status/1509490540752130055?s=20.

64 Ayrintili bilgi icin bkz. Ali Riza Akbulut, “Misir’dan Calinan Tarihi Eserler... Emanetleri Evlerine Gonderdik,”
Hiirriyet, 2 Eylil 2022, https://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/misirdan-calinan-tarihi-eserler-emanetleri-evleri-
ne-gonderdik-42130228.

65 Ayrintil bilgi igin bkz. “Tiirkiye’de Ele Gegirilen 6 Parca Tarihi Eser Irak’a Iade Edilecek,” Mynet YurtHaber, 20 Ekim
2022, https://www.mynet.com/turkiyede-ele-gecirilen-6-parca-tarihi-eser-iraka-iade-edilecek-180105542156.

66 Global Times, “Turkey Returns Historic Artifacts More Than 1,000 Years Old to China,” 26 Kasim 2019, https://
www.globaltimes.cn/content/1171285.shtml.

67 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Basin ve Halkla fliskiler Miisavirligi, “Cin’in Tiirkiye’deki Tki Kiiltiir Varl1g1.”



74 TURK ARKEOLOJI VE KULTUREL MiRAS ENSTITUSU DERGISI - 03

higbir {ilkenin kiiltiir varliginin yagmalanmasina vesile olmak istemedigini ve goniilliiliikk esasina
dayanarak eserleri Cin Halk Cumhuriyeti’ne devretmeyi kabul ettigini belirtti.6®

Bolgesel olmayan bir 6rnek olarak bu iade, siirece dahil olan taraflarin iyi niyetinin 6ne-
mini vurgulamaktadir. {ade toreninde, o doSnemde Ankara’da Cin Biiyiikelgisi olarak gorev yapan
Sn. Deng Li, “Tiirkiye ve Cin, kiiltiirel mirasin korunmasi i¢in uzun zamandir is birligi yapmak-
tadir.” demis ve Cin’e iade edilen kiiltiir varliklarinin, bu basarili is birliginin bir 6rnegi oldugunu
belirtmistir.¢® Bununla birlikte, Tirk Bakan, 1970 S6zlesmesi’nin yani sira Cin ile Tiirkiye ara-
sindaki iki tarafli anlasmadan kaynaklanan sorumluluklarin yerine getirilmesinin iki iilke i¢in de
mutluluk kaynagi oldugunun altini ¢izmistir.”

Bu vakada Tiirkiye, hem zaman alict hem de maddi kiilfet olusturan bir yargi yoluna bas-
vurmaksizin, objelerin iadesinde goniillii olarak hareket etmistir. Eserlerin iade siireci, 2009 yilinda
Cin ve Tiirkiye arasinda kiiltiir varliklar ile ilgili imzalanmis Cin Halk Cumhuriyeti Hiikiimeti ile
Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Hiikiimeti Arasinda Kiiltiir Varliginin Calinmasinin, Kagak Kazi ve Yasa Dist
Ithali ve Thraciin Onlenmesine iliskin Anlasma sayesinde sorunsuz gerceklesmistir.”" Arkeolojik
eserler, s6z konusu ikili anlagsmanin onuncu yili da olan 2019’da hizlica iade edilmistir (Fig. 2).

Daha 6nce de belirtildigi gibi, Tiirkiye, kiiltiir varliklarinin korunmasi ve iadesi konusunda
sadece kaynak iilkelerle degil, ABD ve Isvicre gibi gecis ve pazar iilkeleriyle de ikili anlasmalar
yapmaktadir. Su anda, Cin, Degere Gore Kiiresel Sanat Piyasasindaki Pay1 (%17) ile tiim {iilke-
ler arasinda {iciincii sirada yer almaktadir.” Iade 2019 yilinda gergeklestiginde ise, Cin kiiresel
olgekte %19 payla pazarda Gigiincii sirasin1 korumaktaydi.”® Bu vakada da goriilebilecegi tizere,
baz1 durumlarda, genellikle hedef/pazar iilke olarak kabul edilen bir {ilkenin de kaynak iilke ha-
line de gelebilecegini gorebiliriz. Bu niteliklerin degisebilmesi, kiiltiir varliklarinin iadesi i¢in
sorumlu koleksiyonculugu tesvik etmenin ve uluslararasi ig birligini siirdiirmenin, hem kaynak
hem pazar iilkeler i¢in faydali olabilecegini gdstermektedir.

Tiim bunlara ek olarak, sorunsuz gecen bu iade siireci, iki tarafli anlagmalarin yargidan ba-
gimsiz bir mekanizma olarak, hizli ve kolaylastirici roliinii kanitlamaktadir. Daha dnce vurgulan-
dig1 gibi, bu yaklagim, her iki iilkenin de yillar 6nce taraf oldugu 1970 S6zlesmesi’nde savunulan
ilkelerle yakindan ortiismektedir.™

68 Yasemin Kalyoncuoglu, “Cin’in Tiirkiye’deki Iki Kiiltiir Varlig1 lade Edildi,” Anadolu Ajansi, 25 Kasim 2019, htt-
ps://www.aa.com.tr/tr/kultur-sanat/cinin-turkiyedeki-iki-kultur-varligi-iade-edildi/1655290.

69 Republic of Tiirkiye Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Counsellor’s Office of Press and Public Relations, “Two
Cultural Properties of China in Tiirkiye Returned with a Ceremony,” 25 Kasim 2019, https://basin.ktb.gov.tr/EN-
248932/two-cultural-properties-of-china-in-turkiye-returned-with-a-ceremony.html.

70 Republic of Tiirkiye Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Counsellor’s Office of Press and Public Relations, “Two
Cultural Properties.”

71 1lgili Anlasma i¢in bkz. “Agreement between the Government of the Republic of Turkey and the Government of the
People’s Republic of China on Preventing the Theft, Clandestine Excavation, and Illicit Import and Export of Cultural
Property,” 9 Eyliil 2009, Resmi Gazete No. 27344, https://www.resmigazete.gov.tr/eskiler/2009/09/20090909-3-1.
pdf.

72 McAndrew, “The Art Market,” 27.

73 Art Basel, “The Art Basel and UBS Global Art Market Report,” 8 Mart 2019, https://www.artbasel.com/news/
art-market-report.

74 Cin 1989 yilinda ve Tiirkiye 1981 yilinda Sézlesme’yi onaylamistir. S6zlesme’ye Taraf Devletler Listesi i¢in bkz.
UNESCO, “States Parties to the Convention,” 2023, https://www.unesco.org/en/legal-affairs/convention-me-
ans-prohibiting-and-preventing-illicit-import-export-and-transfer-ownership-cultural#item-2.
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Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti ve Irak Cumhuriyeti:
Seksen Bir Kiiltiirel Varhgin Iadesi

Savas ve siyasi ¢alkantinin yasama damgasim vurdugu yillarda Irak Cumhuriyeti, kiiltiir var-
liklar1 agisindan ciddi zararlar ve kayiplar yasamustir. Y onetim ve toplumdaki istikrarsizliktan dogan
bu gii¢ boslugu, kagakeilarin da bolgede faaliyet gostermesine olanak tanimistir.” Miizelerin ve kiil-
tiirel alanlari korunmasi, savag zamani yasanan sorunlarin yaninda dnemsiz goriinebilir. Bununla
birlikte, yogun yagma ve kagakeilik faaliyetlerinin, Irak’in kiiltiirel mirasini nasil erozyona ugratti-
g1 ve devletin genel giivenligi ile istikrarini1 nasil sarstigini hatirlamak 6nemlidir.”®

Kiiltiirel objelerin 6zgiin baglamlarindan koparilmasi, onlar1 karaborsada meta haline geti-
rebilmekte ve silah veya uyusturucu ticareti gibi diger sug faaliyetleriyle i¢ ige gegirebilmektedir
ki bu durum, kiiltiirel varliklarin siddet yanlis1 ve/veya asirilik¢1 gruplarla iligkilendirilmelerine
de yol acabilmektedir.”” Dolayisiyla, kiiltiir varliklarinin yasa dis1 olarak yerlerinden edilmesinin
¢ok katmanli yapisi, Irak drneginde oldugu gibi, hem kaynak iilke hem de kiiresel topluluk agisin-
dan daha karmasik ve uzun siireli sorunlar yaratabilmektedir.

Subat 2008’de, o sirada kdkeni bilinmeyen 80 Irak eseri, Hatay’da, Suriye sinirinda bu-
lunan Cilvegozii Sinir Kontrol Noktasi’nda giimriik memurlar tarafindan ele gegirilmistir. Rey-
hanli Cumhuriyet Bagsavciligi konu hakkinda bilgilendirilmis ve yetkililer, ele gegirilen eserlerin
Hatay Arkeoloji Miizesi’'nde koruma altina alinmasina karar vermislerdir.”®

KTB ile Hatay Mustafa Kemal Universitesi tarafindan eserlerin degeri ve kokeni iizerinde
yapilan incelemeler sonucunda, Emniyet Genel Miidiirliigli biinyesindeki INTERPOL-EURO-
POL Daire Bagkanlig1,”® ele gegirilen objelerin kaynak ilkesini 6grenmek amaciyla uluslara-
rast toplulugu INTERPOL araciligiyla bilgilendirmistir. Bu duyuruya sadece Irak Cumbhuriyeti,
eserlerin kendilerine ait oldugunu belirterek INTERPOL kanallar1 araciligiyla yanit vermistir.8°
Daha sonra Irak, Tiirkiye ile etkili bir koordinasyon i¢in hem yasal hem de diplomatik kanallart
kullanmig ve eserlerin kdkenine dair ayrintili ek bilgi sunmustur. Reyhanli 1. Ceza Mahkemesi
de, somut delillere dayanarak, varliklara el konulmasina ve dogrudan kaynak {ilkeleri olan Irak’a
iade edilmelerine karar vermistir.®' lade toreni Eyliil 2019°da gerceklesmistir.

75 Daha detayli bilgi i¢in bkz. Leila Amineddoleh, “Cultural Heritage Vandalism and Looting: The Role of Terrorist
Organizations, Public Institutions and Private Collectors,” Santander Art and Culture Law Review 2, no. 1 (2015):
27-62, https://ssrn.com/abstract=2754843.

76 Katharyn Hanson, “Ancient Artefacts and Modern Conflict: A Case Study of Looting and Instability in Iraq,” Cul-
tural Heritage, Ethics, and the Military iginde, der. Peter G. Stone (Woodbridge: Boydell & Brewer, 2011), 113,
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781846159442.008.

77 Amineddoleh, “Cultural,” 40-42; Matthew Bogdanos, “See No Evil: Museums, Art Collectors, and the Black Mar-
kets They Adore,” Antiquities under Siege: Cultural Heritage Protection after the Iraq War i¢inde, der. Lawrance
Rothfield (Lanham, MD: AltaMira Press, 2008), 57-62; Hanson, “Ancient,” 113-28.

78 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Basin ve Halkla iliskiler Miisavirligi, “Tiirkiye’den Diinyaya Ornek Tarihi Eser
Hassasiyeti,” 20 Eyliil 2019, https://basin.ktb.gov.tr/TR-243573/turkiyeden-dunyaya-ornek-tarihi-eser-hassasiyeti.
html.

79 Emniyet Genel Midiirliigii (EGM) INTERPOL-EUROPOL Daire Bagkanligi, INTERPOL ve EUROPOL ile iilke
disina kagirilan kiiltiir varliklaria (ve ilgili kisilere) iligkin iletisimde ve veri tabanlarinin yani sira (ortak) operas-
yonlar yardimiyla bunlarin kaynak tilkeye iadesinde karsilikli yardimlagsmada aktif bir role sahiptir. Daha detayli
bilgi i¢in bkz. T.C. Igisleri Bakanligi Emniyet Genel Miidiirliigii, INTERPOL ve EUROPOL Daire Baskanlig1,
“Hakkimizda,” erisim 20 Mayis 2023, https://www.egm.gov.tr/interpol/hakkimizda.

80 Tiirkiye Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Kagakgilikla Miicadele Daire Baskanlig: ile 12.05.2023 tarihinde yapilan 6zel
goriismede edinilen bilgi.

81 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Basin ve Halkla iliskiler Miisavirligi, “Tiirkiye’den Diinyaya.”
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Objelerin ele gegirilmesinden teslim térenine kadar gecen siire 11 yili bulmustur. Irakli bir
muhatap bulma siireci, biirokratik gereksinimleri kargilamanin uzun siirmesi ve bolgede El-Kaide
ile ISID (DAES) hakimiyetinin tehlikesi, iade siirecinin uzun siirmesine yol agmus olabilir. Téren si-
rasinda Irakl Biiyiikelgi Sn. Al-Janabi de, ISID’in (DAES) neden oldugu yikimlarm, Irak kiiltiir mi-
rasmi koruma siirecindeki en yeni engel oldugunu vurgulayarak Tiirk yetkililere tesekkiir etmigtir.82

Torende, Irak makamlarina 80 etnografik eserin yani sira bir de silindir miihiir iade edil-
mistir. Yaklagik 4000 yillik olan bu miihiir, daha 6nceleri Ankara’daki Anadolu Medeniyetleri
Miizesi’nde korunmus ve Irak’a iade edilmeyi beklemistir (Fig. 3).83

Tiirkiye ile Irak arasinda, kiiltiir varliklarinin yasa dis1 ticareti ve iadesine 6zellikle odaklanan
bir ikili anlagsma heniiz yapilmamistir. Bununla birlikte, 2008 yilinda imzalanan Tiirkiye Cumhuriye-
ti Hiikiimeti ile Irak Cumhuriyeti Hiikiimeti Arasinda Yiiksek Diizeyli Stratejik Is Birligi Konseyinin
Kurulmasi Hakkinda Ortak Siyasi Bildiri®* iki tilke arasindaki ¢esitli is birligi alanlarim kapsamak-
tadir. Ornegin, Boliim A'min 5. maddesi (Siyasi, Diplomatik ve Kiiltiirel Alanlar) Irak’1n ¢ok kiiltiir-
I, cok dinli ve ¢ok sayida etnik kimlige sahip yapisinin korunmasinin ve tiim topluluklarin barig
i¢inde bir arada yasamasinin, tilkenin gelecegi igin 6nemini vurgular.®s Ek olarak, B6liim C’nin 1.
maddesi, her tiirlii yasa dig1 ticaretle miicadele etme amaciyla iki {lilkenin ortak smirlarinin kontro-
liinde giiclii bir is birliginin dnemini belirtir.8¢ Tiirkiye, bu protokol araciligiyla da Irak mirasini ve
milli kimligini korumaya yonelik taahhiidiinii bir kez daha gostermektedir.

Bu taahhiidiin yan1 sira, Tiirkiye’nin bu 6rnek vaka kapsaminda, 1954 Sézlesmesi’nin Tlk
Protokolii, 1970 Sozlesmesi ve Birlesmis Milletler Giivenlik Konseyi’nin 1483 Sayili Karar1®”
geregince belirtilen yiikiimliiliikleri 6zenle yerine getirmesi takdir edilmelidir. Bu karar, her iiye
tilkenin Irak kiiltiirel eserlerinin Irak kurumlarina giivenli bir sekilde iadesini saglamak i¢in uy-
gun Onlemleri almasin sart kosar.®8 Soz konusu hukuki belgelerin, Tiirkiye’yi bir taraf devlet ola-
rak tartigmasiz olarak baglamasinin yaninda, Tiirkiye’nin bu gibi konulardaki yaklasimi, mevcut
caligmada da kanitlandigi tizere, proaktif ¢cabalarla ve iyi niyetle sekillenmektedir.

Sonug olarak Tiirkiye, Cumhuriyet’in kiiltiir varliklarinin iadesiyle ilgili resmi stratejisine
bagliligin1 siirdirmektedir: “Her eser kendi vataninda, ait oldugu yerde giizel, orada anlamlidir
(Fig. 4).78°

Sonug

Daha 6nce belirtildigi iizere, kiiltlir varliklariyla iligkilendirilen iyi niyet sorumlulugu ve
diisiincesi, ii¢ ana seviyede gecerlidir: kaynak iilke, gecis ililkesi ve hedef/pazar iilkeler. Tim
taraflarin sorumlu sekilde hareket etmesi durumunda, kiiltiir varliklarinin yasa dis1 yollarla sinir

82 Lale Koklii ve Burak Milli, “Tiirkiye Sinirinda Yakalanan Eserler Irak’a lade Edildi,” Anadolu Ajansi, 20 Eyliil
2019, https://www.aa.com.tr/tr/turkiye/turkiye-sinirinda-yakalanan-eserler-iraka-iade-edildi-/1589651.

83 T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanlig1 Basin ve Halkla iliskiler Miisavirligi, “Tiirkiye’den Diinyaya.”

84 “Joint Political Declaration on the Establishment of the High Level Strategic Cooperation Council Between Gov-
ernments of the Republic of Turkey and the Republic of Iraq,” 10 Temmuz 2008, https://www.mfa.gov.tr/data/
DISPOLITIKA/Bolgeler/ortadogu/irak/Ortak%20Siyasi%20Bilirge%20%C4%B0ngilizce.pdf.

85 “Joint Political Declaration.”

86 “Joint Political Declaration.”

87 llgili Karar igin bkz. United Nations Security Council, “The Situation between Iraq and Kuwait,” S/RES/1483, 22
Mayi1s 2003, http://unscr.com/en/resolutions/doc/1483.

88 United Nations Security Council, “The Situation between Iraq and Kuwait.”

89 Republic of Tiirkiye Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Counsellor’s Office of Press and Public Relations, “Two
Cultural Properties.”
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disina ¢ikarilmasi en aza indirgenebilir ve iade siiregleri daha az engelle ¢6ziime ulastirilabilir. Bu
baglamda, sorumluluk sahibi/giivenilir bir sanat eseri ve tarihi eser piyasasi, ancak tiim taraflarin
etik uygulamalar1 tutarli olarak benimsemesi durumunda gelisebilir.

Kiiltlir varliklarinin yasa dis1 ticaretine karsi onleyici tedbirlerin deger zinciri, devlet dii-
zeyinde, politika ve yasalarin benimsenmesi ve uluslararasi alanda is birligine imza atilmasiyla
baglar. Devletlerin kiiltiir varliklarini koruma istegi ve taraflarin birbiriyle uyumlu ¢alismast, kap-
sayici yasalarin bulunmadig1 durumlarda, giivenilir piyasalar ve etik koleksiyonerlik uygulama-
larini tesvik etmede belirleyici bir role sahiptir. Zaten, tiim tiilkeler i¢in kapsamli yasalar belirlen-
mis olsa bile, taraflarin tutarhlikla iyi niyet ¢er¢evesinde hareket etmemesi durumunda eserlerin
iade siireci zorlagabilmektedir.

fade siiregleri, taraflar agisindan maddi ve beseri agidan zorlayici, zaman alic1 ve karmasik
bir siiregtir. Bu nedenle, uluslararasi i birliginin yani sira iki tarafli iyi uygulanmis anlagmalar;
yasa dis1 ticareti yapilan kiiltiir varliklarinin sanat eseri ve tarihi eser piyasasindan kaldirilmasin-
da, yasal ve etik sorunlarin oniine ge¢ilmesinde ve olumlu diplomatik iliskilerin tegvik edilme-
sinde son derece dnemli bir rol oynamaktadir. Bu ¢ercevede, kiiltiir varliklarinin yerlerinden edil-
mesiyle ilgili sorunlarla iligkili birgok normatif ve baglayici uluslararasi mevzuat bulunmaktadir.
Bununla birlikte, taraflar iyi niyetle hareket etmedik¢e bu mevzuatlarin tam anlamiyla amaglarina
ulagmas1 miimkiin goriinmemektedir.

Bu baglamda Tiirkiye, yasa dis1 yollarla yurt digina kagirilan kiiltiir varliklarini proak-
tif bir sekilde takip eder ve yabanci kiiltiir varliklarinin kaynak iilkelerine iadesini kolaylasti-
rir. Bunun i¢in, dncelikle 1970 Sézlesmesi’nin 2., 9. ve 15. maddelerine uygun olarak iki ta-
rafli anlagmalar diizenler ve ardindan eserlerin iadesini gerceklestirir. Bununla birlikte, boyle
bir anlasmanin yiiriirlilkte olmamasi da, yasa dis1 eserlerin iadesini engellemek i¢in bir maze-
ret olarak gosterilemez. Tipki eserlerin Tiirkiye’den Irak’a iade siirecinde oldugu gibi, devlet-
ler sorumlu uygulamalar1 benimseyebilir ve iki tarafli anlagsmalar olmaksizin iade islemlerini
baglatabilir. Burada, Tiirkiye’nin, kaynak iilkelerinden herhangi bir resmi bagvuru almadan, Cin
ve Irak eserlerinin iade siireglerinde goniillii olarak harekete gectigini de vurgulamak gerekir.
Yagmalanan iilkenin arkeolojik/etnografik eserlerinin tehlike altinda olduguna dair somut bir ka-
nit, bu konuda diyalog baslatmaya ve sonunda eserin iade edilmesine yardimci olabilmektedir.
Uzun yillar boyunca kiiltiirel varliklar1 yagmalanan bir iilke olarak Tiirkiye, bu adimlar izle-
yerek iyi niyetini sergilemekte ve iade olgusunu genis anlamiyla desteklemektedir. Bu sekilde,
devletleri ve 6zel kuruluslari, kiiltiir varliklarinin yasa disi ticaretine karsi var olan miicadeleyi
giiclendirecek anlagmalari benimsemeye de tesvik etmektedir. Sonug olarak, Cin ve Irak kokenli
eserlerin basariyla iade edilmesinin de gelecek iade siire¢leri i¢in birer emsal teskil edecegi ve
genis Olcekte, yasa dis1 eser ticaretinde caydirici bir etki yaratacagi umulmaktadir.
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Fig. 1: Chinese cultural objects on display at the handover ceremony in Ankara, TUrkiye.

Fig. 1: Ankara’daki iade toreninde sergilenen Cin kékenli kultirel varliklar.
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Fig. 2: Returned mural painting to China from a temple of the Tang Dynasty (618-907 CE).
Fig. 2: Cin’e iade edilen, Tang Hanedani dénemindeki bir tapinaga ait duvar resmi (MS 618-907).
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Fig. 3: The repatriated Iraqi cylinder seal.

Fig. 3: ladesi gergeklestirilen, Irak kékenli silindir mihiir.
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Fig. 4: Some of returned 81 Iraqi cultural objects displayed at the official ceremony in Hatay, Tiirkiye.

Fig. 4: Hatay’daki resmi iade toreninde sergilenen Irak kékenli 81 kiilturel varliktan bazilari.
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Abstract

In this article, we will examine mastoid-shaped weights, a somewhat underrepresented topic in
the study of historical metrology. Initially, we will review the research that has been ongoing
since the nineteenth century, assessing its contributions to the field. Following this, we will ad-
dress three central debates encountered in this research area, revolving around the chronology of
mastoid-shaped weights, their metrological system, and their function, offering insights through
examples that have been previously published. Then, we will investigate two previously unpub-
lished mastoid-shaped weights found in the Suna and Inan Kirag Foundation Pera Museum Anato-
lian Weights and Measures Collection, looking at them through the lenses of both chronology and
metrology. Through this work, we hope to facilitate a deeper understanding of mastoid-shaped
weights, supporting future identifications in Turkish museums and archaeological excavations
and shedding light on their place in the historical metrology of the Eastern Mediterranean.
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Introduction

Mastoid-shaped weights represent a distinctive group within stone weights from the Hel-
lenistic to the Roman Imperial periods, notable for their physical characteristics. Unlike the
barrel-shaped weights with truncated ends commonly found in Roman Imperial period balance
weights, mastoid-shaped weights stand on a rectangular prism base resembling a brick and have
two half-spherical protrusions.?2 The distinctive shape of these weights played a role in defining
their descriptions in the literature. They were named “mastoid,” derived from the ancient Greek
word “pactogdng,” which means “resembling a breast,” due to the resemblance of their protru-

1 Yavuz Selim Giiler, Suna and Inan Kira¢c Foundation Pera Museum, Istanbul, Tiirkiye,
ORCID: 0000-0002-1749-7725, yavuz.guler@peramuzesi.org.tr.

2 These weights, usually also bearing marks indicating units, were manufactured from basalt or granite. For discussion
on the metrological characteristics of these weights, see Alessandra Pugliese, “Mapping Italian Collections of Ro-
man Weights: The Museo Archeologico Nazionale di Napoli and the Museo Civico Archaeologico di Bologna,” in
Pondera Antiqua et Mediaevalia I, ed. Charles Doyen and Louise Willocx, Numismatica Lovaniensia 22 (Louvain:
Presses Universitaires de Louvain, 2020), 169-73.
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sions to female breasts. How they were referred to in the period they were used remains unknown,
as they are not directly mentioned in any ancient sources.

Studies on mastoid-shaped weights initially took place in the nineteenth century. Charles
Thomas Newton encountered marble objects with a brick-like base and two half-spherical pro-
trusions during excavations in the ancient city of Knidos (Dat¢a, Mugla, Tiirkiye) for the British
Museum between 1857 and 1859. In his 1863 publication, based on the archaeological context,
Newton initially believed these stone objects found in the Demeter and Persephone femenos to be
votive offerings. However, further detailed studies led him to conclude that they might be weights
used during the Roman Imperial period.® This pioneering study facilitated the identification of
these objects as weights in archaeological excavations. In 1894, Erich Pernice identified marble
weights in Athens (Greece) similar to those found in Knidos. This study shed light on research on
the metrology of mastoid-shaped weights.*

Many mastoid-shaped weights were found in archaeological excavations conducted in the
twentieth century. Mabel Lang published weights obtained in the 1964 excavations in the Agora
of Athens, where these weights were named “mastoid” for the first time due to their shapes.®
Moreover, numerous mastoid-shaped weights were accessed through excavations carried out in
Delphoi,® Corinth,” Smyrna,® and Delos;® providing new data on the contexts and metrology of
the weights.

In a 2020 article, John H. Kroll and Vassiliki E. Stefanaki published the most comprehen-
sive study on mastoid-shaped weights, examining various archaeological excavations, museum
collections, and private collections. With this study, the researchers established a leading catalog,
analyzing many published mastoid-shaped weights found in Aegean and Mediterranean settle-
ments. The authors, differing from past studies, focused on what these weights were used for,
proposing a new theory regarding their function. However, the study did not sufficiently address
the contentious issues of metrology and chronology in the field of mastoid-shaped weights and
did not include different opinions regarding their function. Moreover, the article did not include
some published weights found in excavations, museums, and private collections in Anatolia over
the last 20 years.'®

3 Charles Thomas Newton, 4 History of Discoveries at Halicarnassus, Cnidus and Branchidae (London: Day & Son,
1863), 2:386-87.

4 Erich Pernice, Griechische Gewichte (Berlin: Weidmann, 1894), 123-25.

5 Mabel Lang, “Part I. Weights and Measures,” in Weights, Measures and Tokens, ed. Mabel Lang and Margaret Crosby,
The Athenian Agora 10 (Princeton: The American School of Classical Studies at Athens, 1964), 1-68.

6 Paul Perdrizet, Monuments figurés: Petits bronzes, Terres-cuites, Antiquités diverses, Fouilles de Delphes 5 (Paris:
A. Fontemoing, 1908), 210.

7 Gladys R. Davidson, The Minor Objects, Corinth 12 (Princeton: The American School of Classical Studies at Athens,
1952), 214.

8 Akin Ersoy, “Smyrna / Izmir Kazilar1 Mermer Agirhiklar,” TUBA-KED: Turkish Academy of Sciences Journal of
Cultural Inventory 18 (2018): 11-19, https://doi.org/10.22520/tubaked.2018.18.001.

9 Waldemar Deonna, Le mobilier Délien, Exploration archéologique de Délos 18 (Paris: E. de Boccard, 1938), fig.
171-72.

10 The weights from the archaeological sites in Greece such as Lamia (Thessaly), Athens Agora, Athens Acropolis
Metro Station, Athens and Piraeus, Corinth, Patras, Aptera, Crete, Samos, Delos, Siphnos, Thera, Amorgos, Rhodes,
Halasarna (Kos), Kalymnos, and from the archaeological sites in Tiirkiye such as Myrina, Knidos, Xanthos, as well as
from Arados in Syria have been examined. For details, see John H. Kroll and Vassiliki E. Stefanaki, “Women’s Weights
for Weighing Wool: ‘Mastoid’ Weights from Knidos, Rhodes, and Elsewhere,” in Pondera Antiqua et Mediaevalia I,
ed. Charles Doyen and Louise Willocx, Numismatica Lovaniensia 22 (Louvain: Presses universitaires de Louvain,
2020), 79-93.
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This article will assess the chronological, metrological, and functional issues of mas-
toid-shaped weights used in the Eastern Mediterranean and the Aegean during the Late Hellenistic
to Roman Imperial periods. Subsequently, two unpublished mastoid-shaped weights found in the
Pera Museum Anatolian Weights and Measures Collection will be analyzed in the context of the
measurement history of the Aegean and Mediterranean.

Dating

Mastoid-shaped weights do not have precise dates indicated on them through inscriptions, such
as the names of rulers or marketplace controllers. Hence, they are dated using stratigraphic clues from
the context in which they were are found. Moreover, since these weights are often found separated
from their archaeological contexts, the number of samples that can be precisely dated is limited."

The oldest mastoid-shaped weight found in an archaeological excavation was unearthed
during excavations at the Agora of Athens. This weight with handles, which was found in a late
Hellenistic period cistern, was dated between the late second century BCE and the early first
century CE.'”? However, other mastoid-shaped weights found in the Agora of Athens, with an
unknown stratigraphy, have been dated to the Roman Imperial period. For instance, two other
mastoid-shaped weights, whose stratigraphy is known, found in the Agora were discovered in the
destruction layer created by the Herules, a Germanic tribe, during their sack of Athens in 267 CE,
have been dated to the third century CE."

Mastoid-shaped weights have been found in Roman Imperial period layers in many settle-
ments in the Eastern Mediterranean. Mastoid-shaped weights with and without handles found in
Knidos have been relatively dated to the second to third centuries CE, based on Roman Imperi-
al period terracotta and glass objects found in the same stratigraphic layer." A mastoid-shaped
weight with handles found in a tomb in Rhodes has been dated to the early third century through
Roman Imperial period tomb finds." Mastoid-shaped weights, one with a handle and the other
without, found in the Terrace Houses in Ephesus, have been dated to the third quarter of the third
century CE considering the construction phase layer.'® A mastoid-shaped weight with a single
protrusion found during courtyard probing in the Smyrna Agora excavations. It has been dated to
the third century CE with the help of Roman Imperial period architectural fragments and terracot-
ta objects that were uncovered."”

11 Some weights have been dated by providing wide chronologies. As a result of the epigraphic analysis of the inscription
on weight without a handle discovered in Delphi, it has been dated to the Roman Imperial period, see Perdizet,
Fouilles de Delphes, 210. It is thought that the mastoid weights found in Corinth could have been used up until the
Late Roman and possibly the Early Byzantine period, see Davidson, The Minor Objects, 205-6, 214. The mastoid
weight discovered in Jiyeh was dated to the Roman—Early Byzantine period, see Mariusz Gwiazda, “Economy of
Hellenistic, Roman and Early Byzantine Settlement in Jiyeh (Porphyreon), Lebanon,” Archeologia 62—63 (2014):
31-44.

12 Lang, “Part I. Weights,” 36, kat. no. SW 5.

13 Lang, “Part I. Weights,” 36, kat. no. SW 4 and SW 6.

14 Newton, A History, 387-88. Stefanaki and Kroll dated to the second—third centuries, see Kroll and Stefanaki, “Wo-
men’s Weights,” 79.

15 Kroll and Stefanaki, “Women’s Weights,” 84-85.

16 Ursula Quatember, “Marmorinventar,” in Hanghaus 2 in Ephesos: Die Wohneinheiten 1 und 2; Baubefund, Ausstat-
tung, Funde, ed. Friedrich Krinzinger, Forschungen in Ephesos 8,8 (Vienna: Verlag der Osterreichischen Akademie
der Wissenschaften, 2010), 650; Ersoy, “Smyrna,” 14.

17 Ersoy, “Smyrna,” 16.
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Upon examining samples with recognized archaeological backgrounds, it has been noted
that mastoid-shaped weights predominantly found in strata corresponding to the Roman Imperial
period, with the majority dating to the second and third centuries CE. In cases where the archaeo-
logical context is ambiguous, the weights are dated by comparing their typological attributes with
those of known stratigraphy; this method leads to assigning them a broad chronological frame,
stretching from the Late Hellenistic to the Roman Imperial periods.'®

Metrology

During the transitional phase from the Late Hellenistic to the Roman Imperial era, there
were significant shifts in the benchmarks for commercial weight standards. Influenced by eco-
nomic and political fluctuations in the Eastern Mediterranean, and correlated inflation, the com-
mercial mna (mna emporike) gradually increased in weight." For instance, in Athens and cities
within Athenian influence, the mna equated to 100 drachmae during the Classical era, escalated to
105 drachmae, further increasing to 138 drachmae in the Hellenistic period, and even exceeding

Inscription Translation Place Weight (g) Reference
o’ 11 (Libra) Agora of Athens 3443 Lang, “Part I. Weights,”
36, n0. SW 1.
Mettpan] {'< 7.5 Libra Agora of Athens 2310 Lang, “Part I. Weights,”
36, no. SW 7.
Aettpan] 6'< 4.5 Libra Agora of Athens 1162,5 Lang, “Part I. Weights,”
36, no. SW 13.
1M 8 (Mna) Piraeus, Athens 3556,6 Pernice, Griechische,
123, no. 275.
Kto1do0g [c]tabpog [...] Ale] Ktesides’ weight, Delos 2232 Perdizet, Fouilles de
it[pot] ... libra Delphes, 210,
no. 722.
Aelit[pan] & 7 Libra Corinth 2256 Davidson, Results of
Excavations, 214,
no. 1650.
Meitpar] V 5 Libra Corinth 1560 Davidson, Results of
Excavations, 214,
no. 1648.
Alettpon] 8 libra Corinth 2256 Davidson, Results of
Excavations, 214,
no. 1651.

Table 1: Examples of Mastoid-Shaped Weights with Unit Inscriptions

150 drachmae during the Late Hellenistic phase. In the Roman Imperial era, it was observed that
the commercial mna sustained its relevance, calibrated to the Roman /ibra—also referred to as

18 For the mastoid weight from the Zeki Karaoglu collection which was most probably found in Caria region and was
dated to the Late Hellenistic-Roman Imperial period, see Oguz Tekin, Pazarin Cazibesi: Tarih Boyunca Akdeniz
Diinyasinda Aligveris / The Charm of the Market: Shopping in the Mediterranean World throughout History (Istan-
bul: Suna ve Inan Kirag Akdeniz Medeniyetleri Arastirma Merkezi (AKMED), 2019), 90, no. 73.

19 These changes did not occur in the same way in every city-state; in the mnas of some city-states, weight increases
like those experienced in Athens were not observed. For the discussion, see Oguz Tekin, Balance Weights in the
Ancient World. Classical and Hellenistic Periods (Istanbul: Turkish Institute of Archaeology, 2016), 19-28.
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the leitra italike—a standard that was embraced by cities governed by Rome, thereby continuing
in usage as leitra agoraia.?®

Researchers working on mastoid-shaped weights have tried to identify the systems corre-
sponding to these weights while considering the developments in metrology in the Eastern Medi-
terranean. Despite the absence of unit marks on the weights he found in Knidos, Newton deduced
that they could be multiples of each other. Accounting for the losses in the weights, he sought to
manage them in a drachmae-based system;?' however, Kroll and Stefanaki, who re-examined the
weights at the British Museum, identified them as being increasing and decreasing multiples of
the Roman /ibra.?? In Pernice’s study on a mastoid-shaped weight found in Piraeus, it was indi-
cated that the Greek letter “H,” representing the number “8” found on a weight, could correspond
to eight mna (1 mna = 444.6 g) equating to 105 drachmae (3556.6 grams).2®

Lang’s studies on finds at the Agora of Athens showed that the weights were marked
according to the Roman system. Through the study of three weights bearing unit marks, weights
corresponding to 11, 7.5, and 4.5 libra were determined. Due to the weights not representing
round numbers, it has been proposed that they could have initially been created according to the
commercial mna and that their secondary use involved inscribing their equivalents in Roman /i-
bra onto them.2* The fact that the indicated weights do not represent round numbers strengthens
the possibility that they were prepared according to the Roman /ibra corresponding to the com-
mercial mna; however, this is not applicable for all weights. Examples found in the excavations
at Delos and Corinth also demonstrate that the weights were produced according to the Roman
libra system (Table 1). On the other hand, while the possibility of secondary usage detection of
weights may be applicable to the finds in the Athens Agora, the likelihood of a similar practice
having been carried out in many cities in the Eastern Mediterranean is quite low because there is
not enough physical evidence to suggest that the weights have been repurposed.

A large portion of mastoid-shaped weights do not bear unit marks; therefore, the metrol-
ogy of the weights is understood through a few examples that indicate the units. The absence of
units on these weights can be explained by their being written in paint and not surviving to the
present day.?® The data indicates that the majority of the mastoid-shaped weights were made ac-
cording to the Roman /ibra, with earlier samples being based on the commercial mna.

Context(s) and Function(s) of Mastoid-Shaped Weights

Determining the purpose for which mastoid-shaped weights were used is challenging for
various reasons. The number of mastoid-shaped weights known from archaeological contexts is
limited, and ancient sources provide little information about these weights. Furthermore, knowl-
edge regarding how they were monitored and brought into use is restricted because most of them
lack control marks of marketplace inspectors—agoranomos and metronomos—found on Hellenistic
and Roman Imperial period weights. Therefore, inferences about the function of mastoid-shaped

20 This weight system was not the same in every city-state and there were changes in their weight throughout time. For
the explanation, see Tekin, Balance Weights, 136—40.

21 Newton, 4 History, 804—6.

22 Kroll and Stefanaki, “Women’s Weights,” 81.

23 Pernice, Griechische Gewichte, 123.

24 Lang, “Part I. Weights,” 34-35.

25 Lang, “Part I. Weights,” 35.
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weights have been made by evaluating their physical characteristics and archaeological contexts.

Newton, who conducted the first studies on mastoid-shaped weights, initially suspected
that they could be votive offerings since they were found in the temple’s temenos before being
identified as weights. Later, upon examining their metrological characteristics, he concluded that
they could be weights used as reference weights, stored in temples and utilized to control com-
mercial weights in the marketplace;2¢ however, no other example with a similar archaeological
context has been encountered.

After evaluating mastoid-shaped weights examples with archaeological context found in
the Agora of Athens, Lang concluded that these weights might have been used in marketplaces.
Since the weights from the Hellenistic and Roman Imperial periods were generally made of lead
and bronze, the necessity for stone weights to weigh heavy products suggests that they could have
been used in marketplaces.?” Moreover, the discovery of mastoid-shaped weights in the agora,
theater, and bouleuterion during excavations in Smyrna has further highlighted the possibility
that they could have been utilized as balance weights to weigh heavy objects that lead and bronze
weights couldn’t measure in marketplaces.?®

Another archaeological context where mastoid-shaped weights are found is private resi-
dences. Mastoid-shaped weights encountered in the Terrace Houses in Ephesus indicate that they
could have been used in private residences to check the weight of goods.?° This function is fur-
ther supported by another marble weight found in a settlement named Gamada/Gamda at Khirbet
Ibtin, Israel. A marble cuboid weight retrieved from a fourth century CE earthquake layer in its
original context in a Roman house, found alongside imported goods believed to have originated
from Ephesus, has led to the conclusion that it could have been a balance weight used for mea-
surements in private residences or marketplaces.3°

Mastoid-shaped weights possibly related to the usage by women in private residences
have been found in the Kastello Museum in Rhodes. In their study focusing on two weights in this
collection, Kroll and Stefanaki have shown evidence supporting that women used these weights.
One weight, found in a woman’s grave featuring reliefs depicting love and marriage, has been
thought to be a wedding gift.3' In the iconographic analysis of another weight, reliefs depicting
baskets called kalathos, used to store wool, were identified. These two mastoid-shaped weights
have been analyzed in conjunction with descriptions related to wool weighing in ancient Greek
inscriptions and literary texts, and balance weights used for weighing wool found in archaeologi-
cal excavations, leading to the conclusion that they could have been used to weigh wool brought
into private residences or workshops before spinning.®2 The depictions on the weights from which
these conclusions were drawn are not found on other mastoid-shaped weights. Therefore, it is
necessary not to limit mastoid-shaped weights by identifying them only as weights possibly used

26 Newton, A History, 804—6.

27 Tekin, Balance Weights, 7-8; Lang, “Part 1. Weights,” 35.

28 Lang, “Part . Weights,” 35; Ersoy, “Smyrna,” 14.

29 Quatember, “Marmorinventar,” 650.

30 The depiction of winged Eros on the weight, considering the settlement’s agricultural connection in Khirbet Ibtin,
suggests the possibility that it may have been used to protect agricultural products from harm and to bring good
luck. For the discussions on the metrology, chronology and function of the weight, see Rivka Gersht and Peter
Gendelman, “Marble Cubid Weight Carved with Eros from Khirbet Ibtin,” Scripta Classica Israelica 40 (2021):
151-68.

31 Kroll and Stefanaki, “Women’s Weights,” 83—85.

32 Kroll and Stefanaki, “Women’s Weights,” 85-86.
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for wool weighing. Other functions of these weights, including weighing heavy objects in mar-
ketplaces, should not be overlooked. Hence, more mastoid-shaped weights known from archaeo-
logical contexts should be published to develop theories regarding their functions.

Mastoid-Shaped Weights at Pera Museum

In 2005, the Pera Museum was established as the cultural and artistic initiative of the Suna
and Inan Kirag Foundation. The museum houses the “Anatolian Weights and Measures” collec-
tion that sheds light on Anatolia’s 4000-year socio-economic history, including 8117 weights and
measurement tools. Within this collection are two mastoid-shaped weights, one with a handle
and the other without. These weights were donated to the Pera Museum in 2015 and are recorded
with the inventory numbers PMA 6703 and PMA 6704, respectively. No information regarding
the archaeological contexts of these weights is available; however, Haluk Perk, who donated the
weights to the Pera Museum, noted that most of them are of Western Anatolian origin, with the
remainder being Anatolian. Considering this, and given that other mastoid-shaped weights found
within Tiirkiye have been recovered from ancient cities in Western Anatolia, it is a strong possi-
bility that these weights in the Pera Museum collection also originated from Western Anatolia.
However, due to the lack of definitive archaeological data, one should approach this assumption
with skepticism.

Given that the archaeological contexts of the weights are unknown, theorizing about their
functions is quite challenging. Nevertheless, it would not be incorrect to consider the possibilities
that they were used by women for weighing wool or for weighing heavy objects in marketplaces/
private residences. Evaluating these weights in the Pera Museum in chronological and metrolog-
ical contexts will provide a significant contribution to future studies on mastoid-shaped weights.

Mastoid-Shaped Weight with Handles

Situated on a rectangular prism base are two hemispherical protrusions (Fig. 1). The weight,
crafted from red-veined limestone, has dimensions of 150x65x107 mm, with the base alone stand-
ing at 50 mm high. The hemispherical protrusions are connected to each other by an inverted “V”
shaped handle. The ground between the protrusions has been slightly hollowed out. There are
fractures on the surfaces and edges of the weight’s base. It bears no inscriptions or traces of paint.
Considering its physical characteristics, this weight shares typological similarities with exam-
ples found in excavations at Knidos and the Agora of Athens, as discussed in the Dating section.
Therefore, it can be relatively dated to the 23 centuries CE.

The aforementioned mastoid-shaped weight measures 1710.6 grams. If evaluated according
to the Roman /ibra standard, it corresponds to approximately 5.5 /ibra. Here, one unit of /ibra is
seen to equate to roughly 311.02 grams. If the surface wear and losses on the weight are considered,
it likely has lost around 90 grams, indicating that it was close to a known /ibra standard weight.

Mastoid-Shaped Weight without Handles

This weight also features a rectangular prism base adorned with two hemispherical protru-
sions (Fig. 2). Made from dark grey-veined marble, it measures 155x75x104 mm, with the base
alone being 75 mm high. The space between the protrusions has been carved to slightly form a cir-
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cular area. The weight has fractures on the protrusions, surfaces, and edges of its base. It contains
no inscriptions or traces of paint. This mastoid-shaped weight without handles shares typological
similarities with examples from the Agora of Smyrna. Like the mastoid-shaped weight with han-
dles, it can be relatively dated to the 27-3" centuries CE.

The aforementioned weight without handles is 2285.3 grams. If considered in the Roman
libra standard, it roughly equals 7.5 libra, where the libra is calculated based on approximately
304.7 grams. Taking into account the fractures at the corners and the wear on the surface, it is
likely to have a substantial loss of around 170 grams, showing that it is close to a known libra
standard weight.

Future Studies on Mastoid-Shaped Weights

Mastoid-shaped weights were used in the Late Hellenistic-Roman Imperial period and
although examples following the commercial mna standard are found, they were generally pro-
duced according to the Roman /ibra standard. These multifunctional weights were predominantly
used in marketplaces and private residences to weigh heavy products. Moreover, there is data sug-
gesting that women used these weights in private residences to weigh wool, as previously men-
tioned. Up until now, only a limited number of studies have been conducted on mastoid-shaped
weights in Tiirkiye; this may be due to the possibility that these weights emerging from the Late
Hellenistic period and Roman Imperial period settlements in the Eastern Mediterranean could
not be identified as weights due to their physical characteristics. Therefore, small-sized marble
objects registered in archaeological excavations, state museums, private museums, and collec-
tions in Tiirkiye should be reviewed once more. Weights lacking unit marks should be examined
through pigment analysis to understand the metrology of the weights and to identify any units that
may have been present but have not survived to the present day. A scientific study with this aim
would facilitate a clearer understanding of the metrology of mastoid-shaped weights. In addition,
understanding the contexts with new mastoid-shaped weights to be uncovered in archaeological
excavations will allow for speculation on what other functions the weights could have served.
Considering the understanding associated with women weighing wool and a recently uncovered
tomb finding, it is clear that there is new information to be learned regarding the functions of
mastoid-shaped weights.
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Ozet

u makalede tarihsel metroloji literatiiriinde az c¢alisilmis mastoid agirliklar incelenecektir.

Oncelikle on dokuzuncu yiizyildan itibaren siiregelen arastirmalar ve bu arastirmalarin li-
teratiire katkilar irdelenecektir. Ardindan aragtirmalarda kargilasilan ti¢ 6nemli tartisma konusu
olan mastoid agirliklarin tarihlenmesi (kronoloji), dahil oldugu agirlik sistemi (metroloji) ve is-
levi yayimlanmis 6rnekler iizerinden degerlendirilecektir. Son olarak Suna ve Inan Kirag Vakfi
Pera Miizesi Anadolu Agirlik ve Olgiileri Koleksiyonu’nda bulunan daha énce yayrmlanmamig
iki mastoid agirlik, kronolojisi ve metrolojisi agisindan incelenecektir. Bu makale ile Tiirkiye’de-
ki miizelerde yapilacak envanter calismalarinda ve arkeolojik kazilarda ortaya ¢ikacak mastoid
agirliklarin tanimlanmasina ve Dogu Akdeniz tarihsel metrolojisindeki yerinin anlasilmasina kat-
ki saglanmasi amaglanmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler

Mastoid, Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi, Terazi Agirligi, Libra, Metroloji
Giris
Mastoid agirliklar, Helenistik Donem—Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi tas agirliklart iginde fi-
ziksel 6zellikleriyle dikkat ¢eken bir grubu olugturmaktadir. Tuglaya benzeyen dikdortgen prizma
kaide iizerine iki yarmm kiire seklinde ¢ikintiya sahip olan mastoid agirliklar, Roma Imparatorluk
Donemi tas terazi agirliklarinda gogunlukla rastlanan bir gekil olan iki ucu kesilmis fig1 seklin-
deki agirliklardan ayrismaktadirlar.? Bu agirliklarin dikkat ¢eken sekli, literatiirdeki tanimlarinin

belirlenmesinde etkili olmustur. Uzerindeki ¢ikintilar kadin gdgsiine benzetildigi i¢in Eski Yu-
nanca’da “gdgse benzer” anlamina gelen pactogidng kelimesinden tiiretilerek mastoid olarak ad-

1 Yavuz Selim Giiler, Suna ve Inan Kirag Vakfi Pera Miizesi, Istanbul, Tiirkiye,
ORCID: 0000-0002-1749-7725, yavuz.guler@peramuzesi.org.tr.

2 Uzerlerinde genellikle birim belirten isaretler de bulunan bu agirliklar bazalttan veya granitten imal edilirlerdi. Bu
agurliklarin metrolojik 6zellikleri hakkindaki tartisma icin bkz. Alessandra Pugliese, “Mapping Italian Collections
of Roman Weights: The Museo Archeologico Nazionale di Napoli and the Museo Civico Archaeologico di Bolog-
na,” Pondera Antiqua et Mediaevalia I iginde, der. Charles Doyen ve Louise Willocx, Numismatica Lovaniensia 22
(Louvain: Presses Universitaires de Louvain, 2020), 169—73.
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landirilmislardir. Bu agirliklardan bir antik kaynakta dogrudan bahsedilmedigi i¢in kullanildiklar
donemde nasil adlandirildiklar1 bilinmemektedir.

Mastoid agirliklar iizerine ¢aligsmalar ilk olarak on dokuzuncu yiizyilda gerceklestirilmistir.
Charles Thomas Newton, 1857—1859 yillar1 arasinda British Museum adina yiiriittiigii Knidos
Antik Kenti (Datga, Mugla, Tiirkiye) kazilarinda tugla seklinde kaidesi bulunan ve iizerlerinde
iki adet yarim kiire seklinde ¢ikintilart bulunan mermer objelere rastlamigtir. Newton 1863°de
yayimladigi arastirmasinda, Demeter ve Persephone temenosunda buldugu tas objeleri arkeolojik
baglamina dayanarak ilk olarak adak olduklar1 kanaatine varmis; ancak daha ayrintili ¢caligmalar-
da bunlarin Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi’nde kullanilmis olabilecek agirliklar oldugu sonucuna
ulagmustir.® Mastoid agirliklar igin dncii sayilabilecek bu ¢alisma, arkeolojik kazilarda bu objele-
rin agirlik olarak tanimlanabilmesine yardimcei olmustur. Erich Pernice, 1894°te yaptig1 ¢alismada
Atina’da (Yunanistan) bulunan ve Knidos’taki agirliklarla benzerlik gosteren mermer agirliklar
tespit etmistir. Bu ¢alisma mastoid agirliklarin metrolojisi {izerine gergeklestirilen g¢aligmalara
151k tutmustur.4

Yirminci ylizyilda yapilan arkeolojik kazilarda bir¢ok mastoid agirliga rastlanmistir. Mabel
Lang 1964 yilinda Atina Agorasi’ndaki kazilarda ele gecen agirliklar1 yayimlamistir ve bu agir-
liklar ilk defa sekillerinden dolay1 mastoid olarak isimlendirilmislerdir.® Ayrica Delphoi,® Korint-
hos,” Smyrna® ve Delos’ta® gergeklestirilen kazilar sayesinde birgok mastoid agirliga ulasilmus;
agirliklarin baglamlar1 ve metrolojisi hakkinda yeni verilere ulagilmistir.

John H. Kroll ve Vassiliki E. Stefanaki 2020 yilinda yayimlanan makalede ¢esitli arkeo-
lojik kazilari, miize koleksiyonlarini ve 6zel koleksiyonlar1 degerlendirerek mastoid agirliklar
lizerine en kapsamli ¢alismay1 yayimlamiglardir. Bu ¢aligma ile arastirmacilar Ege ve Akdeniz
yerlesimlerinde bulunan birgok yayimlanmis mastoid agirligin degerlendirildigi 6ncii bir katalog
olusturmuslardir. Yazarlar, gegmisteki caligmalardan farkli olarak bu agirliklarin ne amagla kul-
lanildigina odaklanmustir ve isleviyle ilgili yeni bir teori 6ne slirmiislerdir. Ancak bu ¢aligmada
mastoid agirliklar alaninda tartismali olan metroloji ve kronoloji konularina yeterince deginilme-
mis; isleviyle ilgili diger goriislere yer verilmemistir. Ayrica makalede, son 20 y1l i¢erisinde Ana-
dolu’da yapilan kazilarda, miizelerde ve 6zel koleksiyonlarda bulunan bazi yaymlanmis agirliklar
dahil edilmemistir."

3 Charles Thomas Newton, 4 History of Discoveries at Halicarnassus, Cnidus and Branchidae (London: Day & Son,
1863), 2:386-87.

4 Erich Pernice, Griechische Gewichte (Berlin: Weidmann, 1894), 123-25.

5 Mabel Lang, “Part I. Weights and Measures,” Weights, Measures and Tokens i¢inde, der. Mabel Lang ve Margaret
Crosby, The Athenian Agora 10 (Princeton: The American School of Classical Studies at Athens, 1964), 1-68.

6 Paul Perdrizet, Monuments figurés: Petits bronzes, Terres-cuites, Antiquités diverses, Fouilles de Delphes 5 (Paris:
A. Fontemoing, 1908), 210.

7 Gladys R. Davidson, The Minor Objects, Corinth 12 (Princeton: The American School of Classical Studies at Athens,
1952), 214.

8 Akin Ersoy, “Smyrna / {zmir Kazilari Mermer Agirhiklari,” TUBA-KED Tiirkiye Bilimler Akademisi Kiiltiir Envanteri
Dergisi 18 (2018): 11-9, https://doi.org/10.22520/tubaked.2018.18.001.

9 Waldemar Deonna, Le mobilier Délien, Exploration archéologique de Délos 18 (Paris: E. de Boccard, 1938), fig.
171-72.

10 Yunanistan’dan Lamia (Tesellia), Atina Agoras1, Atina Akropolis Metro Istasyonu, Atina ve Pire, Korinthos, Patras,
Aptera, Girit, Samos, Delos, Siphnos, Thera, Amorgos, Rodos, Halasarna (Kos), Kalymnos, Tiirkiye’den Myrina,
Knidos, Ksanthos ve Suriye’den Arados’tan olan agirliklarin incelemesini yapilmistir. Ayrintilar igin bkz. John H.
Kroll ve Vassiliki E. Stefanaki, “Women’s Weights for Weighing Wool: ‘Mastoid” Weights from Knidos, Rhodes,
and Elsewhere,” Pondera Antiqua et Mediaevalia I iginde, der. Charles Doyen ve Louise Willocx, Numismatica
Lovaniensia 22 (Louvain: Presses universitaires de Louvain, 2020): 79-93.
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Bu makalede Dogu Akdeniz ve Ege’de Geg Helenistik-Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi’nde
kullanilmis olan mastoid agirliklarin kronolojik, metrolojik ve islevsel sorunlar1 degerlendirile-
cektir. Ardindan Pera Miizesi Anadolu Agirlik ve Olgiileri Koleksiyonu’nda bulunan yayimlan-
mamis iki mastoid agirlik Ege ve Akdeniz diinyasi 6l¢lim tarihi agisindan incelenecektir.

Tarihlendirme

Mastoid agirliklarin {izerinde kesin tarih belirten hiikiimdar veya pazar denetcisi ad1 bulun-
mamaktadir. Bu nedenle bulunduklart stratigrafiyle iliskilendirilerek tarihlenmektedirler. Ayrica
bu agirliklar ¢ogunlukla arkeolojik baglamlarindan ayri olarak bulunduklarindan kesin olarak
tarihlenebilen 6rnek sayis1 azdir."

Bir arkeolojik kazida bulunan en eski mastoid agirlik, Atina Agorasi kazilarinda ortaya
¢ikartlmistir. Geg Helenistik Dénem sarnicinda ele gecen kulplu agirlik, MO geg ikinci yiizyil—
MS erken birinci yiizyila tarihlendirilmistir.'”® Ancak Atina Agorasi’nda bulunan ve stratigrafisi
bilinen diger mastoid agirliklar Roma Imparatorluk Dénemine tarihlendirilmistir. Ornegin Ago-
ra’da bulunan ve stratigrafisi bilinen diger iki mastoid agirlik Germen kabilelerinden Heruli’nin
Atina’y1 MS 267 yilindaki yagmasiyla olusan tahribat tabakasinda bulundugundan, MS {igiincii
yuizyila tarihlendirilmistir."®

Roma imparatorluk Dénemi katmanlarinda bulunan mastoid agirliklara Dogu Akdeniz’de-
ki bir¢ok yerlesimde rastlanmistir. Knidos’ta bulunan kulplu ve kulpsuz mastoid agirliklar, ayni
stratigrafide bulunan Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi pismis toprak ve cam objeleri ile goreli ola-
rak MS ikinci—iigiincii yilizyila tarihlendirilmistir.’* Rodos’ta bir mezarda bulunan kulplu mastoid
agirlik Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi mezar buluntular: sayesinde erken {igiincii yiizyila tarihlen-
dirilmistir.'® Ephesos Yamag Evler’de ele gegen biri kulplu digeri kulpsuz mastoid agirliklar ise
yap1 evresi katmani géz Oniine alinarak MS tgiincii yiizyilin Gigiincii ¢eyregine tarihlenmigtir.'®
Smyrna Agora kazilarinda avlu sondaji sirasinda bulunan ve iizerinde tek bir kabartma bulunan
mastoid agirlik ise ele gegirilen Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi mimari pargalar ve pismis toprak
objelerin yardimiyla MS ti¢iincti yiizyila tarihlendirilmistir.”

Arkeolojik baglamlart bilinen drnekler incelendiginde mastoid agirliklarin Roma Impara-
torluk Dénemi katmanlarinda ele gectigi ve ¢ogunlukla MS ikinci—ii¢iincii yiizyila tarihlendigi
goriilmektedir. Arkeolojik baglami bilinmeyen agirliklar, stratigrafisi bilinen 6rneklerin tipolojik
oOzellikleriyle karsilagtirilarak tarihlenmektedir; bu nedenle agirliklar i¢in genis bir kronoloji ola-

11 Bazi agirliklar ise genis tarih araliklari verilerek tarihlendirilmistir. Delphoi’da kesfedilen kulpsuz mastoid agir-
lik iizerindeki yazinin epigrafik analizi neticesinde Roma Imparatorluk Dénemine tarihlendirilmistir, bkz. Perdizet,
Fouilles de Delphes, 210. Korinthos’ta bulunan mastoid agirliklarin Ge¢ Roma ve bir ihtimal Erken Bizans Done-
mi’ne kadar kullanilmis olabilecegi diisiiniilmiistiir, bkz. Davidson, The Minor Objects, 205-6, 214. Jiyeh’te kesfe-
dilen mastoid agirlik da Roma—Erken Bizans Donemi’ne tarihlenmistir, bkz. Mariusz Gwiazda, “Economy of Helle-
nistic, Roman and Early Byzantine Settlement in Jiyeh (Porphyreon), Lebanon,” Archeologia 62—63 (2014): 31-44.

12 Lang, “Part I. Weights,” 36, kat. no. SW 5.

13 Lang, “Part I. Weights,” 36, kat. no. SW 4 ve SW 6.

14 Newton, 4 History, 387-88. Stefanaki ve Kroll ise MS ikinci—li¢lincii yiizyila tarihlemistir, bkz. Kroll ve Stefanaki,
“Women’s Weights,” 79.

15 Kroll ve Stefanaki, “Women’s Weights,” 84—85.

16 Ursula Quatember, “Marmorinventar,” Hanghaus 2 in Ephesos: Die Wohneinheiten 1 und 2; Baubefund, Ausstat-
tung, Funde iginde, der. Freidrich Krinzinger, Forschungen in Ephesos 8,8 (Viyana: Verlag der Osterreichischen
Akademie der Wissenschaften, 2010), 650; Ersoy, “Smyrna,” 14.

17 Ersoy, “Smyrna,” 16.
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rak Geg Helenistik Donem—Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi verilmektedir.'®

Metroloji

Geg Helenistik Dénem-Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi’nde ticari agirhik standartlarinda
onemli gelismeler yasanmistir. Dogu Akdeniz’deki ekonomik ve politik gelismeler ve buna bagl
olan enflasyonun etkisiyle ticari mnanin (mna emporike) karsilik geldigi agirlik zamanla artis
gdstermistir. Ornegin Atina ve Atina ile iliskisi olan kent devletlerinde Klasik Dénem’de 100
drahmi ve ardindan 105 drahmiye ¢ikan mna, Helenistik Donem’de 138 drahmi ve Geg Helenistik
Donemde 150 drahmi ve iistiine ¢tkmustir.”® Roma Imparatorluk Dénemine gelindiginde ise ticari
mnanin Roma agirlik sisteminde kullanilan ve Roma yonetimi altindaki kentlerin de benimsedigi
Roma /librasina—diger adiyla leitra italikeye—oranlanarak leitra agoraia olarak kullanilmaya
devam ettigi goriilmektedir.2°

Yazit Ceviri Bulundugu Yer | Agirhk (g) Referans
w’ 11 (Libra) Atina Agorasi 3443 Lang, “Part I. Weights,”
36,n0. SW 1.
Mettpan] {'< 7.5 Libra Atina Agorasi 2310 Lang, “Part I. Weights,”
36,n0. SW 7.
AMettpar] §'< 4.5 Libra Atina Agorasi 1162,5 Lang, “Part I. Weights,”
36, no. SW 13.
n 8 (Mna) Pire Atina 3556,6 Pernice, Griechische,
123, no. 275.
Krno190¢ [o]tabuog [ ...] Ale] Ktseides agirligi, Korinthos 2232 Perdizet, Fouilles de
it[pa] ... libra Delphes, 210,
no. 722.
AMelit[pan] & 7 Libra Korinthos 2256 Davidson, Results of
Excavations, 214,
no. 1650.
AMettpar] V S Libra Korinthos 1560 Davidson, Results of
Excavations, 214,
no. 1648.
AMeitpon] 8 libra Korinthos 2256 Davidson, Results of
Excavations, 214,
no. 1651.

Tablo 1: Uzerinde Birim Isareti Bulunan Mastoid Agirlik Ornekleri

Mastoid agirliklar {izerine ¢aligmalar yiiriiten arastirmacilar, Dogu Akdeniz’de metrolojide
yasanan gelismeleri goz oniinde bulundurarak bu agirliklarin karsilik geldigi sistemleri bulmaya
calismislardir. Newton, Knidos’ta buldugu agirliklarin tizerinde birim igareti bulunmamasina rag-

18 Geg Helenistik Dénem—Roma imparatorluk Dénemine tarihlenen Zeki Karaoglu Koleksiyonundaki Karia bolgesin-
den geldigi diisiiniilen mastoid agirlik igin bkz. Oguz Tekin, Pazarin Cazibesi: Tarih Boyunca Akdeniz Diinyasinda
Alisveris / The Charm of the Market: Shopping in the Mediterranean World throughout History (Istanbul: Suna ve
Inan Kirag Akdeniz Medeniyetleri Arastirma Merkezi (AKMED), 2019), 90, no. 73.

19 Bu degisimler her kent devletinde ayni sekilde olmamuistir; bazi kent devletlerinin mnalarinda Atina’da yasananlar
gibi agirlik artislart goriilmemistir. Tartisma igin bkz. Oguz Tekin, Balance Weights in the Ancient World: Classical
and Hellenistic Periods (istanbul: Turkish Institute of Archaeology, 2016), 19-28.

20 Bu agirlik sistemi her kentte ayni degildir ve zaman i¢inde degisiklik gostermektedir. Agiklama igin bkz. Tekin,
Balance Weights, 136—40.
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men bunlarin birbirlerinin katsayisi olabilecegi sonucuna varmistir. Agirliklardaki kayiplar goz
oniinde bulundurarak drahmi temelli bir sisteme oturtmaya ¢alismistir;?' ancak agirliklari British
Museum’da yeniden inceleyen Kroll ve Stefanaki bu agirliklarin Roma /ibrasinin artan ve azalan
katlar1 olduklarini tespit etmislerdir.?? Pernice’nin Pire’de bulunan mastoid agirlik tizerine yaptig
caligmada bir agirligin {izerinde yazan ve 8 rakamina igaret eden Yunanca “H” harfi ile agirligin
(3556,6 gram) 105 drahmilik 8 mnaya (1 Mna = 444.6 g) karsilik gelebilecegi belirtilmigtir.2

Lang’mn Atina Agorasi’ndaki buluntularda yaptigi calismalarda ise agirliklarin Roma siste-
mine gore isaretlendigi anlasilmistir. Uzerinde birim bulunan ii¢ agirhigin calisilmastyla 11, 7.5 ve
4.5 libraya karsilik gelen agirliklar tespit edilmistir. Agirliklarin yuvarlak bir say1 ifade etmeme-
sinden dolay, orijinal olarak ticari mnaya gore olusturulmus olabilecegi ve bu agirliklarin ikincil
kullanimi olup tizerlerine Roma librasi Karsiliklarinin yazilmis olabilecegi one siirtilmiistiir.24
Belirtilen agirliklarin yuvarlak bir say1 ifade etmemesi, ticari mnaya karsilik gelen Roma /ibrasi-
na gore hazirlandiklari ihtimalini gliglendirmektedir; ancak bu durum biitiin agirliklar i¢in gecerli
degildir. Delos ve Korinthos kazilarinda ele gegen 6rnekler de agirliklarin Roma /ibrasi sistemine
gore iiretildigini gdstermektedir (Tablo 1). Ote yandan agirliklarm ikincil kullanim tespiti Atina
Agorast buluntularinda gecerli olabilme ihtimali bulunsa da Dogu Akdeniz’de bulunan bir¢ok
kentte mastoid agirliklara benzer uygulamanin yapilmis olmasi ihtimali oldukga diistiktiir; ¢ilinki
agirliklarin yeniden islevlendirildigine dair yeterince fiziksel kanit bulunmamaktadir.

Mastoid agirliklarin biiylik bir boliimiinde birim isaretleri bulunmamaktadir; bu neden-
le agirliklarin metrolojisi, birim yazan birkag 6rnek sayesinde anlasilmaktadir. Bu agirliklarin
tizerinde birimlerinin yer almamasi birimlerin boya ile yazilip giinlimiize ulasmamis olmasiyla
agiklanabilir.2® Elde bulunan veriler, mastoid agirliklarin ¢ogunlukla Roma librasi ve erken or-
neklerinin de ticari mnaya gore yapildiklarini gostermektedir.

Mastoid Agirhiklarin Baglami ve i§lev(ler)i

Mastoid agirliklarin ne amagla kullanmildig ile ilgili fikir yiiriitmek ¢esitli nedenlerden do-
lay1 zordur. Arkeolojik baglamlari bilinen mastoid agirlik sayisi ¢ok azdir ve antik kaynaklar bu
agirliklar hakkinda bilgi icermemektedir. Ayrica bu agirliklarin iizerinde ¢ogu Helenistik Donem
ve Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi agirliginda rastlanan pazar yeri denetgileri agoranomos ve met-
ronomoslarin kontrol isaretleri bulunmadig: i¢in nasil bir denetim siirecinden gecip kullanilma
sokuldugu ile ilgili bilgiler sinirlidir. Bu nedenle mastoid agirliklarin iglevi hakkinda ¢ikarimlar,
fiziksel 6zellikleri ve arkeolojik baglamlari degerlendirilerek yapilmustir.

Mastoid agirliklar iizerine ilk ¢alismalar yiiriiten Newton, bu objeleri agirlik olarak tanim-
lanmadan 6nce tapinak temenosunda bulunduklari i¢in adak olabilecegi kanisina varmis; ardindan
metrolojik 6zelliklerini incelediginde agirlik olabilecegi ve tapinaklarda saklanan ve piyasadaki
ticari agirliklarin kontroliinde kullanilan referans agirlik olabilecekleri sonucuna varmistir;2 an-
cak buna benzer arkeolojik baglama sahip baska bir 6rnege rastlanmamustir.

Lang, Atina Agorasi’nda bulunan mastoid agirliklarin arkeolojik baglami tahrip edilmemis

21 Newton, 4 History, 804—6.

22 Kroll ve Stefanaki, “Women’s Weights,” 81.
23 Pernice, Griechische Gewichte, 123.

24 Lang, “Part 1. Weights,” 34-35.

25 Lang, “Part I. Weights,” 35.

26 Newton, 4 History, 804—6.
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orneklerini degerlendirdiginde bu agirliklarin pazar yerinde kullanilmis olabilecegi sonucuna var-
mistir. Helenistik Dénem ve Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi agirliklar: genelde kursun ve bronzdan
yapildigi i¢in agir Uiriinleri tartmak i¢in tag agirliklara ihtiya¢ duyuldugundan bu agirliklarin pazar
yerinde kullanilmig olabilecegini gostermistir.2” Ayrica Smyrna kazilarinda mastoid agirliklarin
agorada, tiyatroda ve bouleuterionda bulunmasi pazar yerlerinde kursun ve bronz agirliklarin 61-
cemeyecegi agir cisimleri tartmak i¢in kullanilan terazi agirliklari olarak kullanilmis olabilecegi
ihtimalini gii¢glendirmisgtir. 28

Mastoid agirliklarin bulundugu bir bagka arkeolojik baglam ise 6zel konutlardir. Ephesos
Yamag Evlerdeki rastlanan mastoid agirliklarin, mallarin agirligini kontrol etmek igin 6zel konut-
larda kullanilmig olabilecegini gostermistir.2° Bu islevi destekleyecek baska bir mermer agirhga
Khirbet Ibtin’deki (israil) Gamada/Gamda adl1 yerlesimde rastlanmistir. Bir Roma evinde orijinal
baglamimdaki MS dordiincii yiizy1l deprem katmaninda ele gecen mermer cuboid agirlik, Ephe-
sos’tan geldigi diisiiniilen ithal mallarla birlikte bulundugu igin 6zel konutta veya pazar yerinde
oOlglim yapmak i¢in kullanilmis bir terazi agirhigi olabilecegi sonucuna varilmigtir.3°

Mastoid agirliklarin 6zel konutlarda kadinlar tarafindan kullanimu ile iligkilendirilebilecek
agirliklara Rodos Kastello Miizesi’nde rastlanmistir. Kroll ve Stefanaki bu koleksiyonda bulunan
iki agirlik 6zelinde yaptiklar1 ¢calismada bu agirliklarin kadinlarin kullandigr agirliklar oldugu-
nu destekleyecek verilere ulastiklarimi gostermislerdir. Bir agirligin bir kadin mezarinda ¢iktigi
ve ikonografisinde ask ve evlilige yer veren kabartmalar bulunmasi bunun bir diigiin hediyesi
olabilecegini diigiinmiislerdir.3' Bir diger agirhigin ikonografik analizinde yiinleri saklamak i¢in
kullanilan kalathos ad1 verilen sepetlerin oldugu kabartma tasvirler tespit edilmistir. Bu iki mas-
toid agirlik, Eski Yunan yazitlarinda ve edebi metinlerde yiin tartilmasi ile ilgili anlatimlar ve
arkeolojik kazilarda yiin tartmak i¢in kullanilan terazi agirliklar ile birlikte degerlendirilmis ve
bu terazi agirliklarinin yiin egirmeden 6nce 6zel konuta veya atdlyelere gelen yiinii tartmak i¢in
kullanilmig olabilecegi sonucuna varilmistir.32 Bu ¢ikarimlarin yapildigi agirliklardaki tasvirler
diger mastoid agirliklarda rastlanmamaktadir. Bu nedenle mastoid agirliklar1 sadece yiin tartma
islevi olarak kullanilmis olabilecek agirliklar olarak tanimlayarak sinirlandirmamak gerekmekte-
dir. Bu agirliklarin diger islevlerinden olan pazar yerlerinde agir cisimlerin tartilmasi da g6z ardi
edilmemelidir. Bu sebeple mastoid agirliklarin islevleri hakkinda fikirlerin gelistirilmesi i¢in daha
cok arkeolojik baglami bilinen mastoid agirlik yayimlanmalidir.

Pera Miizesi‘ndeki Mastoid Agirhklar

2005 y1linda Suna ve Inan Kirag Vakfi’ni kiiltiir ve sanat girisimi olarak kurulan Pera Mii-
zesi’nde Anadolu’nun dort bin yillik sosyo-ekonomik tarihine 151k tutan ve 8,117 agirlik ve dlci
aleti iceren “Anadolu Agirlik ve Olgiileri” koleksiyonunda iki adet mastoid agirlik bulunmakta-

27 Tekin, “Balance Weights,” 7-8; Lang, “Part I. Weights,” 35.

28 Lang, “Part I. Weights,” 35; Ersoy, “Smyrna,” 14.

29 Quatember, “Marmorinventar,” 650.

30 Agirligin iizerindeki kanatli Eros tasviri ise Khirbet Ibtin’deki yerlesimin tarim ile iligkisi goz oniine alinarak ta-
rimsal tiriinleri kétiiliklerden korumak ve iyi sans getirmek i¢in kullanilmig olabilecegi ihtimalini gdstermektedir.
Agirlik iizerine daha ayrintili metroloji, kronoloji ve kullanim amaci tartigmalart i¢in bkz. Rivka Gersht ve Peter
Gendelman, “Marble Cubid Weight Carved with Eros from Khirbet Ibtin,” Scripta Classica Israelica 40 (2021):
151-68.

31 Kroll ve Stefanaki, “Women’s Weights,” 83—85.

32 Kroll ve Stefanaki, “Women’s Weights,” 85-86.
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dir. Biri kulplu ve digeri kulpsuz olan bu agirliklar 2015 yilinda Pera Miizesi’ne bagis yoluyla
kazandirilmistir ve sirasiyla PMA 6703 ve PMA 6704 envanter numaralartyla kaydedilmiglerdir.
Bu agirliklarin arkeolojik baglamlariyla ilgili herhangi bir bilgi bulunmamaktadir; ancak agirlik-
lar1 Pera Miizesi’ne bagislayan Halik Perk, agirliklarin biiyiik bir boliimiiniin Bati Anadolu geri
kalan kisminin ise Anadolu kdkenli oldugunu belirtmistir. Bu nedenle, Tiirkiye sinirlari igerisinde
bulunan diger mastoid agirliklarin Bat1 Anadolu’daki antik kentlerden ele gegtigi gdz oniine alin-
diginda Pera Miizesi koleksiyonunda yer alan bu agirliklarin da Batt Anadolu’dan gelmis olmast
giiclii bir ihtimal dahilindedir; ancak kesin arkeolojik veri bulunmadigi i¢in siipheyle yaklagmak
gerekmektedir.

Agirliklarin arkeolojik baglamlar bilinmediginden dolay1 islevleri hakkinda fikir yiiriit-
mek oldukga zordur. Bununla birlikte kadinlarin yiin tartmak veya pazar yerinde/6zel konutlarda
agir cisimlerin tartilmasi i¢in kullanilmis agirlik olma ihtimallerini g6z 6niinde bulundurmak da
saniriz yanlig olmayacaktir. Pera Miizesi’nde bulunan bu agirliklari kronolojik ve metrolojik bag-
laminda degerlendirmek gelecekte mastoid agirliklar i¢in yapilacak calismalara 6nemli bir katki
saglayacagi disiinmekteyiz.

Kulplu Mastoid Agirlik

Dikdértgen prizma seklindeki kaidenin {izerinde iki yarim kiire seklinde ¢ikintilar1 bulun-
maktadir (Fig. 1). Kirmiz1 damarl kireg tagindan yapilan agirligin boyutlar1 150x65x107 mm’dir
ve sadece kaidenin yiiksekligi 50 mm’dir. iki yarim kiire seklindeki ¢ikintilar ters “V” seklinde
bir kulpla birbirine baglanmistir. Cikintilar arasindaki zemin ¢ok hafif oyulmustur. Agirligin ka-
idesinin yiizeylerinde ve kenarlarinda kiriklar mevcuttur. Uzerinde herhangi bir yaz1 veya boya
izi bulunmamaktadir. Fiziksel 6zellikleri géz oniine alindiginda bu agirlik tarihleme boliimiinde
tartisildig lizere Knidos ve Atina Agorasi kazilarinda bulunan 6rneklerle tipolojik benzerliklere
sahiptir. Bu nedenle bu agirlik goreli olarak MS ikinci—ii¢iincii tarihlendirilebilir.

Bahsi gecen mastoid agirlik 1710,6 gramdir. Agirlik, Roma /librasi standardina gore de-
gerlendirilirse, yaklasik olarak 5,5 libraya denk gelmektedir. Burada birim /ibranin yaklasik ola-
rak 311,02 grama denk geldigi goriilmektedir. Eger agirligin iizerindeki aginmalar ve kayiplar goz
Oniine alinirsa bu agirligin 90 grama yakin kaybetmis olmasit muhtemeldir ve bu agirligin bilinen
libra standart agirligina yakm bir agirlik oldugunu gdstermektedir.

Kulpsuz Mastoid Agirlik

Dikdértgen prizma seklindeki kaidenin iizerinde iki yarim kiire seklinde ¢ikintilar bulun-
maktadir (Fig. 2). Koyu gri damarli mermerden yapilan agirligi boyutlari 155x75x104 mm’dir
ve sadece kaidenin yiiksekligi 75 mm’dir. Cikintilar arasindaki zemin ¢ok hafif bir sekilde da-
iresel bir alan olusturacak sekilde oyulmustur. Agirligin ¢ikintilarinda, kaidesinin yiizeylerinde
ve kenarlarinda kiriklar mevcuttur. Uzerinde herhangi bir yazi veya boya izi bulunmamaktadir.
Kulpsuz mastoid agirlik, Smyrna Agorasi’ndaki 6rneklerle tipolojik benzerliklere sahiptir. Kulplu
mastoid agirlikta oldugu gibi bu agirlik da goreli olarak MS ikinci—ii¢iincii yiizyila tarihlendiri-
lebilir.

Bahsi gecen kulpsuz agirlik 2285,3 gramdir. Roma /ibrasi standardinda oldugu g6z 6niine
almirsa yaklasik olarak 7,5 libraya denk gelmektedir. Burada /ibranin yaklasik olarak 304,7 gram
tizerinden hesaplandigi goriilmektedir. Eger agirligin kdselerindeki kiriklar ve yiizeydeki aginma-
lar g6z 6ntine aliirsa yaklasik 170 gram gibi yliksek bir kayb1 olmasi muhtemeldir ve bu agirligin
bilinen /ibra standart agirligina yakin bir agirlik oldugunu gostermektedir.
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Mastoid Agirliklar Uzerine Gelecekte Yapilabilecek Galismalar

Mastoid agirliklar Geg Helenistik-Roma Imparatorluk Déneminde kullamlmistir ve ticari
mna standardina gore Ornekleri bulunmasina ragmen genellikle Roma /ibrasi standardina gore
iretilmistir. Birgok islevi bulunan bu agirliklar, genellikle agir {iriinleri tartmak igin pazar yerle-
rinde ve 6zel konutlarda kullanilmistir. Ayrica bu agirliklarin 6zel konutlarda yukarida soz ettigi-
miz gibi, kadinlar tarafindan yiin tartmak i¢in kullanildigina dair veriler bulunmaktadir. Simdiye
kadar Tiirkiye’de mastoid agirliklar {izerine ¢alismalar sinirli sayida yapilmistir; ¢ilinkii Dogu
Akdeniz’deki Geg Helenistik Dénem ve Roma Imparatorluk Donemi yerlesimlerinde ortaya ¢1-
kan bu agirliklarin fiziksel 6zellikleri nedeniyle agirlik olarak tanimlanamamig olmasi ihtimali
bulunmaktadir. Bu nedenle Tiirkiye’deki arkeolojik kazilara, devlet miizelerine, 6zel miizelere ve
koleksiyonlara kayith kiiclik boyutlu mermer objeler yeniden gézden gegirilmelidir. Agirliklarin
metrolojisinin anlasilmasi i¢in iizerinde birim isareti olmayan agirliklar pigment analizi yapila-
rak incelenmeli ve iizerlerinde bulunabilecek ve giiniimiize ulasmamig birimler tespit edilmedir.
Bu amagh bir bilimsel ¢aligma, mastoid agirliklarin metrolojisinin daha net olarak anlasilmasini
saglayacaktir. Ayrica arkeolojik kazilarda ortaya ¢ikarilacak yeni mastoid agirliklarla baglamlarin
anlagilmasi saglanacak ve agirliklarin baska hangi amagla kullanilabilecekleri iizerine fikir yiirii-
tillebilecektir. Kadinlarm yiin tartmasi ile iliskilendirilen mastoid agirliklarin yakin bir zamanda
ortaya ¢ikarilan bir mezar buluntusuyla anlagilmasi goz oniine alindiginda mastoid agirliklarin
islevleriyle ilgili 6grenilebilecek yeni bilgiler de bulundugu asikardir.
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Fig. 1: Mastoid-Shaped Weight with Handles (PMA 6703)
(With permission of Suna and Inan Kirag Foundation Pera Museum)

Fig. 1: Kulplu Mastoid Agirlik (PMA 6703) (Suna ve inan Kirag Vakfi Pera Mizesi izniyle)

Fig. 2: Mastoid-Shaped We!ght without Handles (PMA 6704)
(With permission of Suna and Inan Kirag Foundation Pera Museum)
Fig. 2: Kulpsuz Mastoid Adirlik (PMA 6704) (Suna ve Inan Kirag Vakfi Pera Miizesi izniyle)
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Abstract

Situated in the proximity of Egrikapi in Istanbul’s historical Fatih District, Tekfur Palace (Pal-
ace of Porphyrogenitus), a Byzantine structure, was repurposed during the Ottoman era. The
eighteenth-century ceramic production initiated by Sultan Ahmed III in the site is also known by
the name of the palace. Archaeological excavations carried out in two phases (between 1993—
1995 and 2000-2001) have unearthed ceramic kilns, shedding invaluable light on the intricacies
of the crafting process. Following the completion of the restoration project by the Istanbul Met-
ropolitan Municipality in 2014, the building opened its doors as the Tekfur Palace Museum in
2019. The museum, designed to be an educational space, showcases artifacts unearthed during the
excavations and employs interactive exhibits to enhance the visitor experience. This article will
first offer an overview of the archaeological undertakings and then delve into the museological
journey of the palace, outlining how the unearthed artifacts are displayed.

Keywords

Tekfur Palace, Iznik, Blachernae, Ceramic workshop, Glass

E xcavations

Even before the archaeological excavations, researchers had studied the ceramics of Tekfur
Palace (Fig. 1), relying on visual data, and situating them within the broader scope of Ottoman
ceramic art. These earlier studies identified eighteenth-century mosques, fountains, and palaces in
Istanbul where the palace’s ceramics were used, drawing attention to their similarities with Iznik
ceramics.? Ottoman archives also affirm this information. Sultan Ahmed III (1703-1730) and
Grand Vizier Nevsehirli Damat Ibrahim Pasha (1596-1601) had aimed to revitalize traditional
arts by relocating the waning ceramic production from Iznik to Istanbul. To this end, they issued
decrees summoning ceramic masters from Iznik to bring kiln plans and to commence production
at the palace. The ceramics produced here, much like their Iznik counterparts, feature multi-col-

1 Filiz Yenisehirlioglu, Kog¢ University Vehbi Kog¢ Ankara Studies Research Center (VEKAM), Ankara, Tiirkiye,
ORCID: 0000-0002-5924-8735, fyenisehirlioglu@ku.edu.tr.

2 Ahmet Refik [Altinay], “iznik Cinileri,” Dariilfiinun Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Mecmuast 8, no. 4 (1932): 48-49; Goniil
Oney, Tiirk Cini Sanati / Turkish Tile Art (Istanbul: Yap1 ve Kredi Bankasi, 1976).
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ored decorations on a backdrop of white synthetic clay and transparent glaze. The red hue charac-
teristic of Iznik is also evident in these ceramics. While the designs and compositions reflect the
Hatayi and Kara Memi styles, the sharply pointed tulip motif, specific to the era of Ahmed III, is
abundant. A yellow hue, uncommon in Iznik ceramics, distinguishes the Tekfur production.

To determine whether the Tekfur Palace ceramics were indeed produced within the palace,
and to identify the locations of kilns and various stages of production, surface research followed
by excavations were initiated in 1993 with the permission of the Ministry of Culture and Tourism
of the Republic of Tiirkiye and the management of the Museum of Turkish and Islamic Arts. The
excavations conducted between 1993—1995 and in 1999 have revealed vital information about the
location and general layout of the ceramic workshop.3

Known during the Ottoman Era as “Tekfur Saray1” or “Tekir Sarayi,” the structure is the
only intact segment of the Blachernae palace complex, which was in use between the eleventh
and fifteenth centuries as a Byzantine Imperial Palace. It consists of a courtyard and an enclosed
section, built over two floors above ground level. Erected between the walls of the Roman period,
the structure also makes use of these walls. Its facade facing the courtyard attracts attention with
its alternating stone and brick decorations. However, how it physically connects to the broader
Blachernae palace complex remains unclear.®

While affiliated with the Hagia Sophia Museum, this site, only frequented by specific
groups, has preserved some valuable data. The first scientific investigation involved conducting
a magnetic prospection application to pinpoint areas of high brick density. However, metal rem-
nants in the soil impeded accurate results. During this time, when inquiring with the wife of the
site’s guard about the presence of areas with dense red soil, she indicated that such soil existed
where they performed sacrificial burials. This guided us in determining the starting point of the
excavation.

Within the enclosed section of the palace, on the northwest side, remains of two kiln fire-
boxes were found in a ruined state (Fig. 2). The heavy ash content in kiln A3, along with its
damaged and deformed sides, suggests that this kiln predates the second one, A2, which was built
adjacent to it after its collapse (Fig. 3). Both fireboxes contained ash, charred wood pieces, circu-
lar and triangular ridges, slag, and spools, among other kiln materials (Fig. 4).

Workshops were in areas B3 and C3, where potters shaped the clay, painted, and stored
some pieces. The presence of fragments of clay and glaze, grinding stones for making pigments,
containers with remaining glaze, and remnants from the kiln and workshop confirm that these

3 Filiz Yenisehirlioglu, “Istanbul-Tekfur Saray1-Osmanli Cini Firinlar1 ve Eyiip Comlekgiler Mahallesi Yiizey Arastir-
malar1,” Arastirma Sonuglart Toplantisi 12 (1995): 535—-66; Filiz Yenisehirlioglu, “Tekfur Saray1 Cini Firinlar1 Plan
Ozellikleri,” in V. Ortacag ve Tiirk Donemi Kazi ve Arastirmalar Sempozyumu: Bildiriler; 19-20 Nisan 2001, ed.
Sema Alpaslan (Ankara: Hacettepe Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Sanat Tarihi Béliimii, 2001), 179-92; Filiz Ye-
nisehirlioglu, “Tekfur Saray1 Cini Firinlar1 Kazis1 1995-2001,” Kazi Sonuglar: Toplantisi 24, no. 1 (2003): 329-44;
Filiz Yenisehirlioglu, “Archaeology in Istanbul and the Excavations at Tekfur Palace, Byzantine and Ottoman
Istanbul in the 15th century,”in Istanbul Universitesi 550. Yil Uluslararasi Bizans ve Osmanli Sempozyumu (XV.
yiizyil): 30-31 Mayis 2003 / 550th Anniversary of the Istanbul University International Byzantine and Ottoman
Symposium (XVth century): 30-31 May 2003, ed. Siimer Atasoy (Istanbul: Istanbul Universitesi, 2004), 265-79;
Filiz Yenisehirlioglu, “Tekfur Saray1 Cinileri ve Eylip Comlekgiligi,” in Anadolu’da Tiirk Devri Cini ve Keramik
Sanatt, ed. Goniil Oney and Zehra Cobanli (Istanbul: T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanligi, 2007), 349—64.; Filiz Yeni-
sehirlioglu, “Les fours et la production de céramiques du Palais de Tekfur a Istanbul,” in Actas des VIII Congresso
Internacional de Céramica Medieval en el Mediterraneo: Ciudad Real-Almagro; del 27 de febrero al 3 de marzo de
2006, ed. Juan Zozaya et al., vol. 2 (Ciudad Real: Asociacion Espafiola de Arqueologia Medieval, 2009), 617-32.

4 Wolfgang Miiller-Wiener, Istanbul 'un Tarihsel Topografyas: (Istanbul: Yap1 Kredi Yaymlari, 2001).
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areas were utilized as workshops (Fig. 5).

In the open courtyard, in the pool located where the caretaker’s hut was later built (now
underneath the museum shop), the soil was left to flow in the water. Around this pool, grinding
tools and other implements for ingredients to be mixed into the clay were also found. After the
first firing, the glaze was applied to the painted tiles in this section (Fig. 6).

The excavation has yielded new insights into the palace’s production through the findings
and subsequent archaeometric analyses. Firstly, evidence has been found to support that this pro-
duction took place within the palace’s kilns, as demonstrated by the tools and materials unearthed.
Secondly, it was determined for the first time that not only wall tiles, but also glazed and unglazed
everyday utensils were produced here (Fig. 7). Finds like tobacco pipes and Kiitahya coffee cups
used by the artisans offer glimpses into the daily lives of the craftsmen (Fig. 8). Besides Kiitahya
cups, fragments of Canakkale plate fragments also point to the variety of ceramics used in the
workshop.

Ceramic fragments found in the area exhibit decorative and compositional features in the
Iznik style. However, differences in their clay composition have been noted. Besides the hard,
non-porous, kaolin-rich white clay closest to Iznik production, two other types of easily crum-
bling clay have been identified. Analyses conducted by Prof. Emel Gegkinli indicate that the qual-
ity of the paste, particularly its high clay content, is closely related to Kiitahya production. These
pieces crumble easily into powder when rubbed together. Moreover, the yellow pigment used in
the palace ceramics was likely brought to Istanbul by the craftsmen from Kiitahya.

The space has been used for various types of manufacturing after the production of ceramic,
glazed and unglazed pottery. Numerous crucibles of various sizes found stored inside and outside
of the fireplaces and in the lower parts of the houses built in the nineteenth century outside the
palace indicate crucible production. Archival documents also evidence this production (Fig. 9).

Glass production in this area commenced in the early nineteenth century. Egrikap1 had been
a hub for glassmakers since the seventeenth century. Supporting the narrative by local residents
that glass kilns existed outside the eastern and northern walls of the palace during the nineteenth
century, the naming of the street on the eastern side as “Sigsehane” provides additional evidence
(Fig. 10). Furthermore, Mamboury, in his book “Istanbul,” states that these glass workshops were
eventually closed, and their waste materials were discarded in the palace courtyard.® During the
cleanup efforts in the courtyard and enclosed spaces in 1955, there was some mixing of soil lay-
ers.® Imported glass and porcelain items from the nineteenth century have also been unearthed
from these mixed filler strata. Moreover, evidence has emerged that a house had been built in the
area we identified as a workshop in the nineteenth century. It is likely that landslides also occurred
in the area due to the 1894 earthquake, making stratigraphic analysis rather challenging.

Museumification

When the decision was made to transform Tekfur Palace into a museum, three main objec-
tives were considered. First, the structure itself stands as the only remaining example of Byzan-
tine civilian architecture in Istanbul with its four walls intact, thus requiring an arrangement that
would not obstruct its architecture; second, its long-standing spatial connection with the local

5 Ernest Mamboury, Istanbul Touristique (Istanbul: Cituri Biraderler Basimevi, 1951).
6 From the interview conducted with the architect Cahide Tamer (who prepared the building for the Tenth International
Byzantine Congress in 1955) at her house, Istanbul, 1993.
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residents, endowing it with the character of a neighborhood museum; and third, its ability to serve
as a unique location in Istanbul where various stages of original production can be observed.”

Courtyard (Fig. 11)

Today, although the current entrance to the palace may not be original, one first enters the
courtyard directly from the street. Because the palace has been transformed into a museum, some
additional structures have been built. The entrance area and offices were constructed outside the
structure during the restoration. An introductory film plays on a screen at the entrance. Upon
entering the courtyard, a museum shop and restrooms have been built on the eastern side; a café
section exists in the north. The western section displays architectural artifacts belonging to the
palace. Large pieces like columns and capitals, found onsite or sourced from the Istanbul Archae-
ological Museums, are exhibited here. A single-room structure with a vaulted ceiling, dating back
to the Ottoman period, is also present.

Ground Floor (Fig. 12)

The entrance floor of the structure is reserved for a section that offers general information
about the museum, as well as for displaying the ash pits of two ceramic kilns found during exca-
vations. To inform the visitors, an interactive screen shows the excavation work and the locations
where the artifacts were found. Additionally, a panel informs the visitors about the restoration
works carried out by the Istanbul Metropolitan Municipality, featuring plans, sections, and pho-
tographs.

In the ash pit area, a hologram has been created on top of the A2 kiln ash pit, offering a step-
by-step animated representation of how ceramics and pots were placed and fired. Furthermore, a
drawing board has been set up to describe the various parts of the kiln.

First Floor (Fig. 13-14)

Due to the building’s long-standing connection with the local community (who have fre-
quently visited it, discovered artifacts like ceramic fragments and pipes around it, and played in
its courtyard) an interactive panel has been prepared to illustrate this relationship. Other important
structures in the neighborhood are shown on this interactive map. Short drone footage and brief
information about selected structures appear on the screen, introducing the visitors to people in
this community over the centuries.

Pottery (Fig. 7)

Materials unearthed from the excavations are displayed in showcases, organized according
to their intended use and production processes. Rollers that hold the shelves inside the kiln, tri-
angular supports or knobs used to prevent pots and ceramics from sticking to each other during
firing, marble grinding bowls, fragments of vessels with glaze or slip, handles of unglazed vessels
used for different purposes, a pot with an inscription indicating the amount of paste needed for
the workpiece to be lathed, and materials used at different stages of the manufacturing process
are described.

Although complete examples of glazed and unglazed pottery produced in the palace kilns
have not been found, base, rim, and body fragments facilitate our understanding of this type

7 The museumification efforts were conducted between 20172019 with Prof. Stimer Atasoy and with further contribu-
tions by the Atatiirk Library Assistant Manager Oman Ocak.
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of production. A film has been animated based on potter illustrations from the 1582 Surname-i
Hiimayun, a manuscript with miniatures depicting the circumcision festivities of the Sehzade of
Sultan Murad III, housed in the Topkap1 Palace Museum (TSM H1344). It attempts to recreate the
production methods of that era. Additionally, a film featuring a modern-day master potter reveals
that the two production methods are not so different.

Ceramic Tiles (Fig. 6)

Fragments and broken pieces of ceramics manufactured at the palace have been discovered
at the excavation site. These ceramics bear the distinctive patterns and colors unique to the pro-
duction of the palace. Samples from the Istanbul Archacological Museums have been consulted
to offer a comprehensive view of these artifacts.

Small fragments, marked with various colors, have also been found within kilns to deter-
mine whether the ceramics achieved their intended coloration. Currently, a film demonstrating
modern-day ceramic production techniques is available for visitors.

An interactive panel enables visitors to digitally create their own ceramic patterns, offering
a firsthand experience of understanding the designs and color schemes. This feature has been
well-received by both children and adults.

Crucibles (Fig. 9)

After the termination of ceramic manufacturing at Tekfur Palace in the 1750s, the area
transitioned to the production of crucibles. Approximately 3,000 crucibles, varying in size, and
often nestled within one another, have been discovered. They were found among ashes, as well as
under nineteenth century houses located outside the palace. The diverse shapes and sizes of these
crucibles suggest their use for multiple purposes.

Pipes and Coffee Cups (Fig. 8)

Though not produced at the palace’s workshops, a considerable number of Kiitahya cups
and tobacco pipes have been unearthed at the excavation site. Given their chronological align-
ment with the pottery and ceramics, it is likely that these items were used by the workers at the
site. Some later examples could potentially have originated from nineteenth century residences
located here. The pipes exhibit similar features to those found during surface explorations and
excavations in Eyiip Comlekgiler District. Tools that leave imprints on wet clay, from the Istanbul
City Museum’s collection (currently closed, and its contents stored in the Atatiirk Library), are
also displayed to demonstrate how pipe decorations were created. Because the coffee cups are in
fragments, it is deemed appropriate to exhibit them alongside complete samples from the Istanbul
City Museum.

Canakkale and Kiitahya Plates

Various manufacturing centers may contribute samples to a single production site. In this
context, fragments of Canakkale plates found during the excavations are noteworthy. The nine-
teenth-century Kiitahya ceramic fragments likely belong to the aforementioned nineteenth-cen-
tury residence.

Production in Eyiip
Known for pottery production since the fifteenth century, Eyiip’s Comlekgiler District spe-
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cialized in both glazed and unglazed red clay items. Until the closure of the final pottery work-
shop in 1936, a variety of everyday items such as pots, bowls, pitchers, vases, planters, jars, and
teapots were produced for Istanbul residents. Some of these robust, red clay artifacts have also
been discovered in the Tekfur Palace excavations.® Fragments continue to be unearthed in ongo-
ing construction projects in Eyiip Comlekgiler District. These examples are also displayed in the
museum via video footage and interviews, highlighting artifacts that people may still encounter
in their own gardens.

Staffordshire Plates

Industrial-scale ceramic production began in England’s Staffordshire region after the eigh-
teenth century. Brands like Spode, Minton, and Wedgwood were particularly involved in exporting
to the Middle East and Balkan countries. These semi-porcelain products, known as “soft porce-
lain,” were favored for their resemblance to true porcelain and more affordable price. Fragments
of these plates, often included in dowries, have also been unearthed in excavations at the Tekfur
Palace. These have been displayed alongside complete pieces in the Istanbul City Museum.

Glass (Fig. 10)

In the nineteenth century, glass workshops were established outside the palace, on the north
and east sides. Over time, as these workshops closed, glass artifacts and glass waste fragments
were discovered during excavations in the residual soil. One notable find is a glass flask with
a handle dating back to the eighteenth century. Additionally, many oil lamp bases have been
unearthed.® Imported nineteenth-century glass dishes were also found during the excavations.
Glass was produced through a process known as “glassblowing” in the pre-industrial period; this
technique is continuously demonstrated on a screen beside the artifacts through an animated page
showing glassblowers from the Surname-i Humayun.'®

Second Floor (Fig. 15)

The second floor is reserved for the reproduction of ceramic panels. The ceramic panels
and tiles, unable to be transported to the museum, have been recreated by the Iznik Foundation.
The altar of the Kandilli Mosque and a panel that resides in the Louvre Museum in France are
among the reproduced examples. Additionally, ceramic tiles representing the distinctive produc-
tion methods of Tekfur Palace are displayed. A calligraphic panel originating from Hekimoglu Ali
Pasha Mosque adds a digital layer to the exhibit. Enhancing the visitor experience, an interactive
global map allows for the tracing of Ottoman-era dispersal of the Tekfur Palace tiles to cities such
as Cairo and Tunis. Information regarding European museums and noteworthy Istanbul land-
marks can be learned from this interactive panel.

8 A survey was conducted in Eyiip’s Comlekgiler District during the Tekfur Palace Excavations. See Filiz Yenisehir-
lioglu, “Eyilip Comlekgiler Mahallesi Calismalari,” in Tarihi, Kiiltiirii ve Sanatiyla II1. Eyiipsultan Sempozyumu.
Tebligler; 28—-30 Mayis 1999 (Istanbul: Eyiip Belediyesi, 2000); Filiz Yenisehirlioglu, “Eyiip’te Bir Comlekei Ai-
lesi,” in Tarihi, Kiiltiirii ve Sanatiyla V. Eyiipsultan Sempozyumu: Tebligler; 11—13 Mayis 2001 (Istanbul: Eyiip
Belediyesi, 2002), 66—72.

9 Omiir Bakirer, “Tekfur Saray1 Cam Buluntular,” in V. Ortacag ve Tiirk Dénemi Kazi ve Arastirmalar Sempozyumu:
Bildiriler; 19—20 Nisan 2001, ed. Sema Alpaslan (Ankara: Hacettepe Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Sanat Tarihi
Boéliimii, 2001), 41-56; Omiir Bakirer, “Tekfur Saray1 Kazi Buluntularindan Bir Cam Kap,” in VII. Ortacag ve Tiirk
Donemi Kazi ve Arastirmalart Sempozyumu Bildirileri: 7-8-9 Nisan 2003, Istanbul, ed. Giilgiin Koroglu (Istanbul:
Mimar Sinan Giizel Sanatlar Universitesi, 2003), 42—48.

10 Topkap1 Saray1 Miizesi, Hazine Nr. 1344.
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Daily Life in the Byzantine Period (Fig. 16)

Since the structure dates to the Byzantine Period, it is deemed necessary to provide some
insights into daily life at that time. Ideally, Byzantine artifacts that were moved from Istanbul
should be exhibited again here. However, since that is unfeasible, an extensive interactive digital
panel has been created to reconstruct daily Byzantine life. Using resources from Istanbul’s Hagia
Sophia, the Chora, Istanbul Mosaic Museum, Istanbul Archaeological Museums, and Topkapi
Palace Library, images from a thirteenth-century manuscript have been selected to depict various
aspects of daily life. Through the interactive panel, when topics like professions, children, games,
throne, and jewelry are chosen, they can be viewed on a large screen, offering a glimpse, albeit
limited, into Byzantine daily life.

Tower (Fig. 17)

In the transition area of the tower that is connected to the palace, ceramic fragments recov-
ered during pre-restoration excavations by the Istanbul Archaeological Museums have been dis-
played under glass. These fragments provide insights into the intensity of production in the kilns.

Each face of a digital cube located in the tower features a different ceramic design. Through
opposing interactive panels, visitors can closely experience how patterns and compositions form
on the ceramic tiles (Fig. 18).

Conclusion

In 1955, ahead of the forthcoming International Byzantine Congress in Istanbul, architect
Cahide Tamer undertook the cleaning and necessary reinforcement of the structure. Out of respect
for her field of expertise, she opted not to engage in any restoration efforts, aiming instead to pre-
serve the building as a clean and intact cultural heritage for many years to come. Tekfur Palace,
affiliated with the Hagia Sophia Museum, remained closed to the public for years and was only
accessible to selected visitors. Being off-limits did not, of course, deter the local children from
exploring the palace, playing in the corridors between the fortification walls and the structure’s
own walls, often despite the objections of the area’s caretaker. Moreover, conversations in the
neighborhood cafes and with locals who ventured inside upon seeing us working revealed that
the palace continues to serve as a lively place of memory. Residents vividly reflected the organic
connection between the community and the structure, sharing their finds of ceramic fragments
during roadworks and pointing out the location sandwiched between apartment buildings where
the last glass workshop operated.

The subject of restoring Tekfur Palace had previously been discussed by the Fatih Munic-
ipality but was later shelved, with the usage rights eventually transferred to the Istanbul Metro-
politan Municipality. The restoration was completed in 2014, based on existing architectural trac-
es; damaged floors and the roof were rebuilt, perimeter walls repaired, among other restoration
works. The restoration report is available at the Istanbul Metropolitan Municipality’s Construc-
tion Department. The building remained vacant for a period as no decision could be reached on
assigning it a secondary function. Subsequent excavation work suggested its potential as a ceram-
ic production center in Istanbul, leading to the commencement of museumification efforts. How-
ever, it is not always possible to display the unearthed materials educationally in their original
locations. Therefore, Tekfur Palace Museum has become a unique institution within the context
of Istanbul’s history, offering multi-layered narratives. Beginning with the site’s location within
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the Byzantine land walls, the structure is the only surviving example of civilian architecture in
Istanbul, its design and brick ornamentations making various references to different periods of
the Byzantine era. Later, during the Ottoman period, it served as a production site for glazed and
unglazed ceramics and eventually for crucibles, thus continuing the story of the same place. Dis-
coveries indicating subsequent uses have only added to the building’s mystery. Within the realm
of museology, an extraordinary effort has been made to collect and exhibit items of cultural heri-
tage and gather relevant stories relating to a single building.

In conclusion, Tekfur Palace Museum serves as a comprehensive information-sharing and
experiential platform in Istanbul, detailing a specific community, offering insights into local pro-
duction processes, and relating the neighborhood to an international landscape through both local
and overseas examples. It vividly depicts various stages of production, thereby creating a holistic
educational experience.
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Ozet

Istanbul, Fatih Ilgesi, Egrikap1 yakinlarinda bulunan Tekfur Sarayi, bir Bizans Dénemi yapisi
olarak, Osmanli Dénemi’nde degisik amaglar i¢in kullanilmistir. On sekizinci yiizyilda Sultan
III. Ahmet tarafindan burada baslatilan ¢ini imalati da yapinin adi ile anilmaktadir. Sarayda
1993-1995 ve 2000-2001 yillar arasinda yapilan kazi ¢alismalari, ¢ini firinlarini ortaya ¢ikarmis
ve imalat siireci hakkinda ayrintili bilgiler edinilmesini saglanustir. Istanbul Biiyiiksehir Beledi-
yesi (IBB) tarafindan 2014 yilinda onarimi tamamlanan yapi, 2019 yilinda Tekfur Saray1 Miize-
si olarak agilmistir. Kazidan ¢ikan malzemelerin sergilendigi miizede interaktif uygulamalar ile
egitici bir sergileme amaclanmistir. Bu yazida kazi ile ilgili genel bilgi verildikten sonra, yapinin
miizelestirme siireci ve kaz1 malzemelerinin nasil sergilendigi ele alinacaktir.

Anahtar Kelimeler

Tekfur Sarayi, Iznik, Blahernai, Seramik atolyesi, Cam

Kazi Caligmalari

Tekfur Sarayi1 (Fig. 1) ¢inileri, kaz1 aragtirmalarindan 6nce de arastirmacilar tarafindan gor-
sel verilere dayanarak incelenmis ve genel Osmanli ¢ini sanati i¢inde tanitilmistir. Bu ¢alismalarda,
Istanbul’da on sekizinci yiizy1ldan kalma, cami, cesme ve saray gibi yapilarda Tekfur Saray1 ginile-
rinin bulundugu belirtilmis ve bu ¢inilerin Iznik ¢inileri ile olan benzerliklerine dikkat ¢ekilmistir.2
Osmanli Donemi arsiv belgeleri de bu bilgiyi dogrulamaktadir. Sultan III. Ahmet (1703-1730) ve
Sadrazam Nevsehirli Damat ibrahim Pasa (1596-1601) geleneksel sanatlar1 canlandirmak ama-
ctyla, Iznik’te on yedinci yiizy1l ortalarindan sonra gerileyen ¢ini {iretimini Istanbul’a tasimak is-
temisler ve Iznik’ten ¢ini ustalarini, firin planlar ile gelip Tekfur Sarayi’nda iiretime baslamalar
icin fermanla ¢agirmislardir. Burada iiretilen ¢iniler, iznik’te oldugu gibi beyaz sentetik hamurlu,
seffaf sir altina ok renkli bezemelerin oldugu ¢inilerdir. Iznik’e 6zgii kirmizi renk bunlarda da
goriiliir. Desen ve kompozisyonlar Hatayi ve Karamemi iisluplarini yansitirken, I1I. Ahmet D6-
nemi’ne 6zgii sivri uglu lale motifi de ¢ok¢a kullanilmistir. iznik’te olmayan sar1 renk ise Tekfur
iretiminde gortliir.

1 Filiz Yenisehirlioglu, Kog Universitesi Vehbi Kog Ankara Arastirmalar1 Uygulama ve Arastirma Merkezi (VEKAM),
Ankara, Tiirkiye, ORCID: 0000-0002-5924-8735, fyenisehirlioglu@ku.edu.tr.

2 Ahmet Refik [Altinay], “iznik Cinileri,” Dariilfiinun Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Mecmuast 8, no. 4 (1932): 48-49; Goniil
Oney, Tiirk Cini Sanati / Turkish Tile Art (Istanbul: Yap1 ve Kredi Bankasi, 1976).
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Tekfur Saray1 ¢inilerinin gercekten sarayin i¢inde mi tiretildigi, firinlarin yerlerinin belir-
lenmesi ve kazi arastirmalari ile iiretimin degisik agsamalarini takip edebilmek i¢in T.C. Kiiltiir ve
Turizm Bakanlig1 izni ve Tiirk-Islam Eserleri Miizesi ydnetimiyle saray i¢inde dnce yiizey arastir-
masi sonra da kazi ¢aligmalarina 1993 yilinda baglanmigtir. 1993-1995 ve 1999 yilinda yapilan
kazi galismalar1 sonucunda ¢ini atdlyesinin yeri ve genel diizeni ile ilgili bilgiler ortaya ¢ikmustir.3

Osmanli Donemi’nde Tekfur Saray1/Tekir Saray1 adiyla anilan yapi, on birinci ve on besin-
ci yiizyillar arasinda Bizans Imparatorlugu Saray olarak kullanilan Blahernai saray kompleksin-
den giiniimiize ulasan tek saglam boliimdiir. Bir avlu ve kapali boliimden olugmaktadir. Avluya
acilan zemin kat {izerine iki kat olarak insa edilmistir. Roma Donemi sur duvarlari arasina insa
edilerek, bu duvarlardan da yararlanilmigtir. Avluya bakan cephesinde almasik duvar ve tugla
siislemeleri ile dikkat ¢eken yapinin, Blahernai saray kompleksi ile fiziksel olarak nasil baglanti
kurdugu tam olarak netlesmemistir.

Ayasofya Miizesi’ne bagl olmasia ragmen ancak belli gruplarca gezilen bu alan, kimi
verilerin korunmasini saglamistir. Ilk bilimsel arastirma tugla yogunlugu olan yeri bize gostere-
bilecek olan prospeksiyon manyetik uygulamasini yaptirmak olmus, ancak toprak i¢cinde bulunan
madeni kalintilar nedeniyle saglikli sonug¢ alinamamistir. O sirada yapiy1 koruyan bekginin hani-
mina bu alanda yogun kirmizi toprakli yere rastlayip rastlamadigini sordugumuzda, bize kurban
kestikleri ve gomdiikleri yerde yogun kirmizi toprak oldugunu sdylemis, boylece, kaziya nereden
basglayacagimiz belirlenmistir.

Sarayimn kapali boliimiinde, kuzeybati tarafinda iki firinin ateslik boliimleri yikik olarak bulun-
mustur (Fig. 2). A3 firininin yogun kiille dolu olmast, ayrica yan kisimlarinin yikik ve bi¢imini kaybet-
mis olmasi da bu firmin ikincisine oranla daha eski oldugunu ve yikilmasi sonucu yanina ikincisinin,
A2 firminin yapildiginmi gostermistir (Fig. 3). Her iki ateslik kisminda da kiil, yanmig odun kdmiirii
pargalari, daire ve liggen sirtlar, ciiruf, makaralar vb. firin malzemeleri bulunmustur (Fig. 4).

B3 ve C3 agmalarinda ise ¢inicilerin hamura bigim verdigi, boyamalarin yapildigi, kimi
parcalarin depolandigi atdlye yer almaktadir. Bulunan kil ve sirca parcalari, ¢ini pargalari, boya-
lar1 toz haline getirmede kullanilan tas havanlar, igerisinde hazir sir kalmis kaplar, firin ve atélye
artiklar1 buranin atolye olarak kullanildigini géstermektedir (Fig. 5).

Acik avluda ise daha sonra bekg¢i kuliibesinin yapildig1 yerde bulunan havuzda (simdi miize
diikkdninin altinda kalmistir), gelen toprak su igerisinde siiziilmeye birakilmakta, etrafinda da
hamurun igerisine katilacak maddeler i¢in 6giitiiciiler vb. ara¢ gere¢ bulunmaktaydi. Birinci pisi-

3 Filiz Yenisehirlioglu, “Istanbul-Tekfur Sarayi-Osmanli Cini Firmlari ve Eyiip Comlekgiler Mahallesi Yiizey
Arastirmalar1,” Arastirma Sonuglar: Toplantis1 12 (1995): 535-66; Filiz Yenisehirlioglu, “Tekfur Saray1 Cini Fi-
rinlart Plan Ozellikleri,” V. Ortagag ve Tiirk Dénemi Kazi ve Arastrmalar Sempozyumu.: Bildiriler; 19-20 Nisan
2001 iginde, der. Sema Alpaslan (Ankara: Hacettepe Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Sanat Tarihi Boliimii, 2001),
179-92; Filiz Yenisehirlioglu, “Tekfur Saray1 Cini Firmlart Kazist 1995-2001,” Kazi Sonuglar: Toplantisi 24, no. 1
(2003): 329-44; Filiz Yenisehirlioglu, “Archaeology in Istanbul and the Excavations at Tekfur Palace, Byzantine and
Ottoman Istanbul in the 15th century,” Istanbul Universitesi 550. Y1l Uluslararas1 Bizans ve Osmanli Sempozyumu
(XV. ylizy1l): 30-31 Mayi1s 2003 / 550th Anniversary of the Istanbul University International Byzantine and Ottoman
Symposium (XVth century): 30-31 May 2003 iginde, der. Siimer Atasoy (Istanbul: Istanbul Universitesi, 2004), 265—
79; Filiz Yenisehirlioglu, “Tekfur Saray1 Cinileri ve Eylip Comlekgiligi,” Anadolu’da Tiirk Devri Cini ve Keramik
Sanati i¢inde, der. Goniil Oney ve Zehra Cobanli (Istanbul: T.C. Kiiltiir ve Turizm Bakanhg1, 2007), 349—64.; Filiz
Yenisehirlioglu, “Les fours et la production de céramiques du Palais de Tekfur a Istanbul,” Actas des VIII Congresso
Internacional de Céramica Medieval en el Mediterraneo: Ciudad Real-Almagro; del 27 de febrero al 3 de marzo
de 2006 iginde, der. Juan Zozaya vd., vol. 2 (Ciudad Real: Asociacion Espaiiola de Arqueologia Medieval, 2009),
617-32.

4 Wolfgang Miiller-Wiener, Istanbul’un Tarihsel Topografyas: (Istanbul: Yap1 Kredi Yaynlari, 2001).
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rimden sonra boyanan ¢inilerin sirlari da bu béliimde parcalarin iizerine siiriilmekteydi (Fig. 6).

Kazi sonucu elde edilen bilgiler ve kaz1 malzemeleri lizerinde yapilan kimi arkeometri ana-
lizleri, Tekfur Saray: iretimi ile ilgili ¢ok yeni bilgiler edinilmesini saglamistir. Birinci olarak bu
tiretimin sarayn igindeki firinlarda yapildigi belirlenmis, {iretim siirecini bize kanitlayan aletler
ve malzemeler bulunmustur. ikinci olarak burada sadece duvar ¢inisi degil, giinliik kullanim igin
sirlt ve sirsiz evaninin de retildigi ilk kez belirlenmistir (Fig. 7). Atdlyede ¢alisanlarin kullan-
diklar tiitiin liileleri ve Kiitahya kahve fincanlar1 (Fig. 8) buluntulari, buradaki ustalarin giinliik
yasamini canlandirmaktadir. Kiitahya fincanlar1 yani sira Canakkale tabak parcalar1 da atélyede
kullanilan degisik seramik 6rneklerinin oldugunu gdstermistir.

Alanda bulunan ¢ini pargaciklari ise iznik {islubunda bezeme ve kompozisyon 6zellikleri
gostermektedir. Ancak, hamurlarinda farkliliklar goriiliir. Iznik {iretimine en yakin sert, gdzenek-
siz, kaolin igeren beyaz hamur yamn sira ¢abuk ufalanan iki farkli hamur tipi daha ¢ikmistir. Bu
hamurlar tizerinde Prof. Dr. Emel Gegkinli’nin yaptig1 analizler, hamur kalitesinin kil oran fazla
Kiitahya iiretimine yakin oldugunu ortaya ¢ikarmistir. Bu pargalar birbirine stirtiildiigii zaman
cok cabuk toz haline gelmektedir. Ayrica Tekfur Saray1 ¢inilerinde kullanilan sar1 renk de biiytik
olasilikla Kiitahyali ustalar tarafindan Istanbul’a getirilmis olmalidir.

Cini, sirli ve sirsiz seramik {iretimi sonrasi burasi bagka iiretimler icin de kullanilmuistir.
Ateslik icinde, disinda ve sarayin disinda on dokuzuncu yiizyilda insa edilen evlerin alt kisminda
depolanmis olarak bulunan ¢ok sayida degisik boyutlardaki potalar ise, burada pota iiretimini de
gostermektedir. Arsiv belgeleri de bu tiretimin varligini kanitlamistir (Fig. 9).

On dokuzuncu yiizyil baginda bu bolgede cam {iretimine de baglanmistir. Egrikapi, on ye-
dinci yiizyildan beri camcilarin toplandigi bir bolge olmustur. On dokuzuncu yiizyilda sarayin
dogu ve kuzey tarafindaki duvarlarinin disinda cam firinlarinin oldugu, ¢evrede yasayanlar tara-
findan da aktarildig: gibi, dogu taraftaki sokagin isminin Sisehane olmasi da ayr bir veri olus-
turmaktadir (Fig. 10). Ayrica Mamboury, Istanbul kitabinda, bu cam atdlyelerinin kapandigin
ve firin atiklarinin saray avlusuna atildigini yazmaktadir.® 1955 yilinda yapilan avlu ve kapali
alandaki temizleme galigmalar1 sirasinda toprakta karigmalar da olmustur.® On dokuzuncu yiizyil
ithal cam ve porselenler de bu karigik dolgu tabakalarindan ¢ikmistir. Ayrica, on dokuzuncu yiiz-
yilda atolye olarak kullanildigini belirledigimiz alanda bir ev insa edilmis oldugu, buradan ¢ikan
kimi buluntulardan da anlagilmaktadir. Alanda biiyiik olasilikla 1894 depremi nedeniyle olusan
kaymalara da rastlanmistir ki bu nedenle stratigrafik bir analiz yapmak, pek miimkiin olmamistir.

Muzelestirme

Tekfur Sarayi’nin miize olarak diizenlenmesine karar verildigi zaman, bu miizenin {i¢ ana
hedefi olmas: diisiiniilmiistiir. Yapinin zaten Istanbul’da dort duvar1 dzgiin olarak kalmus tek Bi-
zans Donemi sivil mimari 6rnegi olarak kendisinin miize oldugu ve bu nedenle yapinin mimarisini
engellemeyecek bir diizenlemenin yapilmasi; ikincisi buranin ¢evrede oturanlar ile uzun yillardir
stiren mekansal bir baglantisinin olmasi dolayisiyla bir mahalle miizesi niteligi tagimasi; {igiin-
ciisii de Istanbul’da 6zgiin bir iiretimin degisik asamalarmnin takip edilebildigi bir yer olmasidir.”

5 Ernest Mamboury, Istanbul Touristique (Istanbul: Cituri Biraderler Basimevi, 1951).

6 Yapiy1 1955 yilindaki 10. Milletleraras1 Bizans Kongresi i¢in hazirlayan Mimar Cahide Tamer ile kendi evinde yapi-
lan soylesiden, Istanbul, 1993.

7 Miizelestirme galismalari Prof. Dr. Siimer Atasoy ile 2017-2019 yillar1 arasinda, Atatiirk Kitaplig1 Miidiir Yardimcisi
Osman Ocak’1n da katkilartyla ytiriitiilmustiir.
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Avlu (Fig. 11)

Giliniimiizde saraya giris noktas1 her ne kadar 6zgiin yeri olmasa da sokaktan ilk kez avluya
girilir. Miize olmasi nedeniyle kimi yapilar ek olarak inga edilmistir. Miizeye giris olarak bir giris
kismi ve biirolar, restorasyon sirasinda yapinin disinda inga edilmistir. Girigteki ekranda miizeyi
tanitici bir film doner. Avluya girildiginde dogu tarafina miize diikkan1 ve tuvaletler insa edilmis-
tir. Kuzeyde de bir kafe kism1 yer alir. Bat1 kisminda ise saraya ait mimari plastik eserler sergi-
lenmektedir. Yerinde bulunan ve Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri’'nden gelen siitun ve paye basliklart
gibi biiylik parcalar burada sergilenmektedir. Osmanli Dénemi’ne ait tonozlu oldugu anlasilan tek
mekanli bir yap1 kalintis1 da burada bulunmaktadir.

Zemin Kat (Fig. 12)

Yapinin girig kat1 miize ile ilgili genel bilgilerin verildigi bir boliim ve kazilar sirasinda bu-
lunan iki ¢ini firinin kiilhanlariin gosterilmesine ayrilmigtir. Genel bilgiler i¢in, interaktif ekran-
da kazi ¢aligmalari ve kazida ¢ikarilan eserlerin buluntu yerleri gosterilmektedir. Ayrica bir pano
da yapmin IBB tarafindan gerceklestirilen restorasyon calismalari, plan, kesit ve fotograflarla
gelen izleyiciyi bilgilendirmektedir.

Kiilhan kisminda ise, A2 firin kiilhaninin {istiine bir hologram yapilmis ve bdylece firin
¢ini ve ¢omleklerin pigirilmesi sirasinda nasil dolduruluyor ve yaniyordu adim adim yiikselen
hareketli bir goriintii olusturulmustur. Ayrica, bu kisimda bir de ¢izim panosu yapilmis ve firin
boliimleri tanimlanmistir.

Birinci Kat (Fig. 13-14)

Yapinin yillarca mahalleli tarafindan goriilen, zaman zaman igine girilen, ¢evresinde ¢ini
pargalari, liileler vb. buluntular1 ¢ocukken kesfettikleri, avlusunda oynadiklari bir yer olmasi ne-
deniyle, yapinin mahalle ile olan iliskisini gdstermek i¢in bir interaktif pano hazirlanmistir. Ma-
halledeki diger 6nemli yapilar bu interaktif haritada gdsterilmektedir. Dron ile yapilan kisa video
¢ekimleri ve yapilar hakkinda kisa bilgiler, se¢ilen yapilara gore ekranda goriinmektedir. Boylece
ziyaretciye mahalle tanitilmakta ve ylizyillar i¢inde burada kimler, nasil yasamislar bir bilgi ve-
rilmektedir.

Comlekler (Fig. 7)

Kazidan ¢ikan malzemeler kullanim amaglarina gdre ve iiretim siireclerini gosterecek bi-
¢imde vitrinlere yerlestirilmistir. Firin i¢indeki raflar tutan makaralar, ¢gomlek ve ¢inilerin pisme
sirasinda birbirine yapismamasi i¢in kullanilan tiggen sirtlar veya ¢cimdikler, mermer 6giitme kap-
lari, i¢inde sir¢a veya astar boya kalmis kap pargalari veya agizlari, degisik amaglar i¢in kullanilan
sirsiz kaplarin kulplar, tornada ¢ekilecek olan eserin biiyiikliigline gére hamurun miktarini belir-
leyen iistii yazili ¢dmlek, imalat siirecinin degisik asamalarinda kullanilan malzemeleri tanimlar.

Kazida ¢ikan ve Tekfur Sarayi firinlarinda iiretilen sirli ve sirsiz ¢dmlek ornekleri tam par-
ca olarak ele gegmese de ayak ve agiz kisimlari ile govde pargalari bu tip iiretimi tanimamizda
kolaylik saglar. Comlek iiretiminin nasil yapildigini gosteren 1582 tarihinde, Sultan III. Murat’in
Sehzadesinin siinnet diiglinii senliklerini resmeden ve Topkap1 Saray1 Miizesinde bulunan (TSM
H1344) Surname-i Hiimayun isimli minyatiirlii el yazmasinda yer alan ¢omlekgiler, film olarak
anime edilmis ve o donem iiretiminin nasil yapildig:1 canlandirilmaya calisilmistir. Ayrica, gii-
niimiizde ¢omlek tireten bir ustanin filmi ile de her iki liretim bigimi arasinda ¢ok fark olmadigi
gosterilmistir.
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Ciniler (Fig. 6)

Kazi alaninda bulunan Tekfur Saray1 imalati ¢inileri kiiglik parcaciklar veya bozuk pargalar
olarak ele gegmistir. Tekfur Saray1 liretimi desen ve renklerine sahiptirler. Bu pargalarin biitiin go-
riiniimlerinin nasil oldugunu géstermek icin Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizelerinden 6rnekler alimustir.

Cinilerin firinda alacaklar renk tonlamasinin olusup olusmadigini anlamak igin firmn igine
konulan, tistii degisik renklerle ¢izili kiigiik pargalar da bulunmustur. Glinlimiizde ¢ini imalatinin
nasil yapildigini gosteren bir film, izleyicilere gosterilmektedir.

Interaktif bir pano ile gezenlerin ¢ini karo boyamasmi dijital olarak kendileri yaparak,
bireysel deneyimleme yontemiyle ¢inilerin desen ve renk algilamasi saglanmaktadir. Bu, cocuklar
kadar biiytiklerin de ilgisini ¢eken bir uygulama olmustur.

Potalar (Fig. 9)

Tekfur Sarayi ¢ini imalatinin 1750’lerden sonra bitmesi ile bu bolgede pota imalatina ge-
cilmistir. Yaklasik 3000 adet pota, degisik boyutlarda, i¢ ige gecmis, tek basina, kiiller arasinda,
sarayin disindaki on dokuzuncu yiizyil evlerinin altinda bulunmustur. Potalarin konik bi¢imleri ve
farkli boyutlarda olmalar1 degisik amagclarla kullanildigin1 géstermektedir.

Liile ve Kahve Fincanlari (Fig. 8)

Tekfur Saray atolyelerinde tliretilmedigi halde kazi alaninda ¢ok sayida Kiitahya fincanlar1
ve tiitiin liileleri bulunmustur. Comlek ve ¢inilerle ayni tarihlendirmelere sahip liille ve fincanlar
biiyiik olasilikla burada c¢alisanlar tarafindan kullanilmaktaydi. Baz1 geg tarihli 6rneklerin ise on
dokuzuncu yiizyilda burada yer alan konuttan geldigi diisiiniilebilir. Liileler, Eyiip Comlekgiler
Mabhallesi yiizey arastirmalar1 ve sondajlarda ¢ikanlarla benzer 6zellikler gosterir. Liileler iizerine
bezemelerin nasil yapildigini gdstermek icin Istanbul Belediye Miizesi (Y1ldiz Saray1 kompleksi
iginde bulunan bu miize giiniimiizde kapatilmis olup malzemeler Atatiirk Kitaplig1 depolarinda
saklanmaktadir) koleksiyonundan, makara tarzi, 1slak hamur {izerinde iz birakan aletler de ser-
gilenmistir. Kahve fincanlar1 da kirik parcalar oldugundan, Istanbul Belediye Miizesinden tam
orneklerle ve beraber sergilenmesi uygun goriilmiistiir.

Canakkale ve Kiitahya Tabaklari

Bir iiretim yerinde drnek olsun diye farkli {iretim merkezlerinden gelen pargalar da buluna-
bilir. Boyle bakildiginda, kazilarda ¢ikan Canakkale tabak parcalari ilgi ¢ekicidir. On dokuzuncu
yiizy1l Kiitahya seramik pargalar1 ise yukarida sozii edilen on dokuzuncu yiizyil evinden kalmis
olmalidir.

Eyiip Uretimi
On besinci yiizyildan beri varligi bilinen Eyiip Comlekgiler Mahallesi’nde, sirlt ve sirsiz
kirmizi hamurlu ¢dmlekler iiretiliyordu. 1936 yilinda son ¢omlekei atdlyesinin kapanmasina ka-
dar burada Istanbullunun giinliik kullanimi icin kap, kase, testi, vazo, saks1, kiip, caydanlik vb.
evani iretiliyordu. Kirmizi hamurlu ve kalin cidarl olan bu iiretim 6rneklerinden Tekfur Saray1
kazilarinda da ele gegmistir.® Atolyede kullanilan veya on dokuzuncu yiizyil evi iginde kullani-

8 Tekfur Sarayi1 kazilari sirasinda Eyiip Comlekgiler Bolgesi’nde de yiizey arastirmalari yapilmistir. Bkz. Filiz Yenise-
hirlioglu, “Eylip Comlekgiler Mahallesi Calismalari,” Tarihi, Kiiltiirii ve Sanatiyla I11. Eyiipsultan Sempozyumu:
Tebligler; 28-30 Mayts 1999 iginde (Istanbul: Eyiip Belediyesi, 2000); Filiz Yenisehirlioglu, “Eyiip’te Bir Comlek-
¢i Ailesi,” Tarihi, Kiiltiirii ve Sanatiyla V. Eyiipsultan Sempozyumu: Tebligler; 11—13 Mayis 2001 iginde (fstanbul:
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lan bu 6rneklerden pargalar, giiniimiizdeki insaatlar sirasinda Eyiip Comlekgiler Mahallesi’ndeki
evlerin bahgelerinden halen ¢ikmaktadir. Bu 6rnekler de miizede bir video araciligtyla ve bir sOy-
lesi ile gosterilmekte, bdylece insanlarin kendi bahgelerinde de bulunabilecek 6rneklere dikkat
¢ekilmeye calisilmaktadir.

Stadfordshire Tabaklari

Ingiltere’nin Stadfordshire bdlgesinde on sekizinci yiizyildan sonra endiistri tipi seramik
iiretimi baglamistir. Spode, Minton ve Wedwood gibi markalar, 6zellikle Orta Dogu ve Balkan
iilkelerine ihracat yapmaktaydi. Yumusak porselen denen ve tam porselen olmayan bu imalat,
porselene benzedigi ve daha ucuz oldugu i¢in 6zellikle tercih edilmekteydi. Kizlarin ¢eyizlerine
konulan bu tabaklarin kimi 6érneklerinden parcalar halinde Tekfur Saray1 kazilarinda da ¢ikmastir.
Istanbul Belediyesi Miizesi tam pargalarla beraber sergilenmistir.

Cam (Fig. 10)

On dokuzuncu yiizyilda Tekfur Saraymin disinda, kuzey ve dogu tarafinda cam atdlyeleri
kurulmustur. Zaman i¢inde bu atdlyelerin kapanmasi ile oralardan gelen atik toprak i¢inde kazilar
sirasinda cam buluntular ve cam atik sir¢alari ele gegmistir. On sekizinci ylizyila tarihlenebilecek
kulplu bir cam matara en 6nemli pargalardandir. Ayrica ¢ok sayida kandil dipleri de bulunmugtur.®
On dokuzuncu ylizyil ithal cam tabaklar da kazilarda ele gegmistir. Sanayi 6ncesi cam iiflenerek
iiretiliyordu. Bunu gostermek i¢in, Surname-i Hiimayun’dan camcilar1 gosteren minyatiirlii sayfa
anime edilmis ve camlarin yanindaki ekranda stirekli gésterilmektedir.'

Ikinci Kat (Fig. 15)

Ikinci kat, ¢ini panolarin reprodiiksiyonuna ayrilmistir. Burada sergileme igin miizeye
getirilemeyen ve Istanbul’daki yapilarda bulunan ¢ini pano ve karolar iznik Vakfi tarafindan
yeniden iiretilmistir. Kandilli Camisi mihrabi ve Fransa Louvre Miizesi’nde bulunan pano bunlar
arasindadir. Tekfur Sarayi iiretimini gosteren ¢ini karolar da burada yer alir. Hekimoglu Ali Pasa
Camisi’nde bulunan kaligrafik pano ise dijital olarak gosterilmektedir. Ayrica biiyiik bir diinya
haritas1 lizerinde, Tekfur Sarayi ¢inilerinin bulundugu Osmanli Dénemi’nde Kahire ve Tunus
gibi kentlerdeki drneklere interaktif olarak ulasilabilmektedir. Avrupa miizeleri ve Istanbul’daki
yapilarla ilgili bilgiler de bu interaktif panodan 6grenilebilir.

Bizans’ta Giinliik Yasam (Fig. 16)

Yapinin bir Bizans Donemi yapisi olmast nedeniyle, buradaki yasami canlandirabilecek
kimi bilgilerin olmas gerektigi diisiiniilmiistiir. Ideal olan Istanbul’dan zaman i¢inde giden Bi-
zans Donemi eserlerinin tekrar burada sergilenebilmesidir. Ancak bu imkansiz oldugundan, Bi-
zans’ta giinliik yasami canlandirmak icin interaktif biiyiik bir dijital pano yapilmustir. Istanbul
Ayasofya, Kariye Camisi, Istanbul Mozaik Miizesi, Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri ve Topkapi Sara-
y1 Kiitiiphanesi on {i¢iincii ylizyila tarihlenen bir el yazmasindan yararlanarak giinliik yagama ait

Eyiip Belediyesi, 2002), 66-72.

9 Omiir Bakirer, “Tekfur Sarayr Cam Buluntular,” V. Ortacag ve Tiirk Donemi Kazi ve Arastirmalar Sempozyumu:
Bildiriler; 19-20 Nisan 2001 iginde, der. Sema Alpaslan (Ankara: Hacettepe Universitesi Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Sanat
Tarihi Boliimii, 2001), 41-56; Omiir Bakirer, “Tekfur Saray1 Kaz1 Buluntularindan Bir Cam Kap,” VII. Ortacag
ve Tiirk Dénemi Kazi ve Aragtirmalart Sempozyumu Bildirileri: 7-8-9 Nisan 2003, Istanbul iginde, der. Giilgiin
Koroglu (Istanbul: Mimar Sinan Giizel Sanatlar Universitesi, 2003), 42-48.

10 Topkap1 Saray1 Miizesi, Hazine Nr. 1344.
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goriintiiler secilmistir. Interaktif pano araciligiyla, meslekler, cocuklar, oyunlar, taht, miicevher
vb. konular, secildiginde, biiylik ekranda goriilmekte ve boylece Bizans glinliik yagsami, sinirli da
olsa canlandirilmaya c¢alisilmaktadir.

Kule (Fig. 17)

Sarayla baglantisi olan kulenin gegis kismina, Istanbul Arkeoloji Miizeleri tarafindan yapi-
lan restorasyon oncesi kazilarda ele gecen seramik pargalari, cam altina, gecis yerine konmustur.
Bu pargalar, firinlarda yapilan iiretimin yogunlugu hakkinda bilgi verir.

Kulede yer alan dijital kiipiin her bir kare ylizeyinde ise ayr1 bir ¢ini deseni bulunur. Karsi-
likl1 iki panodan isletilebilen goriintiiler sayesinde karolarda desen ve kompozisyon nasil olusur,
izleyici gorsel olarak yakindan bunu deneyimler (Fig. 18).

Sonug

1955 yilinda, istanbul’da toplanacak Uluslararasi Bizans Kongresi i¢in, mimar Cahide Ta-
mer tarafindan temizlenen ve gerekli giiglendirmeler yapilan yapiya, mimar tarafindan uzmanlik
alanina saygi nedeniyle restorasyon calismalarinda bulunulmamis ve yapinin uzun yillar temiz
ve saglam bir kiiltiirel miras olarak korunmasi amaglanmistir. Tekfur Saray1, Ayasofya Miizesine
bagl olarak yillarca kapali tutulmus ve genis turist gruplarina agilmadan 6zel ziyaretgiler tara-
findan gezilebilmigtir. Kapali olmasi, 6zellikle mahallede farkli bigimlerde yapiya giren ve sur
duvarlari ile yapinin duvarlart arasindaki koridorlarla, avluda, alanin bekgisinin itirazlarina rag-
men, oynayan ¢ocuklarin yapiy1 kesfetmelerini tabii ki engellememistir. Ayrica, yapidaki kazilar
sirasinda, mahalle kahvesinde yapilan sohbetlerde ve yapida galistigimizi goriip iceriye gelen
mabhallelilerle yapilan konugmalarda, buranin canli bir hafiza mekani olarak devam ettigi anlagil-
mistir. Yol ve benzeri ¢aligmalar sirasinda bulduklari, gordiikleri ¢ini pargalarini anlatmislar, son
cam atdlyesinde ¢alisan ustalar atdlyenin apartmanlar arasinda kalan yerini gdstermisler, bdylece
mabhalle ve yap1 arasindaki organik bagi anilar1 ve yasadiklariyla ¢cok giizel yansitmislardir.

Tekfur Sarayi’nin restore edilmesi konusu Fatih Belediyesi tarafindan daha onceleri de
giindeme gelmis ancak bundan vaz gec¢ilmis, daha sonra Fatih Belediyesi buranin kullanim tah-
sisini Istanbul Biiyiiksehir Belediyesine devretmistir. Yapimin restorasyonu 2014 yilinda bitmis
ve yapidaki mimari izlere dayanilarak, yikik kat aralar1 ve ¢at1 yeniden yapilmis, ¢cevre duvarlar
diizeltilmis vb. restorasyon g¢alismalar1 yapilmistir. Restorasyon raporu iBB Insaat Dairesinde
bulunmaktadir. Yapiya nasil bir ikinci fonksiyon verilecegine karar verilemediginden bir siire
yap1 bos kalmistir. Daha sonra ise yapidaki kazi ¢alismalariyla Istanbul’da bir ¢ini iiretim merkezi
olmasi 6n plana ¢ikmis ve bu kapsamda miizelestirme ¢alismalari baglamistir. Kazilarda ele gegen
malzemelerin kullanilarak, 6zgiin yerinde egitici bir amagcla sergilenebilmesi her zaman miimkiin
olmamaktadir. Dolayistyla Tekfur Saray1 Miizesi, Istanbul tarihi kapsaminda tek yap1 dlgeginde
farkli katmanlar dile getiren bir miize olmustur. Yapiin yer aldigi Bizans Dénemi kara surlarimin
yeri ile baslayan bu siirecte, yapinin Istanbul’da dért duvari kalmus tek sivil mimari 6rnegi olmast,
yapinin mimarisi, tugla bezemeleri Bizans Donemi’nin farkli yillarma gonderme yapmaktadir.
Osmanli Donemi ¢ini firinlari, ¢ini, sirlt ve sirsiz seramik {iretimi ile daha sonra pota iiretimi
yapilan bir yer olmasi ayn1 yerin hikayesini devam ettirmis, daha sonraki kullanim amaglarini
gosteren buluntular da yapinin gizemini arttirmistir. Bu tiir tek yap1 6lgegindeki kiiltiirel miras
verilerinin derlenerek hikayelestirilmesi ve miize biciminde bu verilerin sergilenmesi miizecilik
kapsaminda 6rnek bir ¢alisma olmustur.
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Sonug olarak, Tekfur Saray1 Miizesi, Istanbul’da smirli bir ¢evreyi ayrmtilari ile tanitan,
buradaki iiretim siiregleri hakkinda bilgi veren, iiretimin Istanbul’daki diger kullanimlarini gos-
terdigi gibi yurt dis1 6rnekleriyle de mahalleyi uluslararasi bir cografya ile iligkilendiren, iiretimin
degisik asamalarimi gostererek ve canlandirarak biitiinciil bir bilgi paylasimi ve deneyimlemesi
saglayan bir miize olmustur.
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Fig. 1. Tekfur Palace Museum (Tekfur Palace Museum Archive).
Fig. 1. Tekfur Sarayr Miizesi (Tekfur Saray1 Miizesi Arsivi).
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Fig. 2. Tekfur Palace excavation site (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
Fig. 2. Tekfur Sarayi kazi alani (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
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Fig. 3. A2 kiln firebox (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
Fig. 3. A2 firin atesligi (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
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Fig. 4 Kiln material (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
Fig. 4 Firin malzemeleri (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
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Fig. 5. Finds from the workshops (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
Fig. 5. Atélye buluntulari (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
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Fig. 6. Tile fragments (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
Fig. 6. Cini parcalari (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
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Fig. 7. Glazed and unglazed utensils fragments (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
Fig. 7. Sirli ve sirsiz evani parcalari (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).

Fig. 8. Coffee cups and pipes (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
Fig. 8. Fincan ve liileler (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
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Fig. 9. Crucibles (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
Fig. 9. Potalar (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).

Fig. 10. Ottoman production (Ieft}, imported glass (right) (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
Fig. 10. Osmanh dretimi (Solda), Ithal camlardan (Sagda) (Filiz Yenisehirlioglu).
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Fig. 11. Courtyard (Tekfur Palace Museum Archive).
Fig. 11. Avlu (Tekfur Sarayr Mizesi Arsivi).
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Fig. 12. Ground floor (Tekfur Palace Museum Archive).
Fig. 12. Zemin kat (Tekfur Sarayr Muzesi Arsivi).
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Fig. 13. First floor (Tekfur Palace Museum Archive).
Fig. 13. Birinci kat (Tekfur Saray1 Miizesi Arsivi).
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Fig. 14. Cups (Tekfur Palace Museum Archive).
Fig. 14. Fincanlar (Tekfur Sarayr Miizesi Arsivi).

Fig. 15. Second floor (Tekfur Palace Museum Archive).
Fig. 15. ikinci kat (Tekfur Sarayl Mizesi Arsivi).
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Fig. 16. Daily life in the Byzantine period (Tekfur Palace Museum Archive).
Fig. 16. Bizans’ta glinliik yasam (Tekfur Sarayr Miizesi Arsivi).

Fig. 17. Entrance to the tower (Tekfur Palace Museum Archive).
Fig. 17. Kuleye gecis (Tekfur Sarayi Miizesi Arsivi).
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Fig. 18. Interactive cube (Tekfur Palace Museum Archive).
Fig. 18. interaktif kiip (Tekfur Saray Miizesi Arsivi).
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Abstract

he results of the first campaign of the “Land of the Storm God Survey” in the Sehitkamil

district of Gaziantep province in Southeastern Tiirkiye are—according to the two foci of
the survey—twofold: First, an off-site survey on the slopes of Diiliik Baba Tepesi, the home of
a storm god temple built during the Middle Iron Age, was conducted. Here, an expansion of the
Roman “priest necropolis,” a second necropolis on the Southern slope, as well as economical in-
stallations of Late Antiquity have been documented. The second focus is an on-site survey, where
the investigation of six archaeological sites in the vicinity revealed longer settlement phases than
previously assumed.

Keywords
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Introduction

The Sehitkamil district of Gaziantep province in southeastern Tiirkiye (Fig. 1) is present in
contemporary research mainly through two sites—Diiliik (also known as Keber Tepe) and Diiliik
Baba Tepesi. The medieval citadel of Gaziantep, on the other hand, is located about 50 m south of
the border between the districts of Sehitkamil and Sahinbey, which here runs across the center of
modern Gaziantep. There is little confirmed knowledge of the surrounding area of these two sites,
especially during the Iron Age. Therefore, the “Land of the Storm God Survey,” whose prelimi-
nary results are presented below, was initiated.
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Research History

Previous archaeological excavation activity in Sehitkamil has been limited to the sanctuary
of Jupiter Dolichenus located on the summit of Diiliikk Baba Tepesi (2001-2015) and Keber Tepe/
Diiliik, the site of ancient Doliche (since 2015).2 While the latter is an important Paleolithic site
in the area where a Hellenistic-Roman city was built later,? the former, located about 4 km to the
south of Diiliik, goes back at least to a Middle Iron Age temple,* but also yielded some traces
of the Pre-Pottery Neolithic B and the Late Bronze Age.> Most probably already in Persian, but
certainly in Hellenistic-Roman times at the latest, the temple became a superregional cult center.®
After its destruction in 253 CE, a monastery complex was built there in the fifth century CE,
which was in use until the Middle Ages.” On Keber Tepe, Doliche was probably founded during

2 For a more detailed research history of Sehitkamil, see now Birgiil Ogiit, “Zum Stand der archiologischen Forschungen
in Sehitkamil, nordlich von Gaziantep/Tiirkei,” in Zwischen Schwarzem Meer und Persischem Golf: 125 Jahre
Deutsche Orient-Gesellschaft, ed. Joachim Marzahn and Dirk Wicke (Darmstadt:Philipp von Zabern, 2023), 91-95.

3 Muine Atasayan, “1938 yilinda Gaziantep Kdylerinden Diiliik ve Civarinda Bulunan Cakmaktas1 Aletler Uzerine bir
Not,” Tiirk Arkeoloji Mecmuas: 19-22 (1939): 314-17; Enver Y. Bostanci, “Researches in South-East Anatolia:
The Chellean and Acheulean Industry of Diiliikk and Kartal,” Anatolia 6 (1961): 111-62.

4 1.a. Engelbert Winter, “Der Kult des Tupiter Dolichenus und seine Urspriinge: Das Heiligtum auf dem Diilitk Baba Tepesi
bei Doliche,” in Von Kummuh nach Telouch: Archéologische und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene, ed.
Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt,
2011), 1-17; Birgiil Ogiit, “Die altorientalische Keramik vom Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” in Kult und Herrschaft am
Euphrat, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien 73 (Bonn:
Rudolf Habelt, 2014), 49-64; Wolfgang Messerschmidt, “Das Heiligtum auf dem Diiliikk Baba Tepesi in der
vorhellenistischen Eisenzeit — Versuch einer kulturgeschichtlichen Einordnung,” in Vom eisenzeitlichen Heiligtum
zum christlichen Kloster: Neue Forschungen auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und
Kommagenische Forschungen 9, Asia Minor Studien 84 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2017), 33-56.

5 Dirk Leder, “The Lithic Finds from Diiliik Baba Tepesi and Their Place in the PPNB of the Western Euphrates Region,” in
Vom eisenczeitlichen Heiligtum zum christlichen Kloster: Neue Forschungen auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi, ed. Engelbert
Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 9, Asia Minor Studien 84 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2017), 21-32.

6 Andreas Schachner, “Die Welt des 6stlichen Mittelmeers in kleinen Bildern — Weitere Beobachtungen zu den Siegeln
und Kleinfunden der spaten Eisenzeit vom Diiliikk Baba Tepesi,” in Von Kummuh nach Telouch: Archdologische und
historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen
4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 19—46; Andreas Schachner, “Beobachtungen zu den Siegeln
und Kleinfunden der Eisenzeit vom Diiliilk Baba Tepesi (2010-2012),” in Kult und Herrschaft am Euphrat, ed.
Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien 73 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt,
2014), 33-48; Andreas Schachner, “Das Heiligtum auf dem Diililk Baba Tepesi in der Eisenzeit,” in Persische
Reichspolitik und lokale Heiligtiimer, ed. Reinhard Achenbach, Beihefte zur Zeitschrift fiir Altorientalische und
Biblische Rechtsgeschichte 25 (Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 2019), 63—89; Silke Haps and Werner Oenbrink, “Das
Heiligtum auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi bei Doliche in hellenistisch-romischer Zeit,” in Zwischen Bruch und
Kontinuitdt: Architektur in Kleinasien am Ubergang vom Hellenismus zur romischen Kaiserzeit/Continuity and
Change: Architecture in Asia Minor during the Transitional Period from Hellenism to the Roman Empire, ed. Ute
Lohner-Urban and Ursula Quatember, Byzas 25 (Istanbul: Ege Yayinlari, 2020), 133—48; with further literature.

7 Margherita Facella and Matthias Stanke, “Eine Inschriftenplatte fiir Theodoros Stratelates und weitere christliche
Zeugnisse vom Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” in Von Kummuh nach Telouch. Archdologische und historische Untersuchungen
in Kommagene, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64
(Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 157-86; Pier G. Borbone and Werner Oenbrink, “Das christianisierte Heiligtum
auf dem Diililk Baba Tepesi: Eine syrische Inschrift, Architekturbefunde und Bauglieder,” in Von Kummuh nach
Telouch: Archdologische und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und
Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 187-206; Pier G. Borbone,
“Neue syrische Inschriftenfunde — Das Kloster des Mar Salomon auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” in Kult und Herrschaft
am Euphrat, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien 73 (Bonn:
Rudolf Habelt, 2014), 127-39; Matthias Stanke, “Eine nachantike Tonbulla mit Kreuzmonogramm: Uberlegungen zur
Existenz eines Klosterarchivs auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” in Kult und Herrschaft am Euphrat, ed. Engelbert Winter,
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the Hellenistic period and was inhabited until the Middle Ages. The settlement was replaced
by Gaziantep as the main city of the region only after the twelfth century CE.8 Due to the close
relationship between the city and the summit sanctuary, the question arises whether the pre-Hel-
lenistic storm god worshipped was also the deity of a specific, other city in the surrounding area
or whether a pre-Hellenistic predecessor settlement existed that passed on its name to Doliche, as
Edward Lipinski assumes for Karahdyiik.®

Several surveys were conducted in the district of Sehitkamil and wider surveys included
this region as well. To the latter belong the survey of 1970 under the direction of Piero Meriggi'®
and the project of the Gaziantep Iigeleri Tasinmaz Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklar: Envanteri under the
direction of Mehmet Onal published in 2007." A part of this project with some sites in Sehitkamil
has been published separately in more detail by Fikri Kulakoglu.'? In addition, Jean Perrot visited
the area in 1961 and a Paleolithic survey was conducted in 2011 by Erksin Giile¢ and her team
which focused mainly but not exclusively on Sehitkamil.' The goal of these researches were
mostly limited to the documentation of sites; only Archi et al. 1971 added some thoughts on the
historical geography of the region by identifying UrSu(m) with Gaziantep or Tilbesar.

Research Goals

Since none of the above-mentioned surveys targeted the region of Sehitkamil in its entirety
throughout the periods from the Paleolithic to the Early Modern Age, the primary objective of the
“Land of the Storm God Survey” is to close these research gaps, with a special focus on the Iron
Age and the surroundings of Diiliik Baba Tepesi. With regard to the well-published surveys of the
neighboring regions, this recent study should lead to a reduction of the “terra incognita” between
the surveys in the Euphrates valley and adjacent areas in the east,'® the surveys of the Kahraman-
maras plain and the Islahiye valley in the west,' as well as the surveys in the Kilis plain and in

Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien 73 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2014), 141-49.

8 I.a. Michael Blomer, Dilek Cobanoglu, and Engelbert Winter, “Die Stadtgrabung in Doliche: Zu den Ergebnissen
der Feldarbeiten 2015-2018,” Istanbuler Mitteilungen 69 (2019): 103—86; Michael Blomer and Engelbert Winter,
eds., Exploring Urbanism in Ancient North Syria: Fieldwork in Doliche 2015-2020, Doliche Urban Excavations 1
(Berlin: De Gruyter, 2022).

9 Edward Lipinski, The Aramaeans: Their Ancient History, Culture, Religion. Orientalia Lovaniensia Analecta 100
(Leuven: Peeters, 2000), 17778, n. 91.

10 Alfonso Archi, Paolo Emilio Pecorella, and Mirjo Salvini, Gaziantep e la sua regione: Uno studio storico e
topografico degli insediamenti preclassici. Incunabula Graeca 48 (Rome: Edizioni dell’Ateneo, 1971).

11 Mehmet Onal et al., Gaziantep Ilgeleri Tasinmaz Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varhiklar: Envanteri (Gaziantep: Gaziantep
Ozel Idaresi, 2007).

12 Fikri Kulakoglu, “Gaziantep ve Adiyaman lleri Kiiltiir Envanteri Projesi 2005 Yili Caligmalar1 Sonug Raporu,”
Arastirma Sonuglart Toplantisi 24, no. 2 (2007): 325-34.

13 Jean Perrot, Reconnaissance Archeologique en Turquie Meridionale 1961 (Jerusalem: Self-published, 1962).

14 Erksin Giileg et al., “2011 Y1li Gaziantep ve Hatay Illeri Yiizey Arastirmas1,” Arastirma Sonuclart Toplantist 30,
no. 2 (2012): 257-66.

15 Paul Sanlaville, ed., Holocene Settlement in North Syria: Résultats de deux prospections archéologiques effectuées
dans la région du nahr Sajour et sur le haut Euphrate syrien, British Archaeological Reports 238 (Oxford: British
Archaeological Reports, 1985); Guillermo Algaze, Ray Breuninger, and James Knudstad, “The Tigris-Euphrates Ar-
chaeological Reconnaissance Project: Final Report of the Birecik and Carchemish Dam Survey Areas,” Anatolica 20
(1994), 1-96; Tony J. Wilkinson, Edgar J. Peltenburg, and Eleanor B. Wilkinson, eds., Carchemish in Context: The
Land of Carchemish Project, 2006—-2010, Themes from the Ancient Near East 4 (Oxford: Oxbow Books, 2016).

16 U. Bahadir Alkim, “The Amanus Region in Turkey. New Light on the Historical Geography and Archaeology,” Ar-
chaeology 22, no. 4 (1969), 280-89; Elizabeth Carter et al., “The Kahramanmaras Archaeological Project Survey
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the Quwayq valley in the south."”

Based on the research history as well as the focus on Diiliik Baba Tepesi and Doliche, some
more detailed questions arise: Did a settlement/activity gap actually exist around Diiliik Baba
Tepesi from the impressively attested Paleolithic onwards, which would stand in contrast to the
area around the peak?'® Is there any evidence for settlements that could have ensured the subsis-
tence of the sanctuary at Diiliik Baba Tepesi, which stands out especially in the pre-Hellenistic
period due to its numerous animal offerings?'® A second set of questions concerns the settlement
structure of the region, including the question of regional centers. During the Hellenistic-Roman
period, the dominance of Doliche as the most important settlement in the region is beyond ques-
tion; from the Middle Ages at the latest, this can apply to Aintab. But what can we expect for the
time before Doliche was founded?

Survey Methodology

Due to the survey focus on the area surrounding Diiliilk Baba Tepesi, two different survey
methods were applied for the Sehitkamil district and the area surrounding the mountain sanctuary.

Extensive Survey in Sehitkamil

For the large-scale site survey in Sehitkamil, the already known sites from previous survey
reports were first georeferenced via published maps and located on satellite images. Additionally,
previously unknown sites were located based on previous site visits and also via satellite imagery.
For the first campaign in 2022, six sites within a radius of approximately 10 km around Diiliik
Baba Tepesi were selected for site visits.

The geographical recording of the sites was done via GPS coordinates. After an initial
inspection of the site, it was usually divided into five areas, the hilltop and the slopes—if possi-
ble, depending on the topography—in the four cardinal directions, and possibly also additional
topographic units. Each zone was covered by transects of six persons with a spacing of ca. 5 m
between them, recorded by a tracking software (OSMAnd). The surface conditions were good;
most areas were plowed or covered by scattered small plants. Small finds such as figurines, beads
or bracelets, ground stone tools, lithics and pottery sherds were collected and documented by
drawing and photography. The locations of special finds were recorded by GPS.

1997,” Arastirma Sonuglar: Toplantisi 16, no. 2 (1999): 569-76; Andrew Garrard et al., “The Early Prehistory of
the Sakgagozii Region, North Levantine Rift Valley: Report on 1995 Survey Season,” Anatolian Studies 46 (1996),
53-81; Atilla Engin et al., “2019-2020 Yili Yesemek Heykel Atdlyesi ve Islahiye-Nurdag1 Yiizey Arastirmasi
Sonuglar,” Gaziantep University Journal of Social Sciences 21, no. 4 (2022): 1846-79.

17 Engin Ozgen, Barbara Helwing, and Atilla Engin, “The Oylum Regional Project: Archaeological Prospection 2000,”
Arastirma Sonuclart Toplantist 19, no. 2 (2001), 217-28; Engin Ozgen et al., “The Oylum Regional Project: Re-
sults of the 2001 Prospection Season,” Arastirma Sonuglar: Toplantis1 20, no. 2 (2002), 151-57; John Matthers,
ed., The River Queiq, Northern Syria, and Its Catchment: Studies Arising from the Tell Rifa’at Survey 1977-1979.
British Archaeological Reports International Series 98 (Oxford: British Archaeological Reports, 1981).

18 This has been shown by the former surveys as well as ours. Both demonstrate relatively continuous occupation of
this region from the Paleolithic or Chalcolithic / Early Bronze Age respectively onwards. Cf. Ogiit, “Zum Stand der
archiologischen Forschungen.”

19 Nadja Pollath and Joris Peters ““Smoke on the Mountain’ — Animal Sacrifices for the Lord of Doliche,” in Von
Kummuh nach Telouch. Archédologische und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene, ed. Engelbert Winter,
Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 47-68. From
the sixth to the fifth century BCE there are about 28,000 bone finds, in the early and middle Roman period about
this declines to 6,000.
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Intensive Survey at Diiliik Baba Tepesi

For the small-scale second part of the survey at Diiliik Baba Tepesi, the same methods were
used as for the extensive survey, except for the fact the distance between the persons was extended
to ca. 10 m. In 2022, the areas to the north and west of the excavation area up to the foot of the hill
could be surveyed. In the south, however, a military area prevents the investigation of the lower
slopes, so the chosen route was adjusted to the southeast, where the northern limit of the military
area runs a little further south. Due to the coniferous forest, needles cover the ground almost ev-
erywhere, making it harder to spot small objects. Due to their scarcity, on Diiliik Baba Tepesi, the
findspots of all objects were measured by GPS.

Preliminary Results

Diiliik Baba Tepesi

As a foothill of the Kartal Mountains (Sof Daglar1) descending from the west, Diiliikk Baba
Tepesi (1208 m) rises about 200300 m above the plain of the Gaziantep Plateau surrounding it
from the north, east and south. During the site visits, besides ceramics mainly from Early Roman to
the Late Antique-Early Byzantine period (see Plates 5j-1, 6a, h), 13 rock-cut tombs and 25 archaeo-
logical sites were identified and recorded. Three of the recorded rock-cut tombs have already been
published by Rifat Ergeg,2° the remaining 10 were partly already known but remained unpublished
until now (for tomb F9, see Figs. 2a—b). The other sites have not yet been recorded archaeologically.

The results of the survey are of great importance for the knowledge of the periphery of the
Jupiter Dolichenus sanctuary. Most significant is the discovery of numerous new tombs of the
Roman Imperial period. Already known for a long time is a necropolis extending about 1.2 km
west of the sanctuary directly on the crest of the ridge sloping down to the west.?' It is a concen-
tration of 17 tombs, some of which are elaborately decorated. Because of its location away from
a settlement—the city of Doliche is about 3.5 km, possible smaller settlements at least 1.5 km
away—only a connection with the sanctuary can be considered for the necropolis. This connec-
tion is confirmed by a lost inscription found in the sanctuary which mentions a priest of Jupiter
Dolichenus.?2 It can therefore be assumed that priests and their families were buried there.

The inspections have now shown that the priestly necropolis extends further to the east
in the direction of the sanctuary than was previously known. Six previously unknown rock-cut
chamber tombs have been registered, which, due to their small spatial distance of approx. 300 m
and their shape, must be attributed to the complex of the priestly necropolis. The tombs are rock-
cut chamber tombs, as they are typical for ancient northern Syria and are often attested,?® and are
accessed via dromos. This leads to a door that could be closed by a rolling stone. Behind it lies at

20 Rifat Ergeg, Nekropolen und Grdber in der siidlichen Kommagene, Asia Minor Studien 47 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2003).

21 Jorg Wagner, “Neue Denkmdler aus Doliche: Ergebnisse einer archdologischen Landesaufnahme im Ursprungsge-
biet des lupiter Dolichenus,” Bonner Jahrbiicher 182 (1982), 133—66; Ergeg, Nekropolen und Gréber, 2003.

22 Michael Blomer and Margherita Facella, Diiliik Baba Tepesi 1I: Inscriptions and Sculptures from the Sanctuary
of Jupiter Dolichenus, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 12, Asia Minor Studien 101 (Bonn: Rudolf
Habelt, 2022), 109-10, no. 32.

23 On the rock-cut necropolises of the region, cf. Wagner, “Neue Denkméler aus Doliche”; Ergeg, Nekropolen und Gréber,
Michael Blomer and Dilek Cobanoglu, “Kommagene ve Kyrrhestike’de Roma Dénemi Kaya Oda Mezarlar1,” in Rifat
Erge¢ Armagami. Studies Presented to Rifat Ergeg, ed. Timur Demir et al. (Ankara: Bilgin Kiiltiir Sanat, 2019), 65-82;
Hiiseyin Yaman, “Death in Zeugma: A Survey of the Tombs,” Anadolu 45 (2019), 125-68.



140 JOURNAL OF THE TURKISH INSTITUTE OF ARCHAELOGY AND CULTURAL HERITAGE - 03

least one burial chamber, into whose walls niches were cut, which served as burial chambers. In
general, it should be noted that the tombs were probably painted in color, which complemented
the tombs and their rudimentary decoration, which appear simple in their present state. The paint
was apparently often applied directly to the unplastered walls, which contributed to the fact that
it could disappear within a short time.24

In contrast to the area of the previously known priestly necropolis, where the graves are
located close together, the newly discovered graves appear more isolated. The graves do not allow
an exact chronological classification, but it can be safely assumed that they were laid out before
the destruction of the sanctuary in 253 CE. A terminus post quem is the first century CE, since
hardly any rock-cut chamber tombs are attested from earlier times in the region. Thus, the graves
definitely date to the Roman Imperial period.

The graves F14-F18 (for F14 and F18, see Figs. 3—4) are the first evidence of a necropolis
on the southern slope of Diiliikk Baba Tepesi. These seem to be typical rock-cut chamber tombs,
but the interior of the tombs could not be investigated. Nevertheless, it can be assumed that these
graves can also be dated to the Roman Imperial period. In contrast to the priestly necropolis, how-
ever, it remains unclear how they relate to the sanctuary. The distance to the summit plateau of
about 1.15 km and more is similar to the case of the priestly necropolis, but the newly discovered
necropolis lies much lower on the slope and closer to a potential settlement site, which could have
been located below the graves in the area of the military site. However, it is also possible that this
site was chosen for burials because it was located on an uphill path to the sanctuary.

Karahdyiik

Karahdyiik is located on the eastern edge of an industrial area, northeast of Diiliikk Baba Tepe-
si and, with a height of about 18 m (863 m) and an area of about 6 ha, it represents one of the largest
settlement sites within the survey area (Fig. 5).2° Since this hill has already been declared an ancient
site, it has not been built on or used for agriculture, so the original surface structure is largely visible,
including remains of ancient architectural structures on the hilltop and in the lower part of the west-
ern slope. Nevertheless, to the west and especially to the south, construction activities have come
very close and are encroaching on the lower slopes. At its base, the conical Karahoyiik is roughly
circular in shape, and oval on the approximately 0.4 ha area on the hilltop.

A first review of the lithic finds could indicate an occupation in the Aceramic Neolithic.
Based on the ceramic material, Karahoylik appears to have been settled in the Early and Late
Bronze Age, as well as in the Middle and Late Iron Age (see Plates 4a—c and 5d-i). Some sherds
from the Middle and Late Iron Age are fine wares. Since neither finds from the Hellenistic nor
from the Roman period have been discovered, a hiatus until Late Antiquity can be assumed. How-
ever, Onal et al. state to have found Hellenistic in addition to Bronze and Iron Age material.?®
Finally, Abbasid pottery could be retrieved.

Toyocagi Héyiik
The flat site of Toyocag1 Hoyiik (925 m) is located in the middle of a new development

24 On the painting of tombs in the region around Doliche in general, see Michael Blomer, “The Diversity of Funerary
Portraiture in Roman Commagene and Cyrrhestice,” in Funerary Portraiture in Greater Roman Syria, ed. Michael
Blomer and Rubina Raja, Studies in Classical Archaeology 6 (Turnhout: Brepols, 2019), 45-64.

25 Cf. Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 76, no. 107, fig. 128; Onal et al., Gaziantep, 504.

26 Onal et al., Gaziantep, 504.
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area on the northern edge of Gaziantep and has already been severely damaged or cut on all sides
by construction and road works (Fig. 6).27 Due to the very shallow cultural layers on the bedrock,
which is only about 20—30 c¢m high, and which is very well recognizable in the profile at the edge
of the site by the cutting roads, it can be assumed that the site was inhabited only for a relatively
short time. Nevertheless, the dating suggests a relatively wide historical spectrum: Hellenistic,
Late Antique-Early Byzantine, and pottery from the Umayyad period through the Middle Ages is
attested (see Plates 51, 6f, g, and 7g, h). Onal et al. dated Toyocag1 Hoyiik to the Bronze Age as
well as to the Roman period,2® epochs of which no traces could be found in 2022.

Cingin Hoyiik

Cingin Hoyiik (or Togagi Hoyiik), located about 2.6 km south-southwest of Karahoytik, is
about 15 m high (880 m) and, with an area of about 3 ha, about half the size of the former, but also
conical in shape (Fig. 7).2° It is already clearly marked by a factory to the northwest and access
roads for ongoing construction to the northeast, as well as the fill of construction debris and trash
on this slope. The hilltop consists of an oval-shaped area of about 0.25 ha. To the west and north,
the slopes drop very steeply into the plain, whereas to the south and east a much less steep slope
can be noted.

At the moment, the investigated material does not indicate a continuous occupation of the
site (see Plates 2d—e, 3e, and 4e—g). Thus, the objects from Cingin Hoyiik could so far be dated
to the Neolithic, the Early and Late Bronze Age, the Late Iron Age, and the Late Antique-Early
Byzantine period (ca. fifth to sixth century CE), including numerous finds of the Bronze and Iron
Ages. Ground stone tools were also found relatively frequently here. Onal et al., however, date the
settlement of Cingin Hoytik exclusively to the third millennium BCE.3°

Bedirkent Hoyiik

Bedirkent Hoyiik (Bedirkdy Hoyiik) is a rather flat settlement mound about 6 m high (830
m) with a roughly circular base area of about 1 ha (Fig. 8).3' The hill, which is privately owned,
is now planted with olive trees.

Among the artifacts found at Bedirkent Hoyiik, two figurine fragments stand out: a torso of
a seated human figure with feminine connotations with legs tapering to the feet (Figs. 9a-b) and a
fragment which —in light of the better-preserved fragment— can be interpreted as a piece of the right
leg of a similar figure. Both fragments were made of clay with a slightly polished surface and seem
to represent two seated figurines of approximately the same size. The fact that two fragments of an
almost identical figurine form were found on the same site suggests that this kind of figurines must
have been produced relatively often. Comparative examples indicate a dating into the Chalcolithic
period.32

The first evaluation of the pottery points to an occupation in the Chalcolithic and in the

27 Cf. Onal et al., Gaziantep, 503.

28 Onal et al., Gaziantep, 503.

29 Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 59-60, no. 45 (“Cincin”); Onal et al., Gaziantep, 502.

30 Onal ez al., Gaziantep, 502.

31 Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 55, no. 30, fig. 50; Onal et al., Gaziantep, 501.

32 Cf. Nadja Cholidis and Lutz Martin, Der Tell Halaf und sein Ausgrdber Max Freiherr von Oppenheim: Kopf hoch!
Mut hoch! und Humor hoch! (Mainz, Philipp von Zabern, 2002), fig. 26 right; in general, see Ellen H. Belcher,
“Embodiment of the Halaf: Sixth Millennium Figurines from Northern Mesopotamia,” (PhD diss., Columbia Uni-
versity, 2014).



142 JOURNAL OF THE TURKISH INSTITUTE OF ARCHAELOGY AND CULTURAL HERITAGE - 03

Early and Late Bronze Age, although a few finds from the Neolithic could also be established (see
Plates 3d, 5b, and 7f). In addition, the site was occupied at least during the Middle Iron Age as
well as the Late Antique period. The Early Bronze Age dating coincides with that of Onal et al, 33
whereas no evidence could be found for the dating of Archi et al. to the Roman period.34

Aktoprak Héyiik

Aktoprak Hoyiik is located on the northern edge of the industrial area of Sehitkamil (Fig.
10).3% The relatively massive hill is about 20 m high (932 m), 3 ha in size and slopes steeply to the
north and west. The field at the western foot of the hill is noteworthy, as it contained a strikingly
high number of flint tools. These indicate an occupation of Aktoprak Hoytlik both in the Paleolith-
ic and, due to several Byblos points, in the Aceramic Neolithic (PPNB),*¢ with a high number of
lithic finds, axes, and obsidian objects and axes as well as ground stone tools in general. Ceramics
range from the Neolithic through the Chalcolithic, the Early, Middle, and Late Bronze Age until
the Early—probably—and Middle Iron Age which suggests that a continuous occupation encom-
passing these periods is at least possible (see Plates 1a, 2a—c, 2f—i, 3a—c, 3f—j, 4d, Sa—c, j-k, 6b,
and 7a—c, e, i-1). A hiatus could be assumed between the Iron Age and the first datable Hellenistic
sherds of the first century BCE. From Hellenistic to the Middle Ages, a second continuous phase
of use can be suggested. This is indicated by a small number of high-quality pottery from the
Roman period as well as finds from Late Antiquity to the Middle Ages. In contrast to that, Onal
et al. dated Aktoprak Hoyiik only from the Bronze to the Iron Age.?”

Erikli Héyiik
Erikli Hoyiik (or Ceydeyli Hoyiik), ca. 4 ha in size and ca. 20 m (960 m) high, seems to
be a natural elevation in the landscape, on top of which there might have been a fortification or
another kind of material-intensive building complex (Fig. 11).38 This is due to the extremely high
number of worked basalt blocks, which nowadays serve to delimit the various fields extending
across Erikli Hoytik in ramparts several meters wide and high. The production and transport of
the basalt blocks for this purpose alone can be ruled out.
In addition, numerous ground stone tools, such as fragments of hammer stones, were found.
A high concentration of lithic finds, mostly from the hill foot in the southeast, could possibly indi-
cate Paleolithic traces, while Neolithic as well as Chalcolithic use can be regarded as certain. The
later finds suggest a possibly continuous occupation from the Early Bronze Age to the Hellenis-
tic—so far with the exception of the Early Iron Age—with finds of these periods being the most
numerous overall. After that, Erikli Hoylik seems to have been inhabited only in the Ummayad
and Abbasid periods. In contrast, Onal et al. dated Erikli Hoyiik to the Bronze and Iron Ages,
Archi et al. only to the Iron Age.>®

33 Onal et al., Gaziantep, 501.

34 Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 55.

35 Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 68, no. 74, fig. 95 (“Giicege”); Onal et al., Gaziantep, 515.

36 Cf. e.g., Makoto Arimura, The Neolithic Lithic Industry at Tell Ain el-Kerkh, Excavation Reports of Tell el-Kerkh,
Northwestern Syria 1, Al-Shark 4 (Oxford: Archacopress, 2020), 43, fig. 2.18.

37 Onal et al., Gaziantep, 515.

38 Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 58, no. 41, fig. 61 (“Cegde”); Onal et al., Gaziantep, 513.

39 Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini, Gaziantep, 58; Onal et al., Gaziantep, 513.
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Conclusion

In the course of the evaluation of the survey so far, some preliminary results can be record-
ed. With regard to Diililk Baba Tepesi, it could be shown that the rock-cut tombs of the so-called
priestly necropolis extended over a significantly larger area in the direction of the temple than
previously known, which makes the connection between temple and necropolis in the form of
priestly and perhaps also kin burials more probable. Second, a second necropolis existed on the
southern slope of the hill at a similar distance but much closer to potential settlement sites. Third-
ly, a more intensive economic use of the mountain can probably be stated from the Late Antique
period onwards. The absence so far of Iron Age and Hellenistic traces in the investigated areas
also represents a result, albeit an unexpected one.

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7.
Diiliik Baba Karahoyiik | Toyocad Cingin Bedirkent Aktoprak Erikli
Tepesi Hoyiik Hoyiik Haoyiik Haoyiik Hoyiik
Paleolithic D, s? S? S?
Neolithic D s? S S? S S
Chalcolithic S S S
Early Bronze Age S X, S X, S S S
Middle Bronze Age S S
Late Bronze Age S S S S S
Bronze Age in X, S X S S X, S X, S
general
Early Iron Age S?
Middle Iron Age S S S S
Late Iron Age D S S S
Iron Age in general |D X, S S S X, S 0,X,S
Hellenistic D X S S S
Roman D,s X (0) S
Late Antique-Ear- D, S S S S S S
ly Byzantine
Ummayad S S S S
Abbasid D S S S S
Late Middle Ages / |D S S
Early Modern

Table 1: Schematic overview of the results of Archi et al. 1971 (O), Onal et al. 2007 (X), the excavations on
Diiliik Baba Tepesi (D) and the “Land of the Storm God Survey” (S = certain dating, S? = possible dating).

Regarding the extensive survey of sites in Sehitkamil, the knowledge of the occupation
periods of those could be expanded, in particular, the early periods rarely or not previously doc-
umented or mentioned for this region, the Neolithic (apart from Diiliikk Baba Tepesi) and Chalco-
lithic.#° The same holds true for the post-Roman periods, which neither Archi et al. nor Onal et al.

40 Cf. Ogiit, “Zum Stand der archiologischen Forschungen.”
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mentioned but which are relatively well-documented at the investigated sites.

With regard to the more detailed research objectives of the “Land of the Storm God Sur-
vey,” it remains to be stated that the Early Iron Age has not yet been reliably proven, whereas the
Middle and Late Iron Ages are quantitatively and qualitatively well-established.*' With Karaho-
yik and Erikli HOyiik there are two candidates which, due to their potentially continuous occu-
pation during the Middle and Late Iron Age as well as their size, could be considered for a closer
relationship with the storm god temple on Diiliik Baba Tepesi. Furthermore, it is striking that so
far, no evidence for a Hellenistic settlement could be obtained from Karahoyiik, which might
support the thesis of Lipiniski of a pre-Hellenistic predecessor settlement of Doliche/Keber Tepe.

Finally, and this is probably the most important project result, it was possible to document
the construction activities which threaten Toyocagi Hoyiik as well as Karahoyiik in particular and
to submit them to the local office for the preservation of historical monuments in order to hope-
fully still prevent a complete destruction of these sites.
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Ozet

Tﬁrkiye’nin Gilineydogu bolgesinde yer alan Gaziantep iline baglh Sehitkamil ilgesinde ger-
ceklestirilen “Land of the Storm God Survey (Firtina Tanrisinin Topraklart Yiizey Arastir-
mas1)”in ilk sezonunda yapilan ¢aligmalarin sonuglari, arastirmanin iki ana odagina goére iki par-
cadan olugmaktadir. Sonuglarin ilk kismi, Orta Demir Cagi’nda bir firtina tanrisinin tapinagina
ev sahipligi yapan Diiliik Baba Tepesi’nin yamaglarinda gergeklestirilen alan dis1 ylizey aras-
tirmasinda elde edilmistir. Burada, Roma Dénemi’nden kalma “rahip nekropolii” genisletilerek
olusturulan, giiney yamacta yer alan ikinci bir nekropol ve Ge¢ Antik Cag’a ait ekonomik yapilar
belgelenmistir. Sonuglarin ikinci kismi ise yakin ¢evredeki alti sit alaninin incelenmesiyle gergek-
lestirilen alan i¢i yiizey arastirmasiyla iligkilidir. Bu arastirma, bu alanda daha dnce diisiiniilenden
daha uzun siireli yerlesim evreleri bulundugunu ortaya koymustur.

Anahtar Kelimeler

Yiizey Arastirmasi, Gaziantep, Demir Cagi, Tapinak, Firtina Tanris1
Giris
Tiirkiye’nin Giineydogu bolgesindeki Gaziantep iline bagh Sehitkamil ilgesi (Fig. 1), gliniimiiz
aragtirmalarinda, temelde iki sit alaniyla tanmnmaktadir: Diiliik (Keber Tepe olarak da bilinir) ve Diiliik
Baba Tepesi. Gaziantep’in Orta Cag’da insa edilen i¢ kalesi ise, Sehitkamil ilgesi ile Sahinbey arasinda-
ki sinirin yaklagik 50 m giineyinde, modern sehir merkezine agilan bir bélgede konumlanmistir. Bu iki

alanin ¢evresi hakkinda, 6zellikle Demir Cag1 donemine ait dogrulanmis bilgiler oldukea kisithdir. Bu
sebeple, asagida ilk sonuglar1 sunulan “Firtina Tanrisi’nin Topraklar Yiizey Arastirmast” baglatilmistir.

1 Birgiil Ogiit, Christian-Albrechts-Universitit zu Kiel,
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Matthias Lange, Humboldt Universitét zu Berlin, ORCID: 0000-0003-4747-0010, Matthias.lange@hu-berlin.de.
Eva Strothenke-Koch, Universitdt Miinster, ORCID: 0009-0003-3823-9164, eva.strothenke@uni-muenster.de.
Deniz Yasin, Universitit Bern, ORCID: 0000-0001-5757-0029, deniz.yasin@unibe.ch.
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Arastirma Gegmisi

Sehitkamil’deki arkeolojik kazi ¢aligmalart Diiliikk Baba Tepesi’nin zirvesinde bulunan Ji-
piter Dolichenus tapmaginda (2001-2015) ve antik Diiliik’{in bulundugu Keber Tepe/Diiliik’te
(2015°ten bu yana) yapilan arastirmalarla simirlidir.2 Keber Tepe, sonraki donemlerde bu bolgede
Helenistik-Roma sehrine ev sahipligi yapmis olan, 6nemli bir Paleolitik Dénem alanidir.® Diger
yandan Diiliik Baba Tepesi, Diiliik’iin yaklagik dort kilometre giineyinde yer alir ve en gec¢ Orta
Demir Cagi’na tarihlenen bir tapmaga sahiptir.# Bununla birlikte, burada ayn1 zamanda Canak Com-
leksiz Neolitik B ve Ge¢ Tung Cagi’na dair izlere de rastlanmistir.> Muhtemelen Pers Imparatorlu-
gu doneminde, en gec¢ Helenistik-Roma Ddnemi’nde bu tapinak, bolgeler iistii bir kiilt merkezine
doniigsmiistiir. MS 253’te yikilan bu alanda, MS besinci ylizyilda bir manastir kompleksi kurulmus
ve bu kompleks Orta Cag’a dek aktif olarak kullanilmistir.” Diiliik, Keber Tepe’de biiyiik olasilikla

2 Sehitkamil {izerine daha detayli bir aragtirma tarihi igin, bkz. Birgiil Ogiit, “Zum Stand der archéiologischen Forschungen
in Sehitkamil, nérdlich von Gaziantep/Tiirkei,” Zwischen Schwarzem Meer und Persischem Golf: 125 Jahre Deutsche
Orient-Gesellschaft i¢inde, der. Joachim Marzahn ve Dirk Wicke (Darmstadt: Wissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft,
2023), 91-95.

3 Muine Atasayan, “1938 yilinda Gaziantep Koylerinden Diiliik ve Civarinda Bulunan Cakmaktasi Aletler Uzerine bir
Not,” Tiirk Arkeoloji Mecmuast 19-22 (1939): 314-17; Enver Y. Bostanci, “Researches in South-East Anatolia:
The Chellean and Acheulean Industry of Diiliik and Kartal,” Anatolia 6 (1961): 111-62.

4 L.a. Engelbert Winter, “Der Kult des Iupiter Dolichenus und seine Urspriinge: Das Heiligtum auf dem Diiliikk Baba
Tepesi bei Doliche,” Von Kummuh nach Telouch: Archdologische und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene
icinde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn:
Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 1-17; Birgiil Ogiit, “Die altorientalische Keramik vom Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” Kult und
Herrschafi am Euphrat iginde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor
Studien 73 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2014), 49-64; Wolfgang Messerschmidt, “Das Heiligtum auf dem Diiliikk Baba
Tepesi in der vorhellenistischen Eisenzeit — Versuch einer kulturgeschichtlichen Einordnung,” Vom eisenzeitlichen
Heiligtum zum christlichen Kloster: Neue Forschungen auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi iginde, der. Engelbert Winter,
Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 9, Asia Minor Studien 84 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2017), 33-56.

5 Dirk Leder, “The Lithic Finds from Diiliik Baba Tepesi and Their Place in the PPNB of the Western Euphrates Re-
gion,” Vom eisenzeitlichen Heiligtum zum christlichen Kloster: Neue Forschungen auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi
icinde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 9, Asia Minor Studien 84 (Bonn:
Rudolf Habelt, 2017), 21-32.

6 Andreas Schachner, “Die Welt des Ostlichen Mittelmeers in kleinen Bildern — Weitere Beobachtungen zu den Siegeln
und Kleinfunden der spiten Eisenzeit vom Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” Von Kummuh nach Telouch: Archéologische
und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene iginde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische
Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 19-46; Andreas Schachner, “Beobachtungen zu
den Siegeln und Kleinfunden der Eisenzeit vom Diiliikk Baba Tepesi (2010-2012),” Kult und Herrschafi am Euphrat
icinde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien 73 (Bonn: Rudolf
Habelt, 2014), 33—48; Andreas Schachner, “Das Heiligtum auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi in der Eisenzeit,” Persische
Reichspolitik und lokale Heiligtiimer iginde, der. Reinhard Achenbach, Beihefte zur Zeitschrift fiir Altorientalische
und Biblische Rechtsgeschichte 25 (Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz, 2019), 63—89; Silke Haps ve Werner Oenbrink, “Das
Heiligtum auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi bei Doliche in hellenistisch-romischer Zeit,” Zwischen Bruch und Kontinuitdt:
Architektur in Kleinasien am Ubergang vom Hellenismus zur romischen Kaiserzeit/Continuity and Change:
Architecture in Asia Minor during the Transitional Period from Hellenism to the Roman Empire iginde, der. Ute
Lohner-Urban ve Ursula Quatember, Byzas 25 (Istanbul: Ege Yaymlari, 2020), 133-48; ve ilave kaynaklar eklenebilir.

7 Margherita Facella ve Matthias Stanke, “Eine Inschriftenplatte fiir Theodoros Stratelates und weitere christliche
Zeugnisse vom Diililk Baba Tepesi,” Von Kummuh nach Telouch. Archéologische und historische Untersuchungen
in Kommagene iginde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien
64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 157-86; Pier G. Borbone ve Werner Oenbrink, “Das christianisierte Heiligtum auf
dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi: Eine syrische Inschrift, Architekturbefunde und Bauglieder,” Von Kummuh nach Telouch:
Archdologische und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene iginde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und
Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 187-206; Pier G. Borbone,
“Neue syrische Inschriftenfunde — Das Kloster des Mar Salomon auf dem Diiliik Baba Tepesi,” Kult und Herrschaft
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Helenistik Dénem’de kurulmus ve Orta Cag’a kadar varligini siirdiirmiistiir. Bununla birlikte, bu
yerlesim MS on ikinci yiizyildan itibaren 6nemini yitirmis ve Gaziantep, bolgenin ana sehri haline
gelmistir.® Sehirle tepedeki kutsal alan arasindaki bu siki iliski g6z 6niinde bulunduruldugunda, He-
lenistik Dénem’den 6nce tapimilan firtina tanrisinim, tipki Edward Lipinski’nin Karahoyiik i¢in ileri
stirdiigii gibi, ¢cevredeki baska bir sehrin tanrisi olup olmadig1 veya Diiliik’e adin1 veren Helenistik
Donem oncesi bir yerlesim biriminin var olup olmadigi sorulari giindeme gelmektedir.®

Sehitkamil ilgesinde birkag arastirma yapilmistir ve bu ilge, daha genis capli arastirmalara
da dahil edilmistir. 1970 yilinda Piero Meriggi’nin yiiriittiigli arastirma'® ve 2007 yilinda Mehmet
Onal rehberliginde yayimlanan Gaziantep Ilceleri Tasinmaz Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varhiklar: Envanteri
projesi, soz konusu genis ¢aph aragtirmalar arasinda yer almaktadir. Bu projenin Sehitkamil’deki
bazi alanlar1 konu alan bir boliimii, Fikri Kulakoglu tarafindan ayrica ve daha fazla detayla ya-
yimlanmustir.'? Ayrica, Jean Perrot 1961°de bolgeyi ziyaret etmistir'® ve 2011’°de Erksin Giileg ve
ekibi tarafindan, diger bolgelerle birlikte 6zellikle Sehitkamil’e odaklanan, Paleolitik Cag’a dair
bir ylizey arastirmasi gerceklestirilmistir.'* S6z konusu arastirmalarin amaci ¢ogunlukla alanlarin
belgelenmesiyle sinirli kalmistir; yalnizca Archi vd. 1971°de bolgenin tarihi cografyasi iizerine
bazi gorislerini ekleyerek UrSu(m)’u Gaziantep veya Tilbesar ile 6zdeslestirmistir.

Arastirma Hedefleri

Yukarida s6zii gecen yiizey arastirmalarmin hicbiri, Paleolitik Cag’dan Erken Modern Cag’a ka-
dar Sehitkamil bdlgesini tam anlamiyla ele almadigindan, “Firtina Tanrisimin Topraklan Yiizey Aras-
tirmasi”nin temel amaci, 6zellikle Demir Cagi’na ve Diiliik Baba Tepesi’nin c¢evresindeki bulgulara
odaklanarak bu konudaki bilgi boslugunu gidermektir. Civardaki bolgelerde yapilan 6nemli arastirmalar
dikkate alindiginda, yakin zamanda gergeklestirilen bu galismanim, doguda Firat Vadisi ve gevresi,'”® ba-

am Euphrat iginde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien
73 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2014), 127-39; Matthias Stanke, “Eine nachantike Tonbulla mit Kreuzmonogramm:
Uberlegungen zur Existenz eines Klosterarchivs auf dem Diilik Baba Tepesi,” Kult und Herrschaft am Euphrat
i¢inde, der. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 6, Asia Minor Studien 73 (Bonn: Rudolf
Habelt, 2014), 141-49.

8 I.a. Michael Blomer, Dilek Cobanoglu ve Engelbert Winter, “Die Stadtgrabung in Doliche: Zu den Ergebnissen der
Feldarbeiten 2015-2018,” Istanbuler Mitteilungen 69 (2019): 103—86; Michael Blomer ve Engelbert Winter, der.,
Exploring Urbanism in Ancient North Syria: Fieldwork in Doliche 2015-2020, Doliche Urban Excavations 1 (Ber-
lin: De Gruyter, 2022).

9 Edward Lipinski, The Aramaeans: Their Ancient History, Culture, Religion. Orientalia Lovaniensia Analecta 100
(Leuven: Peeters, 2000), 17778, n. 91.

10 Alfonso Archi, Paolo Emilio Pecorella ve Mirjo Salvini, Gaziantep e la sua regione: Uno studio storico e topogra-
fico degli insediamenti preclassici. Incunabula Graeca 48 (Roma: Edizioni dell’Ateneo, 1971).

11 Mehmet Onal vd., Gaziantep liceleri Tasinmaz Kiiltiir ve Tabiat Varliklari Envanteri (Gaziantep: Gaziantep il Ozel
Idaresi, 2007).

12 Fikri Kulakoglu, “Gaziantep ve Adiyaman illeri Kiiltiir Envanteri Projesi 2005 Yili Calismalar1 Sonug¢ Raporu,”
Arastirma Sonuglart Toplantisi 24, no. 2 (2007): 325-34.

13 Jean Perrot, Reconnaissance Archeologique en Turquie Meridionale 1961 (Kudiis: Self-published, 1962).

14 Erksin Giileg vd., “2011 Y1l Gaziantep ve Hatay Illeri Yiizey Arastirmas1,” Arastirma Sonuglart Toplantist 30, no.
2 (2012): 257-66.

15 Paul Sanlaville, der., Holocene Settlement in North Syria: Résultats de deux prospections archéologiques effectuées
dans la région du nahr Sajour et sur le haut Euphrate syrien, British Archaeological Reports 238 (Oxford: British
Archaeological Reports, 1985); Guillermo Algaze, Ray Breuninger ve James Knudstad, “The Tigris-Euphrates Ar-
chaeological Reconnaissance Project: Final Report of the Birecik and Carchemish Dam Survey Areas,” Anatolica
20 (1994), 1-96; Tony J. Wilkinson, Edgar J. Peltenburg ve Eleanor B. Wilkinson, der., Carchemish in Context: The
Land of Carchemish Project, 2006-2010, Themes from the Ancient Near East 4 (Oxford: Oxbow Books, 2016).
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tida Kahramanmaras Ovas1 ve Islahiye Vadisi,'® giineyde ise Kilis Ovasi1 ve Quwayq Vadilerinde yapilan
incelemelerle birlikte “terra incognita’lar aydinlatmasi beklenmektedir."”

Arastirma ge¢cmisinin yani sira odagin Diiliik Baba Tepesi ile Diiliik tizerinde olmas1 dikkate
alindiginda, daha karmasik sorular giindeme gelmektedir: Etkileyici sekilde ortaya konan Paleolitik
Cag’dan itibaren, Diilikk Baba Tepesi ¢evresinde dikkat ¢ekici bir yerlesim ya da faaliyet boslugu
gergekten olusmus muydu?'® Ozellikle Helenistik donem &ncesinde gok sayida hayvan adagiyla
one cikan Diililk Baba Tepesi’ndeki kutsal alanin varligim1 idame ettirmesini saglayabilmek icin
gerekli yerlesim yerleriyle ilgili somut deliller var miydi?'® Bolgedeki yerlesimin yapisi ve bolgesel
merkezlere dair sorular da belirlenmistir. Helenistik-Roma déneminde, Diiliik tartigmasiz olarak
bolgedeki en 6nemli yerlesim yeridir. Bu durum Orta Cag itibariyla Gaziantep i¢in de gegerli olabi-
lir. Bununla birlikte, Diiliik’tin kurulusundan 6nceki donemle ilgili beklentilerimiz neler olmalidir?

Arastirma Yoéntemleri

Diiliik Baba Tepesi ¢evresine odaklanan bu arastirmada, Sehitkamil ilgesi ve tepedeki kut-
sal alanin ¢evresi i¢in iki ayr1 aragtirma yontemi benimsenmistir.

Sehitkamil’de Kapsamli Yiizey Arastirmasi

Sehitkamil’deki genis ¢apli arastirmada, daha onceki arastirma raporlarindan bilinen yer-
lesim yerleri ilk olarak yayinlanan haritalar araciligiyla cografi olarak isaretlenmis ve uydu go-
rlintiileri iizerinde konumlandirilmistir. Bunun yani sira, daha 6nce yapilan alan ziyaretleri ve
uydu goriintiilerinde 6nceki donemlerde tespit edilmemis alanlar da belirlenmistir. 2022°deki ilk
ziyaret i¢in, Diiliik Baba Tepesi ¢evresinde yaklasik 10 km yaricapinda alt1 bolge segilmistir.

Sit alanlarinmn cografi konumlandirmast GPS koordinatlari ile yapilmustir. Tlk inceleme son-
rasinda, alan, genellikle topografik yapisina bagl olarak tepe ve dort yondeki yamaglardan olusacak
sekilde bes bolgeye ayrilmustir. Thtiyaca gore farkli topografik birimler de eklenmistir. Her bir bolge,
yaklasik 5 m araliklarla konumlanmus alt1 kisilik ekiplerce titizlikle incelenmistir. Bu incelemeler,
OSMAnd adli bir izleme yazilimi ile kayda alinmustir. Yiizey sartlar1 genellikle iyi bulunmustu; ¢ogu
alan tarim i¢in stiriilmiistii ya da kiigiik bitkilerle kapliydi. Figiirinler, boncuklar, bilezikler, tas aletler

16 U. Bahadir Alkim, “The Amanus Region in Turkey. New Light on the Historical Geography and Archaeology,”
Archaeology 22, no. 4 (1969), 280-89; Elizabeth Carter vd., “The Kahramanmaras Archaeological Project Survey
1997,” Arastirma Sonuglar: Toplantis1 16, no. 2 (1999): 569-76; Andrew Garrard vd., “The Early Prehistory of
the Sakcagozii Region, North Levantine Rift Valley: Report on 1995 Survey Season,” Anatolian Studies 46 (1996),
53-81; Atilla Engin vd., “2019-2020 Y11 Yesemek Heykel Atélyesi ve Islahiye-Nurdag: Yiizey Aragtirmast Sonug-
lary,” Gaziantep University Journal of Social Sciences 21, no. 4 (2022): 1846-79.

17 Engin Ozgen, Barbara Helwing ve Atilla Engin, “The Oylum Regional Project: Archaeological Prospection 2000,”
Arastirma Sonuglart Toplantist 19, no. 2 (2001), 217-28; Engin Ozgen vd., “The Oylum Regional Project: Results
of'the 2001 Prospection Season,” Arastirma Sonuglar: Toplantis1 20, no. 2 (2002), 151-57; John Matthers, der., The
River Queiq, Northern Syria, and Its Catchment: Studies Arising from the Tell Rifa’at Survey 1977-1979. British
Archaeological Reports International Series 98 (Oxford: British Archaeological Reports, 1981).

18 Hem daha 6nce bolgede yapilmis olan yiizey arastirmalart hem de bizimki bglgenin Paleolitik ya da Kalkolitik/
Erken Tung Déneminden itibaren kesintisiz yerlesim gormiis olacag fikrini teyit etmektedir Cf. Ogiit, “Zum Stand
der archéologischen Forschungen.”

19 Nadja Pollath and Joris Peters “‘Smoke on the Mountain’—Animal Sacrifices for the Lord of Doliche,” in Von Kummuh
nach Telouch. Archdologische und historische Untersuchungen in Kommagene, ed. Engelbert Winter, Dolichener und
Kommagenische Forschungen 4, Asia Minor Studien 64 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt, 2011), 47-68. MO altinc1 ve besinci
binyilda 28,000 kemikl buluntu varken Erken ve Orta Roma Déneminde bu say1 6,000’e diismektedir.
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ve seramik parcalar1 gibi kiigiik buluntular toplanmis ve hem ¢izim hem de fotograf yoluyla detayl
bir sekilde kayit altina almmustir. Onemli buluntularin konumlari ise GPS ile ayrica isaretlenmistir.

Diiliik Baba Tepesi’nde Yogun Tarama

Diiliik Baba Tepesi’ndeki aragtirmanin ikinci ve daha kii¢iik 6lgekli kisminda, yine kap-
samli inceleme i¢in kullanilan yontemler tercih edilmistir. Bununla birlikte, bu arastirmada kisiler
arasindaki mesafe yaklagik 10 metreye kadar artirnlmistir. 2022 yilinda, kaz1 alaninin kuzey ve
bat1 yonlerindeki bolgeler, tepenin dibine kadar taranmistir. Giiney tarafta bir askeri bolgenin yer
almasi alt yamaglarda yapilacak incelemelere engel olmustur. Bu nedenle rota, giineydogu yonii-
ne, askeri bolgenin kuzey siirmin giineye uzandigi bir alana ¢evrilmistir. Bolgede igne yaprakli
bir orman yer aldigindan, zeminin neredeyse her yerinin yapraklarla kapli olmasi kiigiik nesnele-
rin bulunmasini zorlastirmistir. Diiliikk Baba Tepesi’nde az sayida buluntu ele gectiginden bulunan
tiim nesnelerin yerleri GPS ile kaydedilmistir.

On Sonuglar

Diiliik Baba Tepesi

Kartal Daglari’nin (Sof Daglar1) batidan algalan bir etegi olan Diiliikk Baba Tepesi (1208 m),
cevresini kuzey, dogu ve giineyden saran Gaziantep Platosu’ndan yaklasik 200300 m yiiksektedir.
Alan ziyaretleri sirasinda, cogunlukla Erken Roma’dan Geg¢ Antik-Erken Bizans Donemi’ne kadar
tarihlenen seramiklerin yani sira (bkz. Levha 5j-1, 6a, h) 13 kaya mezar1 ve 25 arkeolojik sit alan1
belirlenip kaydedilmistir. Kaydedilen kaya mezarlarinin {i¢ii Rifat Ergec tarafindan daha 6nce ya-
yimlanmustir.2° Diger mezarlardan 10’u biliniyor olsa da bugiine kadar bunlarla ilgili bir yayn ya-
pilmamustir (mezar F9 icin bkz. Fig. 2a-b). Diger alanlar heniiz arkeolojik olarak kaydedilmemistir.

Arastirmanin sonuglari, Jiipiter Dolichenus kutsal alaninin gevresi hakkindaki bilgiler ag1-
sindan olduk¢a degerlidir. Roma Imparatorluk Dénemi’ne ait birgok yeni mezarin kesfi dzellikle
dikkat ¢ekicidir. Kutsal alanin yaklasik 1,2 km batisinda, batiya dogru egimli sirtin zirvesi iizerinde
bir nekropol alan1 bulundugu daha 6nceden bilinmektedir.?' Bu alanda, bazilari 6zenle siislenmis 17
mezar yer almaktadir. Uzaklig1 g6z oniine alindiginda (bu alana Diiliik yaklasik 3,5 km, daha kiiciik
yerlesim yerleri ise en az 1,5 km uzakliktadir) nekropoliin yalnizca kutsal alanla iligkili oldugu dii-
stiniilmektedir. Bu iliski, kutsal alanda bulunmus ve Jiipiter Dolichenus’un bir rahibinden bahseden
bir yazitla da teyit edilmistir.22 Dolayisiyla, rahipler ve ailelerinin buraya gémiildiigii varsayilabilir.

Incelemeler, rahiplere ait nekropoliin daha dnce bilinenden daha doguya, yani kutsal ala-
na dogru genisledigini gostermistir. Daha 6nce bilinmeyen alt1 adet kaya mezar1 kaydedilmistir.
Bu mezarlar, aralarinda bulunan yaklasik 300 metrelik kisa mesafenin yani sira sahip olduklar
sekiller nedeniyle, rahiplere ait nekropol kompleksiyle iliskilendirilmistir. Mezarlar, antik kuzey
Suriye igin tipik olup?® sik¢a belgelenen kaya mezari seklindedir ve mezarlara bir dromos ile eri-

20 Rifat Ergeg, Nekropolen und Griber in der siidlichen Kommagene, Asia Minor Studien 47 (Bonn: Rudolf Habelt,
2003).

21 Jorg Wagner, “Neue Denkmdler aus Doliche: Ergebnisse einer archdologischen Landesaufnahme im Ursprungsge-
biet des lupiter Dolichenus,” Bonner Jahrbiicher 182 (1982), 133—66; Ergeg, Nekropolen und Grdber, 2003.

22 Michael Blomer ve Margherita Facella, Diiliik Baba Tepesi II: Inscriptions and Sculptures from the Sanctuary of
Jupiter Dolichenus, Dolichener und Kommagenische Forschungen 12, Asia Minor Studien 101 (Bonn: Rudolf
Habelt, 2022), 109-10, no. 32.

23 Bolgede bulunan kaya mezarlarindan olusmus mezarlik alanlar igin, cf. Wagner, “Neue Denkméler aus Doliche”;
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silir. Dromos, ziyaretgileri yuvarlanan tasla kapatilabilen bir kapiya yonlendirir. Kapinin ardinda,
duvarlarinda nislerin yer aldig1 en az bir mezar odasi bulunmaktadir. Genellikle, bugiinkii halle-
riyle sade goriinen mezar odalar olasilikla boyalarla renklendirilmis, bu da mezarlar1 ve mezar
odalarinin kabaca siislenmesini tamamlamistir. Goriiniige gére boya, genellikle sivasiz duvarlara
dogrudan uygulamis, bu da boyanin kisa siire i¢inde yok olmasina sebep olmus olabilir.24

Daha once bilinen, rahiplere ait nekropol alanina kiyasla, yeni kesfedilen mezarlarda daha
izole bir diizen hakimdir. Net bir kronolojik siniflandirmaya izin vermeseler de mezarlarin, MS
253 yilinda tapmagin yikilisindan dnce olusturulduklar sylenebilir. Mezarlarin Roma Iimpara-
torlugu Donemi’ne tarihlenmesi nedeniyle ve bolgede daha 6nceki donemlere ait neredeyse hig
kaya mezari belgelenmediginden terminus post quem MS birinci ylizyildir.

F14-F18 mezarlar1 (F14 ve F18 i¢in bkz. Fig. 3—4), Diiliik Baba Tepesi’nin giiney yamacin-
da yer alan bir nekropole dair ilk kanitlardir. Tipik kaya mezarlar1 gibi goriinseler de mezarlarin
i¢ kism1 incelenememistir. Bununla birlikte, bu mezarlarin da Roma Imparatorlugu Dénemi’ne
tarihlenebilecegi varsayilabilir. Ayn1 zamanda, rahiplere ait nekropolden farkli olarak bunlarin
kutsal alanla nasil bir iliskisi oldugu belirsizdir. Platonun zirvesiyle aradaki yaklagik 1,15 kilo-
metrelik mesafe, rahiplere ait nekropole benzer olsa da, yeni kesfedilen nekropol ¢ok daha algakta
ve askeri alanin oldugu bolgedeki mezarlarin alt tarafinda yer alabilecek potansiyel bir yerlesim
yerine daha yakindir. Bununla birlikte, bu alanin kutsal alana giden yokusta oldugu i¢in mezarlik
olarak se¢ilmis olma ihtimali de diisiiniilebilir.

Karahdyiik

Karahdyiik, Diiliilk Baba Tepesi’nin kuzeydogusunda, bir sanayi bolgesinin dogu ucunda
yer alir ve yaklasik 18 m yiiksekligi (rakim: 863 m) ve 6 ha alani ile arastirma bolgesi igindeki
en biiyiik yerlesim alanlarindan biridir (Fig. 5).25 Bu tepe zaten arkeolojik sit alan1 olarak deger-
lendirildiginden insaat veya tarim faaliyetleri i¢in kullanilmamis, bu sayede 6zgiin yiizey yapist,
tepenin zirvesinde ve bat1 yamacinin alt kismindaki antik mimari yapi kalintilariyla birlikte biiyiik
Olciide korunmustur. Bununla birlikte, bat1 ve 6zellikle giiney kisimlarda insaat faaliyetleri alt
yamaglara yaklasmistir ve sit alaniyla i¢ ice gegmektedir. Tabani koni bigiminde olan Karahdyiik,
kabaca daire seklindedir ve tepenin zirvesinde yaklasik 0,4 hektarlik oval bir alan yer almaktadir.

Yontmatas buluntularin ilk degerlendirmesi, Canak Comleksiz Neolitik Dénem’de bir
yerlesim olabilecegine isaret etmektedir. Seramik malzeme lizerinde yapilan incelemelere gore,
Karahoylik’lin Erken ve Ge¢ Tung Cagi ile Orta ve Ge¢ Demir Cagi’nda iskan edilmis oldugu
anlagilmaktadir (bkz. Levha 4a—c ve 5d-i). Orta ve Ge¢ Demir Cagi’na ait bazi ince seramik par-
calar1 da ele gegmistir. Helenistik ya da Roma Donemi’nden esere rastlanmadigi igin Geg Antik
Cag’a kadar bir yerlesim boslugu oldugu diisiiniilebilir. Bununla birlikte, Onal vd., Tung ve Demir
Cagi’nin yani sira Helenistik Donem’e ait malzemede bulduklarini belirtmistir.2¢ Son olarak, bol-
gede Abbasi donemine ait seramikler de bulunmustur.

Ergec, Nekropolen und Griber; Michael Blomer ve Dilek Cobanoglu, “Kommagene ve Kyrrhestike’de Roma D6-
nemi Kaya Oda Mezarlar1,” Rifat Erge¢ Armagani: Studies Presented to Rifat Erge¢ iginde, der. Timur Demir vd.
(Ankara: Bilgin Kiiltiir Sanat, 2019), 65-82; Hiiseyin Yaman, “Death in Zeugma: A Survey of the Tombs,” Anadolu
45 (2019), 125-68.

24 Genel olarak Doliche gevresindeki bolgede yer alan mezar resimleri iizerine, bkz. Michael Blomer, “The Diversity
of Funerary Portraiture in Roman Commagene and Cyrrhestice,” Funerary Portraiture in Greater Roman Syria
icinde, der. Michael Blomer ve Rubina Raja, Studies in Classical Archaeology 6 (Turnhout: Brepols, 2019), 45-64.

25 Cf. Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 76, no. 107, fig. 128; Onal vd., Gaziantep, 504.

26 Onal vd., Gaziantep, 504.
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Toyocagi Hayiik

Diiz yerlesim olan Toyocagi Hoyiik, Gaziantep’in kuzeyinde yer alan, iskana yeni agil-
mis bir bolgenin merkezindedir ve rakim1 925 metredir. Bu alan insaat ve yol yapim c¢alismalari
nedeniyle her yonden ciddi hasar gormiistiir (Fig. 6).2” Anakayanin istiinde yalnizca 20-30 cm
kalinhigindaki s1g kiiltiirel tabakalar, yol ¢aligmalariin olusturdugu kesitlerde net bir sekilde go-
riilebilmektedir. Bu durum, yerlesim yerinin yalnizca kisa bir siireligine kullanilmis olabilecegini
diisiindiirmektedir. Bununla birlikte, yapilan tarihleme Helenistik Dénem, Ge¢ Antik-Erken Bi-
zans Donemi’ne kadar genis bir zaman dilimine isaret eder ve Emevi doneminden Orta Cag’a
kadar seramik buluntular da ele gegmistir (Levha 51, 6f, g ve 7g, h). Onal vd., Toyocag1 Hoyiik iin
Tung Cag1 ve Roma donemine de ait oldugunu belirtmis olsalar da?® 2022 yilinda yapilan arastir-
malarda bu donemlere ait herhangi bir bulguya rastlanmamastir.

Cingin Hoyiik

Cingin Hoyiik (veya Tocag1 Hoyiik), Karahoyiik’iin yaklasik 2,6 km giiney-giineybatisinda
yer almaktadir. Rakimi 880 metreye ulasan bu hoyiik, yaklasik 15 m yiiksekligindedir ve 3 hektarlik
bir alan1 kaplamaktadir. Bu 6l¢iilerle boyutu Karahdyiik’iin yarisi kadar olsa da Cingin Hoyiik, ben-
zer sekilde konik bir yapiya sahiptir (Fig. 7).2° Kuzeybatida bir fabrika ve kuzeydoguda devam eden
ingaat ¢aligmalari i¢in agilan yollar, hoylgii belirgin bir sekilde ¢evrelemistir. Yamagta insaat atiklart
ve ¢Opler de birikmistir. Hoylik zirvesi yaklagik 0,25 hektardir ve oval bi¢cimindedir. Hoy{igiin bat1
ve kuzey yamaglar1 ovaya dik bir sekilde inerken giiney ve dogu yamaclar1 daha az egimlidir.

Su ana kadar yapilan incelemeler, yerlesim yerinin kesintisiz bir sekilde kullanildigina dair
bir kanit sunmamaktadir (Levha 2d-e, 3e ve 4e-g). Cingin Hoyiik’ten elde edilen objeler, Neo-
litik Dénem’den Erken ve Ge¢ Tung Cagi’na, Ge¢ Demir Cagi’ndan Geg¢ Antik-Erken Bizans
Doénemi’ne ( yakl. MS besinci ila altinci yiizyil) kadar genis bir zaman dilimine tarihlenmektedir.
Ayrica, bdlgede 6giitme tasindan yapilmis aletler de siklikla bulunmustur. Bununla birlikte Onal
vd., Cingin Hoyiik yerlesimini yalnizca MO {igiincii binyila tarihlemektedir.3°

Bedirkent Hoyiik

Bedirkent Hoyiik (Bedirkoy Hoylik), 6 m yiiksekliginde (rakim: 830 m), yaklasik 1 ha ta-
ban alanina sahip, oldukea diiz bir yerlesim hoyiigiidiir (Fig. 8).3' Ozel miilkiyet olan tepe su anda
zeytin agaglar ile kaplidir.

Bedirkent Hoylik te bulunan eserler arasinda; ayaklara dogru incelen bacaklara sahip, disil
ozellikleriyle dikkat ¢ceken, oturmus bir insan figiirii (Fig. 9a—b) ve benzer bir figiiriin sag baca-
ginin bir kismi olarak degerlendirilebilecek bir parca olmak iizere iki figiirin pargasi 6ne ¢ikmak-
tadir. Her iki parca da yiizeyi hafifce cilalanmis kilden yapilmistir ve yaklagik ayni biiyiikliikte
olan, oturmus iki figiirii temsil etmektedir. Ayni1 yerlesim yerinde neredeyse ayni formda iki figiir
parcasiin bulunmus olmasi, bu tiir figiirlerin sik {iretildigini diisiindiirmektedir. Karsilastirmali
ornekler, bunlarin Kalkolitik Dénem’e tarihlendirilebilecegini gostermektedir.3?

27 Cf. Onal vd., Gaziantep, 503.

28 Onal vd., Gaziantep, 503.

29 Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 59-60, no. 45 (“Cincin”); Onal vd., Gaziantep, 502.

30 Onal vd., Gaziantep, 502.

31 Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 55, no. 30, fig. 50; Onal vd., Gaziantep, 501.

32 Cf. Nadja Cholidis and Lutz Martin, Der Tell Halaf und sein Ausgrdber Max Freiherr von Oppenheim: Kopf hoch!
Mut hoch! und Humor hoch! (Mainz, Philipp von Zabern, 2002), fig. 26 sag; konu ile ilgili genel bilgi i¢in, bkz.
Ellen H. Belcher, “Embodiment of the Halaf: Sixth Millennium Figurines from Northern Mesopotamia,” (Doktora
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Parcalarin ilk degerlendirmesi, yerlesim yerinin Kalkolitik Dénem’de ve Erken Tung ile
Geg Tung Cagi’nda kullanilmis olduguna isaret etmektedir. Bununla birlikte, Neolitik Donem’e
ait birkac buluntu da saptanmistir (Levha 3d, 5b ve 7f). Ayrica, bdlgede en azindan Orta Demir
Cag1 ve Geg Antik Cag’da de yerlesim olmustur. Erken Tung Cagi tarihlendirmesi, Onal vd. nin
bulgulariyla ortiisse de®?® Archi vd. tarafindan Roma donemine yapilan tarihlendirmeyle ilgili her-
hangi bir kanit bulunamamustir.34

Aktoprak Hoyiik

Aktoprak Hoylik, Sehitkamil’in sanayi bolgesinin kuzey ucunda yer almaktadir (Fig. 10).3%
Yaklagik 20 m yiikseklikteki bu etkileyici tepe, 3 hektarlik boyutuyla kuzey ve bat1 yonlerinde dik
bir egime sahiptir. Tepenin batiya bakan etegindeki tarla, cok sayida ¢akmaktasi alet barindirmasi
bakimindan dikkat ¢ekicidir. Bu aletler, Aktoprak Hoyiik’iin hem Paleolitik Cag’a hem de ele gecen
bazi Byblos uglar sebebiyle Canak Comleksiz Neolitik Cag’a (PPNB) tarihlendigini gostermekte-
dir.3¢ Ayrica bolgede ¢esitli yontmatas eserler, baltalar, obsidyen objeler ve dgiitme taglar1 da bulun-
mustur. Bulunan seramikler Neolitikten Kalkolitik Dénem’e, Erken, Orta ve Ge¢ Tung Cagi’na ve
muhtemelen Erken ve Orta Demir Cagi’na kadar tarihlenebilir. Bu durum, belirtilen dénemler ara-
sinda kesintisiz bir yerlesimin olabilecegini gostermektedir (bkz. Levha 1a, 2a—c, 2f-i, 3a—c, 3fj,
4d, 5a—c, j-k, 6b, ve 7a—c, e, i-1). Demir Cagi ile MO birinci yiizyila tarihlenen Helenistik Donem
seramikleri arasinda bir hiatus oldugu varsayilabilir. Helenistik Donem’den Orta Cag’a kadar ikinci
bir kesintisiz yerlesim donemi olabilecegi, Roma Ddénemi’ne ait yiiksek kaliteli seramikler ve Geg
Antik Cag’dan Orta Cag’a kadar tarihlenen buluntularla desteklenmektedir. Bununla birlikte, Onal
vd. Aktoprak Hoylik’ii sadece Tung ve Demir Cagi’na tarihlendirmektedir.3”

Erikli Héyiik

Erikli Hoytik (veya Ceydeyli Hoyiik) yaklagik 4 ha biiyiiklige ve 20 m yiikseklige (rakim:
960 m) sahiptir ve dogal bir yiikselti gibi gériinmektedir. Uzerinde biiyiik olasilikla bir sur veya
karmasgik bir yap1 bulunmus olabilecegi diistiniilmektedir (Fig. 11).28 Bu disiincenin temeli, gii-
niimiizde Erikli Hoyiik iizerinde farkl tarlalar1 ayiran, birkag metre genisliginde ve yiiksekliginde
cok sayida islenmis bazalt blokun bulunmasidir. S6z konusu bloklarin sadece bu amagla iiretilip
tagindig fikri goz ardi edilebilir.

Bolgede ayrica dgiitme tasindan cekic tasi pargalart gibi gesitli aletler de bulunmustur.
Gilineydogu yoniindeki tepenin eteginde bulunan ¢ok sayida yontmatas aletin olasilikla Paleolitik
Donem’e ait olabilecegi, ancak Neolitik ve Kalkolitik Dénemlerde kesin olarak kullanildig: dii-
stiniilebilir. Daha ge¢ doneme tarihlenen buluntular, Erken Tung Cagi’ndan Helenistik Donem’e
kadar olan siire¢te (Erken Demir Cag1 hari¢) muhtemelen kesintisiz bir yerlesim olabilecegine
isaret etmektedir. En ¢ok bu donemlerden buluntulara rastlanmistir. Sonrasinda, Erikli Hoyiik’te
yalnizca Emevi ve Abbasi dénemlerinde yerlesim oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Buna karsilik Onal vd.,

tezi, Columbia University, 2014).

33 Onal vd., Gaziantep, 501.

34 Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 55.

35 Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 68, no. 74, fig. 95 (“Giicege™); Onal vd., Gaziantep, 515.

36 Cf. Makoto Arimura, The Neolithic Lithic Industry at Tell Ain el-Kerkh, Excavation Reports of Tell el-Kerkh,
Northwestern Syria 1, Al-Shark 4 (Oxford: Archaeopress, 2020), 43, fig. 2.18.

37 Onal vd., Gaziantep, 515.

38 Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 58, no. 41, fig. 61 (“Cegde”); Onal vd., Gaziantep, 513.
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Erikli Hoytik i Tung ve Demir Cagi’na, Archi vd. ise sadece Demir Cagi’na tarihlemektedir.3®

Sonug

Simdiye kadarki yiizey arastirmasinin degerlendirmesinde bazi 6n sonuglar elde edilmistir.
Diiliik Baba Tepesi’yle ilgili olarak, rahip nekropolii olarak bilinen kaya mezarlarinin, daha &nce
diisiiniilenden ¢ok daha genis bir alana, tapinaga dogru yayildigi anlasilmistir. Bu durum, tapinak
ile nekropol arasinda, biiyilik olasilikla rahiplere ve belki de aile iiyelerine ait gomiilerle daha
giiclii bir baglantiya isaret etmektedir. Buna ek olarak, tepenin giiney yamacinda, olas1 yerlesim
alanlaria daha yakin bir mesafede, ikinci bir nekropol daha bulunmaktadir. Ayrica Geg Antik
Cag’dan itibaren tepeden ekonomik anlamda daha fazla yararlanilmis olabilecegi ifade edilmek-
tedir. Simdiye kadar incelenen alanlarda beklenmedik bir sekilde Demir Cagi ve Helenistik D6-
nem’e ait izlerin bulunmamis olmasi da elde edilen sonuc¢lardan biridir.

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7.
Diiliik Baba | Karahoyiik | Toyocag1 | Cingin Bedirkent | Aktoprak Erikli
Tepesi Hoyiik Hoyiik | Hoyiik Hoyiik Hoyiik
Paleolitik D, §? S? S?
Neolitik D S? S s? S S
Kalkolitik S S S
Erken Tung¢ Cagi S X, S X, 8 S S
Orta Tung¢ Cag1 S S
Geg Tung Cagy S S S S S
Tun¢ Cag1 (Genel) X,S X S S X,S X, S
Erken Demir Cag1 S?
Orta Demir Cagi S S S S
Ge¢ Demir Cag D S S S
Demir Cag1 (Genel) D X, S S S X, S 0,X,S
Helenistik D X S S S
Roma D,S X o S
Geg Antik - D,S S S S S S
Erken Bizans
Emeviler D S S S S
Abbasiler D S S S S
Geg Orta Cag / Erken Modern D S S

Tablo 1: Archi vd. 1971 (O) ve Onal vd. 2007 (X) tarafindan gergeklestirilen ¢alismalarda, Diiliik Baba
Tepesi (D) ve “Firtina Tanrisi’nin Topraklari Yiizey Arastirmast” (S = kesin tarihleme, S? = olasi tarihleme)
calismalarinin sematik incelemesi.

Sehitkamil’de yapilan kapsamli yiizey arastirmalari sayesinde bu bolgede, daha 6nce nadi-

39 Archi, Pecorella ve Salvini, Gaziantep, 58; Onal vd., Gaziantep, 513.
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ren belgelenmis veya bahsedilmis olan erken dénemler olan Neolitik (Diiliik Baba Tepesi haric)
ve Kalkolitik donemlerdeki yerlesimlerle ilgili kapsamli bilgi edinilebilmistir.°® Bu durum, Archi
vd. ile Onal vd. tarafindan bahsedilmeyen, ancak arastirma yapilan alanlarda nispeten iyi belge-
lenmis Roma sonrasi donemler igin de gegerlidir.

“Firtina Tanrisinin Topraklar1 Yiizey Arastirmasi”na dair daha kapsamli arastirmalarla il-
gili hedefler agisindan, Erken Demir Cagi’nin heniiz kesin olarak kanitlanamadigi ancak Orta ve
Ge¢ Demir Caglarinin nicelik ve nitelik olarak iyi bir sekilde ortaya kondugu goriilmektedir.!
Karahoytik ve Erikli Hoyiik, gerek boyutlari gerekse Orta ve Ge¢ Demir Cagi’nda kesintisiz iskan
potansiyelleri ile, Diiliik Baba Tepesi’ndeki firtina tanrisi tapinagiyla daha yakindan iliskili olabi-
lir. Ayrica, Karahoyiik’ten simdiye kadar Helenistik bir yerlesime dair higbir kanit elde edileme-
mis olmasi, Lipinski’nin Diiliik/Keber Tepe’de Helenistik Donem oncesinde Onciil bir yerlesim
yeri bulunabilecegine dair tezini desteklemektedir.

Son olarak, bu proje kapsaminda elde edilen belki de en énemli sonug, 6zellikle Toyocagi
Hoyiik ve Karahoyiik’ii tehdit eden ingaat faaliyetlerinin belgelenebilmesi ve bu alanlarin tamamen
yok olmamasi i¢in tarihi eserlerin korunmasiyla ilgilenen yerel ofisin bilgilendirilebilmesidir.

Tesekkiirler

Her seyden once, ylizey arastirmasini onayladiklari i¢in Tiirkiye Kiiltlir ve Turizm Bakanli-
g11ile Tiirkiye Eski Eserler Miidiirligiine tesekkiir ederiz. Deutsche Orient-Gesellschaft’mn comert
destegi olmasaydi, bu 6nemli sonuglar1 daha projenin ilk yilinda yayinlamamiz miimkiin olmaz-
di. Ayrica, Tiirkiye Eski Eserler Miidiirliigii temsilcisi Ismail Saripinar’a ilk sezonun biirokratik
siirecinin sorunsuz gegmesi i¢in gosterdigi yogun ¢abalardan &tiirii tesekkiir ederiz. Doliche kazi
evinde ekibimizi sicak bir sekilde karsilayan ve hem teknik hem de diger materyalleri saglayarak
kiigiik aragtirmamizi tiim katilimcilar i¢in ¢ok keyifli bir hale getiren Prof. Dr. Engelbert Winter’a
da tesekkdirlerimizi sunariz. Neyse ki Dilek Cobanoglu’nun yerel biirokratik isler konusunda uzun
yillara dayanan deneyiminden faydalanabildik, bu da ekibimizi ¢ok fazla zaman kaybetmekten ve
potansiyel sorunlardan kurtards. {1k sezon Birgiil Ogiit yonetiminde, Kaan Oytun Arabaci, Gamze
Kaynak, Matthias Lange, Aysenur Pala ve Sehriban Yiiksel ile 19.09. - 09.10.2022 tarihleri ara-
sinda gerceklestirildi.

40 Cf. Ogiit, “Zum Stand der archéologischen Forschungen.”
41 Diger ylizey arastirmlarinin hi¢niri Demir Cag1 dénemleri arasinda ayrim yapmamustir.
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Fig. 1: Map of Sehikamil in the Province Gaziantep with the surveyed sites (by Birgl Ogut, Basemap: Openstreetmap)
Fig. 1: Incelenen alanlarin yer aldigi Gaziantep ili Sehikamil haritasi (Birgiil Ogiit, Basemap: Openstreetmap)
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Fig. 2a: Rock-cut tomb F9.
Fig. 2a: Kaya mezari F9.

Fig. 2b: Ground plan in tomb F9.
Fig. 2b: Mezar F9’un taban plani.
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Fig. 3: Entrance to tomb F14.
Fig. 3: Mezar F14'(in girisi.

Fig. 4: Entrance to tomb F18.
Fig. 4: Mezar F18’in girisi.
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Fig. 5: Satellite image of Karahdylk (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
Fig. 5: Karahoylk’tn uydu goriintisti (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).

Fig. 6: Satellite image of Toyocadi Hoyik (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
Fig. 6: Toyocadi Hoylk’tin uydu goriintisii (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
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Fig. 7: Satellite image of Cincin Hoylk (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
Fig. 7: Gingin Hoylk’lin uydu gdriintlisii (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).

Fig. 8: Satellite image of Bedirkent Hoyik (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
Fig. 8: Bedirkent Hoylk’lin uydu gdriintisii (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
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Fig. 9a: Frontal view of a figurine from Bedirkent Hoyuk. Fig. 9b: Sideview of a figurine from Bedirkent Hoylik.
Fig. 9a: Bedirkent Hoylk’ten bir figlirinin 6nden gérinima. Fig. 9b: Bedirkent Hoylk’ten bir figlirinin yandan
gorinimda.
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Fig. 10: Satellite image of Aktoprak HOylk (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
Fig. 10: Aktoprak Hoylik’tn uydu goriintlisii (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).

Fig. 11: Satellite image of Erikli Hoylik (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).
Fig. 11: Erikli Hoyuk’Un uydu gériintlisii (Basemap: https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov).



162

TURK ARKEOLOJI VE KULTUREL MiRAS ENSTITUSU DERGISI - 03

AN

Anogeak BY Sed 019
12am
F)
B 1 B_% (] s
Ll
rl
-

----- B S 01

B G _5er 0

Plate 1: Selected Neolithic Pottery.
Levha 1: Neolitik canak ¢émleklerinden se¢cmeler.
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Plate | Find number Preliminary | O Ware Surface treatment
dating
la Aktoprak BY Ser 019 | Neolithic 140 | Dark sherd, with a lot of chaff and little medium Surface outside with dark brown color coat-
mm | coarse lime, porous, soft fired ing, lightly polished
1b Bedirkent B Ser 011 Neolithic 220 | Brown sherd, with a lot of chaff and a few fine Surface inside and outside with reddish slip,
mm | stones, very porous, soft to medium hard fired chaff imprints clearly visible
lc Bedirkent B_Ser 012 Neolithic 320 | Brown sherd, with little chaff and a few fine Surface inside and outside with red color
mm | stones, porous, fired medium-hard coating, slightly polished
1d Bedirkent_G_Ser 014 Neolithic 280 | Brown sherd, with a lot of coarse chaff, many Surface clay base inside and outside, chaff
mm | fine stones and a lot of fine lime, core dark, very marks clearly visible
porous, soft to medium hard fired
le Bedirkent_ G_Ser_015 Neolithic 240 | Brown sherd, with little chaff and a few fine Surface inside and outside with
mm | stones, porous, fired medium-hard self-slip, smoothed
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On (4] Hamur Yiizey teknigi
tarihleme
la Aktoprak BY Ser 019 [ Neolitik 140 | Koyu hamur, yogun saman ve az miktarda orta/iri | Di§ yiizey koyu kahverengi astarli, yumusak
mm | kire¢ katkili, gozenekli, yumusak pisme ackilt
1b Bedirkent B Ser 011 Neolitik 220 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun saman ve az sayida I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmizi astarli, saman izleri
mm | tascik katkili, gok gdzenekli, yumusak-orta sert belirgin
pisme
lc Bedirkent B_Ser 012 Neolitik 320 | Kahverengi hamur, seyrek saman ve az sayida I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmiz1 astarli, yumusak
mm | tascik katkili, gzenekli, orta-sert pisme ackill
1d Bedirkent G_Ser 014 Neolithic 280 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun saman, ¢cok sayida tascik | i¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, saman izleri belirgin
mm | ve kireg katkili, orta kismi daha koyu renkli, cok
gozenekli, yumusak-orta sert pisme
le Bedirkent G_Ser 015 Neolithic 240 | Kahverengi hamur, seyrek saman ve az sayida i¢ ve dis yiizey kendinden astarl1, ackili
mm | tag¢ik katkili, gézenekli, orta-sert pisme




164 TURK ARKEOLOJI VE KULTUREL MIRAS ENSTITUSU DERGISI - 03

@ 1

%
Ehtoprah_BY Ser 042 -
a - Aktopak BY Ser 053
c
b Alioprak BY Ser 051
Micm
! 1
1 -
d Cingin_B_Sav_001
Wom

Cingin B %ev_003

1
|

F Aktoprak G S 0010

]

Aok G_Sei 004

Hee

Alogeak_K_Ser_ 006

Plate 2: Selected Chalcolithic Pottery.
Levha 2: Kalkolitik canak ¢dmleklerinden secmeler.
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Plate | Find number Preliminary dating | O Ware Surface treatment
2a Aktoprak BY Ser 042 | Ubaid? Beige-orange sherd, with little very fine lime, small | Surface inside and outside clay base,
stones and very little fine chaff, fine pores, medium | outside slightly smoothed, painting:
hard fired 2.5 YR 2.5/1 reddish black
2b Aktoprak BY Ser 051 |Late Halaf Light beige sherd, with very little fine lime and very | Surface inside and outside clay base,
little very fine chaff, hardly any pores, medium to outside slightly smoothed, painting:
hard fired 7,5 YR 2,5/1 black and 5 YR 4/6
yellowish red
2c Aktoprak BY Ser 052 |Halaf Light beige sherd, with very little fine lime and very | Surface inside and outside clay base,
little very fine chaff, hardly any pores, medium to outside slightly smoothed, painting: 5
hard fired YR 3/2 Dark reddish brown
2d Cingin_B_Ser 001 Chalcolithic 300 |Reddish-brown sherd, with many fine stones, few Surface inside clay base, outside with
mm | pores, hard fired still faintly recognizable painting in
beige and red, polished
2e Cingin_B_Ser 003 Chalcolithic 300 | Brown sherd, with many small stones and mica, Surface inside and outside with
mm | porous, medium hard fired self-slip
2f Aktoprak G_Ser 001 Chalcolithic 180 | Brown sherd, with a lot of coarse chaff, few small | Surface inside and outside clay base,
mm | stones, porous, soft to medium hard fired chaff imprints well visible
2g Aktoprak G_Ser 004 Chalcolithic 160 | Brown sherd, with a lot of coarse chaff, few small | Surface inside and outside clay base,
mm | stones, porous, soft to medium hard fired chaff imprints well visible
2h Aktoprak_G_Ser 006 Chalcolithic 150 | Brown sherd, with a lot of coarse chaff, few small | Surface inside and outside clay base,
mm | stones, very little fine lime, porous, soft to medium | chaff imprints well visible
hard fired
2i Aktoprak K Ser 006 Chalcolithic 200 | Brown sherd, with a lot of coarse chaff, few small | Surface inside and outside clay base,
mm | stones, porous, soft to medium hard fired chaff imprints well visible
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On tarihleme %) Hamur Yiizey teknigi
2a Aktoprak BY Ser 042 | Ubaid? Bej-turuncu hamur, seyrek ince kireg, kiigiik tascik | I¢ ve dis yiizey yaln, dis yiizey
ve ¢ok az ince saman katkili, ince gozenekli, orta hafifce diizeltilmis, boya: 2.5 YR
sert pisme 2.5/1 kirmizimst siyah
2b Aktoprak BY Ser 051 | Geg Halaf Acik bej hamur, ¢ok az ince kireg ve ¢ok az ok I¢ ve dis yiizey yaln, dis yiizey
ince saman katkili, gbzeneksiz, orta-sert pisme hafifge diizeltilmis, boya: 7,5 YR
2,5/1 siyah ve 5 YR 4/6 sarims1t
kirmizi
2c Aktoprak BY Ser 052 | Halaf Agik bej hamur, ¢ok az ince kireg ve ¢ok az ok I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, dis yiizey
ince saman katkili, gdzeneksiz,orta-sert pisme hafif¢e diizeltilmis, boya: 5 YR 3/2
koyu kirmizimsi kahverengi
2d Cingin_B_Ser 001 Kalkolitik 300 | Kirmizimsi kahverengi hamur, yogun tas¢ik katkili, | i¢ yiizey yalin, dista gok silik bej ve
mm |az gozenekli, sert pisme kirmiz1 boya kalintis, ackili
2e Cingin_B_Ser 003 Kalkolitik 300 |Kahverengi hamur, yogun tascik ve mika katkali, I¢ ve dis yiizey kendinden astarli
mm | gozenekli, orta-sert pisme
2f Aktoprak_G_Ser 001 | Kalkolitik 180 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun iri saman pargalari, az I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, saman izleri
mm | sayida tas¢ik katkili, gézenekli, yumusak-orta sert | belirgin
pisme
2g Aktoprak G_Ser 004 | Kalkolitik 160 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun iri saman pargalari, az I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, saman izleri
mm | sayida taggik katkili, gézenekli, yumusak-orta sert | belirgin
pisme
2h Aktoprak_G_Ser_006 | Kalkolitik 150 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun iri saman pargalari, az I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, saman izleri
mm | sayida tasgik, ¢ok az ince kireg katkili, gdzenekli, belirgin
yumusak-orta sert pisme
2i Aktoprak_K_Ser 006 | Kalkolitik 200 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun iri saman pargalari, az I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, saman izleri
mm | sayida taggik katkili, gézenekli, yumusak-orta sert | belirgin

pisme
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Plate 3: Selected Early Bronze Age Pottery.
Levha 3. Erken Tung Cagi canak ¢émleklerinden segmeler.
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Plate | Find number Preliminary |O Ware Surface treatment
dating
3a Aktoprak K _Ser 005 Early Bronze |260 |Beige sherd, with little chaff, fine stones and very Surface inside and outside reddish-orange,
Age mm | little fine lime, slightly porous, medium hard fired core dark
3b Aktoprak K Ser 008 | Early Bronze Brown body with little chaff, fine stones and very Surface reddish-orange inside and outside,
Age few fine quartz particles, very fine pores, medium core dark, decorated with simple stick
hard fired impressions.
3c Aktoprak K Ser 009 Early Bronze |220 |Reddish-brown sherd, with little chaff, fine stones Surface inside and outside with light slip
Age mm | and very few fine quartz particles, porous, medi-
um-hard fired
3d Bedirkent G_Ser 032 | Early Bronze |300 |Reddish sherd, with much fine and little coarse lime, | Surface inside and outside clay base
Age mm | little fine chaff, porous, medium hard fired
3e Cingin_D_Ser 019 Early Bronze | 180 |Light brown sherd, with a lot of chaff, little fine lime | Surface inside and outside with self-slip,
Age mm | and a few fine stones, porous, medium-hard fired smoothing traces visible
3f Aktoprak BT Ser 012 | Early Bronze |100 |Brown body, with a lot of medium coarse lime and a | Surface inside and outside red slip, lightly
Age mm | little very fine mica, hardly any pores, medium hard | polished
fired
3g Aktoprak BY_ Ser 024 |Early Bronze |160 |Brown sherd, with little chaff and medium coarse Surface inside and outside clay base
Age mm | lime and very few fine stones, slightly porous,
medium hard fired
3h Aktoprak D _Ser 003 Early Bronze |80 | Beige sherd, with little chaff and medium coarse Surface inside and outside clay base
Age mm | lime and very few fine stones, porous, medium hard
fired
3i Aktoprak D Ser 008 Early Bronze | 140 |Beige sherd, with little, very fine lime and very fine | Surface inside and outside clay base,
Age mm | mica, no pores, very hard fired smoothed
3j Aktoprak D Ser 010 | Early Bronze |130 |Beige sherd, with little very fine lime and fine mica, | Surface inside and outside clay base
Age mm | no pores, very hard fired
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On tarihleme | @ Hamur Yiizey teknigi
3a Aktoprak K Ser 005 Erken Tung 260 | Bej hamur, az miktarda saman, tascik ve gok az ince | Ig ve dis yiizey kirmizimst turuncu, koyu
Cag1 mm | kireg katkili, az gozenekli, orta sert pisme renkli 6z
3b Aktoprak K Ser 008 Erken Tung Kahverengi hamur, az miktarda saman, tas¢ik ve ¢ok | I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmizims1 turuncu, koyu
Cag1 az ¢ok ince kuvars katkil, ¢ok ince gézenekli, orta renkli 6z, basit gubuk baski bezeme
sert pisme
3c Aktoprak K Ser 009 Erken Tung 220 | Kirmizims: kahverengi hamur, az miktarda saman, I¢ ve dis yiizey agik renk astarli
Cag1 mm | tag¢ik ve ¢ok az ¢ok ince kuvars katkili, gézenekli,
orta-sert pisme
3d Bedirkent G_Ser 032 | Erken Tung 300 |Kirmizimsi hamur, yogunlukla ince ve az miktarda | Ig ve dis yiizey yalin
Cagi mm | iri kireg, seyrek ince saman katkili, gozenekli, orta
sert pisme
3e Cingin_D_Ser 019 Erken Tung 180 | Agik kahverengi hamur, yogun saman, az miktarda | I¢ ve dis yiizey kendinden astarli, diizeltme
Cag1 mm | ince kire¢ ve az sayida tas¢ik katkili, gézenekli, izleri goriililyor
orta-sert pisme
3f Aktoprak BT Ser 012 | Erken Tung 100 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun miktarda orta irilikte kireg | Ig ve dis yiizey kirmuz1 astarh, hafifce
Cag1 mm | ve az miktarda ince mika katkili, gozeneksiz, orta parlatilmis
sert pisme
3g Aktoprak BY Ser 024 | Erken Tung 160 | Kahverengi hamur, az miktarda saman, orta i¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Cag1 mm | yogunlukta iri kireg ve ¢ok az tascik katkili, seyrek
gozenekli, orta sert pisme
3h Aktoprak D Ser 003 Erken Tung 80 | Bej hamur, az miktarda saman, orta yogunlukta iri I ve dis yiizey yalin
Cag1 mm | kireg ve ¢ok az tascik katkili, gézenekli, orta sert
pisme
3i Aktoprak D Ser 008 Erken Tung 140 | Bej hamur, az miktarda ¢ok ince kireg¢ ve ¢ok ince I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, diizeltilmis
Cag1 mm | mika katkili, gozeneksiz, ¢ok sert pisme
3j Aktoprak D Ser 010 Erken Tung 130 | Bej hamur, az miktarda gok ince kireg ve ince mika | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Cag1 mm | katkili, gdzeneksiz, ¢ok sert pisme
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Plate 4: Selected Early Bronze Age and Iron Age Pottery.
Levha 4: Erken Tung Cagi ve Demir Cagi canak ¢émleklerinden segmeler.
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Plate | Find number Preliminary O | Ware Surface treatment
dating
4a Karahoyiik G Ser 022 | Early Bronze 180 | Dark beige body, with much fine lime, little coarse | Surface inside and outside with self-slip
Age mm | lime and few small stones, slightly porous, hard fired
4b Karahdyiik K Ser 021 | Early Bronze 180 | Brown body, with little fine lime and stones, slightly | Surface inside and outside clay base
Age mm | porous, fired medium hard
4c Karahoyiik K Ser 027 | Early Bronze 180 | Beige sherd, with a lot of fine lime and a few small | Surface inside and outside with light slip
Agell mm | stones, porous, medium hard fired
4d Aktoprak BY_Ser_010 | Early Bronze 100 |Light beige sherd, with little chaff, fine stones and | Surface inside and outside clay base
Agell mm | very little fine lime, very porous, soft to medium
hard fired
4e Cingin_D_Ser 024 Early Bronze 140 | With little fine chaff, little fine lime and very little Surface inside and outside with light slip
Age 111 mm | fine mica
4f Cingin_ DY _Ser 035 Early Bronze 120 | Brown sherd, with a lot of fine chaff, few small Surface inside and outside with self-slip,
Age 111 mm | stones, fine mica and lime, few pores, hard fired slightly polished
4g Cingin_D_Ser 004 Iron Age 360 | Brown sherd, with a lot of chaff, many small stones | Surface inside and outside with light slip,
mm | and fine lime, porous, medium hard fired outside slightly polished
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On tarihleme |@ |Hamur Yiizey teknigi
4a Karahoyiik G Ser 022 | Erken Tung 180 | Koyu bej hamur, yogun ince kireg, az miktarda iri I¢ ve dis yiizey kendinden astarl
Cag1 mm | kire¢ ve az miktarda tas¢ik katkili, az gozenekli, sert
pisme
4b Karahoyiik K Ser 021 |Erken Tung 180 | Kahverengi hamur, az miktarda ince kireg ve taggik | Ig ve dis yiizey yalin
Cag1 mm | katkili, az gozenekli, orta sert pisme
4c Karahoyik K Ser 027 |Erken Tung 180 | Bej hamur, yogun ince kireg ve ¢ok az taggik katkili, |I¢ ve dig yiizey acik renk astarl
Cagi 11 mm | gbzenekli, orta sert pisme
4d Aktoprak BY Ser 010 |Erken Tung 100 | Az miktarda ince saman, az miktarda ince kireg ve | I¢ ve dis yiizey yaln
Cag1 11 mm | ¢ok az ince mika katkili
4e Cingin_D_Ser 024 Erken Tung 140 | Az miktarda ince saman, az miktarda ince kireg ve I¢ ve dis yiizey acik renk astarli
Cagr 111 mm | ¢ok az ince mika katkili
4f Cingin_DY_Ser 035 Erken Tung 120 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun ince saman, seyrek tascik, |I¢ ve dis yiizey kendinden astarli, hafifce
Cagi I mm | ince mika ve kire¢ katkili, ok az gozenekli, sert parlatilmis
pisme
4g Cingin_ D _Ser 004 Demir Cagi 360 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun saman, yogun tascik ve I¢ ve dis yiizey kendinden astarl1, dis
mm | ince kireg katkili, gézenekli, orta sert pisme yiizey hafifge parlatiimig
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Plate 5: Selected Iron Age and Hellenistic Pottery.
Levha 5: Demir Gagi ve Helenistik canak ¢omleklerinden secmeler.
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Plate | Find number Preliminary O | Ware Surface treatment
dating
Sa Aktoprak_BT_Ser_023 Middle Iron Age | 240 | Beige sherd, with a lot of coarse lime, a few fine stones, Surface inside and outside clay base
mm | very little, very fine mica, fine pores, medium to hard fired
5b Bedirkent B_Ser 013 Middle Iron Age 300 | Brown sherd, with little chaff and a few fine stones, porous, | Surface inside and outside with reddish slip
mm | fired medium-hard
5c Aktoprak D Ser 011 Middle Iron Age 180 | Beige sherd, with little chaff, a little very fine lime and very | Surface inside and outside red slip, lightly
mm | few fine stones, porous, medium-hard fired polished
5d Karahoyiik_B_Ser 004 Middle Iron Age 240 | Reddish sherd, with a lot of fine lime and few small stones, | Surface inside and outside with reddish slip
mm | hardly any pores, hard fired
Se Karahoyiik G_Ser 016 Middle Iron Age 140 | Reddish sherd, with many small stones and coarse to fine Surface inside and outside clay base
mm | lime, porous, fired medium-hard
5f Karahyik G_Ser_019 Middle Iron Age 180 | Beige-brown sherd, with much fine quartz, little chaff and Surface inside and outside with reddish slip
mm | fine lime, porous, medium-hard fired
5g Karahoyik K_Ser 010 Middle Iron Age 140 | Beige sherd, with a lot of fine lime, few fine stones, very Surface inside and outside with reddish slip,
mm | porous, medium hard fired outside slightly polished
5h Karahoyiik B_Ser 002 Late Iron Age 240 | Reddish sherd, with a lot of fine lime, few fine stones, Surface inside and outside clay base
mm | hardly any pores, hard fired
5i Karahoyiik B_Ser 003 Late Iron Age 260 | Brown sherd, with many small stones, little chaff and fine Surface inside and outside with reddish slip
mm | lime, porous, medium hard fired
55 Aktoprak_BY_Ser 035 1* half of 1% 140 | light orange-beige sherd, very fine without noticeable inclu- | Surface inside and outside red, slightly shiny
century CE mm | sions, very dense without pores, medium-hard fired coating
5k Aktoprak DT Ser 001 15 half of 1¢ 140 | yellow-beige body, very fine without noticeable inclusions, | Surface inside and outside red, slightly shiny
century CE mm | very dense without pores, medium-hard fired coating
51 Toyocagi_Ser_001 Mid 2nd century 90 orange-beige sherd, medium quantity of small minerals, Surface inside and outside remains of a thin
B.C. to mid 1st mm | some brown, red-brown, gray and white very small to small | layer of paint, red-orange
century A.D. inclusions, dense, only a few pores, medium hard fired
possible
Sm DiiBa_Yo_G_Ser 002 Hellenistic 220 | orange-brown sherd,a lot of small minerals, small gray, Surface inside and outside clay base
mm | white and red-brown inclusions, dense without pores, medi-
um-hard to hard fired
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On tarihleme |©@ |Hamur Yiizey teknigi
Sa Aktoprak BT _Ser_023 Orta Demir Cagi | 240 | Bej hamur, yogun iri kireg, ¢cok az tas¢ik, ¢ok az, ¢ok ince I ve dis yiizey yalin
mm | mika katkili, ince gézenekli, orta-sert pisme
5b Bedirkent B_Ser 013 Orta Demir Cag1 300 | Kahverengi hamur, seyrek saman, ¢ok az tas¢ik katkili, I ve dis yiizey kirmizims: astarlt
mm | gozenekli, orta-sert pisme
5c Aktoprak_D_Ser 011 Orta Demir Cag1 180 | Bej hamur, az miktarda saman, az miktarda ¢ok ince kireg I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmiz1 astarli, hafifce parla-
mm | ve ¢ok az tasgik katkili, gdzenekli, orta-sert pisme tilmuis
5d Karahoyiik B_Ser 004 Orta Demir Cagi | 240 | Kirmizimsi hamur, yogun ince kire¢ ve az miktarda tasgik i ve dis yiizey kirmizims astarli
mm | katkili, gézeneksiz, sert pisme
Se Karahoyiik G Ser 016 Orta Demir Cag1 140 | Kirmizimsi hamur, yogun tascik ve iriden inceye degigen i ve dis yiizey yalin
mm | kireg katkili, gozenekli, orta-sert pisme
5f Karahoyik G_Ser 019 Orta Demir Cag1 180 | Bej-kahverengi hamur, yogun ince kuvars, az miktarda Ig ve dis yiizey kirmizims: astarli
mm | saman ve ince kireg katkili, gozenekli,orta-sert pisme
S5g Karahoyiik K Ser 010 Orta Demir Cag1 140 | Bej hamur, yogun ince kireg, az miktarda tascik katkili, ok | I¢ ve dis yiizey kirmizimsi astarl, dis yiizey
mm | gbzenekli, orta sert pisme hafif¢e parlatilmig
5h Karahoyiik B_Ser 002 Geg Demir Cagi 240 | Kirmizimst hamur, yogun ince kireg, az miktarda taggtk i¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
mm | katkili, gdzeneksiz, sert pisme
5i Karahoyiik_B_Ser 003 Geg Demir Cagt 260 | Kahverengi hamur, yogun tasgik, az miktarda saman ve ince | ig ve dis yiizey kirmizims: astarli
mm | kireg katkili, gozenekli, orta sert pisme
55 Aktoprak BY_Ser 035 MS 1. yiizythn ilk | 140 | Agik turuncu-bej hamur, goriilebilir katki maddesi yok, ¢ok | i¢ ve dis yiizey kirmizi, ince parlak bir kirmizi
yarist mm | yogun gozeneksiz hamur, orta-sert pisme astar
5k Aktoprak DT Ser 001 MS 1. yiizyilm ilk | 140 | Sari-bej hamur, goriilebilir katki maddesi yok, ¢ok yogun i¢ ve dis yiizey kirmizi, ince parlak bir kirmizi
yarist mm | gozeneksiz hamur, orta-sert pisme astar
51 Toyocag1_Ser_001 MO 2. yiizyil 90 | Turuncu-bej hamur, orta yogunlukta kii¢iik mineraller, az f¢ ve dis yiizeyde kirmizi-turuncu renkli boya
ortasindan MS 1. | mm | miktarda kahverengi, kirmizi-kahve, gri ve beyaz renkli ¢ok | izleri
yiizy1l ortalarma kiigiikten kiigiige degisen boyutlarda katki maddeleri, yogun
hamur, ¢ok az gozenekli, orta sert pisme
Sm DiiBa Yo G_Ser 002 Helenistik 220 | Turuncu-kahverengi hamur, yogun kiigiik mineraller, kiigiik | i¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
mm | gri, beyaz ve kirmizi-kahve renkli katki maddeleri, yogun

gozeneksiz hamur, orta-sert/sert pisme
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Plate 6: Selected Roman to Byzantine Period Pottery.
Levha 6: Roma ve Bizans Dénemi canak ¢omleklerinden secmeler.
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Plate | Find number Preliminary %] Ware Surface treatment
dating
6a DiBa C1_Ser 001 2nd_5t% century 160 | Orange-brown sherd, finely limed, very dense and | Surface inside and outside clay base
CE mm | very hard fired
6b Aktoprak BY 6"—8™ century 90 | Gray-brown sherd, finely limed, very dense and Surface inside and outside clay base,
Ser_002 CE mm | very hard fired darkened
6¢ Karahdyik B 6"—mid 8" 160 | Light beige body, medium-grained, some white, Surface outside self-slip light beige; sur-
Ser 016 century CE mm | red-brown and gray minerals, very small to small face inside clay base
inclusions, dense, without noticeable pores, medi-
um-hard fired
6d Karahoyiik B_ 6"-mid 8" 160 | Light beige body, medium-grained, some white, Surface inside and outside clay base
Ser 017 century CE mm |red-brown and gray minerals, very small to small
inclusions, dense, without noticeable pores, medi-
um-hard fired
6e Karahoyik B 6"—mid 8" 160 | Light beige sherd, some white, red-brown and gray | Surface inside and outside clay base
Ser 018 century CE mm | minerals, very small to small inclusions, dense,
without visible pores, medium hard fired
6f Toyocag1 Ser 002 Late 68" cen- | 100 | Yellow-beige sherd, gray, white and red-brown Surface inside and outside clay base
tury CE, maybe |mm |minerals, dense, with very small pores, medium
even early 9" hard fired
century CE
6g Toyocag1_Ser 004 Late 68" cen- [90 | Yellow-beige sherd, gray, white and red-brown Surface inside and outside clay base
tury CE, maybe |mm |minerals, dense, with very small pores, medium
even early 9" hard fired
century CE
6h DiBa C1_Ser 005 Late Antique to [ 200 | Orange-brown sherd, mineral inclusions, numerous | Surface inside and outside clay base
Early Byzantine |mm | white small and grey inclusions, few pores, quite
dense, medium hard fired
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On tarihleme %) Hamur Yiizey teknigi
6a DiiBa_C1_Ser 001 MS 2.-5. yiizy1l | 160 | Turuncu-kahverengi hamur, ince kireg katkili, cok | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
mm | yogun ve ¢ok sert pisme
6b Aktoprak BY MS 6.-8. yiizy1l |90 | Gri-kahverengi hamur, ince kireg katkili, ok yogun | i¢ ve dis yiizey yalm, koyu renk
Ser_002 mm | ve gok sert pisme
6¢ Karahoyiik B MS 6. ylizy1l-8. [ 160 | Ag¢ik bej hamur, orta taneli, seyrek beyaz kirmizi- | Dis yiizey kendinden astarli, agik bej; i¢
Ser 016 yiizy1l ortast mm | kahve ve gri mineraller, ¢ok kiiciik ve kiigiik katk1 | yiizey yalin
maddeleri, yogun, gézeneksiz, orta-sert pisme
6d Karahoyiik B MS 6. yiizy1l-8. | 160 | Agik bej hamur, orta taneli, seyrek beyaz kirmizi- | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Ser 017 yiizyil ortasi mm | kahve ve gri mineraller, ¢cok kiigiik ve kiigiik katki
maddeleri, yogun, gbzeneksiz, orta-sert pisme
6e Karahoyik B MS 6. yiizy1l-8. | 160 | Agik bej hamur, seyrek beyaz kirmizi-kahve ve gri | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Ser 018 yiizyil ortasi mm | mineraller, ¢ok kiigiik ve kiigiik katki maddeleri,
yogun, gézeneksiz, orta-sert pisme
6f Toyocagi_Ser 002 MS geg 6.-8. 100 | Sari-bej hamur, gri, beyaz ve kirmizi-kahve mineral | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
yiizyil, hatta mm | katkili, yogun, ¢ok kiigiik gézenekli, orta sert pisme
belki erken 9.
yiizy1l
6g Toyocagi_Ser 004 MS geg 6.-8. 90 | Sari-bej hamur, gri, beyaz ve kirmizi-kahve mineral | i¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
yiizyil, hatta mm | katkili, yogun, ¢ok kiigiik gézenekli, orta sert pisme
belki erken 9.
yiizy1l
6h DiBa_C1_Ser 005 Geg Antik Cag- [200 | Turuncu-kahverengi hamur, mineralli, kiigiik beyaz | I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin
Erken Bizans mm | ve gri katki maddeleri, ¢ok az gozenekli, olduk¢a

yogun, orta sert pisme
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Plate 7: Selected Pottery from the Middle Ages.
Levha 7: Orta Cag canak cémleklerinden segmeler.



Plate | Find number Preliminary O | Ware Surface treatment
dating
Ta Aktoprak BY_Ser 028 Middle 7"-8™ 120 | Yellow-beige sherd, numerous very small white, gray and Surface inside and outside self-slip in body color
century CE (Uma- | mm | red-brown inclusions, very dense, medium hard fired
yyad)
7b Aktoprak D Ser 018 Probably 8®-10® 170 | Gray-brown sherd, numerous small to medium gray and Surface inside and outside clay base, inside
century CE mm | black inclusions, some small white inclusions, some pores, | partly preserved traces of smoke
but medium to hard fired
Tc Aktoprak BY Ser 018 Mid-9®-12%/13%® Red-brown sherd, numerous very small white, very small Surface outside clay base with self-slip in
century CE (Ab- to small black, red-brown and gray mineral inclusions, very | brown, indented stick decoration, irregular;
basid) dense, medium to hard fired surface inside clay base
7d Toyocagi_Ser 011 10%—13™ century 160 | Orange-beige sherd, some gray, brown, red-brown and few | Surface inside remains of green glaze, applied
CE mm | white mineral inclusions, very few small pores, dense, medi- | directly to the body; surface outside clay base
um hard fired
Te Aktoprak_BT_Ser 017 Late Antique— 120 | Yellow-beige ware, some brown and gray small inclusions, | Surface outside and inside clay base
Umayyad/Abbasid | mm | numerous very small to small white inclusions, dense with-
out discernible pores, medium hard fired
7f Bedirkent_G_Ser_022 Late Antique/Early | 38 | Gray-brown sherd, numerous very small to small and Surface clay base, inclusions partly burst out on
Byzantine mm | isolated medium sized white inclusions (probably lime), few | the surface
small pores but dense, medium to hard fired
7g Toyocag1_Ser_006 Early Byzantine—- |90 | Orange colored sherd, some brown and white mineral inclu- | Surface outside and inside clay base
Umayyad mm | sions, dense, medium hard fired
7h Toyocagi_Ser_008 Late Antique—Ear- | 100 | Light beige sherd; numerous white, gray and brown mineral | Surface inside and outside self-slip in body color
ly Byzantine mm | inclusions, porous appearance, nevertheless compact and
medium-hard fired
7i Aktoprak_BY_Ser 006 Early Byzantine— | 160 | Yellow-beige sherd mineral, numerous very small white, Surface inside and outside self-slip in body color
Abbasid mm | gray and red-brown inclusions, very dense, medium hard
fired
7j Aktoprak_BY_Ser 007 Early Byzantine— | 130 | Yellow-beige sherd mineral, numerous very small white, Surface inside and outside self-slip in body color
Abbasid mm | gray and red-brown inclusions, very dense, medium hard
fired
7k Aktoprak_BY_Ser 011 Early Byzantine— | 130 | Yellow-beige sherd mineral, numerous very small white, Surface inside and outside self-slip in body color
Abbasid mm | gray and red-brown inclusions, very dense, medium hard
fired
71 Aktoprak BT Ser_016 Medieval-Early 220 | Gray-black sherd, numerous small to large, angular black, Surface outside and inside clay base
Modern mm | slightly shiny inclusions, few dark brown medium to large
inclusions, very dense without pores, hard fired
Levha | Buluntu numarasi On tarihleme |© |Hamur Yiizey teknigi
Ta Aktoprak_BY_Ser 028 MS 7. yiizy1l 120 | Sari-bej hamur, ¢ok sayida kiigiik beyaz, gri ve kirmizi- I¢ ve dis yiizey hamur renginde kendinden
ortasi—8. yiizy1l mm | kahve katki maddeleri, ¢ok yogun, orta sert pisme astarl
(Emevi)
7b Aktoprak_D_Ser 018 MS 8.-10. yiizy1l | 170 | Gri-kahverengi hamur, ¢ok sayida kiigiik/orta gri ve siyah I¢ ve dis yiizey yalin, ig yiizeyde kismen korun-
mm | katki maddeleri, az sayida kii¢iik beyaz katki maddesi, az mus duman izleri
gozenekli, orta sert pisme
Tc Aktoprak BY Ser 018 MS 9. yiizy1l or- Kirmizi-kahverengi hamur, yogun ¢ok kiigiik beyaz, ¢ok D1s yiizey yalin, kahverengi kendinden astarl,
tasi—12./13. yiizyil kiiglik/kiigiik siyah, kirmizi-kahve ve gri mineral katkili, ¢ok | bilingli diizensiz gubuk baski bezeme; i¢ yiizey
(Abbasi) yogun, ortadan serte pisme yalin
7d Toyocagi Ser 011 MS 10.-13. yiizy1l | 160 | Turuncu-bej hamur, seyrek gri, kahverengi, kirmizi-kahve i¢ yiizeyde yesil sir izleri, dogrudan govde
mm | ve birkag beyaz mineral katkili, ¢ok az kiigiik gozenekli, iizerine uygulanmus; dis yiizey yalin
yogun, orta sert pisme
Te Aktoprak BT Ser 017 Geg Antik Cag- 120 | Sari-bej hamur, az miktarda kahverengi ve gri kiigiik katki i ve dig yiizey yalin
Emevi/Abbasi mm | maddeleri, ¢ok sayida ¢ok kiigiik/kiigiik beyaz katki maddel-
eri yogun, gbzeneksiz, orta sert pisme
7f Bedirkent G_Ser 022 Geg Antik Cag/ 38 Gri-kahverengi hamur, ¢ok sayida gok kiigiik/kiigiik ve izole | Yiizey yalin, katki maddeleri yer yer yiizeye
Erken Bizans mm | orta boyutlu beyaz katki maddeleri (olasilikla kireg), gok az | ¢ikmus
kiiiik gozeneli, yogun, orta-sert pisme
Tg Toyocagi_Ser 006 Erken Bizans/ 90 Turuncu hamur, az miktarda kahverengi ve beyaz mineral i ve dis yiizey yalin
Emevi mm | katk1, yogun, orta sert pisme
7h Toyocagi_Ser_008 Geg Antik Cag/ 100 | Agik bej hamur; gok sayida beyaz, gri ve kahverengi miner- | I¢ ve dis yiizey govde renginde kendinden astarli
Erken Bizans mm | al katki, gozenekli ama sikisik hamur, orta-sert pisme
7i Aktoprak_BY_Ser_006 Erken Bizans/ 160 | Sari-bej hamur, mineral, ok sayida gok kiigiik beyaz, gri ve | I¢ ve dis yiizey govde renginde kendinden astarl
Abbasi mm | kirmizi-kahve katki, cok yogun, orta sert pisme
7j Aktoprak BY_ Ser 007 Erken Bizans-Ab- | 130 | Sari-bej hamur, mineral, gok sayida ¢ok kiigiik beyaz, gri ve | i¢ ve dis yiizey govde renginde kendinden astarl:
basi mm | kirmizi-kahve katki maddeleri, ¢ok yogun, orta sert pisme
7k Aktoprak BY_Ser 011 Erken Bizans-Ab- | 130 | Sari-bej hamur, mineral, gok sayida ¢ok kiigiik beyaz, gri ve | ig ve dis yiizey govde renginde kendinden astarlt
basi mm | kirmizi-kahve katki maddeleri, cok yogun, orta sert pisme
71 Aktoprak BT _Ser_016 Orta Cag-Erken 220 | Gri-siyah hamur, ¢ok sayida kiigiik/bilyiik, koseli siyah, i ve dis yiizey yalin
Modern Cag mm | hafifge parlak katki maddeleri, az miktarda koyu kahverengi

orta-iri katki maddeleri, ¢ok yogun, gozeneksiz, sert pisme
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Emir, Osman.
Atin Evcillestirilmesinden Tekerlekli Arabalara:
Savas Arabalarinin Kékenleri.
Istanbul, Degisim Yayinlari, 2022

Degerlendirme: Okan Sezer!

Osman Emir tarafindan kaleme alman kitap, uzun
bir arastirma gegmisine ve oldukg¢a genis bir uluslarara-

. . . . o . v Evellleytivilmesinden Tekerleki Arabula
s1 literatiire sahip ¢alisma alan1 adina bir giris ve/veya ' S S

faydali bir cep kitabi niteligi tasimaktadir ki, bu yaniyla S‘Ef A‘S ARABAH RININ
s6z konusu ¢aligma alanina yakin zamanda ilgi duymaya KOKENLERI
Chman EMIR

baglamis kimseler adina yol gosterici bir rol oynayabilir.
Kitap, giris kism1 hari¢ olmak {izere ii¢ bdliime ayril-
makta ve sirasiyla; atin evcillestirilme siireci ve bu sii-
recte rol oynayan olasi cografyalar ile prehistorik-proto-
historik kiiltiirleri, tekerlegin icad1 ve bilinen ilk arabalar
ile savas arabalarimin erken 6rnekleri ve son olarak savas
arabalarinin yayilimi ile Anadolu’daki olas1 6rneklerinin
konu edildigi boliimler ve sonug kismindan olugsmakta-
dir. Yazar, arkeolojik kanitlar ile tarihi kayitlar1 neredey-
se hatasiz kullanmis, ¢aligma alaninda yasanan ve giincel
sayilabilecek gelismeleri goz ardi etmemis ve kitabin ele
aldig1 sorunlar adina bir diger bilgi kaynagi olan zooar-
keolojik arastirmalardan elde edilmis sonug ve Onerileri

sunmustur. Bununla birlikte, bir kitap incelemesi sinirla-
rinda yapilabilecek 6l¢iide, etraflica deginmemiz ve net-
lestirmemiz gereken birkac nokta bulunmaktadir.
Yazarn kitapta soz ettigi {izere, atin evcillestirilmesi ve tekerlegin icadi basta olmak {izere
birden fazla ilerleme ve icat—bir dnceki yiizyilda siddeti yliksek olacak sekilde—giiniimiizde varli-
g1n1 stirdiiren bir ulusun veya bir dil grubunun—s6ziim ona—kokenini agiga ¢ikarmak ve gelisimini
takip etmek i¢in kullanilmigtir. Bu amagla kullanilmis yontemler ve agiklama adina basgvurulan
gdc teorileri gegmiste sikca hatali ve tehlikeli sonug tiretmistir. Materyal kiiltiir ile etnik yap1
arasinda—her kosulda istisnasiz—baglant1 kuran ve/veya baglant1 kurulmasini isteyen anlayislar,
Avrupa arkeolojisinde 19. ylizyilin ortasinda kendini géstermeye baslamig ve takip eden ylizyilin
ilk yarisinda zirve yapmistir. Gog teorilerinin etrafinda gelisen anlayislara gore, kisaca, difiizyon
aciklama yapmakta yetersiz ve cogu zaman yanlistir ve bir bolgedeki erken tarihli materyal kiiltiir
repertuar1 ayni bolgedeki etnik grubun dogrudan dogruya yansimasidir. Grubun goéciiyle birlikte
materyal kiiltiir de farkli cografyalara yayilmis olur. A/t kiiltiir-tist kiiltiir ya da naturvolker-kultur-

1 Okan Sezer, Bartin Universitesi, Arkeoloji Uygulama ve Arastirma Merkezi, Bartin, Tiirkiye,
ORCID: 0000-0002-5010-3564, t.okansezer@gmail.com.
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véolker andigimiz hatali ve tehlikeli sonuglardan yalnizca birisidir. Buna gore sadece kulturvolker
icat edebilir, iiretebilir ve ilerleme saglayabilir fikri temeli lizerinde gelisen erken tarihli birtakim
Avrupa uluscgu hareketleri —belki de— ge¢mislerinin en dip ve kara donemlerini inga etmiglerdir.
S6z konusu yaklagimlarin 6nde gelen isimlerinden biri olan Gustaf Kossinna ve galigmalar1 Al-
manya’da Nazi iktidar1 sirasinda okul miifredatlarinda yer almustir.

Kitabin odaga yerlestirdigi ana cografyalardan biri olan Kuzey Karadeniz-Hazar’1, yak-
lagik olarak batida Prut nehri ile doguda Ural nehri arasinda kalan, kuzeyde yar1 orman-bozkir
seridiyle, glineyde ise Karadeniz ve Hazar kiyilariyla gevrelenmis ve ¢ogunlukla kuzey-giiney
dogrultulu akan gii¢lii nehirler ile yasam adina elverisli nehir yataklarina sahip birbirine bitigik
diizliikler olarak diisiinebiliriz. Yazar s6z konusu cografyayi adlandirmada Pontos-Hazar bolgesi
seklinde bir kullanima gitmistir. Belirtmekte fayda vardir ki, ulusal ve uluslararasi literatiirde
cografyanin prehistoryasi ile ilgili kabul goérmiis ¢alismalarda bu tipte bir kullanim s6z konusu
degildir. Eski Cag calismalarinda dahi kullaniminda dikkat edilmesi lazim gelen Pontos epitheti,
Pontos Euxeinos veya Pontos Aexinos’un kisaltilmis hali olmalidir. Eski Yunan tarihgiliginden
koken alan adlandirmalarin gegmis yerliler nazarinda ne tiir ya da ne oranda karsiliklari oldugunu
bilmemiz miimkiin degildir. Ancak, su bir gercektir ki, s6z konusu kiilliyattan aktarilan birgok
anlatinin tarafsiz ve gergekei olusunun kerameti kendinden menkuldiir. Bu durumu destekleyen
orneklerden biri Pontos Kralligi olarak tanitila gelen Hellenistik Donem kralligidir. Gegmis Ak-
hamenid Pers soylular1 ve kiiltliriiyle giicli baglar1 bulunan Mithradates Hanedanligi kendisini
Pontos olarak adlandirmamis, bastirdig: sikkelerde s6z konusu adlandirmaya ya da benzerlik ku-
rulabilecek bir bagka adlandirmaya yer vermemistir.?

Kuzey Karadeniz-Hazar prehistoryasi, uzun arastirma gegmisi dahilinde, artik kullanilma-
yan eskimis yontemlerle elde edilmis erken tarihli sonuglar ile birden fazla ekol ve anlayigin
iirettigi ¢esitli kronoloji 6nerileri nedeniyle oldukga karisik ve dolayisiyla kafa karistiric bir re-
sim sunmaktadir. Yani sira baz1 kiiltiirlerin tanimlanmasinda yasanan fikir ayriliklari, var olan
kafa karigtirict resmi daha karmasik bir hale getirmektedir. Atin evcillestirilmesi ile ulagimda
kullanilmasi siirecinde 6nemli asamalar1 ve pratikleri barindiran Yamnaya (Cukur Gomiit), kimi
uzmanlarca® Eneolitik/Bakir Cagi, kimi uzmanlarca® ise Tung Cag kiiltiirii olarak nitelendirilmis,
ve yine, arastirmalarin erken tarihlerinden giliniimiize degin ¢esitli tarih araliklarina yerlestiril-
mistir. Yazar, kiiltiiri MO 3600-2200 aralifma yerlestirmis, ancak Nikolay Merpert—daha gok
gomiitlerden elde edilen bilgilerle tanimladigimiz—Cukur Gomiit kiiltiiriine ait en eski kurgani
MO 3500-3300 araligina tarihlemis,® laboratuvar ve goreli tarihlendirme yontemlerinin bir arada
kullanildig1 ¢alismalarinin sonunda Dimitry Telegin ve arkadaslar kiiltiiriin MO 3300-3200 ara-
liginda basladigini,® Yuri Rassamakin ise kiiltiiriin MO 3000 dolaylarinda olustugunu énermistir.”

2 Sevket Dénmez, “Ontarih ve Klasik Dénemlerde Amasya: Giincel Arkeolojik Bulgular,” TUBA-AR: Tiirkiye Bilimler
Akademisi Arkeoloji Dergisi 16 (2013): 21-56.

3 Olimpiada Gavrilovna Shaposhnikova, “Yamnaya Kulturnoistoricheskaya Obshchnost.” Ukrainskoi SSR v trekh tomakh
1 iginde, der. K. Ciuk (Kyiv: Naukova dumka, 1985), 336—52.

4 Yuri Rassamakin, “The Eneolithic of the Black Sea Steppe: Dynamics of Cultural and Economic Development
4500—2300 BC,” Late Prehistoric Exploitation of the Eurasian Steppe iginde, der. Marsha Levine, Yuri Rassamakin,
Aleksandr Kislenko ve Nataliya Tatarintseva. McDonald Institute Monographs (Cambridge: McDonald Institute for
Archaeological Research, 1999), 59—182.

5 Nikolay Merpert, “Comments on the Chronology of the Early Kurgan Tradition.” Journal of Indo-European Studies
5,no. 4 (1977): 373—-78.

6 Dimitry Telegin vd., “Relative and Absolute Chronology of Yamnaya and Catacomb Monuments: The Issue of
Co-existence.” Baltic-Pontic Studies 12 (2003): 132—-84.

7 Rassamakin, The Eneolithic of the Black Sea Steppe,” 59—182.
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2000 sonras1 yapilan ¢alismalardan bir digeri de Y. Rassamakin’le benzer bir sonug iiretmis ve
kiiltiiriin baslangic1 olarak MO 3100’i 6nermistir.®

Yazar, atin evcillestirilmesi ile anayurt sorunu adina kitabinda ayirdig1 birinci boliimde,
MO 4800-4500 araligina tarihlendigini belirttigi yerlesimlerdeki kurgan tipi gémiit yapisindan
(mezarlardan) bir takim 6nemli verilerin geldiginden bahsetmektedir. Yazarin dogrudan dogru-
ya “MO 4800-4500 yillart arasina tarihlenen bu yerlesim yerlerindeki kurgan tiirii mezarlarda
(...)” seklinde bir ifade kullandigini belirtmemiz gerekmektedir. Burada, deginmemiz gereken ilk
sey, en eski kurgan gelenekli kiiltiir olarak genel kabul alan Cukur Gémiit kiiltiirlinii 6nceleyen
ve kiiltiirel anlamda onu besleyen kiiltiirlerdir. Bunlardan bazilar1 Sredny Stog kiiltiiriiniin ve/
veya kiiltlir grubunun son asamasi (Sredny Stog II) ile Dereivka, Kvityana ve Asagi Mikhailovka
kiiltiirleridir. Kurgan fikrinin ilk ortaya ¢ikist, en eski kurgan ve en eski kurgan kiiltiiri, biitiin
Avrasya prehistoryasinin ele aldig1 ve tartistigi sorunlarin basinda gelmektedir. Sorunlardan ilk
ikisi benzer goriinse de, kiigiik farklarla, aslinda benzer ama farkli seyleri ¢oziime kavusturmak
istemektedir. En eski kurganin tarihi, tipki diger taginir ve tasinmaz arkeolojik kiiltiir nesnele-
rinde oldugu gibi—belki de—higbir zaman ortaya ¢ikarilamayacak, bu nedenle hakkinda sadece
tahminler yiriitiilebilecek ve ortalama tarihlerle “bilinen” sifatiyla olas1 aday ya da adaylar si-
ralanacaktir. Kurgan fikrinin ilk ortaya ¢iktig1 tarih de, tipki en eski kurganin tarihinde oldugu
tizere, bilinebilirligi-ortaya ¢ikarilabilirligi oldukga giictiir. Ancak, materyal kiiltiirle uyumlu ve
alandaki uzmanlarin ortak kanaatleriyle olusturulacak bir gelisim tablosu sayesinde ortalama ta-
rihlere ulasilabilir.

Kurgan, klasik tanimla kafamizda canlanan sekle ulasmadan 6nce birtakim evrelerden geg-
mis olmalidir. Kurgan diyemeyecegimiz ama kurgan olmadigini da kesin bir sekilde iddia ede-
meyecegimiz ara evre ya da evreler kurgan fikrinin ortaya ¢ikisi adina ortalama tarihleri verebilir.
Bu baglamda, Kuzey Karadeniz-Hazar’da, Dereivka ve Kvityana gibi yerlesimlerde ve yerlesim
yakinlarinda yer alan gdmiit alanlarinda tespit edilmis, yiizeyinde herhangi bir isaret—ve/veya
isaretleyici—bulunmayan, etrafi yiliksek olmayan tag halkalariyla ¢evrelenmis ve yine s6z konusu
halkalarin i¢i tas veya toprakla doldurularak algak ve/veya belli-belirsiz bir sekilde yiikseltilmis
ve bazi uzmanlarca® gosterissiz kurgan seklinde tanimlanan gémiit yapilari anlatmaya calisti-
gimiz ara evrelerden biri olabilir. Bazi uzmanlar, Orta Volga havzasindaki Khvalynsk kiiltiirii
ile Cukur Gomiit kiiltiirii arasinda var oldugunu diisiindiikleri bag1 da kanitlayabilmek adina,
erken kurgan orneklerini Yamno-Berezhnovka seklinde adlandirmiglardir. Ayrica, tartismali da
olsa, Zhivotilovo-Volchanskoe tipi gomiitler de anilmalidir. Tarihlendirmelerin biiyiik ¢ogunlugu
Cucuteni-Tripoli gibi yerlesik toplumlarin keramigi kullanilarak goreli tarihlendirme yontemiy-
le yapilmistir ve ikna etme kabiliyeti gii¢lii olmayan ge¢mis ¢aligmalardan gelmektedirler. Tiim
bunlarin toplaminda, Cukur Goémiit 6ncesi, klasik tanima/forma uymadiklarint belirtmek icin
gosterigsiz sifatini alan kurganlara sahip Asag1 Mikhailovka gibi kiiltiirler ile Kvityana gibi yer-
lesimler—gogunlukla—Orta-Geg¢ Bakir Cagi igine dahil edilmektedir. Bu siire¢ i¢in dnerilen tarih
araliklarindan biri MO 3800/3700-3500/3400°diir."° Bazi uzmanlar Dereivka yerlesimini Sredny
Stog kiiltiiriine dahil ederek, tarihlendirme igin MO 5. binyilin son geyregini isaret etmislerdir.
Ancak bu tarihlendirmelerden higbiri, yazarm MO 5. binyilin ilk yarisina tarihlendigini belirttigi

8 Elke Kaiser ve Katja Winger, “Pit Graves in Bulgaria and the Yamnaya Culture,” Praehistorische Zeitschrift 90, no.
1-2 (2015): 114—40, https://doi.org/10.1515/pz-2015-0001.

9 David Anthony, The Horse, the Wheel, and Language: How Bronze-Age Riders from the Eurasian Steppe Shaped the
Modern World (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2007).

10 Rassamakin, “The Eneolithic of the Black Sea Steppe,” 77, tablo: 3.2
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kurgan gomiitler adina yeterli degildir. Uzmanlarca 6nerilen tarihlendirmelerin ayaklar kisa kal-
makta, yazarin sundugu tarih araliklarina uzanmamaktadir.

Burada meselenin anlagilmasi adina ilave etmemiz gereken 6nemli bir yaklagim daha bu-
lunmaktadir. Y. Rassamakin gibi bazi uzmanlar, kariyerlerinin ilerleyen yillarinda Erken Bakir
Cagt’na tarihli (yazarin sundugu tarih araliklarini kapsamaktadir), {izerleri ufak ve algak tas yigin-
laryla (cairn) kapl kimi gomiitlerin de kurgan olarak adlandirilabilecegini ve bunlarin en erken
kurganlar olarak tanimlanabilecegini belirtmekte, ancak s6z konusu yaklagima dair tasidiklart
siipheyi ve genel kabul olmayisini belirtecek sekilde kurgani tirnak icine alarak ifade etmektedir-
ler."

Arkeolojik ve zooarkeolojik verilerden izleyebildigimiz kadariyla, at ile besin ekonomisin-
de yer tutan evcillestirilmis diger tiirler, onceden planlanmig ve listelenmis amaglar kapsaminda
evcillestirme siirecine alinmadilar. Evcillestirme siireci ilerledikge, tiremeleri kontrol altina alinan
tirlerden farkli sekillerde faydalanmanin yollari rastlantisal veya deneme-yanilma yontemiyle
bulunmus olmalidir. Ornegin evcillestirilmis koyuna ilk kez Yakin Dogu’da MO 11-10. biny1llar-
da rastlanmaktadir. Et ile ilkel-kaba islemlerden gegtikten sonra hazir hale getirilen post ilk sira-
da, siit ise ardi1 sira gelmis ve son olarak canlidan yagam siiresi boyunca birden fazla kez kirpilan
yiin bu tiirden saglanan faydalar arasinda yer almis olmalidir. Yiin, arkeolojik verilerden anlasil-
dig1 kadariyla, tiirtin evcillestirildigi zaman diliminden birkag bin y1l sonra siklikla kullanilmaya
baglanmistir. Yiiniin islenip hazir hale getirilmesinde 6nemli bir basamagi temsil eden prehistorik
teknoloji agirsaklarin sayisi ve gesitleri MO 3. binyilda artis gostermistir.

Diger tiirlere oranla karmasik bir evcillestirme siirecine sahip olan atlar, elde edilen fayda
cesitlerinin birbirleriyle olan oranlar1 baglaminda inisli-¢ikish bir grafige sahip olmus ve hem
gecmis hem cagdas kiiltiirlerde birbirine tezat sayilabilecek sekillerde kullanilmistir. Ornegin,
Cin kaynaklarindan da 6grenebildigimiz kadartyla, Dogu ve Bati1 Tiirkistan’da yasayan Tiirk top-
lumlar farkli nedenlerden 6tiirli (uzun siiren zorlu kis kosullari, kurban vb.) artik besin ekonomi-
lerinde eskisi kadar yer tutmayan binek atlarin1 kesip yemek zorunda kalmislardir. Islam’a gegisle
birlikte at eti tiikketimi Oguz Tiirklerinde iyiden iyiye azalsa da, Dede Korkut hikayeleri gibi yar1
tarihi aktarimlar Orta Cag’a kadar devam ettigini gostermektedir. Atin besin ekonomisindeki ye-
rinin uzun evcillestirme siireci icinde degisiklik gostermesine ek olarak, arastirma alaninda yapa-
cagimiz ¢alismalarda, dnceden planlanmamis faydalarin siirecin bir sonucu olarak ortaya ¢iktigini
ve soz konusu faydalarin siireci baglatan nedenler olmadigini belirtmemiz gerekmektedir. Yazar,
konuyla ilgili olarak kitap i¢cinde kimi zaman netlik saglayamamis ve dahi, at evcillestirilmesiyle
ilgili boliimde, bu tiiriin insanlarin giindelik hayatta daha fazla ve hizli hareket etmesine imkan
tantyor olusunu bir neden olarak sunmustur. Oysa, arkeolojik ve zooarkeolojik verilerin de ortaya
koydugu fizere, prehistorik insan topluluklarinin at ile olan yakinlagma ve onu kiiltiire alma ca-
balar1 beslenme ihtiyacindan kaynaklanmistir. Arabaya kosulmasi ile at sirt1 biniciligi'? daha geg

11 Yuri Rassamakin, “Eneolithic Burial Mounds in the Black Sea Steppe from the First Burial Symbols to Monumental
Ritual Architecture,” Ancestral Landscape: Burial Mounds in the Copper and Bronze Age (Central and Eastern
Europe — Balkans — Adriatic — Aegean, 4th-2nd millennium B.C.) i¢inde, der. Elisabetta Borgna ve Slyvie Miiller
Celka, Travaux de la Maison de 1’Orient et de la Méditerranée: Série recherches archéologiques 58 (Lyon: Maison
de I’Orient et de la Méditerranée Jean Pouilloux, 2012), 296.

12 The Yamnaya Impact on Prehistoric Europe projesinin yiiriitiiciileri, i¢cinde bulundugumuz yilin mart aymnda yayn-
ladiklar1 ¢alismayla, at sirt1 biniciliginin baslangici noktasinda genel kabul goren olasi tahminlerin 6tesinde ¢ok
daha erken tarihler ortaya koymuslardir. At sirt1 biniciliginin insan iskeletinde-kemik morfolojisinde degisimler
ve bozulmalar yarattig1 bilinmektedir. Caligmada Macaristan, Romanya ve Bulgaristan’daki ilgili antropolojik bu-
luntular incelenmis, MO 3021-2501 araliklarina tarihlenen buluntular iizerinde ad1 gecen degisim ve bozulmalara
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tarihlerde gergeklesmistir. Her ikisi de neden degil sonugtur.

Bunlarin diginda deginmemiz gereken bir nokta daha bulunmaktadir. Dikkatli okuyucunun
yakalayabilecegi, hata denilemeyecek ancak olagan da kabul edilemeyecek, yazarin gézden ka-
¢irdig1 bir durum s6z konusudur. Buraya tasiyor olmayi ilerideki olasi baski ile devami sayilabile-
cek calismalar adina faydali buluyoruz. Yazar, girisin son paragrafinda amacinin savas arabalarini
gelistiren topluluklarin etnik kokenlerini bulmak olmadigim belirtmektedir. Ancak, Anadolu’da
Ilk Savas Arabalari: Hurri-Mitanni Devleti alt bashginda séz konusu ge¢mis toplumun koke-
ni hakkindaki tartismalara deginip fikirler-6neriler sunmaktadir. Aslina bakilirsa bunun i¢in bir
hayli yer ayirmis oldugu sdylenebilir. Yine yazar tarafindan, proto-Tirklerin anayurt sorunu ve
kokenleri adina yabanci bilim insanlari tarafindan gelistirilmis olan, Kuzey Karadeniz ile onun
prehistorik kiiltiirleri dnerisi kisaca anilmaktadir. Bu durum amacin tanitildig1 paragrafla celisik
bir goriintiiniin ortaya ¢ikmasina neden olmaktadir.

rastlanmus ve, bdylelikle, at sirt1 biniciliginin baslangict adina en erken tarihler ortaya konulmustur (Trautmann vd.
2023). Heniiz 6neriye dair bir itiraz yapilmamistir. Ancak, kanimizca, Onerinin gergekg¢i bir zemine oturabilmesi
i¢in bu tipte antropolojik buluntularin artmasi gerekmektedir.
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