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TUBA-AR V (2002)

Hitit Krali III.Hattusili ile Kralice
Puduhepa’nin Gumits Tablet
Uzerindeki Muhtirleri

The Seals of the Hittite
King Hattusili IIT and the
Queen Puduhepa on a
Silver Tablet

*Sedat ALP, Sedat ERKUT

Anahiar sozcuklar Hitt, Hatiuiii, Puduhepa. Misr, Ramses, Kadas gomig tabbkel
Kay words:Hitite, Hatlusili, Puduhepa, Egypl.Ramses Kadash, silvar 1abls

During the second millenium B.C. there was a fierce competition between two great powers
of Ancient History, the Hittite Empire and the Egyptian Kingdom to gain influence over the
small commercial state at the Eastern Mediterranean coast. The competition between these
two powers led to the battle of Kadesh on the Orontes River, south of Syria. Since the battle
was inconclusive, competition between these two states lasted for a further fifteen years, until
both sides realized that there was no other option than to coneclude a mutual piece treaty.

We learn from a letter of Ramses II to Hattugili I11 that the first step towards the coneclusion
of a treaty came from Hattusili III. Hattusili's advisers prepared a silver tablet with the text
of the treaty on it in Alklkadian, a diplomatic language of the second millenium B.C. Hattusili
sent it to Ramses II for approval, and asked him to also prepare a silver tablet with the text
of the treaty and to send it back to him. The exchange of both silver tablets marked the con-
clusion of the treaty. Hattusili III and his advisers thus have the honor of having prepared the
first international treaty between two major powers of Ancient History. Today, a photograph of
the tablet of this first international treaty is displayed in one of galleries of the United Nations in
New York. Ramses II must have thought that the conclusion of the treaty marked a high
point of his foreign policy. He ordered his officials to prepare a translation of the treaty to
the Egyptian language, and he inscribed the Egyptian text of the treaty on the monuments
of Karnalk and Ramasseum.

The Egyptian text of the treaty also contains a description of the silver tablet. The Egyptian
text reveals that on the obverse side of the silver tablet there was a seal of Hattusili, and on
the reverse of the silver tablet there was the seal of the Hiltite Queen Puduhepa. According
to the Egyptian description, the seal of Hattusili Ill contained a picture of Hattusili embra-
ced by the Storm God, and on the seal of Puduhepa the picture of Puduhepa was embraced
by the Sun Goddess of Arinna.The text also describes details of both seals. On these bases
we have prepared a drawing of the seals of Hattusili IIT and of Puduhepa. (Figs. 4, 6)

*Hu makalenin ynzm Ord, Prof. Dr. Sedat Alp tamafindan Bogazkay muhiarlerinden ynraclanneak, Hattusl ile Puduhepa'nin milhirlorinin gizimi
ise Yrd, Dog¢. Dr, Sodat Erkut ve Arg.Gor. Falma Seving tnmmfindan hamrdanmasgtir.



cagimiz bir mihir bulamadigimiz icin, an-
lamli olacagim diistindigiimiizden hazirla-
digimiz deneme miihiir ¢iziminde gilines
tanricasinin koltugu altina Puduhepa’nin
tasvirini koymay: uygun gérdiik. Bu neden-

KAYNAKCA

ALP.S., 1847,

"La désignation du Lituus en Hittite®, Journal of Cuneiform
Studies I 164-175

ALP.S., 1848,

“Hitit Metinlerinde ““kalmus "Lituus® vo HUB.BI "Kipe™, Bel-

leten X1, 220324

ALPS., 1981,
Hethitische Briefe aus Magathdyilk Ankars, TTK Yayinlan,
288-281

Sedat ALP - Sedat ERKUT

le Puduhepa miihriinii ¢gizerken Ras-Sam-
ra’'da bulunan tablet lizerindeki tasvirden
faydalanmay1 diisiindiim. Burada yeni bir
deneme olarak Puduhepa mihrinii bir gi-
zimle gdsteriyoruz (Sekil 6).

EDEL E., 1897 .

*Der Vertrag swischen Ramses 11 von Agypten und Hattusili
1. von Hattl®,, Wissenschaftliche Verdffentlichung der De-
utschen Orient-Gesellschalt 95, Berlin, 59

FRIEDRICH, J., 1937,

“Das Siogel des hethitischen Kénigs Hattusili ITL noch der
figyptischen Fassung seines Vertrages mit Ramses [1.° Artibus
Agine V1, 177-180

Sekil 1. Ash Hattusa'da gimus bir tablet Gizerine yazilmis olup, Misir'a génderilmis olan
antlasmanin Bogazkdy'de bulunmus olan kil tablet Gzerine givi yazisi ile yazilmig olan

kopyasi. Istanbul'da

ski Sark Eserleri Mizesi'nde sergilenmektedir.
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mitin bu resmi E.Edel, 1997,59 dan alinmistir.

Sekil 2. GUmﬂi tablet Gzerine yazilmis olan antlasmanin Misir diline gevirisini gésteren Karnak
Anitr.



8 Sedat ALP - Sedat ERKUT

Sekil 3. Bogazkoy'de bulunan bir bulla Sekil 4. Antlagmanin Misir dilindeki
tizerindeki Blylk Kral Muwatali'nin evirisindeki anlatimlara gore ve
mihri azkoy'de bulunan biyik kral

muhdrlerinden ve |l.Muwatali
milhriinden yararlanarak
hazirladigimiz gimus tablet
tzerindeki Hattugili mahrinin gizim
denemesi.

Sekil 6. Antlasmanin Misir dilindeki
%mririsindeki anlatimlara gore ve
ogazkoy'de bulunan blylk kral ve

kralice muhdrlerinden ve )
Ras-Samra'da bulunan IV.Tudhaliya
mihrinden yararlanarak

Sekil 5. Ras-Samra'da bulunan hgé:'lrll'na-:iidt;m;ljd%ﬁgéﬁ ::ll?ll'ler}.]ﬂﬂn

| 1 - u |
V. Tudhaliya'ya ait mihir baskisi. cizim denemesi.
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Kizildag Uzerine
Yeni Baz Gozlemler

New Observations
About Kizildag

*Giingér KARAUGUZ, *Hasan BAHAR, H. ibrahim KUNT

Anahtar Sozcikler Kmidag. Karadnf, Hartapo
Kaywords: Kinbdag, Karadad, Hamapua

We present an evaluation of all work carried out at Kizildag to date and present new
information from recent work. In the course of three surveys at Kizildag, we discovered
two castles built on different levels, belonging to two different periods. The fortresses on
top, measuring 90 m in diameter, were encircled by a ecircular rampart that supported
eleven towers. The rampart wall was 1.70 m thick: six of the towers were 4 m in diameter
while the rest were 3.20 m in diameter.

The remains of the building inside the castle were situated next to the northwest side of
the rampart. On the west part of the rampart, a building with steps, a libation hole, and
an inscription of Kizildag 4 are situated next to one another.

Pottery sherds indicative of the Iron Age, Hellenistic, and Roman Periods were collected
from in and outside the castle. These ceramics are generally cream, light brown, orange
red, or brown colored; they are slipped and the paste is mixed with sand, tiny pebbles,
lime,and/or mica temper. Painted ceramics occur as well, and usually display a geomet-
rie pattern. Although there is a hieroglyph inscription at Kizildag, it is too early to date
the site to the Late Hittite period

Burada Kizildag hakkinda simdiye ka-
dar yapilmis calismalar bir biitiin olarak
degerlendirip, birkag yenilikle birlikte sun-
may1 amaclamaktayiz.

Bunun ig¢in 1988-2001 tarihleri arasinda
lig kez yiizey arastirmas: gerceklestirdigi-
miz Kizildag, Karaman'in 55 km. kuzeyin-
de, Adakale ve Siileymanhaci kdylerinin
arasinda ve simdi kurumus olan Hotamis
Galii'niin giiney dogusunda yer alan volka-
nik bir dagdir (Levha I-I11:1).

Bu dag {izerinde, Aksaray! ve Elbistan
Karahéyiik'e? kadar simirlarimin genisledi-
gi anlasilan, kral Hartapus'a ait olan baz
hiyeroglif yazitlar 1905 yilindan beri bilin-
mektedir.? Daha 6nceki ¢alismalarimizda
bu krala ait olan Kizildag, Karadag' ve Bu-
runkaya®da bulunan yazitlar lizerinde du-
rarak, bu yazitlarin ckunuslarn ve lizerle-
rinde tartisilan problemleri vermistik® Bu-
rada da bu yamtlar haklkinda yapilan yo-
rumlara ve gevirilerine bir géz atmak isti-
yoruz,

* Selguk Universitesi, Fon-Edobiyat Fakiltesl. Eskicag Tarihi Ana Bilim Dali, Kampis/KONYA



Kizildag 17

Dogal bir kayalik olan platform {izerin-
de bir kral figtiriinti, sag elinde bir sunu ka-
sesi, sol elinde kabzali1 bir defnek tutmus,
taht tizerinde oturur sekilde, gézleri ve bur-
nu oldukca biiylikce bas kisminda hiyerog-
lif yazisi ile Biiyiik Kral Hartapus yazih ola-
rak betimlenmistir (Levha II1:2, VIII),

Her ne kadar figiir basindaki bashktan
dolay1 Arami etkisinde goriilse de®, fazla
inandirier bulunmamisti?. Ote yandan fi-
giiriin, sa¢ ve sakal sekillerinin Sam’al kra-
h Kilamuwa ve Ivriz'deki kral Warpalawas
rilyefine, kralin tizerinde oturdugu taht
Zinecirlil!® ve Karatepe!! kabartmalarina,
elinde tuttugu sunu kasesinin de Urartu ve
Phryg dénemindeki benzerlerine dayana-
rak!? Hartapus rélyefini M.O. 9. yy'in so-
nundan 8. yy'in ortasina tarihlendirmek
siiphesiz yerinde olacalktir!'®,

Kizildag 21

Kizildag 1 yazitimin bulundugu kayahk
alandan diiserek, ters dénmiis bir sekilde
hemen kayahgin 5 m. ilerisinde bulunan ve
iki béliimden olusan Kizildag 2 yazitimn
(Levha VI:2, IX:1) birinei kisrm "Gilinesim
(Majestem) Biiyiik Kral, Hartapui"seklinde
goziilmiis, ancak ikinei kismin ¢éziimiinde
farkh teklifler énerilmistir.

Burada Firtina Tannsi'min isaretini
(tarhu-na) gérmek isteyen 5. Alp'in!5, aksi-
ne J. Bérker-Klihn isareti HURSAGTuwa-n(a)
Dag ile iliskilendirmigtirt®,

J. Borker-Kldhn'in bu savimi inandirici-
liktan uzak bulan H. Gonnet!”? ise buradaki
isareti Firtina Tanrsi'm, NIR.GAL (L.28) gi-
bi niteleyen bir isaret olmas: gerektigi tuze-
rinde durmus!® ve Hartapud ismindeki -5
nominatif ekinin de Hitit Imparatorluk Dé-
nemine ait miihiir baskilarnnda rastlanma-
digimi belirtmistir!®,

Cevirisi:
Kudretli Firtina Tanrsi({nin) sevgilisi(??),
Giines (Majeste), Biiyiik Kral, Hartapus

KARAUGUZ-BAHAR-KUNT

Kizildag 320 (Levha IX:2)

Cevirisi:

Kahraman, Biiyiilkt Kral, Mursili'nin og-
lu, Firtina Tanrsi{nin) sevgilisi(??), Giines
(Majeste), Biiytik Kral Hartapus, bu®' seh-
ri2? inga etti.

Kizildag 42

Kizildag 4 yazit1 1 40x1 10x45 em d&letile-
rinde olan iki satirhk bir pano lizerine yer-
lestirilmistir (Levha VI:1, X:1). Ayrica bu ya-
zitin hemen kuzey yaminda ve Hartapus rél-
yefinin 50 m. giineyinde, 2 m. boyunda, 1.10
m. eninde, iistten kirilmis haliyle yaklasik
1 m. yiiksekliginde ti¢ basamakh bir yap
bulunmalktadir (Levha IV:1, XI). Yazit ve ba-
samakli yap: bir biitiinliik gdstermektedir.
Her iki yap: da muhtemelen aym dénemde
yapilmis olmalidir. Buradaki basamakh ya-
pr gosterdigi ozellik acisindan Demirga@n
basamakh yaplanm andirmaktadir®. Bu
basamakl yapinin hemen list kisminda ise,
yine bu déneme ait bazen bu yapilar yanmn-
da bazen de tek basina yapilnus olarak rast-
lanan®%, bir sunu cukuru bulunmaktadir
(Levha IV:2).

Cevirisi:

1 Kahraman, Biiyiik Kral Mursili'nin
oglu, Firtina Tanrisinin sevgilisi,
Giines (Majeste), Biiytik Kral,
Kahraman, Hartapus,

2a Her tanr(mn ve) Gdgiin Firtina
Tanrsi(nin) litfuyla

2b her tilkeyi fetheden (0O)

2¢c Maska(na?) tilkesini®t de fethetti.

3 Biiyiik Kral, adam Tawani??

Kizildag 5% (Levha X:2)

Cevirisi:

Kahraman, Biiytik Kral Mursi[li

Ote yandan H. Gonnet Hitit Kraliyet ge-
lenegine ait olduguna inandig tiim bu ya-
zitlar Hitit Imparatorlugu’'nun son dénemi-
ne tarihlendirmistir®?, J. D. Hawkins de ya-
zitlanin Ilgin'min kuzey dogusundaki Yal-
burt yazitlan ile baglantisimi kurup bunlan
imparatorlugun diisiisiinden hemen sonra-
ya (M.O. 1200-1150) yerlestirmektedir?0,




Kazildag

Bilindigi iizere Hitit imparatorlugunun
son dénemleri ve bunun yani sira bu bélge
haklinda bilgi veren baslica belgeler i¢in-
de:

1
a. "Biiylik Kral Kurunta" yazih

miihiirlerin Bogazkoy'de?2,

b, RKurunta rélyefinin Hatip
(Konya)'ta®? bulunmasa,

c¢. Bronz tablet (Bo. 86/299)34,

CTH 9735 ve CTH 10636,

2.

a. II. Suppiluliuma dénemine ait
Bogazkdy-Stidburg yaziti?7,

b. Muhtemelen Asur krali Salmanassar ya
da I. Tukulti-Ninurta tarafindan Ugarit
krali Ihiranu'ya gonderilmis ve Asur ile
Hitit arasindaki savas: anlatan bir
mektup?s,

c. CTH 121=KBo XII 3839,

CTH 123=KBo IV 14+KUB XL 3840,

e. Lidar Hdylik'te bulunmus ve Kargamis
krah Talmi-TeSup'un oglu
Ku(n)zi- Tesup'un isminin okundugu bir
miihiir sayilabilirtt,

B

Ancak tim bu belgelerde kral Harta-
pus'tan séz edilmemektedir. Bu da bu kra-
lin tarihlendirmesinde pek ¢ok problemin
dogmasina neden olmaktadir,

Eger biz bu yazitlar Imparatorlugun he-
men sonrasina tarihlendirecek olursak, o
zaman, anit, basamakh yap1 ve yazit arasin-
da en azindan dért yiz yillik bir bosluk ve
uyusmazhik olusacaktiri,

Ancak Hitit Imparatorlugunun g¢ékii-
slinden -belki ¢ok- sonra kral Hartapus'un,
Tarhuntassa Kralligi'min bir devam olarak
daha gilineye kayip "Biiytik Krallik" iddiasi-
nm devam ettirmis oldugunu diistinmek sim-
dilik yanlhs olmayacalktiri®,

Bu durumda yazitlar ve Hartapus rélye-
fini de M.O. 1150-750 yillan arasina tarih-
lendirmek gerekecektir. Ancak hdélgenin bu
dénemi hakkinda fazla bir bilgi yoktur.

Ancak Kizildag, Karadag ve Burunka-
ya'y1 da igine alan bdlge bu dénemde Tabal

Kralhg olarak adlandirilmaktadir. Ayrica
bu kralhfin simirlar Halys irmagimin giine-
yinden Toroslara (Hilakku) kadar uzan-
makta ve Lykaonia ile Kappadokia'y: da ici-
ne almakta idi43,

Bu krallik hakkinda Asur belgelerinden
dgrenilen bilgilere gére 1II. Salmanasar'in
Tunni (Bakir) Dag1 ve Muli (Mermer) Dag-
na bir ordu génderdigi (M.O. 836) ayrica bu
kral déneminde Tabal Kralliz iginde yirmi-
ddrt kralligin varhgn bilinmektedir?,

Urartu dénemi belgelerinde I. Argitis za-
maninda Topada'ya kadar ilerlendigi (M.O.
775) ve II1. Sarduris'in Tabal'i vassali olarak
ilan ettigini gdriiriizts,

Ayrica yine Asur krali III. Tiglat-Pila-
ser'in Anadolu iclerine ilerlemesi (M.O.
738), ddrt Tabal krah olan Tunna (Zeyvehd-
yiik) Kralh Ushitti, Tuhana (Tyana) Krali Ur-
palla, Hupisnat? Krali Urimme ve Istunda’s
Krali Tuhamme'nin olusturdugu ittifakla
durdurulmusturt®. Bu kralliklar Toros ge-
gitlerini tutmuslardir. Karadag ve Kizildag
da bdyle bir ézellige sahip daglardir.

Zaten bu dénemde ve Hitit imparatorlu-
gunun sonlarnndan itibaren bolgede yerles-
melerin glivenlik kaygisiyla ovalardan ziya-
de daghk bdlgelere ve gecitlere kaydif an-
lasilmaktadir. Ote yandan Karapinar civa-
rinda Demircag yerlesmeleri yogundur.
Ayrica bu dineme ait kaleler de bdlgede
vardir. Bu kaleler arasinda Karapinarin 20
km. kuzeyinde, Kayali kayiiniin 9 km. bati-
sinda, Bursal yaylasimin bat: yoniindeki ka-
le ve igeri Cumra'da Secme koyii icinde bu-
lunan kale amilabilir (Levha I).

Ozellikle bu dénemde Konya'dan Kizil-
dag'a ulasimun Hatip, Hatunsaray, Secme
Alibeyhiyiik yol baglantisi ile oldugu anla-
silmaktadir. Yine Aksaray ydniine ulasim
Kicikasla, Tilkili gibi héytlikler basta olmak
tzere Bursal kalesi yolu ile saglanmalta
idi®® (Levha I).

Ote yandan Kizildag'da farklhi dénem-
lerde iki aym kalenin insa edildigi goriil-
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1. Kizildag ve

2. Karadag'in topografik harita tzerindeki konumu.
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LEVHA 1II

1. Kizildadg'in genel gdriniisci
2. Hartapus rélyefi
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LEVHA IV

1. Kizildag 4 Yaziti ve basamakli yap:

2. Sunu gukuru
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LEVHA V

1. Grekce yazit ve ayak motifleri
2. Kaya mezari
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LEVHA VI

1. Kizildag 4 Yaziti
2. Kizildag 2 Yaziti
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LEVHA VII

1-2 En Udstteki kalenin sur kalintilari
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LEVHA VIII

Hartapus rélyefi
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4, Plate VI; Hawkins 1992, 273, Fig. 1)

1. Kizildag 2 Yaziti
2. Kizildag 3 Yazity (Alp 197

LEVHA IX
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LEVHA X

1. Kizildag 4 Yaziti
2. Kizildag 5 Yazitr (Alp 1974, Plate V)
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LEVHA XI

Kizildag 4 Yaziti ve basamakl yapi
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LEVHA Xl

1-2. Mezar odasindan plan ve kesit
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LEVHA XIlI

1 Krem hamurlu; kendinden astarli; ince kumlu, tascik, kire¢ katkili; iyi pismis; gark yapimi; i¢
ylizde koyu kahverengi iki yatay gizgi arasinda baklava dilimli ve dikey cizgi bezemeli.

2 Kahverengi hamurlu: kendinden astarli; ince kumlu, tasgik, kireg katkili; iyi pismis; cark yapimi;
disi ve agizdan omuza kadar i¢ kismi koyu gri boya bezemeli.

3 Acik kahverengi hamurlu; ici kendinden digi devetilyl astarli; ince kumiu, tascik, kireg ve mika
katkil; iyi pismig; cark yapimi.

4 Portakal kirmizisi hamurlu, i¢i kendinden, digi kahverengi astarli; ince kumlu, tagcik, kireg ve
mika katkili; iyi pismis; cark yaEmL

5 Acik kahverengi hamurlu; digi kendinden ici koyu kahverengi astarli; orta kumiu, tascik, kireg
katkili; iyi pigmig; cark yapimi; igi koyu kahverengi boya bezeli.

6 Acik kahverengi hamurlu; i¢i ve agzi kendinden, digi devetiyd astarl; ince kumlu, tascik, kireg
;e mika katkili® iyi pismis; cark yapimi; agzin tstiinde ve digta kismen kahverengi boya

ezemeli.
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LEVHA XIV

7 Kahverengi hamurlu; krem astarli; orta kumlu, taggik, kire¢ ve mika katkili; iyi pismis; cark yapimi,

8 Kahverengi hamurlu; kendinden astarl; ince kumiu, la?z;lk. kireg katkili; iyi pismis; cark yapimi.

9 Kahverengi hamurlu; acik kahverengi astarl; orta kumlu, tascik, kireg katkili; iyi pismis; cark
yapimi; onyiizde iki paralel gizgi arasinda kahverengi liggen ve agizda dikey boya bezemeli.

10 Acik kahverengi hamurlu; krem astarli; ince kumlu, tascik, kirec ve mika katkili; iyi pismis; cark
yapimi; i}; kisimda agzin hemen altinda oluk bezemeli.

11 Agik kahverengi hamurlu; krem astarli; orta kumlu, tascik, kireg katkili; kol pigmt?:
kulpun Gzeri koyu gri paralel serit bezemeli ve lzerindeki diigme bezemesinin etrafinda ayni
renkte daire bezemeli.

12 Kahverengi hamurlu; disi kendinden igi krem astarl; ince kumlu, tascik, kireg katkili; iyi pismis;
cark yapimi; agizda koyu gri ve kahverengi Gcgen bezemeli.
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LEVHA XV

Kizildag kalesinin vaziyet plani




Kizildag 29

LEVHA XVI
Kizildag Kalesi
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LEVHA XVII 6. Kale suru disinda muhtemel bir yapi
kalintisi
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Bemerkungen zum frihen Tierstil
zwischen Kuban, Indus und Enisej

Kuban, Indlis ve Yenisey
Bolgeleri Erken Devir
Hayvan Betimleme Bicemi
Uzerine Notlar

*Hermann PARZINGER

Keywords: Teerabl, Roiernomaden, Fribe Eisonzetl. Skython, Karamuh, Accan, Burgan
Anahtar sozaokber: Hyvan batimbema bicemi, alh gégerior, lik Domir Cadn, Iskidior, Karasu, Ardan, Kurgan

Makalede, Avrasya step kusaginin degisik yorelerinde ortaya ¢ikan, en eski fskit hayvan betim-
leme sanat: ve maddi kalintilan, dzellikle kuzey Pakistan 'da Karakurum ve gtiney Sibirya'da Tuva
bélgelerinde gergeklestirilen ve yeni sonuglara gdtiiren arastirmalarin 15181 altinda ele alinmalk-
tadw, Konu, ath gdcerleri yansitan buluntular agisindan, Anadolu arkeolojisini de yalkindan
ilgilendirmektedir. Arsan kurgan nekropollerinde, son yillarda gergeklestirilen, Alman-Rus
kazilan, gtiney Sibirya Erken Iskit buluntularimn kékeni ve tarihlendirilmeleri sorununa da yeni

balas agilan getirmigtir.

Die Skythen lernten friih, die Gestalt der
Tiere naturgetreu abzubilden, Dabei gerieten
sie  hinsichtlich ihrer Motive und
Darstellungsformen unter nachhaltigen
EinfluB des Vorderen Orients und insbeson-
dere Griechenlands, kamen sie doch durch
die griechischen Kolonien an der
Nordschwarzmeerkiiste mit griechischem
Kunstschaffen in Kontakt. Diese Erzeugnisse
standen =zunidchst im Zentrum der
stilgeschichtlichen und ikonographischen
Analyse. K. Schefold stellte in seiner scharf-
sinnigen Studie zum skythischen Tierstil aus
dem Jahre 1938 treffend fest, daBl es aufprund
der Umbildungen Miihe machte, den
ungriechischen Grundbestand dieser Bilder
zu erkennen (Schefold 1938, 64). Doch genau

darum mufl es gehen, wollen wir uns dem
Ursprung dieser charakteristischen Kunst
der eurasischen Reiternomaden der friihen
Eisenzeit zuwenden,

Bei den Skythen stand das zeichenhafte
Einzelbild im Vordergrund (Abb. 1). Es
wurde nicht etwa Bestandteil einer fort
laufenden Bilderzihlung, sondern diente als
stilisiertes Symbol, das {bernatiirliche
Krifte verlieh und dem sich der Triger des
Symbols anvertraute. Diese Bildtypen wur
den liber Generationen tiberliefert, ohne daf
sie je ganz ins rein Ornamentale absanken.
Sie blieben heilige Zeichen fiir die Person,
die sich ihrer bediente, und Symbole fir
deren Rang im Wertdenken ihrer Zeit

*Doutsches Archiologisches Institul, Burasion- Abteilung Tm Dol 26, D= 1414006 BERLIN

purasicn B dainside
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(Kossack 1987, 25), findet sich das Tierbild
doch fast ausschlieBlich auf beweglichen
Gegenstinden, auf Waffen, Kleidung,
Trachtzubehdr, Plerdegeschirr und anderem
Geriit. Die enge Verbindung von Tierbild und
Person verdeutlichen ferner Funde aus sog.
JEis-Kurganen' der Pazyryk-Gruppe (5.-3. Jh.
v. Chr) im Altaj, die mumifizierte Leichen
enthielten, die tiergestaltige Titowierungen
trugen (Rudenko 1953, 136 ff. Abb. 80-83;
Polos'mak 1996, 28 ff). Diese Beispiele
sibirischen Tierstils weichen in vielen
Einzelheiten von den Metallarbeiten aus
dem nordpontischen Raum ab und dennoch
sind die Gemeinsambkeiten nicht zu iiberse-
hen.

Schon Schefold stellle seinerzeit klar
heraus, daB eine der entscheidenden
Voraussetzungen fiir die Beschiéftigung
mit dem skythischen Tierstil eine sichere
Zeitbestimmung ist. Daran hat sich bis
heute nichts gedndert, und dies gilt auch
nicht nur fiir die Tierstilerzeugnisse des
Nordschwarzmeerraums. Die sowjetische
Forschung hielt ein friihestes Auftreten
skythischer Hinterlassenschaften im nord-
pontischen Gebiet in erster Linie aus his-
torischen Uberlegungen nicht vor dem
beginnenden 6. Jh., v. Chr. fiir mdéglich.
Ausschlaggebend war dabei u. a. die Uber-
lieferung Herodots, wonach die skythis-
chen Heerscharen, nachdem sie iiber den
Kaukasus nach Vorderasien vorgestofien
waren, durch den Aufstieg Mediens ein
pewaltsames Ende gefunden hatten: Der
Mederkdnig Kyaxares soll ihre Fihrer zu
ginem Gelange eingeladen und dabei
ermordet haben (um 616 v, Chr). Danach
wiren die Skythen aus Vorderasien abgezo-
gen und hitten sich im nordpontischen
Haum niedergelassen. Die fltesten skythisc-
hen Denkmiiler ndrdlich des Schwarzen
Meeres miiliten demnach jlinger als der
Abzug der Skythen aus Vorderasien sein und
kiénnten daher nicht vor den Beginn des 8.
Jh. v. Chr. datieren. Auch Schefold betrachte-
te seinerzeit die im Kuban-Gebiet gelegenen
Kurgane von Kelermes und Ul', die mit die
frithesten skythischen Erzeugnisse des
Nordschwarzmeerraums erbrachten, fiir
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wichtige Vertreter des 6. Jh. v. Chr. (Schefold
1938, 8 ff). Daran hatte sich bis in die
achtziger Jahre nicht viel gefindert.

Fiir vorskythisch betrachtete man einen
Formenkreis, der nach dem Schatzfund von
MNovoterkassk bei Rostov am Don (Abb. 2)
benannt wurde (Terenoikin 1976; Kossack
1994, 19 ff.). Die zeitliche Beriihrung, ja sogar
Uberlappung mit Friihskythischem
bewog die Forschung, Funde vom Typus
Novoiéerkassk als Niederschlag kim-
merischer Reiterscharen zu betrachten.
Kimmerier bzw. Gimirru wurden in
Berichten Vorderasiens zum Jahre 735 v.
Chr. genannt, ferner in der Beschreibung
des 8. Feldzugs Sargons II. (721-705 wv.
Chr.), 685 plinderten sie Gordion, die
Hauptstadt des Phrygerreiches, bis sie
schliefilich 639 v. Chr. von Assurbanipal im
Taurus vernichtend geschlagen wurden
(Kossack 1994, 19). All dies bewog die
Archiologen, Novoterkassker Formengut in
das spiite 8. und 7. Jh. v. Chr. zu datieren, ehe
dann zu Beginn des 6. Jh. v. Chr. in Kelermes
und andernorts Friihskythisches eingesetzt
haben soll, Auch die mittel- und mittelosteu-
ropéische Chronologie schien diese Ansitze
zunichst indirekt zu bestétigen, als man jene
Jimmerischen' Bronzen seit H. Miiller-
Karpe als charakteristisch fiir die Endstufe
der jlingeren Urnenfelderzeit Ha B3 betra-
chtete, die bis um 700 v. Chr. angedauert
haben soll (Miiller-Karpe 1959), wihrend
skythische Elemente, die spéter erneut
Mitteleuropa erreichten, in das spitere 6.
oder gar erst 5. Jh. v. Chr, verwiesen wurden
(Bukowski 1977; Chochorowski 1985). Solche
Datierungen fligten sich seinerzeit gut in die
sowjetischen Chronologievorstellungen.

Seit den achtziger Jahren kam jedoch
erhebliche Bewegung in die Chronologi-
ediskussion, sowohl in Mitteleuropa als
auch im nordpontischen Raum selbst.
Nicht nur aufgrund archiologischer Ar-
gumente, sondern auch unter Zuhilfenah-
me naturwissenschaftlicher, insbesondere
dendrochronologischer Datierungsverfah-
ren, z. B. aus dem nordschweizerisch-stid-
westdeutschen Raum (Rychner, Ruoff 19886,
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73 ff.; Parzinger 1992, 130), scheint inzwis-
chen unbestritten, dall das Ende der
Urnenfelderzeit - und damit auch jene kim-
merischen’ Bronzen, die sich im
Movocerkassker Formenkreis wiederfinden -
, in das 9. Jh. v. Chr. zurlickdatiert werden
miissen, denn bald nach B800 wv, Chr.
herrschen in weiten Teilen des siidlichen
Mitteleuwropa Kulturverhiltnisse der dlteren
Hallstattzeit (Ha C) vor (Friedrich/Hennig
1995, 289 ff.), deren Beginn gegentiber
fritheren Annahmen damit ebenfalls fast um
ein Jahrhundeit héher datiert werden mull.
Dies gibt im Nachhinein aber nun wieder P.
Reinecke Recht, der im Jahre 1911 diese
Stufe Ha C als Zeit der eisernen
Hallstattschwerter definierte und ihren Stil
in Abhéngigkeit wvon der griechisch-
geometrischen Kunst der Spitdipylonzeit
sah (Reinecke 1911, 399 ff).

Doech nicht nur in Mitteleuropa, sondern
auch im nordpontischen Steppenraum
verdnderten sich die chronologischen
Verhiiltnisse. Es ist vor allem das Verdienst
von G. Kossack, darauf hingewiesen zu
haben, dall an den Kiisten ndrdlich des
Schwarzen Meeres deutlich friher mit
skythischer Sachhkultur einschliefilich
seines kennzeichnenden Tierstils zu rech-
nen sei, als bis dahin angenommen. Eine
Schliisselrolle wies er dabei den Inventaren
von Kelermes im Kuban-Gebiet zu (Kossack
1986, 125 ff.). Die prichtigsten Stiicke dieser
Nekropole stammten aus vier Kurganen,
deren Fundinventar zu Beginn des 20. Jh,
ziemlich unsystematisch geborgen wurde.
Darunter fanden sich figiirlich vergzierte
Edelmetallarbeiten aus ostgriechischer
Werkstatt, Rhyton und Spiegel, die in das 6.
Jh, v. Chr. datiert werden (Galanina 1987, Taf.
1; 35-38). Diesen Zeitansatz meinte man auf
simtliche Funde aus Kelermes itibertragen
zu koénnen, doch inzwischen ist klar, dal
diese beiden Importe aus den jiingsten
Hiigeln der Nekropole stammten und damit
allenfalls das Ende ihrer Belegung, nicht
aber deren Beginn datieren kdnnen. Aus
einem der dlteren Kurgane wurden dagegen
neben bronzenen Gebissen mit sog. steig-
biigelformigen Enden und Riemenverteilern

mit Greifenwidderkdpfen (Abb. 3), beides Le-
itformen frithskythenzeitlicher Fundverbin-
de, auch goldene Kostbarkeiten geborgen:
ein Akinakes mit Goldummantelung an Griff
und Scheide, reich mit fipuralen Bildstem-
peln verziert (Abb. 4). Wahl der Motive und
Stil weisen in den nordwestlichen Iran und
die besten Parallelen stammen aus dem
Schatzfund von Ziwiyeh bei Sakkiz unweit
des Urmia-Sees (Kossack 1987, Abb. 4,2). Fiir
eine sichere Datierung von Kelermes liefert
dieser Fund jedoch nur wenig, weil seine
Fundumstinde ungeklin sind. Am Fundort
aufgelesene Scherben lassen sich den
Schichten Hasanlu IIIB und IV zuordnen;
dies kénnte allenfalls bedeuten, daBh die
kursfristige Anlage von Ziwiyeh kurz vor
Hasanlu IIIE errichtet worden sein diirfte,
was in die erste Hilfte des 7. Jh. v. Chr. fiihrt
(Cuyler Young 1965, 53 H.; Kossack 1987, 48).

Einen besonders wichtigen Befund in der
Diskussion um die Datierung von Kelermes
und frithskythischer Sachkultur im
Nordschwarzmeerraum verdanken wir H.
Hauptmann. Am Norguntepe bei Keban am
oberen Euphrat entdeckte er seinerzeit eine
Trockenmauergruft auf der Akropolis der
Siedlung. Unter dem FuBboden eines mit-
teleisenzeitlichen Gebiudes stieli er auf jene
Kammer, die ungestért war und zundchst
zwei mit den Bauchseiten gegeneinander
gekehrte Skelette von Hengsten erbrachte.
Neben diesen fanden sich noch stark zerfall-
ene Skelette wvon zwei Hunden und
schlieBlich darunter eine quer zur
Ausrichtung der Hengste gelegene Stute. Die
Tiere wurden offenbar geopfert, wie Spuren
gewaltsamer Totung =zeigten. Von den
Gegenstianden, die sich in dieser Gruft fanden
(Abb. 5) . sind insbesondere die theriomor-
phen Riemenverteiler und die Gebifistange
mit Steighiigeldsen von Bedeutung, die beide
die Briicke zu den frithskythischen Kurganen
von Kelermes schlagen lassen (Hauptmann
1883, 251 ff.). Da das Pferdegrab von einem
groferen Gebdude mit mitteleisenzeitlicher
Keramik des 7. Jh. v. Chr. tliberlagert wurde,
konnte Hauptmann einen wichtigen strati-
graphischen Anhaltspunkt in die chronole-
gische Diskussion einbringen. Zwar ergibt er
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kein exaktes direktes Datum, doch diirfte die
Pferdebestattung wohl nicht spiiter als um
die Mitte des 7. Jh. v. Chr. in den Boden
gekommen sein.

Aus all dem lé4Bt sich also beim gegen-
wirtigen Forschungsstand folgern, dab
Friihskythisches der Kelermes-Zeit im
Umfeld des Schwarzen Meeres wihrend der
ersten Hilfte, spétestens aber um die Mitte
des 7. Jh. v. Chr. in Erscheinung trat. Was
das Kunstschaffen betrifft, so verdeutlichen
die herausragendsten Erzeugnisse dieser
Friihzeit aus Kelermes und Ziwiyeh den
starken EinfluBl Vorderasiens und das
Nebeneinander wvon  altorientalischen
Motiven (heiliger Baum) und skythischen
Bildformen (Netzwerk aus Tiergehdrn, mit
ginzelnen Tierbildern gefiillte Freiflichen)
(Kossack 1987, 30). Doch steckt in diesen
Bildwerken auch zentralasiatisch-sibirisches
Erbe, dem nachzugehen Aufgabe der nach-
folgenden Zeilen sein wird.

Dall der Tierstil zu einer ganz bes-
timmten Zeit zur prigenden kiinstlerischen
Ausdrucksform reiternomadischer Verbdn-
de des eurasischen Steppen- und Waldstep-
pengiirtels wurde, ist hinlinglich bekannt
und mul nicht mehr eingehender begriin-
det werden. Erheblicher Klarungsbedarf
besteht hingegen hinsichtlich der Frage,
inwieweit er auch auBerhalb dieser klar
umrissenen Gkologischen Zone eine Holle
spielte, und inwieweit stidlich benachbarte
und génzlich anders geartete Kulturrdume
zu seiner Ausformung oder gar Entstehung
beigetragen haben kénnten.

Insbesondere was das siidliche Zentra-
lasien betrifft, liegt noch etliches im Dun-
keln. ,No Scythian things come from what
we may call Sir Aurel Stein's region", so
jedenfalls war sich E. Minns 1930 sicher
(Minns 1830, 2). Einige Jahre mubten
noch vergehen, ehe bemerkenswerte Ne-
ufunde die Frage stellten, ob die nordpa-
kistanischen Gebirgsregionen am oberen
Indus und seinen Nebenfliissen nicht
doch von friiheisenzeitlichen Nomadeng-
ruppen nordlicher Provenienz aufgesucht
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worden sein kinnten. So wiirdigte B. Lit-
vinskij einen 1944 posthum von A. Stein
verdffentlichten Bronzekessel mit zwei
seitlichen Horizontalhenkeln und einem
plerdekopfférmigen Protom, der bei Imit
am Ishkoman zum Vorschein gekommen
sein soll (Stein 1944), als ,sakisches’
Erzeugnis, das im 4. Jh. v. Chr. vom Pamir
aus in die Karakorum-Region gelangt sei
(Litvinskij 1972).

Eine neue Phase in der Erforschung der
frithen Kulturen in den Gebirgsregionen von
Hindukush und Karakorum begann mit
Beobachtungen K. Jettmars, der auf seinen
frithen Reisen Felszeichnungen am oberen
Indus entdeckte, die er mit der eurasischen
Tierstilkunst verbunden sah (Jettmar 1989;
1991) (Abb. 6). Seit 1979 nimmt sich die von
Jettmar ins Leben gerufene Forschungsstelle
~elshilder und Inschriften am Karakorum
Highway" der Heidelberger Akademie der
Wissenschaften diesen Dingen an und setzt
ihre Arbeit seit nun schon iiber zehn Jahren
unter der Leitung von Hauptmann ausge-
sprochen erfolgreich fort. Verschiedentlich
ging Jettmar in friitheren Jahren auf den
JTierstil' mehrerer Felsbildstationen ein,
wobei er sich ilberwiegend auf Plitze am
oberen Indus westlich von Chilas bezog
(Jettmar 1989; 1991) (Abb. 6). Dabei steht
auller Frage, dal die betreffenden
Petroglyphen dem Kreis der Tierstilkunst
des eurasischen Steppenraumes verpflichtet
sind, doch Uberlegungen zu Datierung und
Stileigenheiten bewegen sich noch immer
auf schwankendem Grund. Zeitansiitze
glaubte man vom Altaj, ja sogar aus Tuva auf
die Denkmidler am oberen Indus libertragen
zu kdnnen, obwohl die chronologischen
Probleme der friihskythenzeitlichen Kunst
in Stidsibirien selbst noch ihrer Ldsung har-
ren. Hinzu kommt, dal Einzelheiten in der
Darstellung von Felsbildern hiufig mit
Erzeugnissen aus Bronze verglichen werden
miissen, was weitere Schwierigkeiten
schafft. Und zuletzt konnte die Frage eines
mdglichen Nachlebens dieser Kunst in die
buddhistische Periode hinein immer noch
nicht befriedigend beantwortet werden,
Felsbilder sind aus sich heraus eben nur
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sehr schwer genau zu datieren. Und dennoch
scheinen im sog. Zehenspitzengang'
dargestellte Tierbilder wverglichen mit
Siidsibirien friih, wo man sie seit dem
gpateren 9. Jh. v. Chr. kennt.

Doch es gibt aus dieser Region nicht nur
Felsbilder, sondern auch Fundstiicke aus
Bronze und Gold, die mit der skythisch-
sakischen' Tierstilkunst in Zusammenhang
stehen. Als besonders aufsehenerregend
erwies sich dabei der Goldring von Pattan,
ebenfalls am oberen Indus gelegen (Rahman
1990), Das aus massivem Gold bestehende
Stiick wog urspriinglich iiber 16 kg und
wurde in 12 Teile zerhackt. Es war mit
ineinandergeschachtelten Tierdarstellungen
verziert, die bereits Jettmar zu deuten ver-
suchte (Jettmar 1991). Dabei wird man ihm
zumindest dahingehend folgen kdnnen,
daB es sich bei diesen Tierbildern um eine
vergleichsweise spite Ausprigung des
Tierstils handeln diirfte, der nicht mehr der
eigentlichen Skythenzeit angehért, son-
dern mit der darauf folgenden hunno-sar-
matischen Periode in Verbindung zu brin-
gen ist, soweit die schlechte Vorlage dieses
herausragenden Stilickes liberhaupt eine
verlafiliche Beurteilung zuléBt.

In den letzten Jahren sind nun vermehrt
spéitbronze- und friiheisenzeitliche Fundge-
genstinde aus dem Karakorum-Gebiet be-
kannt geworden, die aus Raubgrabungen
stammten, die immer mehr zunehmen und
inzwischen zu einer wirklichen Bedrohung
der archiologischen Uberlieferung in
diesem Raum geworden sind. Das, was
Hauptmann und seine Mitarbeiter, jlingst
auch mit Unterstiitzung der Eurasien-
Abteilung des Deutschen Archéologischen
Instituts, seither von den Bazaren der Region
fiir die Wissenschaft zu retten versuchen,
wirft ein neues Licht auf die
Kulturverhéltnisse am oberen Indus
wihrend der friithen Eisenzeit (Abb. 7).
Wichtig dabei ist festzustellen, dalB das
Gehiet am oberen Indus und seinen
Nebenflilssen immer deutlicher als eigen-
stindige Kulturprovinz hervortritt, die zwar
enge Beziehungen in nérdlich und
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nordéstlich benachbarte Regionen (Pamir,
Siidsibirien und Ordos) erkennen lidft und
sicher von dort beeinflut wurde, anderer-
seits aber auch scheinbar eigene Ziige in der
Tierstilkunst hervorbrachte. Solange jedoch
gesicherte Grabzusammenhénge fehlen,
kénnen  weitere Uberlegungen  zu
Chronologie und Fernbeziehungen nur
MutmaBungen sein.

Zu den besonderen Beispielen aus dem
Kreis der bislang bekannt gewordenen
Tierstilbronzen dieser Region gehért ein
Stiick, das nach allem, was wir wissen, aus
einem gepliinderten Grab aus der Gegend
von Daen stammt (Dani 1992) (Abb, 8,1). Das
Stiick stellt damit einen wichtigen Punkt auf
dem Weg vom oberen Indus tliber die Téler
des Gilgit und anschliefend des Yasin nach
Norden bis zum Darkot-PaB dar, eine der
wohl wichtigsten Verbindungstrassen vom
Karakorum-Gebiet iiber den Hindukush und
die afghanische Provinz Wakhan an den
oberen Oxus und weiter in den siidlichen
Pamir im heutigen Tad¢ikistan. Bei dieser
Bronze handelt es sich um eine durch-
brochen gegossene, tiergestaltige Flatte mit
zwei Knépfen auf der Riickseite. Dargestellt
ist ein Pferd, wobei der Korper im Vergleich
zum Kopf unanatomisch klein und schlank
wirkt, Vorder- und Hinterlauf weisen waag-
recht nach vorne und enden jeweils in
rundlichen Verdickungen mit Delle oder
Loch. Der Schweif ist aufgebogen und paral-
lel zum Riicken anndhernd horizontal in
Richtung des Kopfes gefiihrt. Das Ende des
Schweifes biegt abermals um und geht in
einen Vogelkopf mit langem, nach unten
gebogenem Schnabel iiber.

Blicken wir uns nach Vergleichsstiicken
um, so werden wir lediglich im Pamir fiindig,
wihrend andere Teile Mittelasiens,
Siidsibiriens oder auch Nordwestchinas
nichts unmittelbar Vergleichbares liefern. Es
handelt sich dabei um eine Bronze aus
Kurgan 7 von Tegermansu I (Litvinskij 1972,
Taf, 23,8) (Abb. 8,2), nicht weit von der heuti-
gen tadéikisch-atghanischen Grenze entfernt
und iiber Baroghil- und Darkot-Pafi mit dem
Tal des Yasin und mit Daen in Nordpakistan
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verbunden. Das Stiick aus Tegermansu |
weist mit der Bronze aus Daen libereinstim-
mende Gestaltungsprinzipien auf, die an ein
und denselben Kunstkreis denken lassen,
wenngleich die Bronze aus dem Pamir kiinst-
levisch qualitédtvoller ausgefiihit wurde, auch
endet der Schwanz hier nicht in einem
Vogelkopf, doch ein Vogel mit entsprechen-
der Kopfform sitzt auf dem Nacken des
Pferdes. Diesen Stiicken lieflen sich noch
etliche mehr hinzufiigen. Sie alle zeigen, daB
Karakorum und Pamir in ihrer Tierstilkunst
enge Gemeinsamkeiten aufweisen,

Matiirlich stellt sich damit die Frage. ob
diese Verbindungen in den Pamir nun auch
fiir eine wverldBlichere Datierung der
Bronzen aus dem Karakorum-Gehiet
nutzbar gemacht werden kédnnen. Doch die
Antwort ist leider negativ. Trotz
umfassender Grabungstitickeit, die A, N.
Bernstam in den spiéten vierziger Jahren
begann (Bernstam 1952) und die spiter
Litvinslij und A. D. Babaev fortsetzten und in
deren Verlauf Hunderte von Kurganen aus
den Pamir-Hochtédlern untersucht wurden
(Babaev 1978), verdffentlichte man bis heute
nur wenige fiir chronologische Analysen ver
wertbare Inventare. Mit dieser unerquick-
lichen Situation hatte auch die russische
Forschung ihre Probleme, wie eine 1992
erschienene Untersuchung  von J.
Zadneprovskij zeigte, der innerhalb der
reichen skythisch-sakischen Funde dieser
Region letztlich nur zwei Zeitabschnitte
unterschied (Zadneprovskij 1992, 95 ff.).
Die éltere Stufe, die er in das 8.-6. Jh. v, Chr,
datierte, wire seiner Meinung nach z. B.
durch Kurgan 10 von Tamdy reprisentiert,
der zu den #ltesten reiternomadischen
Komplexen des Pamir gehdrt. Zweifliigeli-
ge Bronzepfeilspitzen, dreikantige Knoc-
henpfeilspitzen, friihes Plerdegeschirr sowie
Tierstilbronzen (dabei ein Steinbock im
Sprung sowie zwel kleine Panther oder
Barenfigiirchen) (Zadneprovskij 1992, Taf. 36)
legen eine Verkniipfung mit dem won M.
Grjaznov gegrabenen Kurgan von Arzan nahe
(Grjaznov 1984). Der Fund fiigt sich damit in
einen frithesten skythenzeitlichen Horizont,
der von ArZzan in Tuva tiber Ujgarak und Ta-

Hermann PARZINGER

gisken-Siid am Aral-See bhis in die Novocer-
kassk-Zeit im ndrdlichen Schwarzmeerra-
um reicht, von der eingangs schon die Rede
war, und der in das spétere 9. und begin-
nende 8. Jh. v, Chr. datiert werden kann.

Die Lésung fiir so manche mit dem friih-
esten Auftreten des Tierstils verbundene
Frage mull also doch wieder in Siidsibirien
gesucht werden, und zwar zu beiden Seiten
des Sajan, im Minusinsker Becken ndrdlich
und in Tuva siidlich dieses Gebirgszuges, der
den Altaj nach Osten hin fortsetzt. Dort setzte
die Eurasien-Abteilung deshalb auch einen
der Schwerpunkte ihrer Arbeit. Von Arzan
war bereits die Rede, der dort von Grjaznov
in den siebziger Jahren untersuchte Kurgan
nimmt seither eine zentrale Stellung in der
Diskussion um die Datierung des friihest-
skythenzeitlichen Horizontes ein (Grjaznov
1984), Die Nekropole von Arian liegt im
Ujuk-Becken und umfaBt Hunderte,
wahrscheinlich Tausende von Kurganen, die
sich liberwiegend in scheinbar parallelen
Reihen durch diese Hochebene sziehen
(Griaznov 1984, Abb. 1). Der heutige Ort
Arzan befindet sich im Zentrum dieses Ujuk-
Beckens. Hinsichtlich der Verteilung der
Kurgane fillt auf, daB es sich bei den dstlich
des Ortes  Arzan  gelegenen um
Steinplatiformen handelt (Abb. 9), die er-
hebliche Durchmesser aufweisen (70-120
my), jedoch nicht allzu hoch sind (3-5 m); sie
kommen ferner ganz ohne
Erdaufschiittung oder Rasensodenaufbau
aus. Westlich des Ortes Arian erstrecken
sich dagegen vergleichsweise hohe Erdkur-
gane, die allenfalls einen Steinpanzer auf-
weisen kdnnen, ansonsten aber aus Erde
und Rasensoden bestehen. Die herausra-
gendsten unter ihnen kénnen bis zu 20-25
m Héhe erreichen und stellen damit
wahrlich monumentale Grabbauten dar. Im
Jahre 1987 untersuchten wir gemeinsam
mit einer Archidologengruppe um K.
Cugunov aus St. Petersburg einen
kleineren dieser Erdkurgane westlich des
Ortes; er war stark beraubt, doch die noch
verbliebenen theriomorphen Goldblechbe-
satzstlicke datieren die Anlage etwa in das
5. Jh. v. Chr.




Kuban

Von den Kurganen mit Steinplattformen
darf bislang nur der von Grjaznov unter-
suchte - hier als Arzan 1 bezeichnet - (Abb.
9) als systematisch ausgegraben gelten
(Grjaznov 1984). Dabei handelte es sich um
die westlichste Anlage dieses Typs, die mit-
ten im Ort Arian lag; westlich daran
anschliefend kommen nur mehr
Erdkurgane vor. Zwar war auch dieser von
Grjaznov freigelegte Kurgan beraubt, doch
stieflen die Ausgridber noch auf etliche
Fundgegenstinde, die einen firiihestskythen-
zeitlichen Fundhorizont =zu definieren
halfen, der von der Forschung weitgehend
iubereinstimmend in das spédte 9./beginnende
8. Jh. wv. Chr. datiert und mit der
Novoterkassk-Zeit weiter westlich im
Nordschwarzmeerraum parallelisiert wird
(Kossack 1994, 19 ff.). Zu den kennzeichnen-
den Beifunden gehoren ein friiher
Streitpickel aus Bronze, Bronzedolche, deren
Heftgestaltung noch stark an kara-
sukzeitliche Stiicke der vorangehenden
Spiitbronzezeit erinnert, zweifliigelige Bron-
zepfeilspitzen, dreikantige Knochenpfeilspit-
zen, frithes Plerdegeschirr, wobei insbeson-
dere erste Trensen mit Steigbiigelosen her-
vorzgzuheben sind, die denjenigen aus
Kelermes gzeitlich jedoch noch vorangehen
diirften, sowie eine grolie Bronzeplatte in
Form eines Rolltieres (Panther) (Grjaznov
1984, Abb. 11-16). Im Kurgan waren ferner
sog. Hirschsteine verbaut, einfache Stelen
mit gelegentlich anthropomorphen Ziigen,
die meist mit frithen Tierstilbildern und/oder
Waffendarstellungen u. a. versehen sind
(Griaznov 1984, Abb, 29). Grjaznov nahm an,
sie wiren hier als Spolien verbaut worden
und hielt sie deshalb fiir kurzfristig édlter als
den Kurgan selbst, was aber schon damals
nicht villig gesichert schien. Mit Hilfe dieser
Hirschsteine 10t sich jedoch die Briicke
nach Nordchina schlagen, weshalb sie von
einiger Bedeutung sind. So finden sich auf
ihnen z. B. auch Darstellungen von Dolchen
bzw. RKurzschwertern mit wermutlichen
Metallscheiden, die dreieckig durchbrochen
sein kénnen (Kovalev 1992, 46 ff). Solche
Stiicke sind ferner aus Gribern der Inneren
Mongolei bekannt, wie z. B. aus Nanshangen
M101, Bronzegefille aus einem spiiten

Abschnitt der Westlichen Zhou-Dynastie ver-
weisen dieses Inventar in das 9. Jh. v. Chr,
(Wagner/Parzinger 1998, 63 ff. Abb. 12-16). In
diesem Grab fanden sich ferner klar entwic-
kelte Tierstilelemente (einschliefilich
Rolltier-darstellungen). Damit scheint auch
der Kurgan von Arzan fester an das 9. Jh. v.
Chr. gebunden als zunéichst noch angenom-
men.

Diese hier nur kursorisch beleuchteten
Zusammenhiinge machen jedenfalls deut-
lich, dafl die Kontaktzone zwischen Tuva ei-
nerseits und den ndérdlichen Randgebieten
Chinas andererseits wvon erheblicher
Bedeutung fiir die Entstehung des
sibirischen Tierstils pewesen sein diirfte,
wobei die Erforschung dieser Regionen
jedoch erst am Anfang steht. Eine
Schliisselrolle kommt dabei der Nekropole
von Arzan 2zu, weil sie erheblich zur
Verkniipfung dieser Landschaften und
Kulturrdume beizutragen vermag. Aus
diesem Grund entschlossen wir uns, die 1997
in Kooperation mit russischen Kollegen aus
S5t. Petersburg begonnenen Arbeiten an
diesem Platz fortzufiihren. Da wir den
Beginn der sibirischen Tierstils und nicht
dessen weiteres Schicksal wihrend der
zweiten Hilfte des 1. Jt. v. Chr. als
Kernproblem betrachten, sollen sich diese
Forschungen auf die dltere, 6stliche Gruppe
der Nekropole von Arzan konzentrieren, die
aus jenen von Grjaznov erstmals ausge-
grabenen Steinplattformen besteht. Da es
den Anschein hat, daB das Griberfeld von
Ost nach West fortschreitend belegt wurde,
begannen wir mit den Untersuchungen am
dstlichsten Kurgan des Platzes (Kurgan
Arzan 2) (Abb. 10), in der Hoffnung, dort den
Anfang seiner Belegung zu erfassen.

Auch bei Kurgan 2 handelte es sich um
eine nicht sonderlich hohe Steinplattform,
die aber fast 70 m im Durchmesser mafl. Die
Arbeiten des vergangenen Jahres dienten
der Vorbereitung fiir eine wvollstindige
Freilegung in der Kampagne 2001. Im
beschéidigten siidlichen Teil des Hiigels
(Abb. 10) wurden zwei Schnitte angelegt, um
Einblick in den Aufbau des Kurgans zu
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erhalten. Anders als bei dem von Grjaznov
gegrabenen Hiigel fand sich keine vergleich-
bare Holzkonstruktion (Abb. 9); die Steine
waren statt dessen direkt auf der alten
Oberfliache aufgeschichtet (Abb. 11), wobei
die erstellten Profile den Anschein erweck-
ten, als lieBen sich zwei Phasen unterschei-
den, was aber noch genauer zu liberpriifen
bleibt. Ferner zeigten sich Aushiibe von min-
destens zwei Grabanlagen im Inneren des
Kurgans; dies ldBt darauf schlieBen, dall die
Griber schachtartig in den gewachsenen
Boden eingetieft wurden. Bemerkenswert
sind wédhrend dieser Arbeiten entdeckte
Keramikfragmente, die beziiglich Form,
Ware und Verzierung (Abdriicke und
Kerben) weder mit friihskythischer noch
spiathronzezeitlicher Keramik zu vergleichen
sind, sondern am stirksten an Gefille der
frithbronzezeitlichen Okunev-Kultur erin-
nern. Nahezu identische Gefille sind in der
Okunev-Siedlung im nordtuvinischen Toora-
Da$§ zum Vorschein gekommen (Semenov
1992, Abb. 28-32).

In diese Richtung weist auch eine Steinp-
latte, die im Kurgan verbaut war. Sie zeigt
verschiedene Tier und Menschendarstellun-
gen, die noch ganz in bronzezeitlicher Tradi-
tion stehen. Insbesondere das einem Béren
dhnelnde Raubtier mit weit aufgerissenem
Maul, gefletschten Zihnen und hervorsto-
Bender Zunge (Abb. 12,1) findet seine besten
Entsprechungen auf Felsbildern und Stelen
wiederum der Okunev-Kultur (Abb. 12,5).
Besonders bemerkenswert ist dabei die
Tatsache, dall in das Hinterteil dieses
Raubtieres ein Rolltier einer noch sehr
friithen, stark schematisierten Art eingearbe-
itet wurde (Abb. 12,1). Hier verbinden sich al-
so eindeutizg okunevzeitliche Kunstiraditi-
onen mit Elementen friihesten Tierstils, wie
wir ihn von den Reiternomaden der frithen
Eisenzeit kennen. Dieser Befund bleibt
jedoch kein Einzelfall: Auch auf einem
Hirschstein aus Uudgijn uuver aus der
Mongolei (Abb. 12,4) begegnen neben ty
pisch frithskythischen Hirschdarstellungen
zwei Barenfiguren dhnlichen Stils und dhn-
licher Haltung, die Miuler weit aufgerissen,
die Zahne gefletscht und die Zunge gerade
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nach vorne gestreckt (Kossack 1987, Abb.
1.3). Dasselbe Motiv scheint ferner weiter
westlich im Nordschwarzmeerraum in den
theriomorphen Goldblechen von Michalkov
wiederzukehren, wenngleich stéirker
schematisiert (Kossack 1987, Abb. 7,1.2)
Auch dort weisen Vorder- und Hinterliufe
nach vorne, das Maul ist weit aufgerissen
und die Zunge herausgestreckt (Abb. 12,2.3).
Da der Hortfund wvon Michalkov der
Novoterkassk-Periode angehért, ergibt dies
auch eine zeitliche Néhe =zu obiger
Steinplatte aus ArZan.

Wie diese Zusammenhiinge zu erkliren
sind, mul derzeit offenbleiben, weil die
Okunev-Kultur nach bisherigem Wissen im
Verlaufe der ersten Hilfte des 2. Jt. v. Chr.
endete und die frilhe Skythenzeit in Tuva
erst mit dem 9. Jh. v. Chr. begann. Beide
Kulturen sind also durch mehrere
Jahrhunderte voneinander getrennt; im
Minusinsker Becken liegen Andronovo- und
Karasuk-Kultur dazwischen. Es bleibt aber
zu beriicksichtigen, dal aus den Gebieten
siidlich des Sajan am oberen Enisej einer-
seits keine Andronovo-Materialien bekannt
sind und andererseits auch die Karasuk-
Kultur nicht sonderlich deutlich ausgeprigt
ist. Es wire somit durchaus vorstellbar, dai
hier in Tuva Okunev-Traditionen fortbe-
standen, als im Minusinsker Becken die
Okunev-Kultur bereits durch von Westen
zugewanderte Andronovo-Gruppen iiber-
schichtet worden war, die dann wiederum in
der von Siidosten an den mittleren Enisej
vordringenden Karasuk-Kultur aufgingen.
Alle diese Uberlegungen miissen derzeit
jedoch Spekulation bleiben, weil der
Forschungsstand keine konkreteren
Aussagen gestattet. Erst nach einer voll-
stindigen Freilegung des Kurgans 2 von
Arzan wird man beurteilen kdnnen,
inwieweit die dort entdeckten Funde und
Befunde Neues zum Ursprung des Tierstils
sowie zur Frage der Beriihrung wvon
bronzezeitlicher Kunststradition und friih-
skythischem Tierstil beizutragen vermdgen.

Kurgan 2 war auf drei Seiten von
kleineren und grdferen Steinkreisen
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umgeben, die zu drei bis vier parallelen
Reihen konzentrisch angeordnet waren.
Etliche dieser Steinkreise sind bereits
obertigipg sichtbar, weitere konnten 1998 mit
Hilfe geomagnetischer Prospektionen fest-
gestellt werden. Insgesamt wurden in diesem
Jahr sieben solche kreisférmige Steinsetzun-
gen aufgedeckt (Abb. 13); in ihrem Zentrum
fanden sich Feuerstellen vermutlicher Bran-
dopfer mit Asche, verbrannten Tierknochenf-
ragmenten, geschmolzenen Gold- und Bron-
zebruchstiicken sowie Keramikscherben, die
mit denen aus der Kurganaufschiittung tlibe-
reinstimmen und in deutlicher bronzezeitlic-
her Tradition (Okunev-Anklinge) stehen. Ei-
nen #&hnlichen Befund konnte bereits
Grjaznov feststellen: Um den Full des von ihm
untersuchten Kurgans Arzan 1 herum zogen
sich in Abstinden von 15-30 m zwei bis drei
Reihen von Steinaufschiittungen iliber eine
Strecke von ca. 300 m hin, also etwas mehr
als die Hiilfte des Kreisumfangs. Einige von
ihnen wurden von ihm freigelegt. Dabei zeig-
te sich, dali es sich um Steinaufschiittungen
von 2-3 m Durchmesser und 0,70-0,80 m Hdéhe
handelte. Sie enthielten keine Bestattungen,
sondern erbrachten lediglich einige
Tierknochen, liberwiegend von Pferden, auch
Schaf/Ziege und Stier kommen vor, doch
weitere Funde, wie sie bei Kurgan Arzan 2 im
vergangenen Jahr entdeckt werden konnten
(Keramikscherben, Goldblechfetzen,
Bronzefragmente), sind offenbar nicht
aufgetreten (Grjaznov 1984, 60 f). Grjaznov
geht davon aus, dafi es sich um
Gedenkstiitten, Kenotaphe oder auch einfach
nur Opferplitze handelt, an denen zu Ehren
der Verstorbenen Tieropfer dargebracht wur-
den, wobei er offenlassen muB, ob diese
Handlungen (Totenmahlzeiten) einmal oder
regelhaft wiederkehrend ausgefiihrt wurden
(Grijaznov 1984, 60 f). Der Befund idhnelt
damit dem von Kurgan Arian 2 und diirfte
entsprechend zu interpretieren sein, auch
wenn dort anstelle von Steinaufschiittungen
ausschliefilich Steinkreise vorkommen, und
diese Opferplitze nicht im Osten, sondern
eher im Norden von Kurgan 2 liegen.

Von chronologischer Bedeutung ist die
Beobachtung, dall einer dieser Steinkreise
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um Kurgan Arian 2 eine Stele im Stil der
oben bereits erwihnten ,Hirschsteine'
erbrachte, die offenbar direkt an ihm
aufgestellt war. Da an der funktionalen
Zusammengehorigkeit und damit auch
Gleichzeitigheit von Kurgan 2 und den ihn
umgebenden Steinkreisen ebenfalls nicht zu
zweifeln ist, ergibt sich daraus auch eine
zeitliche Verknilipfung der Stele mit dem
Kurgan selbst. Dies kénnte dafiir sprechen,
daB eben - anders als Grjaznov vermutete -
die friihesten Kurgane (Steinplattformen)
von Arzan in den Horizont der Hirschsteine'
gehdren und eben nicht kurzfristig jlinger
sind, Da wir die ,Hirschsteine' iber Befunde
wie Nanshangen M101 u. a. mit dem 9. Jh. v.
Chr. verbinden (s. 0.), kénnte dies flir die
Steinplattformen wvon ArZian durchaus
bedeuten, daB sie von der Wende vom
spaten 9. zum frithen 8. Jh. in das 9. Jh. v.

Chr. hinaufdatiert werden miissen.
Aufgrund der Tatsache, daB die
Hirschsteine® aber hinsichtlich ihrer

Darstellungen durchaus noch Beziige zur
Karasuk-Kultur verraten, stellt sich in der
Tat die Frage, ob nicht in einer Zeit, als
andernorts noch spitestes Karasuk bestand,
hier in Arian - und sicher an anderen
Plitzen dieser Region ebenfalls - bereits
friiher Tierstil und auch Sachkultur friih-
skythischer Prigung entstanden sein kdnn-
ten, Sollte sich dies durch unsere weiteren
Ausgrabungen in ArZan als richtig erweisen
lassen, hitten wir es hier mit den dltesten
Ausprigungen dieses spéter fiir die eura-
sischen Reiternomaden des 1. Jt. v. Chr. so
typischen Kunstschaffens zu tun, die bis an
die Wende vom 2. zum 1., auf jeden Fall aber
bis ganz an den Beginn des 1. Jt. v. Chr.
zuriickreichen sollten.

Unsere Bemerkungen zum frihen
Tierstil machten zweierlei deutlich:
Einerseits sind wir noch weit von einer
befriedigenden Lésung entfernt und mit
verbesserter Quellenlage steipt auch die
Zahl der offenen Fragen, wie gerade die
Entdeckung der bis in die Okunev-Zeit
guriickreichenden Traditionsstringe deut-
lich macht. Andererseits handelt es sich
dabei um ein Thema wahrlich eurasischer
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Dimension, denn die Datierungsbeitrige,
die Nordchina zu leisten imstande ist, sind
fiir die hier aufgeworfenen Fragen nicht
weniger folgenreich als die Hochdatierung
des Endes der mitteleuropéischen Urnenfel-
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Abb. 1:

Kelermes. Goldblech in Form eines Panthers aus Kurgan 1, Grabung Schulz 1903. Nach
Galanina 1997, Taf, 3.
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Abb. 2: Novolerkassk. Hortfund. Nach Kossack 1994, Abb. 1.



Hermann PARZINGER

44

Abb. 3: Kelermes. Frihskythisches Pierdegeschirr aus Kurgan 1, Grabung Veselovskij 1904,
Nach Galanina 1997, Taf. 21.
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Abb. 4: Kelermes. Akinakesgriff und Scheide mit Goldblechummantelung aus Kurgan 1,
Grabung Schulz 1903. Nach Galanina 1997, Taf. 8.
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Abb. 5: Morsuntepe. Frihskythenzeitliche Funde aus dem Pferdegrab. Nach Hauptmann 1983.
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Abb. 6: Felsbilddarstellungen mit Tierstil-Elementen vom oberen Indus. 1-2 Oshibat. 3-4
Menargah. 5 Chilas. 6 Thor. Nach Jettmar 1989; 1991.
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Abb. 7: Daen, Karakorum. Blick auf die von H. Hauptmann nachuntersuchten Grabanlagen.
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Abb. 8:

Tiergestaltige Bronzeplatten aus Daen (1) und Tegermansu |, Kurgan 7 (2). 1
Umzeichnung E. Sepi, Heidelberg. 2 Nach Litvinskij 1972, Taf. 23,8.
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Abb. 9: Arzan. Plan von Kurgan 1. Mach Grjaznov 1984, Abb. 3.
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Abb. 10: Arzan. Blick auf Kurgan 2, im Vordergrund einer der den Kurgan umgebenden

Steinkreise,

Abb. 11: Arzan. Profil einer Sondage durch die Steinplattform von Kurgan 2.
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Abb. 12: Raubtierdarstellungen mit aufgerissenem Maul. 1 Detail einer Steinplatte aus
Kurgan 2 von Arzan. 2-3 Theriomorphe Goldbleche aus Michalkov. 4 Hirschstein aus
Uus_?ijn uuver, Nordwestmongolei. 5 Okunev-Stele aus Chakassien. 2-4 Nach Kossack
1887, Abb. 1,3; 7,1.2.
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Abb. 13: Arzan. Freigelegte Steinkreise um Kurgan 2.
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Kosk Hoyuk: Anadolu Arkeolojisine
Yeni Katkilar

Kosk Hoytik: New
Contributions to
Anatolian
Archaeology

*Aliye OZTAN

Anahiar sgrcikienr Kogh Hiyik, Neolitik, Kakolitk, kil sval kalatas, kabanmali kag.
HKeywonds: Kogh Hayok, Meolithic, Chalcalithie, plastered shull, raliel vase,

Excavations at Késk Hoyiik have produced important informations about the Central
Anatolian Prehistoric period. The architecture is predominantly Anatolian in plan and
material, and evidence from Kdsk Hdyiik has contributed to an understanding of
metallurgy from the period; small pieces of copper ore, found in front of an oven in
level I, were processed into small pieces but were probably deemed unworthy for
further processing or smelting. Besides the Anatolian type of the burial practices at the
site, the discovery of plastered skulls, characteristic of Near Eastern Aceramic Neolithic,
makes Késk Hoytik unique. Pottery is monochrome or painted, some bearing relief or
incised decoration. The vessels with relief decoration, which form an important group
among the finds, were produced by local potters. Relief decoration was used to render
natural representations of local fauna, which must have been considered sacred.
Material culture dating to the transitional period between the Late Neolithic to the
Chalcolithic Period (end of 6" millennium, beginning of the 5" millennium BC), has
helped to shed light on a period known from only a few settlements.

Orta Anadolu Prehistorik déneminin bir
béliimii igin dénemli buluntular veren Kisk
Héylik, Bor ovasimin ortasinda, Bahceli Ka-
sabas1 knyisinda yer almaktadir. Hoyiik, ki-
rectasindan kayahk bir yiikseltinin kuzey
yamacinda olusmustur. Bu egimde erozyon-
la inen dolgular disinda kalan kisim 100x 90
m.lik bir alam kaplamaktadir(Cizim 1).

Bu noktanin Neolitik ve Kalkolitik Cag-
da iskan yeri olarak segilmesinin nedeni,
¢evresinde bugiin de ¢ok verimli olan bir

araziye hakim durumda olmasidir. Bu se-
gimdeki bir baska neden kayaligin hemen
dibinde giiniimiizde de var olan bir su kay-
nagimin bulunmasidir.

Bu su daha sonraki dénemlerde de tne-
mini korumus, Roma Caginda M.S, 2. ylizyl-
da kaynagin gevresine bir havuz insa edil-
migtir(Berges- Nollé 2000: 321, Abb.6). Havu-
zun bati1 késesindeki tahliye sistemi ile bir
kanala alinan su, aradaki kot fark: nedeniy-
le Bahceli Kasabasinda biiyiik kismm yer al-
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tindan, daha sonra yiizeye cikan kemerlerle
tasinarak Kemerhisar/ antik Tyana'ya iletil-
mis, boylece kentin su gereksinimi karsi-
lanmistir. Bu dénemde Kdsk Hdylik'liin sa-
dece en yiiksek yerine birkag kiigiik konut
insaa edilmistir. Bu konutlar olasihikla ha-
vz ve su yolunun balimi, korunmas ile il-
gili porevlilere aittir,

Kosk Hdoyilik'de yapilan kazilarda hentiz
ana topraga ulasilamamistir. 2000 y1lh kazi-
lar héyiikte en az 4 yap: katinin varhigini or-
taya koymustur. Ele gecen mimari ve kiigtik
buluntular bu katlar arasinda kiiltiirel bir
stirekliligin oldugunu gdstermektedir. I. kat
héyligiin her tarafinda gériilen bir yanginla
son bulmustur. Bu kat, yapilan C 14 ve dend-
rokronoloji 6leiimlerine gore M.O. 4883+
120 yllarnna, dolayisiyla Erken Kalkolitik
Caga aittir (Kuniholm 1998: 54, Fig.4. Son
diizeltmelerle Késk Héyiik I. kati igin
verilen tarih MO. 4911+120/-58'dir.). Diger
katlarin bu yontemlerle yapilan dletimleri
heniiz tamamlanmamigtir, Ancak, saptanan
dért yap: katinda da katlar arasinda bir bos-
lugun varhgna isaret edecek dolgu bulun-
mamaktadir. Bu nedenle yerlesimin. en
azindan dért katin, M.O. 5200- 4850 yillar
arasim1 kapsamas: gerekmektedir. Bu da
yerlesimin Geg¢ Neolitik sonundan itibaren
Erken Kalkolitik baslarina kadar iskan edil-
digini gostermektedir.

Mimari:

Biitiin katlarda kent, kiigiik meydan ve
sokaklarla birbirinden ayrilmis konut grup-
lar1 bigiminde gelismistir. Bu gelisimin, da-
ha genis alanda arastirilan I. katta belli bir
plana gire oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Biitlin
katlarda konutlar sayilar birle dért arasinda
defisen odalara sahiptir. Yapilar birbirine
benzer dikdoértgen, kare ya da yamuk planl-
dirlar (Resim 1). Aralarindaki fark detayda-
dir. Anadolu'daki gagdas: yerlesimlerden
farklh olarak duvar drgiistinde biiyiik élgtde
tas kullamlmistir (Resim 2-3). Bunun nedeni
malzemenin ¢evreden kolayca saglanmasin-
dan kaynaklanmaktadir. Hemen biitiin yapi-
lar farkh biiyiikliikte kirma taslarnn camur
harcla oriilmesi ile yapilmmistir, Duvar kalin-
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liklar: 45- 90 cm. arasinda degismektedir. Ta-
banlar daima sikistinmlmis topraktir. Biitiin
konutlarda duvarlarin ig ylizleri, bazilarnnin
dislan diizglin swvalidir. Duvarlara cesitli
yiiksekliklerde nisler yapilmistir. Konutlara
disandan genellikle bir basamakla inilerek
girilir. 120- 70 em. arasinda degisen genislik-
lerdeki kap1 yerleri daha 6zenle yapilmstir.
I. katin baz yapilarninda ahsap kap1 soveleri-
ne ait kalintilar, kapr yatak taglan saptan-
mastir. Yapilann, agacla kapatildiktan sonra
listiinlin kanug ve gamur swvanarak ortil-
diikleri anlasilmalktadir. Tek odali konutlar-
da mekammn bir béliimii, ¢ok odalilarda ise
biri depo olarak aynlmustir. Kullamim sira-
sinda, gereksinimlere gore yapilarn ic ya da
disina kiiclik hiicreler eklenmistir (Resim
3). Konutlarin i¢ donammuna gelince: He-
men her konutta en az bir seki, ocak, finin ya
da tandir bulunur (Resim 1). Cogunlukla bii-
yiik odanin bir késesinde, ancak daima giri-
gin karsisindaki duvara dayali olan sekiler
kare veya dikdértgen bigimlidir. Cevresi tas-
la oriilmiis, icleri camurla doldurularak,
diizgiin bir bicimde sivanmmistir. Ocaklar dik-
dértgen bicimlidir. Hemen her ocagin yanin-
da islik olarak kullanilan ikinei bir seki yer
almaktadir. Az sayidaki finn 1.5m. capinda
bir zemine oturtulmus, iistii kubbe seklinde
drtiilmiis diizensiz dikddértgen planhdir.
Atesligi tabamn altina yerlesmis tandirlar L.
katta yaygindir. Ozellikle 1. kat yapilannda
biiylik odanin ortasinda yer alan, tabandan
5-10 cm. yiikseltilerek diizgiin sivanmig yu-
varlak ates yerleri 1simmma amacina yonelik
olmalidir (Resim 1). Biitlin katlarda goériilen
tek ya da iki géeli silolar daima ¢amurdan
yapilmisgtir.

Késk Hoyiik'te 1. katta, konutlar arasin-
da yer alan bir meydana yapilmis firin ve
cevresindeki buluntular, Anadolu maden
teknolojisine katkilar saglamaktadir (He-
sim 4). Agz1 kuzeybatiya bakan firimin taba-
m canak kirklan ile kaphdir. Birkac kez ye-
nilenmis, en son yenilemede de kiigiiltiil-
miistiir. Hemen dogusuna yapilmis bir du-
varla meydandan aymlmistir. Oniinde tas
déseli bir alan bulunmaktadir. Tas déseme
tistiinde, ¢ok ¢ukurlu iki tag parcasi ile ba-
kir parcalar ele gegmistir. Bakirlarin tane
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biliyiikliigline getirilerek ayiklanmis ancak
ergitilmeye deger gériilmemis balir cevheri
parcalar oldugu saptanmistir!. Pota, kalip
ve liretilmis esya gibi madencilige ait diger
kamtlarin hentiz ele gegmemesine karsin
bu buluntular bakirin taneleme isleminin
yerlesim yerinde yamldigim gosteren Ana-
dolu'nun en eski verileri arasindadar.

Olii Gémme Adetleri:

Bugiine kadar yapilan kazilarda Kdésk
Hdayiik'de 66 intramural mezar bulunmus-
tur (Silistreli 1987: 174, Roma dénemine ait
toprak ve Islami déneme ait toprak ve tas
sanduka mezarlar bunlarnn disindadir). Bii-
tiin katlarda yetiskin, cocuk ve bebekler ev-
lerin tabanlar ya da sekileri altina gémiil-
miigtiir. Mezar tipleri basit toprak ve kap ol-
malk tizere iki ¢esittir. Cogunlugu basit top-
rak mezarlardir. Mezar kabi olarak kiip, va-
zo ve c¢dmlekler kullamilmistir. Mezar veri
olarak genellikle oda kdseleri, duvar dipleri
tercih edilmistir. Ayricalik gésteren tek me-
zar, yukanrda sdzil edilen firin éniindeki tas
diseme altina gémiilmiis yetiskindir. Bazen
bir mezara birden fazla (yetiskin veya be-
bek) birey birlikte gémiilmiistiir. Iskeletle-
rin ¢ogu bozulmus, parcalar halinde ele gec-
misgtir. Ancak tamaminin hoker ya da nim
hoker olarak yatinldiklan anlasilmaktadar.
Iskeletlerin degisik yénlerde yatirilmis ol-
malari bir yén birliginin stz konusu olmacd-
gim gosterir. Mezarlara -kaplarin igine ve-
ya disina hediyeler biralkilmistir, Bunlar
dliilerin dteki diinyada gereksinim duyacak-
lan diisiiniilen baz kaplar, tannm figiirinleri
ve miihiir, taka gibi kisisel esyalardir.

Kosk Hdyilik ve Anadolu arkeolojisinin
sliphesiz en dikkat cekici buluntular bes bi-
reye ait kille sekillendirilmis, biri disinda
digerleri okr (asiboyasi) ile boyannus kafa-
tas1 ve parcalaridir. Bunlardan biri (Resim
3) III. yap katina ait binalardan birindeki
seki iistlinde, digerleri IL. yap katinda, aym
odamn tabam tistiinde birbirinden 1.5 m.
uzakhkta ele gecmistir. II. katin saglam du-
rumda olan swah kafatasinda (Resim 8) hi-
lal biciminde hafif kabartma olarak ifade
edilen kulak disinda yiiz organlan belirtil-

memigtir. Kulak deligi bir ¢ukur halinde
gdsterilmistir. Ceneyle birlikte boyun ve en-
se de gosterilerek kafatas: adeta diiz dura-
cak sekilde bicimlendirilmistir. Boynun is-
lenmesi ve boyasiz olmas: balkimindan di-
ger drneklerden ayrmlmaktadir. Sekillendi-
rildikten sonra okr ile boyanmis dért kafata-
sindan biri tama yalaindir (Resim 5). Yiiziin
iyvi durumdaki sag kisrminda gz kapaklan
belirtilmis géz cukuru kille doldurulmus,
kas bir oyuk halinde gésterilmis, deligi be-
lirtilmis muntazam ufak kulak korunmus-
tur. Bu kafatasimin 21-24 yaslarinda bir kadi-
na ait oldugu belirlenmistir (Silistreli 1988:
62). Diger iic kafatas1 parcalar halindedir.
Bunlardan ilkinin dst yiiz bdlgesi korun-
mustur (Resim 7). Kabaca sekillendirilmis
burun disinda gdézler de dahil olmak tlizere
kille stvanmastir. Aym alanda bulunan diger
parcalarn iki bireye ait oldugu anlasilmak-
tadir (Resim 8). Bunlar kii¢iik parcalar ha-
linde olmalarina karsin gdz, burun, kulak
gibi organlarnn nasil bicimlendirildiklerini
gdstermesi bakimindan dnemlidir. Birinde
gdz yuvasim kapatan kisim iri badem sek-
linde hamrlanms, giz kapaklar bir kabarti
halinde gdsterilmistir. Gdz alkam olusturan
bu kisim boyanmamistir. Kakma olarak ya-
puldign anlagilan gdz bebe@i diismiistiir. Bir
baska kafatasina ait olmasi gereken benzer
bigimde hazirlanmis gdz alimin ortasina,
gdzbebedi yerine siyah bir tas yerlestirilmis-
tir. Hangisine ait oldugu saptanamayan hi-
lal bigiminde gdsterilmis kulak kepcesine
ait bir parca ile ucu hafif déntik burunda ka-
nat ve delikler gercekei bir bicimde sekil-
lendirilmistir,

Eski Yakindogu'da kafataslarina bu tarz
uygulamalarin yapildig: bilinmektedir, Isra-
il (Jericho, Beisamoun, Kefar HaHoresh), Ur-
diin (Ain Ghazal) ve Suriye (Tell Ramad)den
taninan drneklerin tamarm Akeramik Neoli-
tik dénemin A ve B evrelerindendir. Anado-
lu'da ise aymi gelenek aradaki zaman/ veri
bosluguna ragmen Kdsk Hoyiik drnekleri
ile temsil edilmektedir. Dénemleri farkh ol-
makla birlikte Kdsk Héyiik kafataslarindan
birinde boynun da gésterilmesi Suriye (Tell
Ramad) dzelligi gibi gériinmektedir. Kafata-
s1 kiiltli konusunda yazdign makalede Ake-




ramik drnekleri degerlendiren Bienert, ka-
fataslarimin tepelerinin asla sivanmadifina
dikkati cekerek bu durumu ‘olasihikla simdi
bulunmayan farkh malzemelerle kaplan-
migtir’ seklinde aciklamaktadir (Bienert
1991: 11). Kdsk Héyiik drneklerine bu agi-
dan bakildiginda yalmz tepelerinin degil ar-
kalarnin da kil kaplanmadif anlasilmakta-
dar. Kil kaplama simir alin listiinden, kulak
arkasina ve enseye ulasan hattir. Bir baska
deyisle sa¢ simin esas alimmistir, Ozellikle
okr boyah kafatasinda bu sur, kulak arka-
sindan alna dogru cikan diizgiin hatla vur-
gulanmastir, Her iki drnekte de kil kaplama
sinirl hafif kabarktir (Resim 5-6). Bu da
Késk Hdiyiik insanlarimin yiiz ve boynu se-
killendirip diger kisimlanr sac¢?/ killa, olasi-
likla bashk/tacla tamamlayarak modern et-
lendirme yéntemlerini uyguladiklarim gés-
termektedir,

Kafataslarnin sivanarak saklanmasi
adeti bugiin icin belli dénemlerle sumirh kal-
maktadir. Ancak bu gelenegin, kafataslan-
nin ayr olarak korunmasi, kafatas: ve diger
kemikler iistline asiboyas1 yapma ile iliski-
lendirilmesi halinde baglanti saglanabil-
mektedir. Akeramik Neolitik dénemde Ca-
yonii, seramikli Neolitik donemde Catalhé-
yiik'de baz iskeletlerin asiboyal oldugu bi-
linmelktedir. Tilkitepe'de Tel-Halaf kati ts-
tiindeki mezarlarda baz yetiskinlerin ve ¢o-
gu cocugun asiboyali oldugu belirtilmekte-
dir (Ozgiic 1948: 5). Diger taraftan Giiney
Rusya wve Kafkasya'da Neolitik sonundan
Eski Tun¢ Cagina kadar baz iskeletlere da
aym islemin uygulanmis olmas) gelenegin
uzun sire yasadigin ve genis bir alana ya-
yldigam gdstermektedir.

Canak- Comlek:

Kask Hdyilik insanlarnmn tlirettigi esyala-
rin biiyiik grubu ¢anak- ¢émleklerdir. Sakla-
ma, pisirme, yeme, icme gibi islevlerde kul-
lanilanlarn yanminda dini islevli olanlar da
vardir. Kdsk Héylik kaplarimn tamam elde
gekillendirilmistir. Karmmz, devetiiyii, gri ve
siyah tonlarnda astarh, cogu perdahh kap-
lar biitlin katlarda kullamilmistir. Kulplu
kulpsuz cesitli boyda ¢anaklar, kaseler, fin-
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canlar,comlekler, vazolar, kiipler, meyvelik-
ler, kapaklar, mama kaplan, kasiklar gibi
degisik formlar gériliir. Bunlarin bir kKism
kabartma, boya, cizi gibi degisik teknikler-
de bezenmistir,

Kdasgk Haylik canak ¢dmledi icinde dzglin
bir grubu kabartma bezemeler olusturur. 11
ve III. katlarda sevilerek kullanilan kabart-
mal1 kaplarda, yerel ¢dmlekeiler ¢cevrelerin-
de gordiikleri ve kutsal saydiklar hemen
her canliyn ve baz simgeleri ince bir zevkle
islemislerdir. Kabartmalarin konusu tanr
ve tanricayl betimleyen insan figiirleri (Re-
sim 9) ile degisik tiirlerde cok sayida hay-
vandir (Silistreli 1989: 361- 372, Lev. I-XIII).
Bunlar arasinda boga, inek, geyik, ceylan,le-
opar, keci, kaplumbaga, kurbaga, yilan, kus
gibi hayvanlar tamimlanabilir. Hayvanlarn
baslar cogunlukla yiiksek kabartma olarak
gosterilivken govdeler daima profilden ve
alcak kabartma olarak wverilmistir (Resim
10- 14). Agag, hilal, basak gibi bezemeler,
zineir, i¢ ige zikzaklar kabartma olarak uy-
gulanan diger motiflerdir. Kabartmal kap-
lann bir kismina aynca lkirmnz ve krem
renklerde boya bezeme de uygulanmistir, L.
katta ise kabartma bezeme daha cok kulp ve
cevresine yapilmis insan kas ve gdzii, hay-
van basi, dalgah hat gibi simgesel motiflere
déniismiistiir.

Kosk Hdayiik gdmlekeilerinin en az II ve
III. katta severek kullandiklar bir bagka be-
zeme de boya ile yapilandir. Boya bezeme
bazi vazo ve kiiplerin karn genigliginden iti-
baren biitiin dis yiiziini kaplamaktadir.
Acgik devetiiyii zemin tizerine kirmmz ve kah-
verenginin tonlarnnda boya ile geometrik
motiflerden olusan bezemelere bazen simge-
sel kabartmalar da eslik eder. Kisk Hé-
yiik'de sadece 1. katta gdériilen bir baska
grup boyah seramik az sayrda drnekle temsil
edilmektedir (Resim 15). Bunlar form ve tek-
nik ézellikleri ile yerli seramiklerden tama-
men farkhdir. Dhsa ¢ekik agiz kenarh, yu-
murta gévdeli vazolara ait parcalardir. Beze-
me kaplarin agiz kenan icine ve dig yiizleri-
ne, krem astar ilistiine kahverenginin tonla-
rinda uygulanmistir. Bezeme, kahin bantlar
halindeki eskenar dértgenlerin iclerinin in-
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ce cizgilerle kafes seklinde doldurulmasi ve
bunlarin listliinde yer alan dalgal hatlardan
olusan geometrik motiflidir. Can Hasan 2 B
den tamnan bu seramiklerin Kisgk Hayiik'e
ithal olduklarn anlasilmaltadir.

Yerel ¢édmlekeilerce kullamldiklarindan
siiphe edilemeyen bir baska bezeme insize
teknigidir. Cogunlukla siyah ve gri renkli
kaplara uygulanmis bu teknikte geometrik
motifler tercih edilmistir. 1I. ve III. katlarda
kullamilan bu kaplarin bazlam dolgu beze-
melidir,

Kisk Héyiik seramikleri arasinda yer
alan hayvan ve insan bigimli kaplar Anado-
lu'da Geg Neolitik dénemden beri bilinen
drneklere yenilerini katmastir, I1I, katta bu-
lunmus insan big¢imli tek vazo ayn zaman-
da boya bezeklidir (Silistreli 1983:; 372, Lev.
XVIIL3; Kadin 1993: A 62). Tanriganin stili
Kdsk Hayilik'iin figiirinlerinden farksizdir,
Hayvan bigimli kaplara I ve II. katlarda ras-
lanmstir, Tam ve parcalar halindeki drnek-
ler kaplumbaga, ke¢i (Resim 16), boga gibi
hayvanlara aittir.,

Figiirinler:

Kdgk Hoylik'de dért yapr katinda da ka-
din ve erkek figiirinleri ele gegmistir. Cogu
pismis topraktan, bir kism tastan yapilmis
bu figtirinler tanr ve tanrcalarn simgelemek-
tedir, Sematik ve dogal olmak lizere iki fark-
Ii stilde yapilmuslardir. Oturur veya ayakta
gosterilmislerdir. Bir 6rnek disinda tanrca-
lar ¢iplak ve sismandir. Sismanlhk kalga, bal-
dar, tist kollarda vurgulanmistir, Oturanlar
bagdas kurmus veya agirhklanm bir tarafa
vermis durumdadir. Pismis toprak ornekle-
rin bir lnsmi okr boyalidir. Baslar: korunmus
olanlarda uzun ancak dolgun yiiz, cekik iri
badem gdz, kiigiik burun ve agiz, genis ahin
ortak dzelliklerdir, Bazilan yiiksek silindir
bicimli bashkhdir. Zengin hediyelere sahip
III. katin bir mezarnnda bulunmus tahtinda
oturan tanrca devrinin essiz drnekleri ara-
sindadir, Taht aym bir parca olarak hazirlan-
mashir, Tanrigamn gagiis listiine kadar inen
iki sirali kolyesi ve bilezigi okr boya ile belir-
tilmistir (K.B. Anitlar 1993: A59).

Daha az sayidaki tann tasvirleri ayakta
veya oturur durumdadir. Tamamen ya da
Ikismen okrla boyanmislardir. Bunlarda sac,
sakal, basglik, giysi gibi baz1 lnsimlar siyah
ve krem rengi boyalarla vurgulanmistir, Bir
kism lasa, sivri uclu bashik ve kalga ustiin-
de genis bir bant halinde gévdeyi saran giy-
silere sahiptir.

Kemik ve Tas Eserler:

Kemik ve boynuz silah, alet ve siis esya-
s1 yapiminda kullamilarak tipolojik ¢esitlilik
yansitir. Yumusakca kabuklamn siis esyas)
yvapiminda kullamilmigtir. Tas endiistrinin
biiylik kismi obsidiyenden tiretilmistir. Si-
leks ve difer taslann kullammm ¢ok azdir.
Silah ve alet olarak hancer, ok ve mizrak ug-
lan ile kesici ve kaziyicilar kullamilmastir,
Obsidiyenlerin biiylik grubu dilgilerdir.
Bunlarin yaninda ¢ekirdek, yonga gibi ham
madde ve artiklarimn bulunmas: dretimin
bir kisminin yerlesim yerinde yapildigim
kanmitlamaktadair.

SONUC:

Burada kisaca deginilen Kdsk Hayiik bu-
luntular, yerlesmede bir kiiltiirel siireklili-
gin oldugunu gostermektedir. Bu stireklili-
gin en dnemli kamt katlar arasinda bir bos-
lugun olmamasidir. I. katin tamaminda go-
riilen yangin yerlesimin terk edilmesine ne-
den olmustur. Diger katlarda genel bir fela-
ketin yasandigina isaret eden bulgular yok-
tur. II. katin hemen {istiine kurnlan 1. katta
dzellikle seramikte degisiklik gdriilmekte-
dir. Kap bigimleri ve teknikleri aym kalur-
ken boya bezemenin biralahip, kabartma be-
zemenin sekil degistirmesi comlekeilikte
yeni bir anlayisin gelismesi seklinde yorum-
lanmalidar.

Baslangicta belirtildigi gibi M.O. V. Bi-
nin baslannda terk edilen Kdsk Hdyiik'lin
eski katlarn M.O. VL. binin son geyregine ait
olmalidir. Neolitikk'den Kalkolitik caga gegi-
sin yasandi bu zaman dilimi Anadolu'da
cok az yerlesimden tamnmaktadir. Kdosk
Hdayiik bu ddnemi aydinlatan buluntular
vermesi balkimindan da Anadolu arkeoloji-
sine katkilar saglamaktadir.
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Chalcolithic Marble Working at
Kulaksizlar in Western Anatolia

Kalkolitik Donem Bati
Anadolu’da Kulaksizlar
Mermer Uretimi

*Turan TAKAOGLU

Keywords: Chalcolithss period, western Anatolia, marble productban, exchange. consumgteon
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Bu c¢alisma Kalkolitik ddnem Bat: Anadolu'da bugitinki Akhisar yakinlarinda mermer
heykelcik ve kap tiretimi tlizerine yogunlasan Kulaksizlar liretiminin teknolojik ve sosyo-
ekonomik yénlerini inceler ve sehireilik dncesi kdy topluluklarimn el sanatlarinda uzman-
lasip bundan ekonomik ve sosyal kazang¢ saglayabilecegini gdsterir. Bu da Bat: Anadolu
halklarinin Kalkolitik dénemde yalnmizea tarim ve hayvanciliga dayal basit bir sosyo-
ekonomik diizene sahip olmadigini, bunun aksine bu dénemde geligskin bir tretim ve
ticaret sisteminin bélgede var oldugunu ortaya koymaltadir. Gediz Nehri havzasi tizerinde
bdylesine geliskin bir iiretim sisteminin ortaya cikmasi bélgenin dogu ve bati arasi

kiiltiirel iletisim ag iginde etken rol oynadig: savim da desteklemektedir.

Introduction

An early example of structured and
specialized marble working has recently
been recovered during the surveys at a si-
te near the village of Kulaksizlar in wes-
tern Anatolia (Fig. 1). Surface surveys
identified a manufacturing debris of a
workshop that consists largely of blanks,
waste byproducts, manufacturing errors,
and stone tools associated with multiple
stages of marble working (Din¢ 1996a
and 1996b; Takaoglu 2000 and 2001).
Analyses of these surface finds and their
spatial distribution over the surface of

the site reveal that the Kulaksizlar works-
hop was oriented towards production of
the so-called Kilia figurines and stone
vessels (pointed beakers and bowls)(Fig.
2), although several fragments attest to
the occasional manufacture of globular
jars, flat-based bowls, and other types of
schematic figurines. Because the homo-
geneous pottery assemblage associated
with the manufacturing debris dates to
the Chalecolithic period, Kulaksizlar
marble working evidence complements
our knowledge of production, exchange,
and consumption systems in pre-urban
western Anatolia.

*Onsekizmart Universitesi - Fon-Edebiyat Fakiltesi - Arkeolojl Balimia CANAKKALE
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Although marble working was a feature
of prehistoric western Anatolian communi-
ties as early as the Neolithic period, the
technological and socio-economic aspects
of marble working have never been exami-
ned in detail. This is because as yet there is
no direct evidence such as manufacturing
debris associated with the production of
marble artifacts was available. The relative
paucity of information available on produc-
tion systems in Chalcolithic western Anato-
lia prompted me to concentrate on this is-
sue of marble working to obtain more infor-
mation about the culture and society du-
ring this poorly understood period. Kulak-
sizlar evidence presents an opportunity to
deal with not only technological aspects of
marble working but also the social and
symbolic contexts that gave meaning to
technological actions and products. Thus,
available archaeological evidence is utili-
zed in order to understand how the marble
figurines and vessels were made, where the
raw materials were acquired, what kinds of
tools were used, how crafismen utilized the-
se tools, and how the marble artifacts were
exchanged and used.

The site

The site of Kulaksizlar, which derived
its name from a modern village nearby, is
located ca. 16 km south of the town of Akhi-
sar in Manisa Province. The site covers an
area of approximately 200 x 300 m on a na-
tural rise on the eastern part of the alluvial
plain, at an elevation of 115 m above sea le-
vel (Fig. 10). The surface of the site slightly
undulates towards a perennial spring
which flowed across the site in a NW-SE di-
rection during the time of the site's occupa-
tion. The surface artifacts, which consist
largely of blanks, waste byproducts, manu-
facturing rejects, and tools, confirm that
this area was the locus of marble working
(Fig. 3). The enormous quantity of artifacts
associated with marble working (20%), rela-
tive to artifacts relating to daily life such as
pottery and food processing implements
(10%), shows that marble working cccupied
a central role in the lives of the site’s popu-
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lation. This idea that marble working domi-
nated the village economy can be suppor-
ted by the location of the site near or in the
forest on the foothills, since the remnants
of original natural vegetation such as pine,
oak, and juniper trees are still encountered
on the several hundred meters northeast of
the site. It was the abundance of marble, as
well as rocks such as gabbro, basalt, and
sandstone that were suitable for shaping it,
that induced these people to adopt a manu-
facturing strategy involving non-agricultu-
ral production, The fact that most agricultu-
ral communities of the region preferred to
live in the alluvial plain during the Chalco-
lithic period clearly demonstrates why this
locality was chosen.

The shallow nature of the cultural depo-
sit implies that the marble working was a
short-lived activity, perhaps lasting several
generations. The stylistically homogenous
nature of the pottery assemblage also po-
ints to a short-lived ocecupation at this loca-
lity. The dark-gray to black handmade pot-
tery, characterized with large bowls with
high uprising handles with knob-like pro-
jections, deep bowls with wvertical strap
handles, and globular jars with collar-necks
find their closest parallels in the reperto-
ires of the levels X-VIII at Emporio and the
levels II-I11 at Tigani on the eastern Aegean
islands of Chios and Samos. This type of
pottery has rarely been documented among
the repertoires of western Anatolia and
known to us only from excavations at Kara-
in Cave and Bagbas1 in the Antalya region
in the southwest Anatolia. Therefore, Ku-
laksizlar pottery belongs to one of the most
vaguely known periods of western Anatoli-
an cultural history, that is the period of
transition from the poorly known Middle
Chalecolithie to the earlier stages of the Late
Chalcolithic period (Takaoglu 2000: 90).

Sequences of Kulaksizlar
marble working

Current lithic studies place more emp-
hasis on explaining cultural processes that
are closely linked to the production system.
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The processes by which artifacts are produ-
ced, distributed and exchanged are often in-
tegrated into the study of lithics (e.g. Run-
nels 1985; Perlés 1992).1 also attempt to
study the evidence of Kulaksizlar marble
working in a similar conceptual framework
that includes the study of related processes
such as the choice of raw material to be uti-
lized, prospecting and extraction of raw ma-
terials, manufacture of artifacts, and the
distribution and use of finished figurines
and vessels.

1.Selection and extraction of
raw materials

Archaeological studies dealing with the
patterns of lithic production often include
in their studies the ways how the raw mate-
rials were extracted before they were trans-
formed into artifacts. In this framework,
the factors such as workability, relative co-
ast involved in extraction, and aesthetic as-
sociations are seen as the main factors that
shape the strategies involving the selecti-
on of a particular raw material to be utili-
zed (Runnels 1985). The feedback relations-
hip between raw material availability and
the adopted behavior, which can be seen as
a characteristic feature of home- or village-
based craft production systems, was deter-
mined in part by basic economic forces. If
the raw materials used were locally ava-
ilable or found in abundance close to the
place of manufacture, then it can be assu-
med that the relative cost was an important
consideration in raw material selection
and extraction. In such a circumstance, ac-
cess to raw materials becomes essentially
unlimited for the people and the simple
mechanism adopted for the acquisition of
raw materials becomes an incentive for in-
dependent craft specialization to emerge
and develop.

Archaeological evidence from Anatolia
demonstrates that quarrying and collec-
ting were the main two patterns involved in
the extraction of the lithic raw materials
during the prehistoric times. For example,
excavations of obsidian workshops at the
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Neolithic site of Kaletepe in central Anato-
lia demonstrate that obsidian workers
adopted a strategy involving the quarrying
the stream bed (Balkan-Athh et al. 1999),
while the core preparation and reduction
debris found at Neolithie Asikli Héylik in
the same region indicates that craftsmen at
settlements located near obsidian sources
preferred to collect unmodified raw materi-
als and then knap them in the settlements
rather than near the source (Balkan-Ath
1984).

How the marbles were extracted before
they were transformed into vessels and fi-
gurines at the site rather than near the so-
urce can be examined in light of the surfa-
ce evidence from Kulaksizlar. A collecting
strategy was preferred to quarrying, since
the geological sources exploited at the Ku-
laksizlar marble workshop were located
within walking distance from the site. The
lack of homogeneity in physical properties
combined with the variability in the colors
of marbles found at the site clearly shows
that marble used in the various stages of
production were actually collected from the
immediate vicinity of the site by the crafts-
men or their subordinates. A great quantity
of large marble cobbles found during the si-
te survey have water-worn surfaces, sugges-
ting that these pieces were collected from
stream beds. It is clear that they were origi-
nally broken off from the slopes of the
marblerich mountainside by erosion and
were gradually wore down into small cobb-
les, and eventually deposited in stream
beds and alluvial plains. Cobbles naturally
occurred in sizes that would have been ade-
quate for figurine and vessel production at
Kulaksizlar.

Archaeological evidence pointing to an
extracting pattern involving collecting is in
accord with the results of archaeometric
study. Archaeologists utilize a wide range
of techniques such as trace element analy-
sis, electron-spin resonance spectroscopy,
strontium isotopic ratio, and stable isotopic
analysis of oxygen and carbon to identify
the source where the marbles were obta-
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ined. Trace element analysis is the method
utilized in this study to determine where
Kulaksizlar craftsmen acquired the marble.
In trace element analysis, the chemical pro-
perties of the archaeological marble arti-
facts are matched with the source or quarry
from which they may have been obtained.
Mass spectrometry determines up to thirty
minor and trace elements in white marbles
with a good precision. It is a non-destructi-
ve method and a marble fragment weighing
an average of 200 mg is sufficient to obtain
the elemental ratios within the raw materi-
al. The values of elements are monitored as
ppb (parts per billion) and compared to tho-
se of geological samples from which archa-
eological materials were made. Eight samp-
les taken from marble vessels and figurines
and two geological samples taken from the
vicinity of the workshop were used (Takaog-
lu 2000:115). The ratios of trace elements
listed in the Figure 5 shows that chemical
properties of analyzed geological sample
"K" was similar to those of eight samples ta-
ken from Kulaksizlar marble figurine and
vessels. This is particularly evident in the
values of strontium, which is one of the di-
agnostic elements in marble provenance
studies. Two diagrams were also created
from the trace values provided for the trace
elements to show the homogeneity in the
chemical properties of the marbles used at
the Kulaksizlar workshop. For example, the
diagram based on the ratio of dolomite to
barium (Figure 6) demonstrates that the
properties of geological sample "K" and six
archaeological samples are very close since
they oceur almost in straight line. (The ano-
maly represented by the two archaeological
samples in this diagram is probably due to
the contamination). The diagram based on
the ratio of rubidium/strontium to urani-
um/flead (Figure 7) also displays a similar
affinity in terms of chemical properties.
Therefore, the results obtained from the tra-
ce element analysis alone confirm that tho-
se eight samples taken from the marble pi-
eces that were collected from an area whe-
re the analyzed geological sample "K" was
talten, that is a stream bed within the imme-
diate region of the place of manufacture.
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The results of chemiecal analysis of se-
lected archaeclogical and geological samp-
les show that there was a homogeneity in
the properties of marbles used by the Ku-
laksizlar craftsmen. This homogeneity was
apparently due to the exploitation of the im-
mediate vicinity of site rather than trave-
ling far from the workshop area. Difficulti-
es involved in the transportation of marble
probably prevented longer trips. Collecting
seems to have occurred in an area within a
2-3 kilometers radius from the workshop
area. Therefore, relative cost can be accep-
ted as an important consideration for craft
specialists working independently, leading
Kulaksizlar craftsmen or their subordina-
tes to adopt a less costly strategy involving
collecting. This implies that the distance
from the production site to the source and
the simple mechanism involved in the ac-
quisition of the raw materials determined
the nature of the strategy involved in the
extraction of marble.

The simple mechanism used for the ac-
quisition of marble is also evident in the
stone tools used at the workshop. The rocks
of ophiolite sequence such as gabbro and
basalt were preferred for flaking and pec-
king actions as they are abundant within
walking distance from the workshop area
(Fig. 16a-c). Sandstone is another local raw
material that was widely utilized in the
workshop for abrasive actions. The reddish-
yvellow sandstone used by Kulaksizlar
craftsmen for fashioning drill-bits was ta-
ken from the source near the village of San-
cali, which is located in a walking distance
from the workshop. The river-pebbles used
in the act of polishing may have been collec-
ted from the banks of the Ihecak stream to
the west of the workshop. In a similar way,
the local cobble flint used at the workshop
seems to have been obtained from various
erosional deposits such as gravel beds and
alluvial deposits located nearby, since the
color of flint artifacts displays no homoge-
neity in color and texture.

Besides the relative cost, workability is
also important factor for the selection of
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raw materials. Flaking and pecking actions
require fine-grained or crystalline hard sto-
nes. The hardness of the igneous rocks
such as gabbro and basalt (6-7 on Mohs'
scale) was suitable for percussive actions.
These rocks are nearly twice as hard as
marble which makes them appropriate ma-
terials for marble working. Sandstone was
evidently the predominant raw material
preferred for abrasive actions such as dril-
ling and removing flaking and pecking
marks. Flint is another workable material
that was used for tools because it breaks
with a conchoidal fracture, making it easy
to knap and create bladelets for incision
and scrapping and awls for piercing verti-
cal lugs of beakers.

The aesthetic quality of marble also pla-
yed an important role for the selection of
marble. Marble is a distinctive material,
and its crystalline form with a compact
structure enables it to take a high polish
and attractive final appearance. It was pro-
bably variability in the color of the marbles
with varying shades ranging from yellow to
blue that made marble as a valuable raw
material for Kulaksizlar craftsmen as well
as for the consumers of their products.

2. Manufacture

No complete finished artifacts were fo-
und on the surface of the site, due in part to
their burial through cultural or natural
processes or their removal from the works-
hop for exchange. The main products of
the workshop have been identified on the
basis of manufacturing debris. Based on
morphology and function, the unfinished
fragments permit the identification of two
major classes of artifacts: vessels and Kilia
ficurines. Marble vessels are further subdi-
vided into types as pointed beakers and
bowls with pointed bases. Kilia figurine,
which derives its name from the site of Ki-
lia in the Gallipoli Peninsula where the
first example was identified, is the main
form that received the most attention at the
workshop. Kilia figurines demonstrate
very fine craftsmanship with stylized ana-
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tomical details that show slight variations.
The height of the figurines vary from 7 cm
to 23 em. They are characterized by large
heads, which contrast with flat body, deli-
cate cylindrical necks, broad shoulders slo-
ping in graceful curves that end abruptly at
the elbows, and arms sharply bent at the el-
bows. Their bent arms are separated from
the torso by oblique incisions, while their
feet are also separated either by a slender
cleft or by a superficial incision. Features
such as eyes, nose, and ears often indica-
ted by raised projections. A broad pubic tri-
angle is emphasized by incision.

Kulaksizlar beaker has a conical shape
with two opposed vertical lugs on the up-
per part of the body. These vertically elon-
pated lugs are pierced so that the vessels
may be suspended. Open shaped vessels
with pointed bases constituted the second
major vessel form that was manufactured
at the Kulaksizlar workshop. The vessel is
shaped into a short cone with a conical in-
terior.

2.1. Pointed beaker and bowl
making

The sequences of marble beaker and
bowl production can be reconstructed from
the analysis of percussive and abrasive use-
wear observed on the manufacturing er-
rors, by-products, and stone tools (Fig 4).
The first step in the manufacture of marble
vessel production after the procurement of
the marble to be worked into the workshop
area appears to be the flaking of the selec-
ted marble into the shape approaching the
approximate height and diameter of the be-
aker or bowl (Step 1). The examination of
the percussion marks on the manufactu-
ring errors confirms the use of heavy ham-
merstones when transforming the marble
cobble into vessel preform. The percussive
traces left on the exteriors of unfinished
bowls confirm that pointed hammerstones
were successively used to thin out the large
flaking marks (Step 2). In the beaker manu-
facture, two vertical projections for lugs we-
re roughly shaped opposite to one another
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on the upper half of the beakers at this sta-
ge. In the manufacture of large bowls,
craftsmen crudely chipped out the interiors
of the performs,

The third step in the marble beaker and
bowl manufacture is the drilling process.
The implement used in drilling at the Ku-
laksizlar workshop was a bow drill. Over
one hundred drill-bits and several drill-he-
ads found at the workshop area so far the
only physical remnant from the drilling
implements. All of the drill-bits have bevels
on their upper parts for attachment to the
drill shaft, probably of wooden. The paral-
lel horizontal concentric lines observed on
the interiors of the vessels suggest that
drill was moved back and forth by using a
bow-drill. It is clear that drill-bits with sizes
ranging from 3 cm to 10 em (e.g. Fig.16d-h)
were successively inserted into the interior
as boring progressed. The aim of this pro-
cess is that their internal contours could
follow the external shape of the conical be-
aker. A pointed vessel consequently requ-
ired a coniecal cavity, which could have be-
en created by the successive use of drill-
bits with erescent and conical shapes. The
drilling marks seen on the interior of seve-
ral unfinished bowls confirm the use of at
least two different drill-bits to create a ca-
vity that matches the exterior contour of
the bowl. The first drill-bit must have had a
crescent-shape, since the bevel observed
around the rims often have a different ang-
le than the marks left by the second drill-
bit (Fig. 14).

The preform fragments with drilling
marks show that the hollowing out of inte-
rior was done while vessel was held in a
vertical location. Because the pulverized
marble acted as a polishing agent, the bot-
tom interiors have almost polished appe-
arances, while the horizontal lines of ro-
tary drilling is more visible on the upper
interiors. Another evidence of vertical dril-
ling is that the projections left on the inte-
rior bottom of the beakers are identical to
the cavities observed on the lower ends of
sandstone drill-bits. This may indicate that
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craftsman actually secured the roughly
shaped vessel in a previously dug pit in the
workshop area before the drilling process
began.

The final stage in the production of be-
akers is the process of refinement, which is
in my case the transformation of the drilled
preform into a finished bheaker. This step of
abrading of the pecking marks on the exte-
rior of the beaker requires substantial labor
input, since the hollowing out process ori-
ginally produced a thick wall of almost 1.5
cm with horizontal lines of rotary drilling
on the interior. Sandstone abrasives were
rubbed over the surface either vertically or
diagonally to remove the pecking marks on
the exterior and the drilling marks on the
interior by hand-held sandstone abrasives.
It is at this stage that the vertical lugs were
also given their final shapes on the upper
part of the body. The formation of thin elon-
gated vertical lugs evidently required stra-
ight-angled abrasives blocks. The quartz
particles in the sandstone left deep traces
lines on the beaker, which were subsequ-
ently removed by fine grained rocks such
as river-pebbles used in conjunction with
water. Recovery of unifacial and bifacial
marble river pebbles in great numbers con-
firms the use of such technique in refine-
ment process. It is possible that organic
materials such as leather or wool were used
to polish the marble vessels.

Replication experiments undertaken
during the course of the study provide a
more practical understanding of how stone
tools were used in flaking, pecking, dril-
ling, and refinement actions. Gabbro and
basalt hammerstones were utilized to repli-
cate the production of a beaker and a bowl,
I observed similarities between the percus-
sion marks produced experimentally on the
vessel preforms and on the stone tools
when compared to those observed on the
archaeological materials from the Kulaksiz
lar workshop (Takaoglu 2000: Figs 6.6 and
6.14). Replication experiments also confir-
med the techniques adopted during the hol-
lowing out process. Experimentally produ-
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ced bow drill was set into oscillatory moti-
on in order to understand how the horizon-
tal lines of rotary drilling observed on the
interiors of the unfinished beaker and bowl
fragments were formed. I confirmed that
the drilling marks observed on the experi-
mental vessels were identical to those seen
archaeological materials. Replication expe-
riments also clarified that sandstone drill-
bits were not run wet, mainly due to the fact
that sandstone dissolves when water used
as a lubricant. Moreover, when the sandsto-
ne drill-bit is run wet, it leaves no horizon-
tal lines on the interior of the marble ves-
sel, confirming that the horizontal lines of
rotary drilling observed on the unfinished
vessel fragments were created by drill-bits
that were run dry.

2.2. Kilia figurine making

In addition to the methods of manufac-
ture of marble beakers and bowls, I docu-
mented much of the technique used in Kilia
figurine manufacture. Unlike vessels, the
manufacture of the figurines appears to ha-
ve required greater amount of time, labor
input, and skill than the manufacture marb-
le vessels. The first step in the manufacture
of Kilia figurines is the trimming of selec-
ted marble piece to a flat blank, approac-
hing the approximate height, thickness,
and the width of the figurine to be made
(Fig. 15). It is difficult to determine whether
or not the craftsmen drew the outlines of
the figurine on the marble blank in order
to avoid time-consuming errors. The lack of
any such evidence on the marble roughed-
out blocks implies that drawing of the outli-
nes of the figurine would not have been ne-
cessary after craftsmen achieved motor ha-
bits on the methods of preforming the raw
material into intended figurine form.

The second step of manufacturing Kilia
figurines was the thinning of the blank, re-
moval of large flake scars and creation of
the general anatomical details with pointed
tools. Craftsmen simply started to outline
the silhouette of the figurine form by remo-
ving small flakes from the previously prepa-
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red flat blank. They first slightly thinned
the neck-division and tapered the lower
half of the blank to a shape in keeping with
the final figurine form. Examination of the
blanks and a great amount of lower end
fragments of preforms indicate that remo-
ving small flakes from the marble blank
was the main technique used in this step.
The working of vulnerable points such as
the delicate neck was the most risky stage
in the entire process of manufacturing Kilia
fizurines.

The last step of Kilia figurine manufac-
ture was the refinement of the marble pre-
form into a finished figurine. This step of
removing of the pecking marks was relati-
vely complex and arduous process. Much of
the fashioning of the figurine was evidently
achieved by the use of sandstone tools. The
formation of a flat body and a head that was
twice as thick as the body required extensi-
ve abrasive work. It is possible that the figu-
rine preform was rubbed repeatedly over a
flat abrasive such as the bifacial flat sands-
tone blocks that were found among the sto-
ne tool repertoire. This process could have
reduced the amount of time necessary to
form a flat body that contrasts with a thic-
ker head. The formation of the delicate cir-
cular neck required careful abrading work.
Abrasive marks observed on one head frag-
ment that had broken off at the neck de-
monstrate how craftsmen may have formed
a circular neck (Fig. 15). It was at this stage
that the nose, ears, and eyes were sculptu-
rally raised by crushed sandstone. Flint
scrappers may have also employed to form
the anatomical details such as the bent fo-
rearms, eyes, and noses. The flint blades
were used to incise the leg divisions and
pubie triangle. The clefts between the bent
arms and body could have been achieved by
crushed sandstone and sharp-edged tools
such as flint blades. The diagonal breakage
observed on the corners of a number of flint
tools leads me to believe that division bet-
ween the bent arms and the body was pro-
bably created by using sharp-edged tools
such as flint blades. The use-wear documen-
ted along the cutting edges of a number of
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flint blades may have been caused by inci-
sing. After the incision process is comple-
ted, the surface was finished by polishing,
giving the figurines a highly reflective she-
en. Such polishing might have been achi-
eved by the use of fine-grained marble river-
pebbles,

Experiments to replicate the entire ma-
nufacturing process were also undertaken
to understand how complex it was to make
a Kilia figurine and confirm the craftsmen’s
stone tool use (Takaoglu 2000: Fig. 6.16). 1
worked on locally available marbles using
stone tools that I also collected from the im-
mediate vicinity of the site. The first step of
the experiment involved the removal of lar-
ge flakes from the marble block into a sha-
pe approaching the maximum thickness,
width, and length of the figurine to be ma-
de. Following continuing use, the edges of
hammerstones would become less effecti-
ve, but instead of discarding them, they we-
re probably split into pieces and retouched
to obtain pointed ends. These newly split
hammerstones helped to thin out the large
flaking marks and form the neck division.
This must have been a main strategy at the
Kulaksizlar workshop since such delibera-
tely split gabbro tools oceur among the ma-
nufacturing debris identified through surfa-
ce surveys. The replication experiment con-
firms that most breakage occurred when
thinning the necks by pecking. The wor
king marks produced experimentally appe-
ars to be very similar to those abrasion
marks observed on the manufacturing er-
rors of Kilia figurine manufacture.

An examination of the finds represen-
ting the various stages of figurine manufac-
ture shows that most of breakage (80%) oc-
curred either during the thinning of the
neck or working of the waist. Because the
shaping of the figurine was done by abrasi-
on after the silhouette of the figurine had
been created the number of specimens rep-
resenting breakage during the refinement
process is relatively small (10%). The rate of
error must have been very low for the step
of refinement as the use of abrasive tools
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hardly requires the application of high
pressure, thereby reducing the potential for
breakage (10%).

3. Distribution and use

The ways how the Kulaksizlar marble fi-
gurines and vessels were exchanged pro-
bably determined the nature of the works-
hop. To understand why Kulaksizlar crafts-
men placed special emphasis on the pro-
duction of vessels with pointed bases and a
figurine form with bent-arms, it is impor-
tant to reconstruct the ways in which marb-
le artifacts may have been exchanged and
used (e.g. economic or non-economic moti-
vation or both). Certain social, economic,
symbolic meanings had an impact on the
selection of particular technological styles,
since technological behaviors often exhibit
cultural values and attitudes towards the
material shape the appearance of an arti-
fact.

Archaeological evidence from Chalcolit-
hic western Anatolia reveals vague infor-
mation on the modes of production and
consumption that involves prestige goods,
such as marble vessels and figurines. The
motivation behind the production of presti-
ge goods might not have only been econo-
mic but also social and symbolic in nature.
Exchange networks for objects of such spe-
cial workmanship were either direct (inter-
personal or inter-communal reciprocal exc-
hanges) or indirect (middleman trade thro-
ugh transhuman pastoralists or itinerant
traders). Complete and fragmental marble
pointed beakers were reported from the si-
tes of western Anatolia, Aegean islands,
and the Balkans. One lower end fragment
from Kumtepe and two rim fragments from
Besik-Sivritepe in the Troad, a rim frag-
ment from Demircihéyiik in the Eskisehir
region, and a lower end fragment from Se-
lendi (Akdefirmen) in central-west repre-
sent the western Anatolian repertoire
(Sperling 1976:322; Seeher 1987:fig.1; Getz-
Gentle 1996:52). One rim and a wall frag-
ment from Tigani on Samos, a complete
and a fragment of pointed beakers from
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Kephala on Keos, and a complete pointed
beaker from Naxos represent the Aegean is-
lands (Renfrew 19%2: pl.1.2; Coleman
1877:pl.23; Felsch 1988:pl.48). The chrono-
logical priority of Kulaksizlar examples le-
ads me the inclination that those pointed
beakers from Tigani, Kephala, and Naxos
may have been made after the western Ana-
tolian products. The affinity between the
pottery assemblages of Kulaksizlar and the
sites of eastern Aegean islands such as Ti-
gani and Emporio can be used to explain
the presence of pointed beaker types in the
eastern Aegean islands.

Pointed beakers could have been ob-
jects of social or symbelic function, in
which visual display was crucial. The costs
of production and transportation probably
made them accessible to wealthy individu-
als or to those that served religious roles
within the househeolds or communities,
Those western Anatolian pointed beaker
fragments found at western Anatolian sites
unfortunately do not provide useful infor-
mation on whether they were deposited in
graves as a gift or aimed to serve in the af-
termath. One complete conical beaker fo-
und in Grave 20 at Late Neolithic level at
Kephala on Keos (Coleman 1977: 64) provi-
des a valuable information on one way how
the marble pointed beakers were used. This
marble conical beaker was found on the so-
uthwestern corner of the grave facing the
head of the deceased. A similar mortuary
use of marble conical beaker is evident in
the Grave 41 at the Chalcolithic cemetery at
Varna in Bulgaria (Ivanov 1978:16), a site
that was probably contemporary with the
culture of Kephala, Another evidence about
the mortuary use of stone pointed vessels
in this period comes from the Elamite ce-
metery at Susa, where they were found in
association with mirrors in the female buri-
als (Morgan 1912:8). Available comparative
evidence support the argument that marble
pointed marble beakers were not artifacts
used in every day tasks. Because pointed
beakers cannot stand independently, they
must not have been artifacts of daily use.
The lack of morphological connection with
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the pottery of the period also confirm that
marble pointed beakers may have been ob-
jects that were used for socially and symbo-
lically important contexts. Thus, it is reaso-
nable to assume that Kulaksizlar marble
working might have also had a non-econo-
mic motivation as well.

The distribution pattern of Kilia figuri-
nes is much more informative that that of
pointed beakers as the figurines were fo-
und as far as away 400km from the place of
manufacture (Fig. 8). Comparisons of the
Kilia figurines from Kulaksizlar and those
found at other sites in western Anatolia
from stylistic, metrical, and technological
perspectives indicates that Kulaksizlar
workshop was the place where these dis-
tinctive marble figurines were manufactu-
red (Takaoglu 2000:166). The area of cent-
ral-west ern Anatolia may be called the pri-
mary consumer aresa, since geographically
and culturally this area formed a sub-region
within western Anatolia. The widespread
use of Kilia figurines in central-western
Anatolia within a radius of 150km was pro-
bably due to the transportation costs invol-
ved in their distribution was lower there or
the presence of shared ideology. Nearly fif-
teen fragments of Kilia figurines were fo-
und at Selendi. When combined with two
specimens from Alaagac, one from Gavurte-
pe, one from Yortan, and one from Papaz-
kdy, the number of figurines approaches
twenty in this region. However, the radius
covering between 150 and 200 km yielded
only two specimens, which were excavated
at Aphrodisias in the southeast Anatolia.
The radius covering between 200 and 250
km includes the Troadic sites such as Ha-
naytepe. Besik-Yassitepe, and Kilia in the
northwest. The sites of southeast Anatolia
such as Karain Cave and Kozagaci are loca-
ted in an area that exceeds 400 km and
three examples were found there so far.

The recovery of most of these marble ar-
tifacts at sites located strategically impor-
tant points on the natural land-based trade
routes along the major western Anatolian
rivers indicates that (Fig. 9) inter-personal
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or inter-societal exchanges were taking pla-
ce during this period. Small portable items
like Kilia figurines could have moved along
the already established trade networks. For
example, the figurine from Gavur Tepe ap-
pears to have moved through a natural tra-
de route following the Gediz River, Those fi-
gurines found at Aphrodisias probably arri-
ved through this route, because the end of
this route reached to the Biiylik Menderes
(Maender) River basin to the south. Those
three specimens from Kozagaci and Karain
Cave in the Antalya region in southwest
Anatolia might have also been acquired
through this route, The spread of Kilia figu-
rines into the Troadic sites was due to the
use of a natural trade route that passed
through the Balikesir region. The presence
of Kilia figurines at sites such as Alaagac,
Yortan, and Papazkdéy on this land-based
trade route probably explain the arrival of
similar figurines at Besik-Yassitepe, Hanay
Tepe, and Kilia in Troad. Because Kulaksiz-
lar products usually made their way into an
exchange system that extended over a
400km radius, implying that a long-distan-
ce indirect trade was in existence in this pe-
riod. The presence of Kilia figurines in so-
me Early Bronze Age sites must have been
due to the fact that such valuable artifacts
were often passed down for generation as
heirlooms.

The distribution of the marble figurines
over great distances clearly shows that the-
se artifacts were highly valued in most
parts of western Anatolia, suggesting a sha-
red belief system and a common consump-
tion pattern, The intended function of the fi-
gurines probably affected the mechanism
of production and exchange. The overall
uniformity of the form of Kilia figurines
must be significant. If a cultural patterning
is selected by the decision maker(s) (crafts-
men or consumer), then, we may assume
that certain social, economic, or symbolic
meanings had an impact on the formation
of figurines with bent-arms and pointed ves-
sels. The decision making in the forms of
artifacts is done this way because consu-
mers demand it for religious or symbolic as-
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sociations of the artifacts. For instance, the
symbolic meaning associated with bending
the arm at the elbow in Kilia figurines was
one reason why the craftsmen selected this
gesture. It may have represented a particu-
lar deity that was appropriate for the eir-
cumstances in which it was used. This type
of gesture appears to be a common pheno-
menon of Chalecolithie figures found in
most parts of western and central Anatolia,
eastern Aegean islands, and Balkans (Se-
eher 19982: 169). A small shell pendant in
the form of the middle-portion of a Kilia of
fipurine was found at Can Hasan in south
central Anatolia dating 4600-4000 BC date.
Two wooden figurines found at Tigani in le-
vels II and IV2 have a similar type that re-
calls the middle portion of a Kilia figurine
(Felsch 1988:pl.85). Figurines with this mo-
tif are also very common at the Chalcolithic
Varna cemetery in Bulgaria. The reliance
on specialist-produced figurines made from
aesthetically pleasing marble can be rela-
ted to increasing role of goods in the com-
munication system. What | mean by com-
munication systems is that the Kilia figuri-
nes were perceived as prestige items that
helped to transmit messages to segments of
the society and the ownership of these arti-
facts helped to differentiate their owners
from the rest of the society on the basis of
social roles. The cost of production and
transportation involved in the acquisition
of marble artifacts probably made them ac-
cessible to wealthy individuals or those
who played important roles in the house-
hold or communal rituals.

Marble artifacts used symbolically im-
portant contexts, brought from distant regi-
ons, or manufactured out of valuable raw
materials can be classified as valuable or
prestige items. It is primarily the rarity and
the specialized knowledge required in the
manufacturing that differentiate prestige
items from those of utilitarian character,
Ownership of these valuables or prestige
items causes differentiation within the ho-
useholds communities based on the visual
display (e.g. status display based on wealth
or specific role in rituals in households or




Kulaksizlar Mermer Uretimi

communities). The minimal number of arc-
haeological evidence from the Chalecolithic
sites of western Anatolia and adjacent eas-
tern Aegean islands unfortunately preven-
ted me from going far in explaining the in-
terrelationship between production, exc-
hange and consumption systems. Thus, I vi-
ew Kulaksizlar marble working as an
example of regional faeility, that is produc-
tion of prestige artifacts for exchange and
symbolic uses. It is may belief that Kulak-
sizlar marble products must be viewed as
valuables or prestige artifacts because of
the symbolism attached them and the spe-
cialized attention placed on their manufac-
ture.

Conclusions

The Kulaksizlar data contributes to our
knowledge of production, exchange, and
consumption systems of Chalcolithic wes-
tern Anatolia. Both economic and non-eco-
nomic factors seems to have played an im-
portant role for the development and main-
tenance of Kulaksizlar marble working.
Productive utilization of local environment
and socio-economic and symbolic constra-
ints provided incentives for specialized
craft production to emerge and developed
in this part of western Anatolia. Marble
working seems to have formed a major part
of the village economy and that agriculture
was only supplemental. The exchange of
marble artifacts for subsistence needs co-
uld have formed the majority of the village
economy or provided other requirements
of the village population. This means that
pre-urban villages can adopt non-agricultu-
ral production strategies even in environ-
ments that are highly suitable for basic
subsistence activities. It is also likely that
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exchange of symbolic marble artifacts hel-
ped to maintain social relationships betwe-
en the Kulaksizlar people and their neigh-
bors. Increased desire for specialist-produ-
ced artifacts during this period was pro-
bably due to increasing role of artifacts in
communication systems. Craft specializati-
on in this sense helped to create interper-
sonal and inter-communal ties among the
villages of this period. Because marble arti-
facts appear to have conveyed a symbolic
meaning to their consumers, technological
behavior was also shaped by non-economic
processes. This non-economic motivation
might have been the main reason behind
pursuing laborious, time consuming, and
risky marble working instead of adopting a
less complex production strategy such as
agriculture. This is one of the most impor-
tant contributions of the analysis of Kulak-
sizlar archaeological evidence to the study
of Chaleolithic Anatolian culture and soci-
ety.
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Figure 1 Map locating the site of Kulaksizlar in western Anatolia

Figure 2

Main marble products of the Kulaksizlar workshop
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up %

Sample i S¢ Ni  Cu Rb Nb Pb U Mg Zn Sr Ba Rb/St b dol
113 96 1328 455 108 3 179 65 251301 1239638979959 0,003 0,367 0,191

2341 187 6672 1469 1089 97 533 52 1021746 4547 45870 8670 0,024 0,097 0,775
3145133 2413 801 422 24 378 38 741216 4282 401403602 0,011 0,101 0,562

4397 253 10068 1900 1452 135 385 62 1093797 6924 40720 10145 0,036 0,161 0,830

568 109 1731 529 163 6 101 64 1308501 12902 57016 2479 0,003 0,633 0,993

614 96 1305 533 48 4 102 31 257749 7327 30532 1473 0,002 0,3020,196

75 90 1388 643 19 3 369 46 348349 7649 38081 2648 0,000 0,124 0,264

819 95 1180 620 161 5 148 61 372629 1860241976 1558 0,004 0,414 0,283
Source K106 110 2569 763 285 13 531 48 642552 20716 39086 40008 0,007 0,090 0,488

Figure 5 Results of the trace element analysis of eight marble samples from
archaeological materials and one geological sample taken from the
vicinity of the site

4
source “H™ »
3
% dol. 2-
I
0 i 0
Oe s
. 0 & O sotree K
4] 2500 5000 7500 10000 12500}
Ba (ppm)
Figure 6 Dia?ram showing the relationship in the chemical properties of marble from the
geological source K and eight samples taken from archaeological materials
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Figure 7 Diagram showing the relationship in the chemical properties of marble

from the geological source K and eight samples taken from archaeoclogical
materials
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Figure 10 General view of the site from the southwest

Figure 11 Unfinished marble pointed beaker fragments broken during the drilling
process
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Figure 12 Roughed-out marble pointed beaker fragments
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Figure 13 Rim and wall fragments of unfinished marble pointed beakers
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Figure 14 Roughed-out pointed bowls fragments showing the use of pointed
hammerstones and Kilia figurine manufacture
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Figure 15

Fragments representing the mulliple stages of marble Kilia figurine
manufacture
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Figure 16 Stone tools used in marble working..a-c) gabbro hammerstones
d-h} sandstone drill-bits
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Deepwater Archaeology
of the Black Sea

Karadeniz'de
Sualt: Arkeolojisi

Fredrik T. HIEBERT (a), Robert D. BALLARD (b), Dwight F. COLEMAN (b),
Cheryl WARD (c) Francesco TORRE (d), Naomi MILLER (a), William WOODS (e)

Haeywords: Black Sea. archaeoloQy, side-scan sorar, romotoly oparated vehicke, ancient shoreding, shipaneck
Anahitnr stroikler: Karadenz, arkeolog, yan taramal sonar. uzaktan kumandal dalma araci, eski kiyt kesimi, balik

Tiirkiye'nin kuzey kiyilarn boyunca, Karadeniz'de Bogaz'in dogusundan Sinop limanina
kadar olan bdlgede biiyiik bir arastirma yiirtittilmistdr. Bu arastirmanin ¢ ana amaci
vardir: ilk olarak Karadeniz'in sularla dolmasindan dnce, yani 7 500 yil dnce,
arastirmacilarca yorede varoldugu dngdriilen yerlesme yerlerine ait verilerin arastirilmasi;
ikinei olarak agik deniz gemi rota yollarinin saptanmasi ve tigiineii olarak da Karadeniz'in
oksijensiz dip sularinda eski ahsap gemi kalintilarim bulmaktir. Bu aragtirmada kullanilan
aygitlar kademe dizinli yan taramali sonar, yedek kizak ve uzaktan kumandal: kiiglik dalma
aracidir (ROV). Karadeniz'de, éngériilen su taskinindan dnceye ait olasihikhi bir yerlesme
yeri ve lig adet gemi batigr 100 m derinlikte saptanmistir. Bir diger batik 324 m derinlikte
oksijensiz seviyede bulunmustur. Bu oksijensiz tabakadaki batik tiim halde son derecede
iyvi korunmus halde ve M.S. 450 y1lina yani Bizans Devrine aittir.

Sea coast at Sinop since 1996. The Black
Sea has unigque potential for archaeologi-
cal and oceanographic research due to the
highly preserving environment of its non-

1. Introduction

A joint program of land-based research
through the University of Pennsylvania's

Black Sea Trade Project and underwater
research through the Institute for
Exploration has been investigating ancient
seafaring and settlement along the Black

(a) University of Pennsylvanin, Philndolphin, PA USA

() Institute for Exploration, 55 Coogan Bouloward, Mystic, CT 08355 USA

(o) Institute of Nautical Archacology, College Station, TX USA
() University of Eilnlo'smu. Baologna, ITALY
(e} Southorn [ilinolts University. Edwardsville 11

oxygenated (anoxic) waters below 200m.
While most of the southern Black Sea
coast is rugged and inaccessible, Sinop has
a natural harbor and its fertile and gentle
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coastal plain with evidence of occupation
from Paleolithic through modern times
(Hiebert 2001). Sinop has been at the cross-
roads of maritime trade routes (north-
south and east-west) for millennia. We
have used this ideal loecation to extend the
scope of archaeological survey from land
survey of the hinterland behind the port of
Sinop, to shallow water smrvey and explo-
rations in waters deeper than 200 m. We
report here the results of the 2000 under-
water season and new resulis of chemical
and botanical analyses of samples. These
findings demonstrate that deeply sub-
merged archaeological remains can be sur-
veyed and sampled in a fashion compara-
ble to survey on land and in shallow water.

2. Background

In 1976, Willard Bascom (1976) pub-
lished a book entitled "Deep Water Ancient
Ships". In that book, Bascom predicied that
the unigue anoxic bottom water conditions
of the Black Sea should result in the
preservation of ancient wooden ships.

In support of Bascom's prediction,
researchers working in the oxygenated
waters of the open oceans at that time
(Turner, 1975), had clearly documented
that wooden objects falling to the bottom of
the deep sea were guickly found and con-
sumed by wood-boring organisms.

The vulnerability of wooden ships to the
attack of wood-boring organisms in the
deep sea was most recently documented in
the 1990's by a series of expeditions con-
ducted by the Institute for Exploration
(Ballard et al, 1999 and Ballard et al.,
20082). In the first case (Ballard et al, 1999),
five shipwrecks of the Roman period were
located in approximately 1000 meters of
water along the deep water trade route con-
necting ancient Carthage with the Roman
seaport of Ostia. In all five cases, the
exposed wooden portions of these ships
had been removed by the activity of wood-
borers, although highly preserved wooden
timbers of the ship were found a short dis-

HIEBERT - BALLARD - COLEMAN
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tance beneath the surface of the bottom
sediments,

In the second case (Ballard et al., 2002),
two Phoenician ships were located in 400
meters along the deep-water trade route
connecting the ancient seaport of
Ashkelon to the Egyptian Nile. Unlike the
Roman ships, which were largely buried in
the deep sea mud, the two ships off
Ashkelon had been scoured by bottom cur-
rents to a depth of two meters exposing a
larger percentage of the ships’ hulls. Once
again, wood-boring mollusks had removed
all of the exposed wood from those two
ships.

Given these results, an expedition was
organized in 2000 to search for ancient
shipwrecks in the anoxic bottom waters of
the Black Sea to determine if their state of
preservation was different from ships
found in oxygenated waters as Bascom had
suggested.

As the 2000 expedition was being orga-
nized, however, a book was published about
the Black Sea by William Ryan and Walter
Pitman entitled "Noah's Flood" (1998). In
that book, the authors challenged the con-
ventional sequence of events leading to the
conversion of the Black Sea in the
Holocene from a lacustrine environment
prior to post-glacial melting to its present
marine conditions, Earlier authors (Ross et
al., 1970; Degens and Ross, 1972; Deuser,
1972; Ross and Degens, 1974) had argued
that this conversion was a gradual event
beginning around 9000 BP while Ryan et al.
(1997) argued it was sudden and took place
later, around 7150 BP.

Ryan et al. (1997) based their findings
upon a survey conducted in 1993 during
which a high frequency sub-bottom profil-
ing system was used to survey two areas on
the Black Sea's northern continental shelf,
to the east and west of the Crimea penin-
sula. These surveys were then followed by
a systematic coring effort along the profile
lines.
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Their seismic survey revealed an ero-
sional angular unconformity throughout
the survey areas everywhere above the pre-
sent 150-meter contour of the Sea's shelf.
Draping the erosional surface is a thin uni-
form layer of sediments that lack any inter-
nal structure or evidence of transgressive
features that might be associated with a
slow rise in sea level.

Cores taken during the survey penetrat-
ed the uniform layer as well as the under-
lying erosional surface. The upper draping
layer proved to be sapropel mud, further
suggesting a sudden transition from a well-
oxygenated environment to one now lying
in a macerating and putrefying anaerobic
environment. Mollusks extracted from the
cores at the base of the uniform draping
layer and resting on the unconformity had
identical radiocarbon ages of 7150 +- 100 yr
B.P.

Ryan et al. (1997) went on to conclude
that the flooding of the Black Sea at 7150
BP was instantaneous, resulting in the sub-
mergence of 150,000 km? of previously
exposed land that now makes up the Black
Sea's continental shelf. Finally, they con-
clude that this sudden flooding "may possi-
bly have accelerated the dispersal of early
Neolithic foragers and farmers into the
interior of Europe at that time."

In the summer of 1999, the Institute for
Exploration carried out a survey of the
continental shelf off the north central
Turkish seaport of Sinop (figure 1) to
determine if such a flood had occurred
and at what time (Ballard et al, 2000).
Using a side-scan sonar, small remotely
operated vehicles, and a series of dredge
lowerings, an ancient exposed high energy
shoreline at a depth of 155 meters was
located, inspected, and sampled. Analysis
of mollusks collected from this ancient
beach revealed a sudden flooding of the
Black Sea in this area around 7500 BP
changing it from a lacustrine to marine
environment. This ancient relic surface
remained in contact with the bottom
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waters of the Black Sea for a long period of
time before being draped by a thin layer of
sapropel mud characteristic of today's
anaerobic conditions.

Based upon the results of this 1939
study, the operational plans of the 2000
expedition were modified to include an
effort to search landward of the 155 meter
contour for evidence of human habitation
prior to this flooding event.

3. Research Tools

Three major mapping systems were uti-
lized during the 2000 survey. These includ-
ed the DSL-120 side-scan sonar system; the
ARGUS imaging vehicle; and the LITTLE
HERCULES (LITTLE HERC, for short)
remotely operated vehicle system .

The DSL-120 is a phased-array 120 kHz
side-scan sonar (Figure 2) developed by the
Woods Hole Oceanographic Institution
and capable of working in over 6000 meters
of water (Bowen et al., 1993). Owing to the
small targets (i.e. less than 10 meters on a
side) that were being sought, the effective
total swath wide of the sonar was 600
meters from one side to the other while the
sonar was being towed at an average alti-
tude of 40-50 meters. Tuning the sonar to
detect these small targets, however, result-
ed in the inability to measure the phase of
the returning signal and therefore the loss
of topographic information within the
acoustic swath of the returning signal.

The ARGUS imaging vehicle, developed
by the Institute for Exploration (Figure 3),
is towed at the end of 0.68-inch fiber-optic
cable (Coleman et al., 2000). It has an oper-
ating depth of 3000 meters and carries mul-
tiple cameras (a low-light level SIT video
camera, a 3-chip color video, two 1-chip
color video cameras, and a 35 mm still cam-
era) mounted on a trainable platform. At
the back end of the vehicle are three HMI
lights (two 400 watt lights and one 1,200
watt light). It also carries a 675 kHz obsta-
cle avoidance sector scanning sonar, an



a8

electronic still camera (ESC), magnetic
compass, altimeter, and depth sensor.
Thrusters are mounted on either end of the
4-meter long stainless steel frame perpen-
dicular to the long axis of the vehicle capa-
ble of spinning the vehicle on its vertical
axis while being towed. The ARGUS wvehi-
cle system can be deployed alone or used
in conjunction with the LITTLE HERC
ROV,

The LITTLE HERC remotely operated
vehicle (Figure 4) was developed by the
Institute for Exploration and also is capa-
ble of working to 3000 meters. It has four
thrusters, a 330 kHz obstacle avoidance
sector scanning sonar, altimeter, magnetic
compass, depth sensor, two 400 watt HMI
lights, and either can carry a i-chip color
video camera and 35 mm still camera or a
3-chip color video camera. LITTLE HERC
operates from the end of a 30-meter long
neutrally buoyant tether that is connected
to the ARGUS vehicle (Coleman et al.,
2000).

Although the vehicle does not have a
manipulator system, it was outfitted at var-
ious times on the expedition with a scoop
bag or coring device to recover objects and
wood samples from the seafloor.

The support ship for the expedition was
the British trawler, NORTHERN HORI-
ZON, a 75-meter long vessel outfitted with a
bow thruster and dynamic positioning sys-
tem.

4. Survey efforts in 2000

Preliminary Surveys

Suwrvey efforts using all threewehicle
systems in 2000 we e carried out in three
separate areas (Figure 5). The western
most area was selected in hopes of finding
evidence of human habitation prior to
flooding 7500 years ago as well as for the
possibility of finding ancient shipwrecks
in oxygenated water. The other two areas
were surveyed specifically in hopes of find-
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ing ancient shipwrecks lying in anoxic
water. For discussion purposes, the results
of the 2000 expedition will be divided into
those pertaining to human habitation and
those dealing with ancient wooden ships.

Evidence of Human Habitation

Figure 6 shows the DSL-120 side-scan
sonar track lines in the western search
box. The red colored lines represent the
155 and 90 meter contours. This is the
region lying between the shoreline of the
ancient freshwater lake and the near shore
area where archaeologists (Hiebert 2001)
prediet people would be living prior to the
flood proposed by Ryan and Pitman (1998).
A steep coastal cliff not conducive to
human habitation characterizes approxi-
mately 50 percent of this area. The remain-
ing 50 percent is divided into three distinct
areas.

The study carried out in 1999 (and men-
tioned above) was conducted in the eastern
region. It was there that the ancient shore-
line was located and both fresh and saltwa-
ter shells collected dating from 15000 to
2500 BFP (Ballard et al., 2000). That survey
concentrated on mapping the ancient
shoreline at 155 meters, with little work
done landward of that shoreline. During
the survey, attempts were made to delin-
eate the ancient drainage pattern of this
area but due to stream piracy farther
inshore in today's Turkish landscape, no
major rivers flow into this area and the
likelihood of finding sites of pre-flood habi-
tation are greatly reduced.

For these reasons, the 2000 study con-
centrated on the central area just west of
Sinop. It is there that more than 400 square
kilometers of underwater terrain lies
between the 155 and 90 meter contours.
The bathymetry of this area, however, was
poorly defined based upon limited bathy-
metric data. As a result, the DSL-120 side-
scan sonar was used to obtain bathymetric
information as well as side-scan sonar
data. Although the phased array was not
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tuned, it was possible to combine the vehi-
cle's altitude with its depth to determine
total depth beneath the tow fish. This data
, combined with a series of separate lines
using the ship's echo sounder, was used to
construct a bathymetric map of the study
area (Figure 7).

The bathymetry of the study area is
characterized by a series of valleys and
ridges cutting across the area. A south-
north eross section through the region
reveals the nearly flat relief around 100
meters water depth, which then plunges
steeply and continuously to deeper water
(Figure 8). An ancient stream channel
flows into the southwest portion of the
study, turns and then heads east across the
area before turning to the north as it enters
the ancient lake.

More than 200 sonar targets were
detected during the survey of this area.
Most were obvious rock outerops as well as
possible shipwreck targets that were sub-
sequently inspected visually and will be
discussed later. A clearly visible sub-
merged river channel indicated that the
bottom surface of the Black Sea in this area
had little sedimentation (figure 8). Of the
200 sonar targets, one (target 82) was
unique (figure 10).

The micro-bathymetry of Site 82 shows
that it was located on a gently sloping bluff
overlooking the ancient shoreline (figure
11). The site has raised topographic relief
with an array of more than thirty stone
blocks located over an area 15 m by 5 m, on
a gently sloping, otherwise featureless bot-
tom (figure 12). The irregularly shaped
blocks are generally smaller than 1m?,
approximately 10cm thick, and protrude
from the Black Sea floor. The stone
appears to be similar to the thinly bedded
limestone visible in outcrops both along
the coast ridges and underwater in this
region (Ketin 1862). The blocks in site 82,
in contrast to observed outerops, do not lay
in in situ geological context, but lie in
diverse orientations from horizontal to pro-
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truding at least 45° from the horizontal sed-
iments. These topographic details led us to
hypothesize that site 82 might be a sub-
merged structure attributable to humans.
Such a structure would necessarily have
been built prior to the infilling of the Black
Sea, (prior to 7600 years ago) when the
location of this site would have been
approximately 1 km from the beach line
identified in the 1999 survey (Ballard et al.
2000). Similar habitation remains from pre-
7600 BP contexts are found along the pre-
sent coast of the Black Sea (Ozdogan 1997).
Such architecture typically has wood or
wattle and daub superstructure and occa-
sionally has stone foundations (Ozdogan
1999). In the Sinop region, typical ancient
settlements consist of isolated house struc-
tures scattered along low bluffs near the
sea (Doonan 1998), and pre-7600 BP sites
are found on the Sinop peninsula. Ince
Burun, located at the northwest corner of
the Sinop peninsula, would be a contempo-
rary "upland" site, within 30 km of site 82
(Hiebert, 2001).

Site 82 was mapped using an electronic
still camera mounted on ARGUS, and visu-
ally checked with video from LITTLE
HERC (figure 13). A scale was placed on
site allowing us to create a preliminary
grid of 1m? squares for future study. The
raised topographic relief and stones follow
in generally rectilinear orientation N-NW.
The north boundary is marked by stone
blocks and pieces of wood, including a 1-
meter long log with one end that is cut and
one end that is notched (figure 14). Traces
of a circular feature 85 cm in diameter are
located along the east side. To the south-
west, a 2.5 x 2.5 m rectilinear feature with
raised outline edges is visible from faint
topographic relief.

As on all other targets in this region,
driftwood and other debris appear clus-
tered on the surface of the site, where the
relief and stone blocks act to collect mate-
rials drifting over the bottom of the
seabed. This complication of stratigraphy
is comparable with archaeological sites on
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land. We recovered several clearly worked
objects from the surface within the bound-
aries of site 82, These objects, which ini-
tially appeared to be stone, were carved
and drilled from oak (Quercus) (figure 15).
Four worked wooden objects were found
in square G4. Three drilled objects, 22 cm
in length were found in close proximity to
egach other in square G4. Fiber remains in
one of the drilled holes suggests that they
were originally connected together with
rope. A further worked but less shaped
piece of wood was also recovered from the
surface of square G4. A chisel-shaped
wooden object, 14 cm long, was recovered
from square E10. None of this wood
appeared to have been modified by wood-
boring mollusks or other marine organ-
isms. A fragment of known modern milled
lumber was recovered at the site as a con-
trol sample. Radiocarbon analysis of these
wooden objects, all with modern dates
including the control sample, confirms
that these objects were surface materials
recently deposited on the site (Ballard, et
al. 2001)..

Matrix samples from three locations
were fine sieved and examined at the
University of Pennsylvania by Dr. Naomi
Miller. Control bottom mud samples came
from dive 34, 5 km from site 82, and from a
1999 bottom sample, recovered east of
Sinop in 140 m depth just above the
ancient beach line. These samples con-
tained only shell and marine organism
debris. Two samples were taken of the top
5-7 cm of deposit from within site 82, both
from square G4 (dive 23 - 3 dl, and dive 29 -
1.5 dl). Both samples contained small frag-
ments of burnt wood (charcoal fragments
of oak and conifer) and several seeds, but
no ceramics, stone debitage or diagnostic
artifacts. One possible bone fragment was
also reported. The identification of char-
coal, seeds and bone from the matrix of the
site is consistent with the hypothesis that
the site represents a submerged archaeo-
logical site. Such results are typical of
upper fill from a terrestrial archaeological
site.
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Chemical analysis of the mud matrix
from the deposit taken from the stone
blocks of site 82 was conducted by William
Wood of Southern Illinois University.
Samples comprised two 32 ml soil plugs
from G4, from the upper 5 em of deposit,
and a similar control sample from the
Black Sea bottom mud (dive 34). Both wet
chemical analyses and near infrared spec-
troscopy were conducted, providing a pre-
liminary assessment of the site 82 matrix
as compared to a typical Black Sea bottom
mud away from site 82. Preliminary results
from the two site 82 samples indicate ele-
vated phosphorus and magnesium com-
pared to the off-site samples, consistent
with the interpretation of site 82 as a poten-
tial habitation site. One of the two samples
from site 82 (dive 29) had concentrations of
zinc and copper, which are typically asso-
ciated with execrement and urine. Further,
in comparison to the control samples, site
82 samples have lower sulfur, sodium, and
nitrogen, observations with unclear signif-
icance at this time.

Analyses of sediments and chemical
compositions from site 82 samples show
considerable differences to samples out-
side of the site. The results are consistent
with the hypothesis that this location is a
submerged habitation site but do not con-
firm it. The results of the radiocarbon dat-
ing indicate that the wooden artifacts
recovered from the surface of the site rep-
resent a modern aceumulation with no
direct association to the site. These analy-
ses, though inconeclusive, point to the rich
possibility of deep-water archaeological
survey using robots and submersibles to
investigate landscapes that have been
unigquely unseen since the moment that
they were flooded. Further sampling of
site 82 is clearly necessary to confirm its
archaeological nature. Additionally, fur-
ther collection of baseline data concerning
the nature and chemistry of the Black Sea
floor is essential in order to clarify the
relationship between the submerged for-
mer landscape and the marine environ-
ment.
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Ancient Shipwrecks: Above Anoxie
Layer

The discovery of the first ancient ship-
wreck on the 2000 expedition occurred
while searching for evidence of human
habitation above the anoxic layer in water
depths between 90 and 155 m. During this
search, wood material was found to be per-
vasive throughout the area. Tree fragments
from entire trees to stumps, to branches
and twigs were seen in large number, par-
ticularly wedged beneath rock outcrops
along the banks of the now submerged
stream system.

Their large-scale occurrence was not
expected, since the water in this depth
zone is well oxygenated, characterized by
schools of pelagic fish. On closer inspec-
tion, however, it was apparent that the ben-
thic community was quite limited, charac-
terized by small sponges instead of the rich
benthic community typical of shallow
depths.

In discussing this issue with local fish-
ermen, they reported (personal communi-
cation) that when trawling with nets at this
depth, they commonly caught pelagic fish
such as bonito. On other occasions, no fish
were recovered and their nets had been
stained black and smelled of hydrogen sul-
fide suggesting periodic mixing of the
anoxic water below 155 m with oxygenated
water above.

Given the layered nature of the Black
Sea waters, the occurrence of internal
waves is quite possible, which could aid in
the vertical mixing. Such a possible mixing
mechanism was further supported by the
occurrence of extensive areas of sand
waves at the anoxic boundary, which was
typically found at a depth of 170 m.

The periodic introduction of anoxic
water into shallower depths through inter-
nal waves or other mixing mechanisms
would result in the death of benthie organ-
isms such as wood-boring mollusks.
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Pelagic fish such as bonito could escape
such mixing by moving into shallower oxy-
genated water. For that reason, wood
would have a higher probability of surviv-
ing for longer periods of time than previ-
ously thought. A wood sample, for exam-
ple, collected in 1999 (Ballard et al., 2000)
at a depth above 170 m having a carbon-14
age of over 3000 years further verifies the
notion that wood-boring organisms are
absent at these depths.

Archaeological data from land surveys
on the Sinop peninsula document mar-
itime trade between the Sinop peninsula
and the Bosporus from as early as the
Chalcolithic period (4500 BC) and continu-
ing through the Ottoman period (17" ¢ AD).
The most intense trade appears to be dur-
ing the Roman and Byzantine periods (2™ ¢
AD - 7" ¢ AD) (Hiebert 1997). With the
understanding that bottom net fishing
obliterated the archaeological record to a
depth of 85 m off the Turkish coast, we con-
ducted our systematic survey along this
trade route, searching between 85 and 150
m, over a 50 km stretch west of Sinop.
Three shipwrecks were located with side-
scan sonar and verified visually with LIT-
TLE HERC. No sampling was conducted on
these sites. The shipwrecks were found in
approximately 100 m of water, and appear
to be undisturbed by any bottom net fish-
ing, trawling scars, or diving activity. All of
the shipwrecks appear to have foundered
in the open sea and sunk with the cargo in
discrete piles. All three appear to date to
the late Roman/Byzantine period of vibrant
trade between the Sinop peninsula and the
west, and all appear to have been carrying
amphorae (large transport ceramic ves-
sels) of a distinctive form made only in
Sinop.

Shipwreck A consists of two discrete
dense clusters of ceramic vessels located
on a flat featureless bottom (figure 16). The
larger cluster is approximately 23 m in
length and 10 m wide, oriented approxi-
mately north to south. A second clusteris 4
m by 4 m square. The visible artifacts in
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both clusters are distinctive carrot-shaped
amphorae (figure 17). Dating to the late
Roman period (2-4 ¢ AD) (Kassab-Tezgtr
1998), they are known from kiln sites at
Sinop from the Demirci valley (Kassab
Tezgdr 1997). The lack of scouring around
the debris indicates that the bottom is firm.
The nearly two meter tall site profile sug-
gests that the ship descended right-side up
and splayed open upon impact with the
bottom, rather than settling into a soft mud
bottom. Several large (5-7 m) timbers are
aligned along the side of the clusters, and
may be planking from the vessel. However,
as on site B2, modern seabed debris is con-
centrated on the topographic anomaly that
the site represents. This debris includes
small wood branches (20-40 cm) and cul-
tural debris such as a cloth sack visible in
the center of the larger cluster.

Shipwreck B is a single cluster of
amphorae, also located on a flat featureless
bottom. The lack of scouring around the
shipwreck suggests that the bottom is firm.
Shipwreck B is oriented NNE and is larger
than Shipwreck A: 15m wide and at least
2om in length - its total length is unclear
based on our initial recording of the site.
Carrot shaped amphorae from Sinop are
visible covering the entire site represent-
ing at least the upper layer of cargo from
the ship. One large oval transport vessel
suggests that this shipwreck dates later
than Shipwreck A - perhaps to the
Byzantine period (57" ¢ AD) (Bass 1982).
A possible bilge pipe, which may be asso-
ciated with the vessel, is visible several
meters away from the amphorae pile to the
south. Scattered among the amphorae are
two types of large wooden planks - long
planks (5-8m), mostly parallel to the length
of the amphorae pile, and shorter planks
(1-3m), both parallel to and perpendicular
to the amphorae pile. While most of the
planks appear to be lying on the surface,
several are clearly embedded within the
matrix of amphorae , allowing us to sug-
gest that they are hull planks from the ship
itself,
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Shipwreck C was located on sidescan
sonar and checked visually via video by
LITTLE HERC. The site appears to be simi-
lar to Shipwreck A: an amphorae pile
approximately 5m across consisting of pri-
marily carrot shaped amphorae. No further
investigation was made and no photo map-
ping was carried out. The importance of
Shipwreck C is that it confirms that our
protocol of sidescan sonar and target
checking with a ROV can efficiently carry
out systematic survey in underwater envi-
ronments where the pattern of shipwrecks
has not been disturbed by subsequent
human aectivity. The discovery and identifi-
cation of Shipwreck C confirms that the
technology and methodology utilized here
can be used in the development of large-
scale systematic survey and site identifica-
tion. This information is critical to our goal
of evaluating the guality and density of
archaeological remains along a trade
route, and to provide a baseline for under-
water archaeological resource manage-
ment and protection,

Within Anoxic Layer

Separate searches for ancient wooden
ships were carried out in the anoxic layer
at three separate locations: just seaward of
site B2 to a depth of 600 meters, east of
Sinop to a depth of 450 meters, and north
of Sinop to a depth of 2200 meters,

One of the original objectives of the
2000 study was to determine if an ancient
deep-water trade route once existed
between Sinop and the Crimea (Hiebert et
al., 1997). Unfortunately, that proved diffi-
cult. The ocean floor just north of Sinop
plunges rapidly from a hundred meters to
over 1,000 meters. Based upon the side-
scan sonar record and subsequent visual
inspection, this region was observed to
consist of massive slumps and landslides
producing complex bottom morphologies.
As a result, searching for ancient ship-
wrecks within this terrain using both the
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acoustic and wvisual imaging wvehicles
proved extremely difficult, time consum-
ing, and unproductive.

The focus of the search then shifted to
the region east of Sinop. Here there was a
broad and somewhat flatter terrain within
the anoxic layer. It was also relatively close
to shore and along what might have been a
coastal trade route connecting Sinop to the
regions farther east. Several targets were
detected on sonar but no ancient ship-
wrecks were found in this area and further
searching was abandoned.

MNear the end of the expedition, a final
search effort was conducted north of site
82 between the region of sand waves,
which ends at a depth of 200 meters, and
the beginning of landslides and slumping
at a depth of 600 meters. Within this nar-
row depth range a few promising targets
were detected, one of which we investigat-
ed visually with LITTLE HERC. That target
proved to be a sunken wooden ship.

The shipwreck was located in an area
where the seafloor has little topography
and lies at a depth of approximately 320 m.
The bottom sediments are soft and not
compacted in comparison with the bottom
near site 82 and Shipwrecks A, B, and C.
The wooden structure of the shipwreck
appears covered in silt up to its deck, with
drifting of sediments across the ship strue-
ture, unlike the bottom characteristic of
shallower depths where bottom geology
and topographic features were visible.

Shipwreck D is comprised of a very well
preserved wooden vessel sitting wvirtually
upright in the bottom silts (figures 18, 19).
The outline of the hull is defined by 18
frame ends; the mast of the ship rises, at a
slight angle, approximately 11 m above the
hull. The height of the mast was measured
using the altimeter on LITTLE HERC. The
hull seems to be nearly as long as the mast
is tall (11-12 m) and approximately one
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third as wide (3.5 -4 m). A number of tim-
bers (particularly the bulwark/uppermost
planking strakes) are missing or have been
displaced. The wood surfaces appear clean
cut and even display wood grain. Several
wood knots are visible near the top of the
mast, however, it was impossible to deter-
mine visually whether this was the result
of the erosion of the softer wood surround-
ing, or the natural, unworked state of the
timber. A short length of rope coils around
the mast near its top. There is no metal vis-
ible on the sitefvessel.

Many of the eighteen frame ends have a
hole through their molded face (wider
face). One has what appears to be a wood-
en cleat remaining in this position. Two
frame ends flank the mast and may indi-
cate the main frame. One frame end is sit-
uated in association with a beam approxi-
mately twice its thickness. Both the end of
the beam and the frame end are mortised
or notched.

The cant of the mast towards one end
suggests the direction of the bow, but it
may be that the mast slipped with the
impact of the shipwreck. A bracing timber
has a stepped cut and wooden treenails
through it (figure 20). Two pairs of upright
stanchions, located immediately aft
offadjacent to the mast, probably had cross-
pieces that connected them. There are
notches facing inboard (towards each
other) on the pair of stanchions closest to
the mast and the second pair of stanchions
is topped by square tongues, presumably
fashioned to fit into mortises on a cross-
piece, now missing. This arrangement may
have been intended to support yards when
lowered or it is possible that it was once
lightly roofed as a shelter.

Beyond the stanchions are what seems
likely to be a rudder support and the stern-
post, which rises wp out of the sediment in
line with the mast (figure 21). A large spar
with a round tenon at one end lies on the
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surface nearby. Several spars (long, taper-
ing timbers that were part of the rigging)
are visible on the shipwreck. These proba-
bly are yards for a sail. If the cant of the
mast is not the result of impact, it may indi-
cate that this was a lateen-rigged hull. The
mast's height also suggests a lateen hull.

The only visible fastenings are wooden
treenails in the bracing timber with
stepped cut and treenail ends protruding
from the faces of five of the frame ends.
There are no other visible fastenings: no
mortise-and-tenon joints, no nails, no
sewing, no bolts, and no pegs.

An unglazed ceramic jug with a small
neck and handle appears in situ on the
shipwreck near the mast step. The jug is
not typologically distinctive, as such pots
are found on sites in the Mediterranean
and the Black Sea from antiquity through
recent times.

A wood sample for radiocarbon dating
was collected from the rudder support
using a coring device measuring approxi-
mately 1.5 centimeters in diameter and 10
centimeters in length. The rudder support
was chosen for sampling because it was a
large timber with visible exterior surface,
ensuring that the sample would date
approximately to the felling of the tree. Dr.
Naomi WMiller from the University of
Pennsylvania identified the wood as fir
(abies); wood traditionally used in boat
building in the Black Sea region. A sample
submitted to Beta Analytical Lab in Florida
for AMS C-14 resulted in a date of 1610 +/-
40 (Beta-147532) calibrated to 410-520 AD.
The results of the AMS dating suggest that
this vessel was contemporary with the
Yassi Ada and Boz Burun shipwrecks locat-
ed off the Turkish Mediterranean coast
(van Doorninck, 1997). Both of these ves-
sels, however, were found in
Mediterranean waters and are not nearly
as well preserved as this Black Sea vessel.
Shipwreck D is unique, not only because of
its level of preservation, but because it is
the first vessel to be found in the anaerobic

HIEBERT - BALLARD - COLEMAN
WARD - TORRE - MILLER - WOODS

waters of the Black Sea. Its presence sug-
gests that many better-preserved vessels
await discovery.

5. Conclusions

The Black Sea is a unique body of water
that holds much promise for archaeology
and anthropology. Just as Willard Bascom
predicted in 19786, its anoxic bottom waters
create a unique preserving environment
coupled with vertical mixing that intro-
duces anoxic water into shallower depths
resulting in a further zone of good preser-
vation. This survey identified a =one
between 85m and 150m of intact ancient
landscape relatively unclouded by sedi-
mentation and undisturbed by fishing or
trawling. The identification of site B2, a
potential pre-flood coastal habitation site,
resulted from our first efforts to survey the
submerged landscape along the Black Sea
coast. This same zone provided a critical
area for the preservation of ancient ship-
wrecks documenting trade along the coast
between the Sinop peninsula and the
Bosporus. The identification of three ship-
wrecks in this initial survey provides a
baseline methodology for the systematic
survey of a trade route that was in use for
thousands of years. Finally, the identifica-
tion of an intact wooden ship in the deep
water of the Black Sea proves that the
unigue anoxic water is a highly preserving
environment for wooden shipwrecks and
other normally perishable materials.
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Fig. 1. Index map of the Black Sea showing the ancient shoreline (155 m depth contour)
and study area for the 2000 expedition

Fig. 2. DSL-120 side-scan sonar
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Fig. 3. Agrus optical sled

Fig. 4. Little Hercules remotely operated vehicle
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Fig. 5. Locator map for three primary study areas (within red boxes) off of the Turkish coast
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Fig. 6. DSL-120 side-scan sonar track lines in the western search box. The red colored lines
represent the 155 and 90 m contours.
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Fig. 7. Bathymetric map of study region west of Sinop
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Fig. 8. Cross sectional profile through study area showing anoxic layering and depths of
archaeological finds




Sualti Arkeolajisi i1l

Fig. 10 . Side-scan sonar image of site 82, East is up.



1i2 HIEBERT - BALLARD - COLEMAN
WARD - TORRE - MILLER - WOODS

SITE 82

Fig. 11 . Bathymetric profile over site 82

Fig. 12 . Site 82 as viewed from Argus, with Little Hercules ROV hovering.
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Fig. 13. Plan of site 82
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Fig. 14. Image of stone blocks and hand crafted logs
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Fig. 15. In situ wooden debris on site 82
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Fig. 17. Electronic still camera image of Shipwreck A
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Fig. 18. Video still of the top of the mast, of Shipwreck D

Fig. 19. Video image of stanchions along the deck of Shipwreck D
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Fig. 21. View of the stern deck, shipwreck D
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Kuzeydogu Anadolu’da Bir Tunc¢ Caga
ve Urartu Kalesi: Yogunhasan

A Bronze Age and Urartian
Fortress in the Northeast
Anatolia: Yogunhasan

*Oktay BELLI, **Alpaslan CEYLAN

Anahtar Sézcokler: Yogunhasan Kalesi, Orta Tung Gag, boyah gemlak, Urartu Krafigi, Diavehi, kaya mezan, Yojunhasan Gobel
Keywords: Yodunhasan Fortrass, Middle Bronze Age, polychrome ware, Urartian Kingdom, Land of Diawehi, rock tomb, Yogunhasan Lake

Yogunhasan fortress is located 42 km of Kars-Sankanus district, south of the Araxes River, at a
junction formed by Caucasus-Kars-Sarkanus-Horasan-Hasankale-Erzincan-Sivas route coming
from Caucasus and reaching into the heart of Anatolia, and India-Afghanistan-Northwest Iran-
Nalkhichevan-Igdir-Kagizman route. There is no other fortress in the region that controls these
important routes and bears such a strategic position. The fortress 1930 m above the sea level, rises
on a rocky hill of andesite. While the eastern and the northern sides of the fortress are preciptious,
the vulnerable western and southern sides are protected by strong defense walls. These terraced
walls have no curtains and bastions. The fact that the fortress was strengthened with terrace walls
and that the walls were built on the weakest points is a common characteristic of Middle Bronze
and Early Iron Age fortresses in East Anatolia and Nakhichevan, A small polychrome pot, found
in the illegal digs of the villagers, also proves that the fortress witnessed habitation beginning from
the Middle Bronze Age.

Yogunhasan fortress gained its actual importance during Menua's military expeditions to the
Land of Diauehi, In the Urartian period the fortress served as a very important military headquar-
ters and production center. Scholars located the Land of Diauehi in different geographical regions
according to the phonetic similarity of the toponyms or modern physical maps. Our localization of
the Land of Diauehi, on the other hand, depends on the evaluation of the data from our surveys
carried out in the region for years. According to these data, the Land of Diauehi stretched from the
north of Araxes and the east of Horasan district to the Sarikamis and Kars regions.

A rock tomb with a main hall and two rooms exist at the steep eastein part of the Yogunhasan
fortress. The culvert above the entrance door, the moulding on the walls of the vaulted main hall
as well as the rooms themselves represent a typical miniature of the rock tomb of Menua in the
Inner Fortress on the southern face of the Urartian capital Tushpa. The monumental appearance
of the rock tomb and its elaborate workmanship suggest that it belongs to a ruler. This type of rock-

* {stanbul Universitesi, Edebiyat Fakiltesi, Eskicng Tarihi Anabilim Dali, 34459, Beyoat, [sianbul, TORKIYE
*= Atatiirk Unlversitesi, Fen-Edobiyat Fakiltoal, BEskigag Tarihi Anabilim Dali, Ersurum, TURKIYE
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cut tomb is the oldest and the most monumental tomb form in the Near East, We named the arti-
ficial lake, which is 300400 m southwest of the fortress as Yogunhasan Lake. The wall of the lake
blocks the northeastern section. There is still plenty of water in the lake, though, more than two
thirds of the wall has collapsed. The artificial lake still functions; the water, directed to the north,

has been supplying the orchards for 2800 years.

Kuzeydogu Anadolu'da bulmus oldugu-
muz Yogunhasan Kalesi, hem Tung¢ ve Er-
ken Demir Cagi'na, hem de Urartu Krallig
dénemindeki bélgenin tarihi cografyasina
gok biiyiik bir katk: saglamastir.

Yogunhasan Kalesi! (Harita: 1), Kars ili
Sarikamus ilgesine bagh Karapinar kéyil yva-
kinlarnda bulunmaktadir. Karapinar kéyii-
niin Sarikamis ilcesine uzaklig: ise 42 km
kadardir. Aras Irmagi'min 1.5 km gilineyin-
de bulunan kale, Aras Gilineyi Daglar'nin
kuzey etegindedir. Kale bir taraftan Kafkas-
ya'dan gelen ve Anadolu'nun i¢lerine degin
uzanan Kaflkasya-Kars-Sarnkamis-Horasan-
Hasankale-Erzurum-Erzincan-Sivas yolu,
difer taraftan Hindistan-Afganistan-Kuzey-
bat1 Iran-Nahcivan-lgdir-Kagizman iizerin-
den gelen tarihi yollarn kesistigi bir kav-
sal noktasinda yer almaktadir. Aras Irma-
g1'nin giineyinde yer alan Yogunhasan Ka-
lesi'ne, Urartu Kralligi'min baskenti Tus-
pa'dan (Van Kalesi) Ercig-Patnos-Eleskirt-
Tahir Gecidi- Aras Vadisi lizerinden ulasila-
bilmektedir. Yakin ¢evrede bu dnemli yolla-
r1 denetim altinda tutan ve béylesine strate-
jik bir konumda yer alan ikinei bir kalenin
varligina daha rastlanilmamalktadir. Giinti-
miizde Anadolu iclerinden gelerek Kafkas-
ya ve Kuzeybat1 Iran iclerine bir catal gibi
ayrilan yollarn kesistigi kavsak, Karakurt
adinm almigtir. Karakurt ile Yogunhasan Ka-
lesi'mi Aras Irmag ayirmaktadir ve gilint-
miizdeki tek kdpri de Karakurt'ta bulun-
maktadir, Képrii gecildikten sonra 7 km gti-
neybatida yer alan Yogunhasan Kalesi'ne
ulasilmaktadir., Aslinda Hasankale-Hora-
san-Kagzman-Igdir-Nahcivan ve Kuzeybat
fran yolunun gilizergahim, giineydogu yo-
niine dogru akan tinli Aras Irmag belirle-
mistir. Aras, Erzurum'un dofusunda yer
alan Avnik Kalesi'nin giineyinde, 2600 m
yiiksekligindeki yliksek daglarin eteklerin-
den ¢ikan ¢ok sayida zengin kaynak ve kar

sularinin  birlesmesinden olusmaktadir
(Belli-Sevin 1999, 11 vd.; Belli-Bahsaliyev
2001, 10). Toplam 1072 km uzunlugunda
olan 1rmak, Nahgivan topraklarini gecgtik-
ten sonra kuzeydogu yonilinde Kura Irmag
ile birleserek Avrasya'min en biiylik kapal
havzasi olan Hazar Denizi'ne dékiilmekte-
dir (Kogman-ibrahimov et al. 1994, 72 vd.).
Araziyi derin ve genis bir sekilde oyarak
akan Aras Irmagi, kalenin bulundugu ytre
ile Aras Vadisi arasinda yaklasik 350 metre-
lik bir kod fark: olusturmustur.

Yogunhasan Kalesi, bugiinkii Karaha-
san kdyiiniin 5-5,5 km glineybatisinda yer
almaktadir (Ceylan, 2001, 36). Su kaynakla-
1 yéniinden gok zengin olan cevre, bodur
mese agaclar ve dag caywrlanyla kaphdir,
Kuzeydogu Anadolu Bélgesi'nde oldugu gi-
bi, bu yorede de dag gayirlan oldukca zen-
gindir (Sézer 1972, 26). Bodur mese agacla-
rinin da gdsterdigi gibi, eskiden bdlgenin
orman alanlarnyla kaph oldugu anlasiimak-
tadir (Saragoglu 1956, 431). Kdyiin yash er-
kekleri de, eskiden bdlgenin giiniimiizden
daha c¢ok agaclarla kaph oldugunu sdyle-
mektedirler. Ancak gliniimiizde Sankams
Ormanlan olarak adlandirilan ¢cam agacla-
r1, kiiglik adaciklar halinde varhifim koru-
maktadir, Agaclarnn ortadan kalkmasindan
sonra, heyelanlarin daha fazla oldugu anla-
silmaktadir. Ozellikle dogu-bati dogrultu-
sunda uzanan Aras Gilineyi Daglar'min bir
parcasi olan yiiksek ve dik Kondul Dagi'min
(2150 m) Aras Vadisi'ne dogru alcalan ku-
zey kisimlarinda, heyelanin cok daha sid-
detli oldugu acgik bir sekilde gdriilmektedir.

Deniz seviyesinden 1930 m yliksekligin-
deki kale, 1/25.000'lik haritalarda "Kale Te-
pe" olarak adlandirilan mevkide bulunmak-
tadir (Cizim: 1), Andezitten clusan kayahk
bir tepe lizerine kurulan kale, fazla biiyiik
degildir?. Kabaca oval bir plan gésteren ka-
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yalik tepenin dogusu ve kuzeyi dik bir ugu-
rumla sonuclanmasina karsin, gilineybati
ve dzellikle batis1 alcak ve yayvan tepelerle
birlesmektedir (Resim: 1-2). Kalenin savun-
ma yéniinden en zayif kismumi olusturan
giiney ve bati1 béliimlerine gii¢hi sur duvar-
lar yapilmistir. Béylece 27x36 m biliyiikli-
gilinde dikddrtgen planh kii¢iik bir kale or-
taya cikmistir (Cizim: 2). Duvar yataklan,
ana kayanin kabaca diizeltilmesiyle olustu-
rulmustur. Bati ve giliney duvarlarimin en
dnemli dzelligi iki teras halinde yapilms
olmalarndir (Resim: 3-4). Batida iki teras du-
varn arasindaki uzaklik 3.20-3,5 m, gilineyde-
ki iki teras duvan arasindaki uzakhik da 4,5-
5m'dir (Cizim: 3). Ne bati, ne de giiney te-
ras duvarinda kurtin ve bastiyon bulun-
maktadir. Savunmay1 kolaylagtiran ve du-
varlara saglamhik kazandiran kurtin ve bas-
tiyonlarin yerine, teras duvarlariyla sag-
lamhik ve giicliiliik kazandirilmis olmalidir.
ic duvarm baz kisimlarnndaki taglarn 4-5
sira halinde glinlimiize degin ulastif gdril-
mektedir (Resim: 5). I¢ duvar yiiksekligi de
yer yer 2,5-3 m arasinda degismektedir’. An-
cak duvarlarnn ilk yapildigr siradaki yiik-
sekliginin 4,5-5 m arasinda oldugu anlasil-
maktadir. Tas duvarlarnn lizerinde kerpig
duvarlarn var oldugunu, yikilan ve yiiksek
dbekler olusturan kerpig kalintilan dogru-
lamaktadir. Duvarlarda kullamlan iri ande-
zit taglarn dig yiizleri ile birlesme yerleri-
nin kabaca da olsa diizeltildikleri gdriil-
mektedir. Taslar cevrede zengin olarak bu-
lunan andezit yataklarnndan elde edilmis-
tir. Baz taglarim kare veya dikddértgen bi-
¢imli, bazilarinin da ddértten fazla kiseye
sahip oldugu goriilmektedir (Resim: 6). Tas-
larin birlesme yerleri arasinda biiyiik bos-
luklar bulunmaktadir. Duvarlarnn yapildigi
sirada bosluklann kiigiik taslarla doldurul-
dugu anlasilmaktaysa da, glintimiizde ki-
giik taslar dismiistiir. Kale giriginin yeri
kesin olarak belli olmuyorsa da, bati kesim-
den oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Ornegin dis te-
ras duvarlar tlizerinde 2 m genigligindeki
acikligin, kap boslugu oldugu samlmakta-
dir (Resim: 7). Kalenin kiigiikliigt, teraslar
la giliclendirilmesi ve dzellikle yalmzca sa-
vunma yoéniinden zayf olan kasimlarna du-
varlarin yapilmasi dzelligi, daha dnce de
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s1k s1k belirttigimiz gibi Dofu Anadolu ve
Mahcivan bdlgelerindeki kalelerde Orta
Tung Cagi'ndan beri geleneksel olarak uy-
gulanmaktadir, Ornegin Nahgivan Bélge-
si'nde Calhankale wve Nebi (Vayhir) Kalesi
(Belli-Sevin 1999, 17 vd.; Belli, Bahsaliyev
2001, 28 vd.; Belli 2001b. 412 vd.), Dogu Ana-
dolu Bélgesi'nde ise Pangz, Aliler, Evditepe,
Kecilkiran, Sorik, Kaletepe, Yiirek ve Nur-
kik Kalelerinde yalnizea savunma ydniin-
den zayif olan kesimlere savunma duvarla-
r1 yapilmastir (Belli 2001a, 147 vd.; Belli-
Konyar 2001, 331 vd.). Yukanda séziini etti-
gimiz kaleler Orta Tung Cag ve Erken De-
mir Cagi'na aittir. Orta Demir Cagi'nda bu
dgzellikler artik ortadan kalkmagtir. Ayrica
bulunan polikrom boyalh ¢anak ¢cémlek par-
calaryla Orta Tung Cagi'na tarihlenen Mus
Ovasi'min kuzeyindeki daghk kesimde yer
alan Yilan Kalesi'nin bati duvarlan da, tip-
lka Yogunhasan Kalesi'nin giineybat: duvar-
lar1 gibi teras duvarlaryla giiclendirilmistir
(Ozfirat 1998, 7, res. 13-14).

Yogunhasan Kalesi'nin Orta Tung Ca-
gi'ndan beri yerlesmeye sahne oldugunu
kamtlayan bir baska dnemli buluntu da,
halkin mezarda veya kale lizerinde yapms
oldugu kacgak kazlarda ele gegirdigi polik-
rom boya bezemeli kiiclik bir cdmlektir'. Di-
sa doniik agiz kenarhh ¢émlek kisa silindir
boyunlu, ¢ift kulplu ve yumurta gévdelidir.
Devetiiyii astar lizerine kirmz ve siyah bo-
yayla hayvan, bitki ve geometrik motifler
yapilmastir (Cizim: 4, Resim: 8). Cdmlegin
agiz kismindan boynuna de@in kirmiz
renkli yatay ve kalin bir bant cekilmis, bun-
dan sonra ise siyah boyayla su dalgalar yva-
pilmagtir, Su dalgalarimn altinda, kirmaz
yatay bantlarin aras: ve alt kisma, sivah bo-
yayla yan yana ici bos dairemsi motiflerle
doldurulmustur. Gévde kismminda bitki mo-
tifleri arasina birbiri pesi sira tekrarlanan
hayvan figilirii su kusu ya da horoza benze-
mekteyse de, bunun su kusu oldugu saml-
maktadir, Hayvanin gdvdesi tlimiiyle siyah
boyayla boyannmis, dalgal iki cizgi ile gdste-
rilen kuyrugunun aras1 ise boyanmadan
bos birakilmistir. M. O. II. binyil polikrom
boyali canak gdmlekleri ilizerine yapilan
hayvan figtirleri arasinda, su kuslarinin ol-
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dukea fazla oldugu goérilmektedir (Belli-
Bahsaliyvev 2001 42 vd., ¢izim 23-26, res. 40-
42; Ozfirat 2001, 103, Tablo 1, res. 36, 40-41).
Cimlek ilizerindeki su dalgalan, kuzeyde
Trialeti Kurganlarindan ortaya cikarilan
monokrom boyah ganaklar tlizerindeki su
dalgalarina benzemektedir (Kusnareva
1993, res. 38/57). Ancak kompozisyon bii-
tinligi agisindan ¢édmlek lizerindeki beze-
me ve motifler, daha cok Yogunhasan Kale-
si'nin giineybatisinda yer alan Sarniveli Ho-
yiigii'nde bulunan polikrom boyali ¢anak
comlek parcalarn flizerindeki motiflerle
uyum icindedir (Ozhrat 2001b, fig. 5). Bu
yiizden polikrom boya bezemeli ¢omlek,
Van-Naheiwvan-Urmiye polikrom boyali ca-
nak ¢émlek kiiltiirii iginde degerlendirile-
bilir (Belli-Bahsaliyev 2001, 55 wvd.).

Yogunhasan Kalesi asil énemini, M.O.
9.-6. yiizyillar arasinda Dogu Anadolu,
Transkafkasya ve Kuzeybat: iran bélgelerin-
de egemenligini siirdliren Urartu Kralli-
#1'min erken déneminde kazanmgtir, Orne-
gin Urartu Krallanndan Menua'min (M. O.
810-786) kuzey bdlgesine, yani Aras Irma-
g1'min kuzeyine yapmis oldugu askeri sefer-
lerde, Yogunhasan Kalesi'nin ¢ok dnemli
bir yonetim merkezi olarak kullamldig an-
lasilmalktadir. Kral Menua ve oglu Argis-
ti've ait yazitlarda, kuzey bdlgesinin Diau-
ehi olarak adlandinldifgn gdriilmektedir.
Menua tarafindan Diauehi'ye yapilan aske-
ri seferler ile ilgili olarak Siingiitag (Zivin)
(Konig 1955-57, no. 24; Melikisvili 1960, no.
37) ve Yazmhitas (Melikisvili 1960, no. 36) ya-
zitlar bilgi vermektedir. Siingiitas (Zivin),
Yogunhasan Kalesi'nin yaklasik 30-35 km
kuzeyinde, Yazlitas ise yaklasik 35-40 km
giineybatisinda yer almaktadir. Yani Yogun-
hasan Kalesi, Diahuei'ye yvapilan askeri se-
ferleri anlatan Siingiitas ve Yazlhitas yazitla-
rinin tam ortasinda bulunmaktadir. Ozellik-
le Yazilitas hem bdlgenin tarihi cografyasi,
hem de Urartu Krallifi'min kuzey yayilimim
ayrintili olarak anlatmasi1 agisindan c¢ok
dnemli bilgiler vermelktedir (Resim: 9-10):

"Tanr Haldi, kendi silaluyla giiglii iilke
olan Diauehi've karsi sefere gikt: ve iilkeyi
dize getirdi. Tanmr Haldi giieliidiir, Tanr
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Haldi'nin silali giiglidiir. Tanr Haldi'nin
kudretiyle Ispuini oglu Menua sefere ¢ikt1.
Tanrt Haldi énden gitti. Menua der ki; Diau-
ehi Ulkesini ele gecirdim. Krali kent Sasi-
li'yu savasta ele gegirdim, tilkeyi y1ktim, ka-
leleri yerle bir ettim. Sesetinele Ulkesine,
Zua kentine kadar ulastim. Utuha kentini....
Menua der ki, Diauehi’'nin krali Utupursini
dniime ¢ikti, ayaklarima kapandi, éniimde
secde etti. Merhamet gdsterdim. Harag¢ dde-
mesi kosulu ile hayatini bagisladim. Altin
ve glimiis verdi. Geri dénecek tutsaklar: tii-
miiyle serbest biralctim . Menua der ki;....
Oradan iki krali, yani Baltulhi boyunun iil-
kesininkini ve Haldiriulhi kentinin tilkesi-
ninkini aldim. O rilkeye dzgii olan tahki-
math kaleleri ele gecirdim. Menua der ki;
Her kim bu yaziti tahrip ederse, her kim
sug islerse, her kim bir baskasina yaptirir-
sa, her kim degisilc bir sey sdylerse, ben
vaptim derse, Tanr1 Haldi, Tann Teiseba,
Tanr Sivini ve biitiin tanrlar onu giin 151-
gindan yoksun etsin,” (Konig 1955-57, no.
23; Melikisvili 1960, no. 36)

Yukandaki Yazlitas yvazitindan da anla-
silacag: gibi Kral Menua, Diaeuhi Ulkesi'ni
vergi ddemesi kosuluyla eski yéneticilerine
birakmistir, Menua'dan sonra Urartu tahta-
na gecen oflu 1. Argisti (M. O. 786-764) dé-
neminde, Diauehi Ulkesi'ne askeri seferler
diizenlenerek, lilkenin cok biiyiik bir kism
egemenlik altina alinnmstir. Yogunhasan
Kalesimin gilineyinde Pirabat'ta bulunan
Kral Menua ve oglu . Argisti'ye ait ¢ivi ya-
zil1 belgelerin de gésterdigi gibi (Dingol
1989, 137 vd., Payne 1896, 415 vd.), Diauehi
Ulkesi'ne yapilan askeri seferlerin yine bu
bolgeden yapildigr anlasilmaktadir. Urartu
Kralligi'min bagkentligini yapan Van Kalesi
kayahigimin giineybatisinda "Horhor Yazit-
lar" olarak adlanduilan 1. Argisti'ye ait me-
zar odasinin cevresindeki yazitlarda, 1. Ar
gisti kralligimin ikinei y1linda Diauehi Ulke-
si'ne yaptig askeri seferi su sekilde anlat-
maktadir:

".. Argisti der ki; Egemen olan Tann
Haldi'ye, Tanr Teiseba'va ve Tanr Sivini'ye
onlarin ilahi biyiikliigtinde yardim istedi-
Fim igin yalvardim. Aym y1l iginde yine sa-
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vascilar: topladim ve Diauehi Ulkesi'ne ve
Diauehi Krali Mannudubi'ye kars: sefere
ciktim. Seriazi Ulkesi'ni ele gegirdim, kent-
leri yaktim, kaleleri yerle bir ettim. Pute
kentinin giineyindeki (?), Biani Ulkesi'ne
ve Husa Ulkesi'ne kadar ilerledim (?). Tariu
Bélgesi'ni (?) biraktim. Zabahae Ulkesi'ne
kars: sefere ¢iktim ve Zabahae Ulkesi'ni ele
gecirdim.Uzinabitarne kentine ve biiytik Si-
rimu Dagi'na kadar ilerledim. Igane Ulke-
si'nin Magaltu kentinin Bdlgesi'ni birak-
tim. Eriahe Ulkesi'ne vardim. Apuni Ulke-
si'ne karsi sefere ¢iktim. Ureiu kentini ve
krali Witeruhe kentini ele gegirdim. 19.225
geng, 10.140 canl1 savasel, 23.280 kadin ol-
mak lizere toplam 52.675 kisiyi tutsak al-
dim. Kimilerini dldiirdim, kimilerini de
canli gétirdiim. 1.104 at, 35.015 biiyiik bas
hayvan ve 100 bin X on bin 1.829 kiigiikbas
hayvan stirtip getirdim. Argisti der ki; Tann
Haldi ugruna bu kahramanhklarr bir yil
iginde yaptim." (Kénig 1955-57, no. 80, Meli-
kigvili 1960, no. 127/1).

Yogunhasan Kalesi gevresinde yer alan
Delibaba (Melikisvili 1960, no. 68) ve Eles-
kirt yakinlarnndaki Pirabat'da (Dingol 1989,
137 vd.) bulunan ¢ivi yazih insa yazitlarin-
da, Kral Menua'min kale yaptirdifindan sdz
edilmektedir. Boylece Urartu Kralligi'min
merkezi bdlgesinden kuzeyde Aras Vadisi
ve Diauehi've Van-Ercis-Patnos-Agri-Eles-
kirt-Horasan gilizergahinin izlendigi anlasal-
maktadir, Bilindigi gibi bu dnemli gilizer-
gah, Urartu Krali Menua tarafindan belir-
lenmistir (Belli 1982, 184 vd.; Belli 2001c,
373). Aynica Pirabat, Delibaba, Yazilitas, Yo-
fgunhasan ve Hasankale'de askeri tesislerin
yaptirilmasi, Diauehi’ye kars: yapilan sefer-
lerde, kuzey ve kuzeybati bélgelerinin giic-
lendirildigini géstermektedir.

Bugiine degin yapilan galismalara gire
Diauehi Ulkesi'nin simirlan farkh cografi
bélgelere yerlestirilmistir. Ornegin baz
arastiricilar Diauehi'yi Erzurum’dan kuze-
ye dogru Coruh Vadisi'ne kadar olan yere
lokalize etmektedirler (Diakonoff, Kaskai,
1981, 25 vd.). Dilbilimeiler Diauehi s6zcligi-
nii Assur yazitlarindaki Daieni ile esleye-
rek, bu iilkeyi Firat Irmagi'nin kaynaginin
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olusturan Karasu Vadisi'nden Erzurum-
Kars-CoruhVadisi'ne degin uzandigim var-
saymislardir (Melikisvili 1950, 27-30; Salvi-
ni 1995, 22, 54-55). Baz arastincilar Diau-
ehi'yi Murat Su Vadisinden Malazgirt-Mus-
Bingo6l Dagi'na degin uzandigin varsaymis-
lardir (Barnett 1982, 330 vd.; Russel 1984,
185 vd.). Baz arastiricilar Diauehi'nin Er-
zinean-Erzurum-Pasinler Ovasi'min dogusu-
nu kapsadigimi (Burney-Lang 1971, 136; Ci-
lingiroglu 1982, 192), baz1 arastinecilar da
Yazihitas yazitinin konumundan dolay:
Aras Daglarn'nin kuzeyinde Erzurum cgevre-
sinde olabilecegine isaret etmektedirler
(Kéroglu 2001, 720).

Goriildiigi gibi birgok arastirmaci, yer
adlarn arasindaki ses benzerlifine bakarak
veya modern fiziki haritalarn inceleyerek
Diauehi Ulkesi'ni oldukea farkh bélgelere
lokalize etmislerdir. Bizler ise bu arastirma-
cilardan ayriml olarak, yillardan beri bél-
gede yapmis oldugumuz arazi calismalari-
mn verilerini degerlendirerek, Diauehi Ul-
kesi'ni lokalize etmeyi amacladik.

Kral Menua ddéneminde, Urartu Kralli-
g1'min merkezi bilgesinde yer alan Ercgek,
Patnos ve Muradiye (Bargiri) Ovalarinda
hem cok giiclii askeri ve yénetim merkezle-
ri kurulmus, hem de baraj, gélet ve sulama
kanallan yapilarak tarim alanlan en iyi bir
sekilde degerlendirilmistir. Ornegin Ercek
Ovasi1'nmin batisindaki verimli topraklan de-
gerlendirmek igin Yukar Anzaf Kalesi ve
baraji, Patnos Ovasi'min deferlendirmek
icin Aznavurtepe Kalesi ve géleti ve Mura-
dive Owvasi'ndaki verimli topraklann deger-
lendirmek igin de Kérziit Kalesi ile Siiphan
ve Siis barajlarn yapilmistir. Ovalardaki ve-
rimli topraklarn deferlendirmek amaciyla
kurulan ekonomik ve askeri yonetsel mer-
kezleri, Kral Menua'dan sonra tahta ¢ikan
diger Urartu krallan tarafindan da gelenek-
sel olarak devam ettirilmistir.

Hasankale'de (Pasinler) bulunan Kral
Menua'ya ait ¢ivi yazili inga yaztl, bizim
icin gok biiyiik bir énem tasimaktadir. Kral
bu yazitinda ¢ok giiclii bir kale yaptirdigin-
dan séz etmektedir (Konig 1955-57, no. 44;
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Melikisvili 1960, no. 69). Olduke¢a verimli
topraklara sahip Hasankale Ovasi'min ku-
zeydogusunda yer alan kale, kuzey-gliney
dogrultusunda uzana kayalik bir tepe tizeri-
ne kurulmustur. Kalede bulunan mezar
odalar da, buranin ¢ok dnemli bir ydnetsel
merkez oldugunu gistermektedir (Cevik
2000, 124). Dogu Anadolu Bélgesi'nde Urar-
tu Baraj, Gélet ve Sulama Kanallarinin
arastirilmasi1 konusunda yapmis oldugu-
muz arazi ¢alismasinda, kalenin batisinda
Hasankale Ovasi'mi sulayan t¢ dnemli ka-
nahin varhfm saptadik. Hasankale Ova-
si'min gilineyinden gecen Aras Irmagi'nin
kuzeyinde kalan topraklarda yapilan tar-
min su gereksinmesini karslamak igin ya-
pilan kanallar, giliniimiizde Valaf Kanal,
Kdr Kanal ve Deniz Kanal olarak adland:-
rilmalktadir (Belli 2000, 207-209). Yaklasik
16-17 km uzunlugunda olan Vakif Kanal,
Hasankale'nin dogusuna kadar su tasimalk-
tadir. Her li¢ kanal da kiigciik onarimlar ge-
cirmesine karsin, 2800 yilindan beri hala
calismaltadir, Yani Hasankale'nin yénetsel
bir merkez olmasinin yani sira, ovadan elde
edilen tarim driinlerinin depolandif cok
dnemli bir ekonomik tliretim merkezi oldu-
gu da anlasilmaktadir.

Goriildigid gibi Hasankale Kral Menua
doéneminde, bu bdlgenin ¢ok énemli bir as-
keri ve ekonomik liretim merkezidir. Oysa
arastirmacilarin hemen hepsi sdz birligi et-
misgesine, Diauehi Ulkesi'nin bugilinkii Er-
zinean- Erzurum-Coruh Vadisi Bélgelerini
kapsadigim yazmiglardir. Daha énce de be-
lirttigimiz gibi, Kral Menua birakmis oldu-
gu Yazmlitas yaztinda, Diauehi Ulkesi'ni
vergi vermek kosuluyla ydéneticilerine bi-
rakmistir (Konig 1955-57, no. 23; Melikisvili
1960, no. 36). Hi¢ kuskusuz Urartu Kralli-
g1'nin en basarihi yoneticilerinden Me-
nua'nin bdyle bir yol segmesinin nedeni,
hiiyiik bir olasilikla Diauehi Ulkesi'nde cok
giiclii bir direnisle karsilasmasindan dola-
yidir, Bu yiizden Menua herhangi bir aske-
ri ve ekonomik ydnetim merkezi insa etme-
den geri gekilmistir. Kanimizca Diauehi Ul-
kesi ne o kadar kuzeybat1 bilgesine yayih-
yvordu, ne de G. A. Melikisvili'nin varsayimi-
nin aksine, ¢ok genis bir cografi bolgeyi
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kapsiyordu. Bu ylizden Erzurum’un 31 km
dogusunda yer alan Hasankale Ovasim ve
Kalesini kesinlikle Diauehi Ulkesi toprak-
larinda gidstermemek gerekiyor. Bizim yap-
tigumiz arastirmanin sonuglarna gére Di-
auehi Ulkesi, Aras Irmagmn kuzeyinde,
bugiinkii Horasan ilgesinin dogusundan
baslamak lizere Sarnkamus ve Kars Bdlge-
si'ne degin uzamyordu. Ayrica Aras Irma-
g1'min hemen kuzeyinde Sarikamis ilgesi-
nin batisinda yer alan Stinglitas (Zivin) ste-
li de (Melikisvili 1960, no.37), Diauehi Ulke-
si'nin bu bdlgede oldugunu gdsteren bir
baska nemli belgeyi olugturmaktadir, Do-
layisiyla Diauehi Ulkesi'ne yapilan askeri
seferler ne Erzurum lizerinden Coruh Vadi-
si'ne degin ulasmustir, ne de bu bdélgelere
sefer yapildigina dair en kiigiik bir belge
bulunmaktadir. Ozellikle Siingiitas steli,
Diauehi Ulkesi'ne yapilan askeri seferlerin
Van-Ercig-Patnos-Pirabat-Yogunhasan-5Siin-
giitas lizerinden Sankamis ve Kars Bdlge-
si'ne degin ilerledigini gdstermektedir,

Yogunhasan Kalesi'nin dik bir ugurum-
la sonuglanan dogu kismi lizerinde ana sa-
lonlu ve iki odali bir kaya mezar bulun-
maktadir (Cizim: 5). Kalenin {istiinden me-
zara kayalara oyulmus basamaklardan inil-
mekteyse de, giiniimiizde basamaklarin
asindigl ve yer yer kirildig goriilmektedir,
Agagndan 55-60 m ylikseklikte yer alan kaya
mezarina ulasmak ise hemen hemen ola-
naksizdir. Hig kuskusuz bu sekilde mezarin
glivenligi saglanmaktaydi. Benzer bigimli
kaya mezarlar, Van Kalesi kayahif basta
olmalk ilizere Palu, Tanrvermis, Malazgirt,
Dogubayazit, Kayseran ve Hasankale'de
(Pasinler) gériilmektedir. Kayalhiklann yiik-
sek ve ulasilmasi zor olan sarp yerlerine
mezar yapilmasi dzelligi, Urartu kaya me-
zar yapma geleneginin karakteristik dzelli-
Eini olusturmaktadir. Mezar ve cevresini
olusturan kayalik alan biiyiik bir ézenle dii-
zeltilmisse de, yer yer kirilmalar olmustur.
Kaya mezarinin én, yani dogu tarafinda,
2.70 m x 2,50 m biyiikliigiinde bos bir 6n
alan birakilmistir. Bu giris 6n alanin dogu
tarafinda, ortalama 1.80 m x 0.20 m d&lciile-
rinde iki kaya basamag: bulunmaktadir,
Gerek kaya basamaklan, gerekse kare bi-



Yodunhasan

gimli bu 6n alan, kaya kiitlesinin biiyiik bir
ozenle yontulup diizeltilmesiyle elde edil-
mistir. Bu dzenli ve etkileyici gériiniim, ¢ok
odali kaya mezarinin o¢onemli bir yonetici
mezar: olduguna isaret etmektedir.

Kaya mezarmna 1.60 m yiliksekliginde,
1.40 m genisliginde ve 0.40 m eninde bir ka-
pudan girilmektedir. Kapimin 0.90 m tizerin-
de ise, 0.50 m derinliginde ve 0.70 m x 0.70 m
dlgiilerinde bir aydinlanma agklhi@ bulun-
maktadur (Resim: 11). Aydinlanma boslugu-
nun dis ¢evresi bir gerceve ile cercevelene-
rek, sanki buramn uzaktan bir pencereymis
gibi gériinmesi saglanmistir. Mezar girisi bu
haliyle, Van Kalesi kayalhifginin giiney yiiziin-
de bulunan I¢ Kale'deki Kral Menua'ya ait
mezar odasimin girvisiyle gok biiyiik bir ben-
zerlik géstermektedir (Tarhan 2001, fig. 4).
Bundan da onemlisi kap ilizerindeki isik
aciklign, Menua mezar disinda, Urartu Kral-
Lig1'min yayihim alam icinde simdilik yalmz
ca ikinci drnegi olusturmaktadir. Mezar ici-
nin ve kapi gcevresinin tas ve toprakla kapalh
olmas: yuiziinden, kap: alt mil yatagimn olup
olmadig belli olmamaktadir.

Ana kayamn oyulmasiyla olusturulan
ana salon 4.40 m x 5. 00 m biiyilikliigiinde ve
ortalama 3.20 m yiiksekliginde kare bir
plan gdstermektedir. Tonozlu ana salonun
duvarlarnmin tist ksmindalki tek sira disli
silme, tiim gevreyi dolanir. Bilindigi gibi bu
tir disli silmeler, konutlarda tavani tasiyan
yarim yuvarlak kiris uclarnnmn kayaya uygu-
lanmis bigimleridir. Ana salonun tonozlu
ve tek sira digli silmeli olugu, Van Kalesi
kayalifinin giiney yiiziindeki I¢ Kale'de
Kral Menua'ya ait mezar odasinin ana salo-
nuyla ¢ok biiyiik bir benzerlik gistermekte-
dir (Celik 2000, 113). Aradaki en &énemli
fark, duvarlannda nislerin bulunmus ol-
masidir. Tabandan ortalama 1.40- 1.50 m
yiiksekliginde olan nisler, girisin karsisin-
daki bat1 duvarinda 4 adet, kuzey ve giliney
duvarlarinda da birer adet ve giris kapisi-
mn saginda ve solunda birer adet olmak
tizere toplam 8 adettir (Resim: 12). Nisler
ortalama 0.70 m x 0.70 m biiyikligiinde
olup, 0.55 m derinligindedir. Ana salondaki
bu nisler, yine Van Kalesi kayalifinin gii-
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neybatisinda "Horhor Mezan" olarak adlan-
dinlan I, Argisti'ye (M.O. 786-764) ait meza-
rin ana salonundaki nislerin tasarnmlanyla
cok biiyilik bir benzerlik géstermektedir, Ta-
banin tas, toprak ve hayvan giibresiyle kap-
li olmas1 yliziinden, diiz olup olmadig gdri-
lememektedir. Ancak hallun yapmis oldu-
gu kacak kazilarda, tabanin ana kayadan
olustugu ve diizeltildigi gériilmektedir,

Ana salondan kuzeydeki (sagdaki) me-
zar odasina 1.70 m yiiksekliginde, 0.90 m
genislifinde ve 0.50 m derinliginde bir ka-
piyla girilmektedir (Hesim: 13). Dikdértgen
bir plan gosteren bu mezar odas: 3.20 m x
2.10 élgiilerinde olup, 2.20 m yiiksekligin-
dedir. Ana salon gibi bunun da tavam to-
nozludur, Mezar odasimin dogu ve giineyba-
t1 kdselerinde birer nis bulunmaktaysa da,
bunlar daha sonra tahrip edilmistir. icerde
Glii teknesi ya da 46li yatagl gériilmemekte-
dir. Giineydeki (soldaki) mezar odasina ise
2.20 m yiiksekliginde ve 1.80 m genisligin-
de bir kapidan girilmektedir (Resim: 14).
Ancak kap: bozuldugu i¢in, bu kadar genis-
lemistir. Normalde kap: genisliginin 1 m ol-
dugu anlasilmaktadir. Yine kabaca dikddért-
gen bir plan gdsteren bu oda 2.30 m x 2.80
m biliylikliiglinde olup, 2.30 m yiliksekligin-
dedir. Mezar odasinin kuzey ve giliney du-
varlarinda da ikiserden toplam 4 adet nis
bulunmalktadir. Bilindigi gibi bu nislere
dllinilin cesgitli kisisel esyalan ile armagan-
lar konulmaktaydi. Bu oda da 6lii yatag ve-
ya 6l teknesi goériilmemektedir. Gerek ana
salona yukardan agilan baca bicimli oyuk-
tan asagiya atilan tas, toprak ve yagmur su-
lar, gerekse definecilerin yapmis olduklar
kacak kazlar sonucunda, bu 6nemli mezar
odalar her gecen giin biraz daha fazla tah-
rip olmaktadar.

Ana kaya igine oyularak yapilan bu tir
mezarlar, Yakin Dogu'daki en eski ve anit-
sal mezarlardir. Dogu Anadolu Bélgesi'nde
kayaliklara oyularak yapilan bu meszarlar,
yalnizea Urartular'a ozgildir. Bu ytizden
Yogunhasan kaya mezar amtsal gérintimi
ve dzenli ig¢iligiyle, tipik bir ydnetici meza-
ndir. Yogunhasan kaya mezarinn hangi
kral déneminde yapildifim gésteren cok
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énemli bulgulara sahibiz. Ornegin kaya me-
zarimin girisi tzerindeki acikhlk, ¢cok odah
ve tonozlu ana salondaki disli silmeler, Van
Kalesi kayahifimin gliney yliziinde yer alan
Ie Kale'deki Kral Menua'ya ait kaya mezari-
min benzerini olusturmaktadir. Hatta ben-
zerinden de éte, Menua mezarinin minyati-
riint olusturmalktadir. Bu yiizden Yogunha-
san kaya mezarinin Kral Menua déneminde
vapildigl kesinlik kazanmaltadir.

Kalenin lizerinde ana kayaya oyulmus
mezar odasi ve su kuyusuna benzeyen bir
talkim bosluklar varsa da, bunlarin i¢i agiz
larma kadar tas ve toprakla dolu oldugu
icin, simdilik kesin islevleri konusunda
herhangi bir sey sdylemek hemen hemen
olanaksiz gibidir. Kalenin Ortagag'a degin
yerlesmeye sahne olmasi, bir ¢ok mimari
yapimn tahrip olmasina neden olmustur,

Kalenin 350-400 m gilineybatisinda ise
bir gélet bulunmaktadir (Resim: 15). Deniz
seviyesinden 1875 m yilikseklikte yer alan
géleti Yogunhasan Kalesi'nin adina uygun
olarak, Yogunhasan Gdéleti olarak adlandir-
mayl uygun bulduk. Kabaca oval bir plan
gisteren gdlette biriken sular, kar, yagmur
ve Gzellikle cok sayidaki kaynak suyunun
birlesmesinden olusmaktadir. Gdéletin gii-
neyinde dogu-bat1 dogrultusunda dogal bir
duvar gibi yiikselen Kondul Dag1 (2150 m)
olduke¢a zengin su kaynaklarina sahiptir.
Dagin eteklerindeki kaynaklardan ¢ikan su-
larn timi, kuzeyde yer alan gélette birilti-
rilmektedir. Ancak siddetli heyelandan do-
layn Kondul Dagi’'nin egimli olan kuzey yo-
niine dogru kaymasi sonucunda, hem gdéle-
tin bigimi bozulmus. hem de gdletin i¢i dol-
maya baslamistir. Buna karsin giinlimiizde
kile gélette oldukca fazla su bulunmaktadar,

Dipnotlar

1- Yojunhasan Kalesl i1k koez 2000 ynlhinda Dr. Alpaslan Coylan
tarafindan bulunmus ve dn calisma yapilmastir.

2- Yofunhasan Kalesi ve yalkin gevresinde genis kapsamh ola-
rak stirdiirddfimiiz galigma, 2001 yilimin Temmuaz ayinda ger-
geklostirilmistiv. Bilimsel baskanhfim altinda yircitilen bu
galismaya Dr, Alpaslan Ceylan, Arag. Gdr. Aml Yilmaz (M. A,
Arag, Gdr. Gamze Yilmaz, Arag. Gir, Gilirkan Ergin (M. A.) vo
Miifit Yakut katilmistir. Bakanhk temsileilifii gorevind ise,
Samsun Miizesi asistanlanndan Ugur Terzi yapmagtir, Cok bil-
yiik bir bagamnyla galisan meslektaslarimizs igten tegolhkiir ot-
meyl zevidll bir gdrov sayarz.
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Gdéletin duvar, kuzeybat: kesimi kapat-
maktadir (Cizim: 6, Resim: 16). Ancak du-
varin ig¢te ikisinden fazlas: yikilmistir. Gé-
let duvarimin ne zaman yilaldignn, kdyiin
yaslilar: da hatirlayamamaktadir. Gélet du-
varinin bati kism yikilmadan giliniimiize
ulasmissa da, bunun iizeri yer yer toprakla
kapanmastir, Ortalama 5 m genisgligindeki
duvarin yapim teknigi ve plam, Van Bélge-
si'nde Kral Menua dénemine tarihlenen
Siiphan, Siis ve Cirisgél Barajlarnin du-
varlarina benzemektedir (Belli 1994, 78 vd.;
Belli 1995, 24 vd.; Belli 2000, 265 vd.).

Kuzey yiniine dogru akitilan sular, te-
raslar halinde diizenlenen arazide yer alan
meyve ve sebze bahcelerinin su ihtiyacim
karsilamaktadir. Giinlimiizde bile Aras Ir-
ma@i'na degin uzanan arazi, meyve ve seb-
ze baheeleriyle doludur. Géletin duvan y-
kilmasina karsin, golette biriken sular ha-
la meyve ve sebze bahcelerine hayat ver-
mektedir. Géletin de tipk kaledeki yoneti-
ci mezan gibi Kral Menua ddéneminde ya-
pildign anlasilmalktadar.

Gaorildigi gibi Orta Tung Cagi'nda ku-
ruldugu anlasilan Yogunhasan Kalesi, asil
tnemini Urartu Krallifi'min erken ddéne-
minde kazanmistir. Ozellikle Kral Menua
tarafindan Diauehi Ulkesi'ne yapilan aske-
ri seferlerde ¢ok énemli bir yénetim mer-
kezi olarak gérev yapmistir. Kale bu dne-
mini, Kral I. Argisti (M. O. 786-764) déne-
minde Diauehi Ulkesi'ne yapilan askeri se-
ferlerde de siirdirmiistiir. Ancak yalin
cevrede simdilik herhangi bir givi yazlh
belgenin bulunmamasi1 yilziinden, bu
dnemli yonetim merkezinin Urartu Krallig
dénemindeki adinin ne oldugunu bilmiyo-
'z,

3- Kalenin, kaya mezarmin ve giletin topografik plan vo kesit-
leri ile difer harita ve gizimler Arss, Gor, Aml Yilmaz (M. A,
Okutman Erkan Konyar (M. A, Arag. Gar. Can Avol, Arasg,
Gar, Ismail Ayman ve Fillz Karabacak (M. A.) tarafindan yapil-
mustir, Titiz ve dzenli cahsmalanndan dolay meslektaslarnm-
=0 gok togokkir ederiz,

4 Cdmlegl yaynlamamiza izin veren Koars Mize Miidiirg Sa-
vin Nocmeitin Alp'a cok tegoekkiir ederiz,
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Gizim 2: Yogunhasan Kale'sinin plani
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S On Glirlimag

Giiney Duvar
Gliney-Kuzey Kesiti

‘%’ .

Yogunhasan Kalesi
2001

Cizim 3: Yogunhasan Kale'sinin gliney duvarn ve kesiti
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Ycgunhasan Goleti

Cizim 6: Yogunhasan gdletinin plan ve kesiti
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Resim 1: Yogunhasan Kalesi, batidan gorindm
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Resim 2: Dogusu ve kuzeyi dik bir ugurumla sonuglanan Yogunhasan Kalesi
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Resim 3: Teraslar halinde yapilan bati ve glney duvarlar, giineybatidan gériinim

R

Resim 4; Teraslar halinde yapilan giiney duvarlan,dogudan gériinim
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Resim 5: Guney duvarlaninin tas orgiisi

Resim 6: Bati duvarinin tag érgisi
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Resim 7: Bati duvarindaki kapi acikligi

Resim 8: Cok renkli (polikrom) boya bezemeli comilek
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Resim 9: Yazilitas yazitimin genel goranamu
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Resim 10: Yazilitas yazih, detay
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Resim 11: Kaya mezar girisi ve
dstiindeki aydinlanma
acigi

Resim 12: Kaya mezarimin tonozlu ana salonu ve nigler
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Resim 13: Kuzeydeki mezar
odasinin kapisi

Resim 14: Guneydeki mezar odasinin bozulan kapisi
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Resim15: Yogunhasan Kalesi ve géleti, glineybatidan goériinim

Resim 16: Yogunhasan goleti ve yikilan kuzey duvan




TUBA-AR V (2002)

Labraunda Acik Hava Kilt Alani

Open Air Cult
Area In Labraunda

*Bilal SOGUT, **Celal SIMSEK, ***Asuman BALDIRAN

Anahar sarcikion Kill, Labraunda, Kybela, nig, Zeus, kap, basamak,
Koywords: Cult, Labraunda, Kybale, niches, Zeus, door. slair.

Labraunda, connected to the ancient city of Mylassa, was a sacred religious center for the Caria
region. The remains are situated in the northeast side of the sacred area between and in front of
two large rocks that rise approximately 10-15 m height. Among the ruins are several small niches
cut into the rocks, one big niche, a door, stairs, a channel for libations. In addition, several sitting
places might be mentioned.

The fact that the Labraunda was built into rocks and that the cult area was entered through rocks,
links the site with Yazlikaya, another religious site situated in a naturally rocky environments.
The Labraunda cult area, therefore, has many similarities with monuments chiseled into rock
facades and those, in particular, built in forest for the Goddess Kybele.

Since the Bronze Age, it is an Anatolian tradition to built monuments and produce reliefs near the
natural water sources. Labraunda followed this tradition; it was built on the high rocks near the
region’s main water source, similar to the sacred area of Eumeneia Kybele in Phrygia. In
Labraunda, like the open-air temple of Karahisar, the monuments carved rocks were grouped
together to form a religious center.

The Labraunda ruins are indicative of an old and native Anatolian tradition. An explanation for the
Classic Period'’s use of the cult area - dedicated to the God Zeus- is the pre-existing veneration of
the same space. Carians worshiped their Gods, like the Urartians and the Phiygians, through
nature, through water source and natural stone. A door cut into rock, an altar with stairs, and
indeed the entire sacred area was constructed to demonstrate the power of the God. The
Labraunda cult area represents a synthesis between the Urartian Culture in the East, the Phrygian
Culture in the Middle West, and the Ionian Culture along the Aegean. This synthesis is also rep-
resented in attributes of statues, such as the Goddess Artemis in Ephesus and on Zeus in
Labraunda.

Yrd. Do Dr. Bilsl SOGUT, Pamukkale Universitesi, Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi, Arkeoloi ve Sanat Tarihil Bélimu DENIZLE
“* ¥ee Dog Or. Celnd SIMSEK, Pamukkale Universitest, Fen-Edebiyatl Fakiiltesi, Arkeolo)i ve Sanat Tarihi Balimd DENIZLI
“** Yed Dog Dr. Asuman BALDIRAN, Selgul Universitesi, Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltest, Arkeoloji Baltimid KONYA
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Labraunda! Karya Bdélgesi'ndeki en
dnemli dini merkezlerden birisidir?. Comak
(Kocayayla) Dagi'min ormanla kaph giliney
yamacinda Zeus'a? ithaf edilmis olan bu kut-
sal alanda, 1948-1960 yllan arasinda belirli
araliklarla Isve¢ kaz ekibi calismalar yap-
mig? ve bu calismalarin sonuclar bir seri
olarak yayimlanmisti®, En gpérkemli déne-
mini Hekatomnosogullan Dénemi'nde® ya-
sayan Labraunda'min Klasik Dénem énece-
sindeki dini énemi haklundaki bilgiler ol-
dukca simirhdir . Yalmez Zeus tapinaginin 70
m. kuzeydogusunda bulunan kahnftilar, bu-
radaki kutsalligin Anadolu'ya dzgi kékli bir
geemisinin oldugunu gdstermektedir, Lab-
raunda ve cevresi ile ilgili yapilan gcalisma-
larda bu kalintilarnn bir kism sadece kent
plaminda gdsterilmis?, ancak amt ile ilgili
herhangi bir calisma yapilmamastir.

Burada inceledifimiz kahntilar Zeus ta-
punagimn kuzeybatisindaki, dromoslu me-
zar amtimn dogusunda, yaklasik 10-15 m.
yiiksekligindeki iki biliylik kayanin birbirine
bakan cephelerinde ve arasinda bulunmalk-
tadir. Bu kalintilar arasinda kayalara islen-
mis toplu kiiglik nisler, biiytik bir nig, kapm,
basamaklar, akitma kanali ve oturma yerleri
gdrilmektedir. Kayalarnn arasinda gériilen
kalintilarin disindaki béltimler, maki calila-
r1 ile kaplanmis ve agilta kalan baz kisim-
lar da defineciler tarafindan ve dogal eroz
yonla tahrip olmustur. Dogu ve bati yénde
kayalann cephelerinde ve zeminde goriilebi-
len yerli kayalara oyulmus kisimlar burada
gnemli bir anitin varlignini, daha da étesinde
burasimin bir kutsal alan olabilecegini gds-
termektedir.

Egimli arazide, cam agac¢larinin arasinda
kuzey-giliney yoniinde uzanan, doguda ve ba-
tida iki yiiksek kaya kiitlesi bulunmalkta-
dar(Plan 1, Ciz.1-2, Res.1). Bu iki kayamn gii-
ney kismi 30 m. ytiksekliginde dik bir ugu-
rum seklindedir ve ugurumun dibinde bir su
kaynag vardir(Res.2). Uc yénden dogal ka-
yalik ile ¢evrili olan alana kuzeyden ve gii-
neybat1 yénden girilebilmektedir. Kuzeyden
glineye dogru egimli bir zemine sahip olan
bu alanin kuzey yéni orijinalde kapal olma-
hidir, Cilinkii bu yolun dogu kenarinda duvar

SOGUT - SIMSEK - BALDNRAN

drglisii kalintis1 vardir ve batiya dogru deva-
manda yerli kayanmin kesilmesiyle olusturul-
mus bir set bulunmaktadir. Kuzey kenar
simdi erozyon nedeniyle egimli bir sekilde-
dir. Kutsal alamin kullamldign dénemlerde,
buras1 yerli kaya ve duvar Grgiisiiyle bir set
seklinde kapatilmistir.

A- Giris

Kiilt alamimn girisi giintimiizde oldugu
gibi, antik dénemde de giineybati késeden,
bu alamin batisinda uzanan kaya kiitlesinin
giiney kenarindan olmahdur. Cilinki topog-
rafik yapidan anlasildifina gore, glineybat
kiiseye batidan gelen bir patika bugiin oldu-
gu gibi antik dénemde de girigin burada ol-
dugunu gdstermektedir. Gilineybatida yer
alan bu girisin kuzeyinde, 10 m. yiiksekligin-
deki kayanmn yola bakan giiney cephesinde
farklhh buyiiklikte 9 nis bulunmakta-
dir{Res.3). Nislerin 5'i, diger 4'line gére daha
bliytiktdr. Bu nislerin 3%inin st kism ya-
rim yuvarlak, digerlerinin iist kenari ise diiz
diir. Niglerin bulundugu bu kayamn déniin-
den gegildikten sonra kutsal alanin esas gi-
ris kapisina ulasilmaktadir, Bu kapidan son-
ra, kullamldigy ddnemde sekiler halinde dii-
zenlenmis olan, gilinlimiizde ise erozyon ne-
deniyle egimli bir sekle déntisen kiilt alam-
na girilmektedir(Res.4).

B- Biiyiik Nig

Kutsal alanin dogu ydniinde yer alan 15
m. yiliksekligindeki yuvarlak kayamin bati
cephesinde dikddrtgen, biiyik ve gergeveli
bir nis bulunmaktadir®. Bu nisin éniinde, ni-
sin ortas1 hizasindan kuzeye dogru nise pa-
ralel olarak gikilan 0,36 m. yliksekliginde bir
basamak vardir. Basamagin cikiig kasimda,
1,05 m. genigliginde diizeltilmis bir bilim
dikkati cekmektedir(Ciz.3, Res.5). Nis ve
dniindeli basamagin isciligi oldukea iyidir.
Kaya kiitlesinde nisin ve basamaklarn hari-
cinde herhangi bir islem yapilmams ve ka-
yva kendi dogalhg ile korunmustur, Ancak
bu kayanin tzerinde, kayaya oyulan duvar
zeminine gdre dikdértgen bir binamn yapl-
mis oldugu anlasiimaktadir. Yalmea gliniimu-
ze, bu binanin duvan icin oyulmus yerler-
den baska hichir kalinti kalmamstir,
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C- Basamaklar

Dikdértgen nisin yer aldig kayanin kar-
sisindaki sivri kayanin, kutsal alana bakan
dogu cephesinde, kuzeyden giineye dogru
baz diizenlemeler yapilmistir(Res.6). Bah
kenarda, kuzeydeki yiliksek kayamn altinda
kiiglik bir diizliik alan ve buna bagh olarak,
asagr dogru inen 3,05 m. uzunlugundalki
alanda, 7 basamak gdriillmektedir®. Basa-
maklarn yiikseklik ve genislikleri asagidan
yukariya dogru cilnldikea artmaktadir. Basa-
maklann ciktign diizlik alandan baslayan ve
basamaklarn dogu kenar boyunca egimli
olan giineye dogru devam eden, bir alitma
kanali vardir. Alkitma kanalinin derinlifi
0,05-0,09 m. arasindadar.

D- Kam

Basamalklarnn islendigi yiiksek kaya ile
giineydeki daha alcak kaya arasinda, baglan-
gicta 2,70 m. genisligindeki bosluga, girisi
kutsal alan iginden olan bir kap yerlestiril-
mistir(Ciz.4-5, Res.7). Kapimn 6nii ve arka-
sinda gdriilen dikdértgen diiz ytizeyli ve ince
yonulu bloklar, kapinin iist ve yan kenarla-
rndan diismiis olmahdir. Esik, girisin oldu-
gu yerde durmaktadir. Esigin!'® her iki ucu,
yanlardaki kayalara agilan oyuklara yerlesti-
rilmistir, Esife gdre kap: genisligi 1,50 m. ol-
malidir. Egigin her iki kenarmnda ve orta bo-
Himiinde bulunan dikdértgen ve yuvarlak
oyuklar, kapimin ahsap ve iki kanath oldugu-
nu gistermektedir!l, Esik {izerinde, kap1 ka-
natlan dniinde yer alan dikddrigen oyuntu
yerinin bir plinteye ait olabilecegi anlasil-
malktadir(Ciz.6). Olasihkla bu oyuntuya td-
ren sirasinda tanricamn heykel ya da kabart-
mas1 yerlestiriliyordu.

Giristen sonraki béliim hichir diizenleme
yvapilmams dogal kayalhktan ibaret oldugu
igin, her iki yéndeki kayalarn durumuna
baglh olarak genislik daralmakta ve sonugta
kaya aciklign 095 m.ye kadar dismekte-
dir(Ciz.1). Buranin devaminda kayanin do-
gal yapisindan her hangi baska bir yere ge-
¢is ya da yol yoktur. Cilinki iki kaya arasin-
daki bu boglugun devam yiliksek bir yar ile
son bulmaktadir. Bu da kapimin her hangi
bir yere giris amach yapilmadifnm gdster-

mektedir. Yalmez ylizeydeki mimari kalintila-
ra gére, orijinalinde kutsal alan icinden ka-
piya balkildiginda, kapinin kapi kanatlan ile
birlikte tam oldugu anlasiimalktadir.

E- Kanal

Yukandan asag dogru, merdivenin dogu
kenar: boyunesa uzanan kanal, kapimin basg-
ladi@ hizada kuzey ucta kaybolmakta ve ka-
p1 esiginin gliney bitiminden sonra yerli ka-
ya uzerinde ana giris kapisimin oldugu gii-
ney yine dogru devam etmektedir(Res.B).
Yukandan gelen siv1 kapr dniindeki téren-
lerde ve bir sekilde Kybele kapis1 dniinden
gecerek ikinei kanal yoluyla gilineydeki giri-
se alkaitilarak(Res.4) seremoni icin kullanmli-
yordu. Ancak bu kanalin kap1 éntindeki sek-
li ve devamindaki kanal ile olan baglantis:
haklunda, kesin bir sey siylemek zordur,

F- Teraslar

Dikdértgen nisli kaya ile basamalh kaya
arasinda ortalama 10 m. genisliginde bir
alan bulunmaktadir. Bu alan kuzeyden eroz-
yonla gelen toprak ve tasla dolmustur. Bura-
da dogu-bat1 yoniinde yerli kaya kesilerek ve
bir kismuna duvar ériilerek hiiyiik nigse ka-
dar uzanan bir teras olugturulmustur. Bu te-
rastan list lusma gecis ise dogu kenarda ni-
sin éniinde olmaldir. Yalmz kuzey kenara
yakin orta kisimda kademeli bir béliim dik-
kati cekmektedir(Ciz.1, Res.7). Bu kademeli
béliimiin orta kisminda, 0,19 m. yliksekligin-
deki ilk basamakta her iki yéndeki kenarlar
dan daha dnce baslayan 0,68 m. genisligin-
de, 0,18 m. derinlifginde bir seviye vardir. Nk
basamaktan sonra, ortalama 1 m. devam
eden diizliik kuzey kenarda 0,52-0,92 m. yiik-
sekliginde bir yiikselti ile son bulmalktadr.
Bu yiikseltinin tist kismu dogudan batiya
dogru iki basamak seklinde kademelidir. Bu
kademe, olusturulan teras duvarimn yeri ol-
malidir. Terasin éniinde ileri ¢ilkinti yapan
diizliikte ise, téreni yoneten rahibin oturdu-
fu koltugun yeri gérillmektedir.

Bu kiilt alamnal? kayalarn arasindan
gecilmesi ve etrafimin dogal kayalarla si-
nirlandirilmis bir mekandan olusmasi, ilk
anda Yazlhikaya'? gibi dogal kayalik ortam-




lara kurulmus olan kutsal mekanlari cag-
ristirmaktadir. Ozellikle Labraunda kiilt
alaminmin; Anadolu'da Kybele igin ormanhk
alanlarda!! ve yesillikler arasinda, aym ek-
sen ilizerinde karsilikh kayalarin cephele-
rinde yer alan bir kaya nisi ve kaya oyu-
gundan olusan amtlara olan benzerligi faz-
ladir. Tung cagindan beri yerel olarak ya-
pilmis bir ¢ok kabartma ve amitlann dogal
su kaynaklarinin yakininda yer almasi, bir
Anadolu gelenegidir'® Bu gelenege bagh
olarak, Labraunda acgik hava kiilt alan,
Frigya'daki Eumeneia Kybele kutsal ala-
n1'é ve diger kutsal alanlarda oldugu gibi,
ana su kaynagimn yaninda yiikselen kaya-
lik alanda yapilmistir. Ayrica 6niinde basa-
mak bulunan biiyiik bir nisin olmasi, diiz
lestirilmis bir mekan ve kayamn &ziine
ulasmayl temsil eden basamaklarn bulun-
mas1, gériinilirde devami olmay1p, manasal
bir amag ig¢in yapildig anlasilan bir kap-
mn olmasi, sivi sunularn akitildiga bir ka-
nal ile degisik dlgililerde ve gekillerde nis-
lerin yapilmasi, Anadolu i¢in yerli oldugu
bilim adamlarnca tereddiitsiiz kabul edi-
len, kéklii bir inancin!? belgelerinden bas-
ka ne olabilir?. Burada, Karahisar acik ha-
va tapinaginda!® oldugu gibi, Anadolu'nun
farkl bélgelerinde her giin bir yenisi tan-
tilan; bazen tek tek, bazen de gruplar halin-
de gdirdiigliimiiz kaya amtlar birlestirilmis
ve bir kutsal alan olusturulmustur.

Kutsal alanin girisi éntinde kayalarin yii-
zeyine iglenmis olan kiigiik nisler, bu kiilt
alaninin girisini ve bu alamin dini dnemini
gidstermektedir. Kiilt ile ilgili oldugu agik
olan bu niglerden!® Urartularda Harput'da2®
ve bu bélgede Latmos Herakleia'sinda yol
kenarlarinda ve evlerde®!, Besik Kale'de do-
gal kayalar arasina oyulmus Kybele kutsal
alaninda®® yaygin olarak gérilmektedir.
Daglarn ve kayalarnn kutsallifina inamldig
igin, yol kenanndaki kayalann yiizeylerine
Fasillar'da toplu hag¢larin yapilmas: ve Kara-
hisar'da Arapca "Allah" yazlarnmn yazlmasi
kutsallik agisindan bunlarn bir devamidir.
Bunlar énemli gecislere, kayalara ve dagla-
rim kutsallifina inanan insanlarnn kendi
inanclarina gdre verdikleri dnemi géster-
meldedir.
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Labraunda kutsal alaminin en énemli ka-
hintilarindan birisi dogudaki kayada gdriilen
nigtir. Buradaki nisin genisligi yliksekligin-
den daha az oldugu ig¢in yatay durmaktadir.
Anadolu'da girdiigiimiiz 6rnekler genelde
dikeydir ve bunlar nis veya mihrap olarak
isimlendirilmistir. Mihraplar ile birlikte ve-
ya ayri olarak iglenmis yatay nislerin de var-
lign bilinmektedir. Tuspa Meherkap: kaya ta-
pinaginda® mihraphk, yalaninda yatay bir
nis ile birlikte goriilmektedir. Samos kent
dagi mihrapligindaki?? drneklerin birisi dik-
dértgen iken, digeri kareye yalkandir. Oleek
olarak daha kiigiik ve toplu olarak diizenlen-
mis olan Efes Panayir Da@?’ ve Telmessos
Kale®® mihraphklannda, genisligi yliksekli-
Einden az ve fazla olan drnekler toplu olarak
yvapilmiglardir. Nislerin kenarlarinda gdrii-
len ¢erceveler ise, Tuspa Meherkam kaya ta-
pmaginda?? biiylik, Koycegiz Asartepe mih-
rabinda®® kiiglik drneklerde goériilebilen ge-
nel bir uygulamadir®®, Hemite daginin Ana-
zarbos'a bakan yamacinda, kitabe ile Zeus
Olybris'e adanmis bir kiilt yeri oldugu anla-
silan bir nis bulunmustur®?, Bu nig yatay dik-
dértgen seklindedir ve nis kenan ile tas yii-
zeyi oldugu gibi birakilip her hangi bir du-
zeltme yapilmanmstir. Bu mihraplhiklarn ya
da nislerin kabartmal ya da kabartmasiz ol-
malarinda her hangi bir fark olmadign gibi,
biiyiik ya da kiiciik olmasinda veya vatay ya
da dikey olmasimda da her hangi bir anlam
farklilign yoktur. A. Diler tarafindan Ka-
unos'da bulunan ve agz bir stelle kapatilan
gomii nisleri®! disindakilerin hepsi, kapak-
s1Zz ve hep aym anlamda; kiilt igin yapilmas-
lardir®2, Bilinen o6rneklere gore sekil ve su-
nuldugu alan olarak Labraunda nisinin de
kiilt amach yapildig agiktir,

Kutsal alamin bati kenarindaki sembolik
kap, kaya mihraplar gibi distiniilip yaml-
mastir. Kaya mihraplan ile kapilar dzde aym-
dirlar®, Kapilar bir yere girisi, nisler de aym
anlamda kayamn ya da dagin dziine acilisi
ifade etmektedirler. Manadaki bu benzerlik
sekilde de aymidir. Ciinkii nisin gerisinde ka-
yanin dzi ve kayamin da arkasinda dagin
kendisi, daga ac¢ilan ve fonksiyonel olmayan
kapimin gerisinde ise, dogal kayalik ve yine
dagin kendisi vardir. Her ikisinde de ulasi-
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lan nokia tektir. Sadece nisler, kapilarn bi-
raz daha sembolize edilmis bigimidir. Van-
Tugpa Meherkapi'da kaya niglerinin giini-
miize kadar "kap" ismiyle gelmesi, bu se-
kildeki kalintilarnn isim ve manada bir ayn-
mimn olmadigin gostermesi agisindan ¢ok
dnemlidir??,

Nisler ile kapilar arasindaki sekil®® ve an-
lam benzerligi, Urartularda da gdriilmekte-
dir. Urartu tapinaklar: genellikle tek cepheli
olduklan igin tiim agirhk &én cepheye veril-
mis®” ve tapinak girisleri kemerli ve dikdont-
gen seklinde insa edilmistir®®, Bu tapinak
girisleri ayni sekilde nislere yansimis ve nis-
ler hem dikdé&rtgen, hem kemerli*® olarak
yapilmistir®®, Dikdértgen veya kemerli; igi
bos olarak yapilan nisler Urartu tapinak ka-
pilanmn kapal: sekli, kiilt heykeli gériilen
nisler ise, tapiak kapilannmn acik sekli ola-
rak yorumlanmistirt!, Urartularda da, Kybe-
le nislerinde oldugu gibi, kap1 ya da nislerin
arkasinda tanrnnin varoldugu wve buradan
her an ¢ikabilecegine inamlmistirt®, Labra-
unda'daki kap da aym diistince ve inancla
yapilmis olmah ve ahsap kapimn énilinde
esikte varolan dikdértgen oyu@a ise, téren
esnasinda tanrcamn heykeli veya kabart-
masi konulmus olmalidar.

Frigya'da Aslankaya mihrabinind? sanki
ice acilmms kapm kanatlan gibi betimlenisi,
benzer gekilde, kap olarak yorumlanmasin-
dan kaynaklanmis olmalidir®®, Clinki Urar
tularda oldugu gibi*s, Frig amitlarinda da bu
niglerin adi kapidir ve Urartularda Hal-
di'nin, Frigler'de Kybele'nin evine acilir. Zi-
vistan (Elmal)'da Hazine Piri Kapis148, Yesi-
lalig (Pagan)'da Yesilalic kapisii’, Toprakka-
le'de Meher Kap1®, Géyniik'te Kumecabogaz
kapikayat?, Emregdl kiyisinda Biyiikkap-
kaya® ve Kiiclikkapikaya'min® hepsi birer
nistir, kap kaya olarak isimlendirilmistir ve
tanr-tanricamn evinin adidir. Alaburun ti-
miiliistiniin dogu yamacinda yapilan kaz-
da®® U geklinde bir alan ve 1,20 m. genisli-
finde her hangi bir yere girisi olmayan, Lab-
raunda’dakine manada benzer bir kap tes-
pit edilmistir. Bu kapimin da her ilkd yan ke-
narlan hi¢cbir diizeltme yapilmadan biralal-
mig dogal kayadir. Labraunda érneginde ol-

dugu gibi kapimn tist kasminda lento taginin
her iki ucunun yerlestirildigi oyuk ve kam
zemininde esik tespit edilmis®® (Res.8) ve bu
alanmn bir agik hava tapinag veya bir kutsal
alan olabilecegi belirtilmistir®,

Midaskent'in Yazilikayasi, kayaya kazl-
mis mimari resmiyle tam bir tapinak gdériin-
tiisiindedir ve lento ve sévesiyle vurgulanan
kapinin gerisinde nisin icinde ise, Kybele
betimlenmistir. Bu F. Isilin da belirttigi gi-
bi%", kam acilmis icindeki tanrcga yontusu
goriiniiyor gibi olus..."tan baska bir sey ola-
maz. Burada tanncgamin evi digtan etkili goé-
riiniimiiyle gz kamastiran kabuk degil,
mihrapla simgelestirilen ve bir kapiyla giri-
len dagin dip derinlikleridir®, Daglarn igin-
deki derinliklere acilan kaya kaplan, tanr-
sal giiclin simgesi olan mihraplardird?,
Kybele'nin evinin dagin i¢inde oldugunun
kabul edilmislifinin bir gdstergesi olarak,
daglara ya da kayanin dziine a¢ilan mihrap-
lar, Anadolu insam tarafindan mana ile ilis-
kili bir sekilde, kap: olarak isimlendirilmis-
tir?®, Daglardaki bu kayalarda var olan mih-
raplar veya kapilann kutsallifn ve manasi
hep aym anlamda devam etmistir®. Labra-
unda agik hava kiilt alamndaki kap digerle-
ri gibi bu dini uygulamanin giizel 6rnekle-
rinden birisidir,

Kutsal alamin dogu yoniindeki nisin
éniinde bulunan iki basamagin ve devamin-
daki dogal kayalk éniinde biten diizlestiril-
mis alan ile batida kapinin tistii hizasindan
baslayip 7 basamaktan sonra diizlestivilmis
bir alan ile son bulan basamakh bdéliimler,
doguda Urartulardan baslayip, Anadolu'nun
diger bdlgelerine yaylan kaya amtlarnndan-
dir. Bunlarda basamaklarn azhig veya gok-
lugu manada énemli degildir. Bu anitlarda
dnemli olan basamakl bir ylikselis ve bu-
nun ifade ettigi anlamdir. Labraunda'da ba-
samakh amtlarn birinin nisin dniinde, dige-
rinin kapimin yaminda olmas, dzellikle seci-
lip yapilmis oldugunu géstermektedir. Bun-
larin arasindaki en énemli benzerlik, her iki-
sinin de kayamin dniinde, kayaya paralel
yiikselmesidir. Bu yiikselisler kayamin 6zii-
ne ulasmaktadir. Yalniz bu basamaklar ya-
nminda bulunan amtin diger béliimleri ile de
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iligkili olduklan i¢in kayalara paralel yapil-
mak zorunda kalmistir, Basamakh sunaklar-
da var olan fonksiyonlarin tamami burada
da goriilebilir. Karahisarf?, Payalar Yayla-
s18!, Merdiven Gedigi®? ve Domuztepe® anmt-
larmda bulunan basamaklar kayamn orta
kisminda son bulurken, Pertek Urartu tapi-
mm alamnda®, Midas®, Beysehir-Karahi-
sar'daf, Dibektasi'nda% oldugu gibi kaya-
mn zirvesinde de sonlana bilmektedir. Lab-
raunda’'daki basamakl anmitlar, yanlannda
bulunan kaya kiitlelerine bagh olmalar ve
onun Gzinde son bulmalan balnmindan bi-
rinci gruba, basamaklarn en sonunda diiz
bir alan ile son bulmas: balnimindan ise ikin-
ci gruba girmektedir. Bu basamakli amitlarn
tarnami ézde aym manay: ifade ettilkleri igin,
ya kayanin dziine, ya da kayanin zirvesine
ulasmalktadir.

Batidaki basamaklarnn dogu kenan bo-
yunca devam edip, kapimin tizerinden gece-
rek kutsal alana giris kapisina ulasan kanal,
aym sekilde diger amitlarda fazla goriilme-
yven bir uygulamadir, Yalmz detaylar ince-
lendiginde pek cok ydnlerin diger amtlara
benzedigi dikkati gekmektedir. Basamakh
sunaklarda sivi sunular i¢in genelde basa-
maklarn bitimindeki diizliikte sunu canag
bulunmaktadu®, Burada ise sunu canag
yok, yalmz basamaklarin yaninda kanal var-
dir. Basamak sayis1 farkh olmakla birlikte
aym sekilde basamak ve yamndaki kanal-
dan Karahisar'da® da bulunmaktadir. Kara-
hisar'daki bu kanal yikilmis olan amtin ist
kismindan gelmekte ve en alt basamalkta
kalmalktadir. Yalniz Labraunda'da sekilde
onemli bir farkhlhk vardir ve kanal kutsal
alamin girisinde son bulmaktadir. Biiyiik ola-
silikla Labraunda'da yukandan alatilan sivi
sunu ile hem mihrap anlaminda kullamlan
kap, hem de giris kapisimin éni kutsanmas
olmaktadir, Clinkii kanal girigin dis kasmin-
da son bulmaktadir. Buras: aym zamanda
kiigiik nislerin bulundugu alandir(Res.3-4).

Burada gériilen kanal, Hitit-Urartu ve
Frig uygarhklarim birbirine baglayan ve bu
kiiltlir ortakhifinin bir baska iirinii olarak
kabul edilen siwvi sunma islevinin bir baska
geklidir . Frigya'daki tapinma amach Delikli-
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tas?®, Maltas™s, Findik™, Degirmen®® ve Bah-
sayis (Bahsis)™ kaya anitlar mihrabina inen
kuyular ile bu kanal arasinda da yalkin bir
benzerlik kurmak miimkiindiir, Cinki bu
anitlarda ortak olan y6n, sunu ve kutsanma-
dir. V. Ozkaya bu anitlarda Taurobolium (bo-
falarin kurban edilmesi) ve Criobolium
(koglarin kurban edilmesi) térenlerinin ya-
pildigani, Kybele icin boga, Attis icin de kog
kurban edildigini belirtmektedir™. Urartu
Yesilahic kapisindaki yazita gdre, Haldi kapi-
51 igin bir koyun kurban edileceginin belir-
tilmis olmasi, eskiden de bu gelenegin var
oldugunu géstermektedir.

Dogudaki nis ile batidaki basamaklar
arasinda, aym hizada bulunan basamalkl bé-
lim digerlerinden farkli olarak diizenlen-
mistir(Res.8). Dogal kayada, 6nce her iki ke-
nar geride, dikddrtgen olarak orta kism ile-
ride bir ¢ilanty olusturacak sekilde bir basa-
mak yapilmig, sonra genis bir diizlik ve bu-
nun gerisinde, dnceki kisma dik olarak daha
yiikselkte kademeler yerlestirilmistir. Aym
yonde bulunan biri ileride, digeri geride
olan basamallar ile aym hizada fakat yiik-
seklik fark ile ayilan basamaklar, koltuklu
amtlarda gériilmektedir. Midaskent™ ve Ka-
rahisar'da®?, oturulacak koltuga ¢ikan basa-
maklar ileride ve dnce baslamalkta, altara ¢i1-
kan basamaklar ise daha geridedir. Her iki
basama@in aym yerde, ayn yinde yan yana
olmasina ragmen, bu farkh baslama ile belir-
gin bir farkhihk dikkati cekmektedir®!. Ben-
zerlikler dikkate alindifinda burada da ben-
zer sekilde bir koltuk var oclmahdir, Yalmz
buradaki koltuk tek basinaydi. Ciinkii bura-
da gerekli torenlerin yapilacagi alanlar, ayni
mekanda biraz aralikh yapilmisti. Her iki-
sinde de koltuklar aym fonksiyondaydi ve
buraya rahip oturuyor olmaliydi. Burada var
olan koltuk ise, yerli kayaya sabitlenmis ol-
madifn veya tasinabilir oldugu ic¢in bugiin
yerinde giriilememektedir. Bu seviyenin ar-
kasindaki kayalann kesilmesiyle olusturu-
lan yiikseltiler ise, buraya yerlestirilen kol-
tugun arka kismim ve iist terasin duvar ze-
minini olusturmalktadir.

Yiizeydeki kalintilara goére, acik hava
kiilt alanmimin tarihini belirlemek zordur. An-
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cak Herodotos'un(V, 119) Zeus Labraundos'a
yalmzea yerli halk olan Karyalilarin kurban
verdigini belirtmesi, o dénemde burasinin
eski bir kiilt alam oldugunu ve burada eski-
den gelen Karyalilara ait Klasik Dénem dn-
cesine giden dini bir 6nemin var oldugunu
gostermektedir . Labraunda M.O. 4. yy'da He-
katomnosogullarn Dénemi'nde gdsterisli du-
ruma getirilmistir. Mylasa'da dogmus olan
Mausolos'un baslattif ve kardesi Idrieus'un
tamamladign tapinagin Zeus'a ait olmasi®2,
Labraunda'nin kutsalligini ve basg tann ile il-
gili eski ve kdkli bir kiilttin varhigim bildik-
lerini gdstermektedir. Sikkelerde 6nce sa-
vasgl kimligi ile betimlenen ZeusS3, daha
sonra alisilmisin disinda Efesli Artemisi an-
diran Arkailk bhir goriiniimle cikaral, kendi-
sinden dnceki bir tanrca ile birlestirilmig®4
ve onun bazi sembolleri ile birlikte tasvir
edilmistir®>(Res.9).

Labraunda'da tanmnin Efes Artemisi gibi
yumrulardan olusan testisler ve kiilt elbise-
siyle gdsterilmesi, 6ziin ana tanrgaya dayan-
difnm gdsterir. Kabartmalarda®® tanr, bir er-
kekten cok kadin seklinde betimlenmis ve
biitiintinde doguya dzgi bir hava vardir, Ze-
us'un bu tipi Karya'da Labraunda disindald
kentlerde®” ve Frigya Bolgesi'nde’® de gériil-
mektedir., Kabartmalarnn genel katihg, vi-
cudun bir mumya gibi sarnlmasi, yerel bir
kutsallifa tamkhk eder®®, Efes Artemisi,
Magnesia Artemisi, Sardes Artemisi ve Aph-
rodisias Aphroditesi bélgede; dzli lireme,
bolluk ve berekete, yani anaya dayanan kut-
salliga ve bunun Labraunda tanrisina olan
etkisine acik olarak isaret eder. Kabartma-
larda ayaklarnn sikica birlesmesi ve yuvar-
lakli@l, Mezopotamya etkisini ¢agrstirmak-
ta ve dzde ise, doguya Hititlere dayanan bir
sanat anlayisimi yansitmaktadir. Tanrnmn
boynunda bir kolyenin olmasi, ézellikle Hel-
lenistik Dénemde Anadolu'da bulunan pis-
mis toprak Kybele heykelcikleri®® {izerinde
de rahathlla gériilebilir. Gériiliiyor ki Zeus
Labraundos biitiin agikhg ile dzii ana tann-
caya dayanan yerel Efes Artemisi'nin etkisi-
ni agiga vurmalktadar.

Zeus Labraundos'un sag elinde tasidif
¢ift agizh balta, Anadolu'nun farkh bdlge-
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lerinde gdriilen, gegmisi Hititlere kadar
uzanan kokli bir gelenegin devamidar, Ya-
zilikaya'daki kaya tapinaginda tanr Sarru-
ma saf elinde asa, sol elinde ise c¢ift agizh
balta tasimaktadir?!. Bu gelenek Geg Hitit
Malatya® ve Sakcagézi® kabartmalarin-
da da devam etmistir. Bu cift agizli balta,
Roma Dénemi'nde Frigya ve Lidya Bdlge-
leri'nde gilic ve hakimiyetin bir semboli
olarak yerel tann® ve kahramanlar® igin
bir sembol olarak kullanilmistir.

Buradaki kalintilar kutsal alandaki
kiiltiin eski oldugu ve Zeus'un betimleme-
lerinde gériilen Artemis'e ait tasvirler ise;
onceden Labraunda'da var olan ana tanri-
¢a kiiltiiniin Zeus adina tapinak yapilma-
sindan sonra, Zeus ile birlestirildigi sek-
linde agiklanabilir. Kalinti sikke ve hey-
kellerin tamami, Labraunda'da eski bir
ana tanrca kiiltiiniin varlifini agik¢a gos-
termektedir. Ayrica Tabai gérkemli 6rnegi
ile Karya Bolgesi'nde® varlhig: bilinen Ana-
dolu'nun ana tanrigas: ile ilgili kaya mih-
raplarinin yalmz olmadign anlasilmakta-
dar??. Diger bélgelerde oldugu gibi bu bél-
pede de kikli Anadolu gelenegine uygun
olarak dogal kayalarla simirlandirilmis
kutsal alanlarin da var oldugunu sdyleye-
biliriz,

Bu kayahklar arasina gizlenmis olan
kalintilar, Anadolu'nun kdklii ve yerli kiil-
tiriniin varhgim dogrulamaktadir. Klasik
Dénemde Karya Bilgesi'nde, Zeus i¢in bu-
rasimin kiilt yeri olarak sec¢ilmesinin en
dnemli nedenlerinden birisi, burada daha
dnee var olan bir kilt olmahdir. Burada
Labraundalilar bir Urartulu ya da Frigyalh
gibi?® tanmnsina tapimim dzde tanr gicii-
niin algilandig: bir kaya kapis:1 ve kayalar
arasinda basamakh sunaklarda ya da kaya
canaklarinda yvapmak istemis ve bu acik
hava tapinagini insa etmistir. Dag, doga ve
kayalar dyle dzlimsenmis ve kabul edilmis
olmali ki herhangi bir diizenleme bile ya-
pilmasina gerek duyulmamistir. Ciinkii bu
kiilt alama doguda Urartular, orta-batida
Frigler ve Ege'de Ton kiiltiirleri arasinda
var olan bir sentezin® {iriinlerinden birisi
olarak degerlendirilmelidir.
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NOTLAR

! Labraunds hakkinds bkz, Gonszyniec, 1924, 297282 A,
Laumonier, 1958, 38-140; A. Westholm, 1978, 543-547, Lov. 159-
160 ML Siflund, 1880; P, Hellstrdm-T. Thieme, 1882: M.v,
MeiorBrigger, 19583; G.E. Bean, 1987, 32:34, 60-72; E, Akurgal,
18850, 402-103, Soek.365, Lov.S4da.

2 Karya we lonya Bolgesinde: Milet'e bagh dini merkes
Didyma, Mylasa'ya bagh dini moerkes Labraunda, Kolophon'n
bagh dinl merkes Klaros, Stratonikein’yn bagh dini merkezin
de Lagina oldugu bilinmektedir, Bunlar arasinda bagh oldufm
koente en uzak dini merkez (14 km) Labraunda'dar.

¥ Mylasa vo govresinde Zeus'a (¢ ayrn ad altinda tnpimilmake
tadir. Bunloar; Feous Harios, Zeus Labroundos ya da Feus
Stratios ve Zous Osogos'turid. Laoumonicer, 1958, 41-126; G.E.
Bean, 1987, 32-33). Herodotos'un(V, §19) verdigi bilgive gtre
Zous Labroundos ya da Zeus Stratios'a yalmizca lar
tammaktadir.

4 Labraunda'da 1848-1850 yillannda Pral, A. W, Persson, 1951
vir 1863 yllarnnda Profl. G. Siflund ve 1960 ynlinda da Prof. A,
Westholm baskanbfnda kazilar yapmimigtir,

B Kam cgaligmalari ve bunlarn sonuglar igin bke A
Westholm, 1963; M.L. Saflund, 1880; P. Hellstrdm-T. Thicme,
1988; M. v. Moier-Briggoer, 1983, A. Westholm, 1978, 544-545,

§ Tpogea'da Athena Alea kutszl alamina: Zeus Labraundos ve
onun iki yaminda Idrous vo Ada’'nin da betimlendigi bir adak
kabartmasinin sunulmas), Karya Satraphigi'nin bu dénemde,
kutsal alanlarn en dnemll koruyuoulugunu da dstlendikleri-
ni ghstermektedir(Walkor, 18985, 5253, Res.34: A. Peschlow-
Bindolat, 1996, 1617, Hes.11).

Bu alanda M.O.7 vy sonundan dahn erkene giden kalinti bulu-
namamigtir. MO yy'da Herotot'un(V,118) dizlikie agachk
koru iginde yor aldigime bildirdigi Zous Stratios Hutsal
alamindn, on erken M.OSyya giden in antis planh, kore
naoslu kigik bir tapinagnn var olabilecefing arastirmoenlar
bildirmoktedir(A. Westholm, 1978, 544).

T A Westholm, 1883, Fig.66a, 67a; P, Hellstram-T. Thicmue,
1982, PL26,

B Nis yer seviyesinden 1,25 m. yikscklikte olup, 1,895 m.
genigliginde, 1,25 m, yikseklifinde ve 045 m. devinligindedir,
Nisin tist ve her iki yan kenannda 0,31 m. genigliginde ve 0,03-
0,10 m, derinlifinde gorgove islonmistir.

¥ Basamaklarnn geniglikler 0,80-1,08 m., yikseklikleri 0,13
0.27 m. nrasinds defismektedir. En agafmdaki i1k basamak-
larin yiikseklik ve genisligi doha asdir,

W Egik 0,71 m. genisliginde, 2,16 m. uzunlugunda ve 0,35 m,
yikseklifindodir,

" Bu kap kanatlarimin ahsap olabilecegi ile Hgili esik tas
tzerindeli oyullardan baghky hor hangi bir kalimty yolctur.
Yalmiz Frig kaya amntlaninda niglerin yapihis sekline gore
ahsap olma ihtimali daha fazla oldogu icin ahsap kapilar diyve
tanimladik.

12 Bugin yizeyde gorilenler, bir kutsal alan igin gok Snemli
bulgular olmasing ragmen bayle {htisamb bir ver igin velerli
defildir,. Biz burada sadece ylizeyde gdrebildiklerimiszi
tamimilndik, Erogyonla kapatilan ve gahilik alanlar igerisinde
bulunan pek cok kalintinin var oldufu kesindir, Yalnee bun-
lar, ancak burnda yapilacak bir temizlik wve |bam
gahigmnsindan somm ortays gilkabilir,. Bu nedenle buras: ile
gili yorumlarda olabilecek difor amtlan de dikkate alarak
dahn genig digiinmenin amu ve dnemind anlamak agisimdan
nydal olacagi kesindir.

WOE. Akurgal, 1995a, Yambhkaya, Sok:37-49; Bofaskdy
Yaxihikayas Hitit dncesinde TV, Tuthaliya Dédnemi’nde yapilan
B6 tanm ve tanngn kabarmalan yapilmadan dnee de bir
tapinakty, Ciankil sonralan  resimlerle  somutlastinlan
tanrsallilk, Hattl ve Eski Hitit gelenefginde dogal kayada,
soyul olarak nlglnmrdy(FF. Isile, 19848, 6, Hes. 15).

1 A, Erhat, 1980, 180200, Ayrea tannga adinn yapilan dini
tarenlorin sokli igin bl Ozbaynoglo, 1999, 227230,

1571, Smith, 1997, 18-19,

0 By kutsal nlan ile ilgili detayli bir gahsma tavafimizdan
hamrlanmakiadir,

17 Alntma kanallar Urartularda gérdlip ordan  tim
Anadalu'ya yaynlmestir(F. I, 1988, 17-18).

18 Son aragtirmalar (le Lyksonia Bilgesi'nde, Heysehir
yakinlarnndaki Karahisar'da aym sekilde yerll kayalarvia
simrlandirlmig - bir kutsal alamin varhfn belirlenmistin(A.
Baldiran-B. Sagit, 2000, (Baskdn)).

I van Bolgesi'nde bulunan Urarntu krallifana ait givi yazil
anitsal kaya nigleri igin bl O, Belli, 2000, 286-382
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20 Burada farkl sekillerde ve farkh derinliklerde g nig bir-
likie bulunmaktadir. Bhe. F. Isik, 198%h, 525, Hes.42. Aynica
itnlyn'dn da Bieda kentinde kigik wve biliyik, st kism
alinhkh, kemerli ve diz nislerd bivlikte aym alanda bulun-
maktadi{H. Kooh-E.v. Mercklin-C. Wisckhard, 1915, 285-286,
Hes T8TH).

21 A, Peschlow, 1985, 128, Res. 6: A. Peschlow-Bindokat, 1996,
40-42, Hes. 48,

I Tek veyn toplu olarak, dst kisimlan diz ve kemorll
gokillerde garilmelktedir. Bz A. Peschlow, 1986, 166-158.
Res.6-7, 13,

24P Isik, 1999, 58, Res.13; O, Belll, 2000, 391-392, Fig.9-10,
2. sk, 1999, 4, Hes. 6.
25 . Isik, 1999, 4. Read.
26 7, g1k, 1999, 4, Res.6.
27 P Ik, 1999, 56, Res. 13; O, Belli, 2000, 391-392, Fig.9-10.
6 . Igik, 1999, 5, Res.0.

28 Niglerin kenarlannda gergevelerin olup olmamas: tarih
farkandan kaynaklamyor almabdir. Cinki igindeki kita-
belere gpire tarihlendirilen Urartu krealliffina ait ¢ivl yazih
niglerden gergevesiz ve difrerlerine gdre daha basit yapilan
Hazine Piri Kapsi bu sekildeki niglerin ilk dmegi, daha gbs-
terishi ve gergevell yapilan Yesilalig ve Moher kapisi ise daha
sonrasina M.O. 820810 willarma verilmistie{OQ. Belll, 2000,
388, 391392, Fig.1-2, 6, 8, 9-10).

3 Adana-Kadivli'nin 20 km. guneyindeki Hemite dafinda
bulunan Dag tanris: Zeus Olybris  kdltd ile ilgili bir diger
yazit tn Anazarbos'ta bulunmusiur. Nigin iginde arka
yizeyde tam islenmemis dikdorigen bir kabartma bulun-
maktadir{M.H. Sayar-P. Siewert-H, Tasuber, 1883, 180-181,
Res. ). Ayricn Zeus Olybris igin bz, N, Sahin, 2001, 120,

3 A, Diler, 2001, Baskida.

32 F. sk, 1999, 4. Urartu kays mezarlannda tapimim amagh
nigler gdrillmektedir vo bunlann en ve boylan birbirlerine
yvalkindir, Darinlikler ise 0.57-1,40 m. arasinda defisgmoekie-
dir. Urartu mezar nislerl haklinda genis bilgl igin ble N.
Covil, 19497, 425-426, Ros.8-12.

0. Belll, 2000, 386,

H Mnl‘tuﬂmgl. v Tuskn.?‘l'mn dledi ve bicimde Urartu tapinak
kapilaring benzemesi, a.ﬁnarm kayn derinliginde bir tanr
ovine agildignm ghstermektedir(F. Isik, 1985, 5).

M On eophede kap arkasimdn ise sanki bir higbirgeylie gibl
bogluk ya da dogal kayabifa ya da dafiin dzine agilmasy bir
soyutlulktan bagka bir gey degildir.

3 Labraunda kapisimin zeminden yiksekte yapilmasy,
Urartu Mehor kapisa(F. Isik, 1959, 56, Res. 13; 0. Belli, 2000,
391-382, Fig.2-10) ile benzorlik gastermokiodir,

¥ T, Tarhan-V. Savin, 1975, 302,

3 Urartular  kemoerli  kapiyn Asurlulardan alarak
tapinaklarinda uygulamiglardie(T, Tarhan-¥Y., Sevin, 1975,
398-308).

3 Kemerll nisler Urnruladda MO, 9, yy sonu 8. yy basindan
itibaren gdrilmektedie(T. Tarhan-V. Sevin, 1975, 395),

A Uraety tapinak kgl ile nigloring korsilngstirmak igin
bhz T. Tarhan-V. Bevin, 18975, 3896-400,; Res.8-8.

11T, Tarhan-V. Sevin, 1975, 397, Res. 8,
450, Balll, 2000, 387,

4 g Akurgal, 1995h, 195, Lev.66-67: E. Algan-l, Ongar, 1898,
88-100; T.T. Sivas, 19898, 100-108, Lov. 58-69.

WP sk, 1980, 19,

15 0, Belli, 2000, 386,

18 0. Belll, 2000, 387-389, Fig.1-2,
47 0. Belli, 2000, 389391, Fig.4, 8.
A8 0, Bolll, 2000, 391-392, Fig.g-10,

W CH.E. Haspels. 1971, Res. 158 F. [sik, 1988, 18, Res.18: T.T.
Sivas, 1099, 136-139, Lev.99-101; F. Isik. 1989, 5,
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Moo HE, Haspels, 1871, Hes182-184; F, Npumann, 1983,
Lev.5.1: F. Imk, 1895, 115, Lev.lIL6: E, Algan-l. Ongar. 1998,
101; T.T. Sivas, 19880, 141-144, Lev, 103-106; F. Isik, 1989, 5.

31 C.H.E. Haspels, 1971. Res.185: F. Isik. 1987a, Lev.32n; E,
Algan-l. Ongar, 1998, 100; T.T. Sivas, 1908, 146148, Lev. 107
1048; F. Ik, 1998, §,

5 pPendzli-Kurtluca  kéyd  simerlavindakl Alaburun
timidliisiinde, Denizll Mizesi Midorldgid adina A, Ceylan
kazilnr yaprustie. Yapilan gebismalar haklondn gonis bilgi
igin bkz, A. Ceylan, 1989, 263278,

B oA, Coylan, 1999, 285, 268, Harita. Kapimin dn kKisminda
yamlan kazilarda ise dis bir platform haline getirilmis ve
oda izlenimi veren yerde hig kullamimamis oldugu anlasilan
dogigik kaplar wve defirmen taglamn heodiye olarak
birnlalmastir(A. Coylan, 1999, 265-266, Hos 10-1).

M A Ceylan, 1998, 267; C. Simsek, 2001, (Baslkda), Res.1-3.
3%, Igak, 1089, 6,

5P, Ik, 1980, 2,

5T B, gk, 16989, 18,

5, Ik, 1888, 3,

5 Kaya amitlar Anadolu'nun yasnma gegivdigi  en dnemli
yapl tirlerinden bivisldir ve bu gelenek Hithtler Dénemi‘nde
dinsel fakat gonelde politik amogli  kabarimoalarla
hﬂﬂm‘l‘:lﬁ!ﬂ Isik, 1989, 15) ve Roma Dénemi'ne kadar dovam
etmigtir,

5 Nekropol alamnda bulunan amitin alt ks Roma
Dinemi'nde kesilerek Iahit tipl bir mezarin telone lsm oyu-
larak tahrip edilmistir. Bhz, A, Baldiran-B. Sdégitn, 2000,
Bashoda,

81 Digerlerinden farkh olarak bu amitte busamallaem bittij
yarda bir kalkan kabartmas: yer almakiadi{H. Bahar, 1988,
15, Lov.42).

52 H. Bahar, 1999, 15, Lev.44.1

B H. Bahar Domustepe'nin disinda, aym bélgede Demiroluk
mevkisinde de aym sekilde bir basamakh anit var oldugunue
bolirtmelktedir(H. Bahar, 1999, 15, Lev,43).

58 F. Isik, 1987h, 526, Hes40; F. Isik, 1989, Res 22,
5 CH.E. Haspels, 1971, Res 27, 29,

% Nekropol alamindaki bu amitin basamaklor kayanm st
hitiminde son bulmakta ve burndakl dizl (ke sunu ganag yer
aimaktadir{A, Baldiran-B. Sa6fit, Fig 10-11).

7 G.BE. BeanT.B, Mitford, 1870, 113vd,; L. Porogiu, 1994, 302,
Law.27.1-2, 27.2.1: H, Bahar, 18969, 18, Lev.d5.1-2. Burada bir
birine yalan iki ant bulunmaktadir, Gineydeki amitta
basamakiarn bitimindeki dizlikie sunu ganag bulunmal:
tdir(H. Bahnr, 1998, Lov.45.2),

6% Basamaklor ve zirvesinde bulunan sunu ganakinn
Midas(T.T. Sivas, 19099, 165-166, 127-128). Antifellos-Catal (F.
Isak, 1995, Hes22), Karahisar(A. Baldiran-B. Ségdt, 2000,
Hes. 10-11) da périlmektedir,

i A, Balduran-B. Safit. 2000, Cizd , Res, 1213,

1 Bivi sunular sunma ile ilgili kayn ganakinn Hititlorin
Osmanya’st, Urartularin Erzurum-Umuadum'n ve Friglerin
Alyon-Yumrutepe'de  pémiitlorie baglantil olarak

rillmektedir. Bu  gelenck gamitle baglantili veya
afflantisiz olarak Roma Dénemi iglerine kKadar devam
otmistiv{F. Imk, 1889, 21). Ayrmiea Kybele kidltdniin Anadolu
ve Anadolu disindan Roma  Dénemi'ne kadar gdrilen
dafnlm ve tapinim sitreed igin biee, O, Gapnr, 19780, 187-190;
0. Capar, 1878b, 191210,

T2 CHE. Haspels, 1971, T4. 7677, 86, 100, 103, 253254, Flg.208-
214, 811-512; F. Imk, 1989, 21; V. Ozkaya, 1997, 89, Fig.1: T.T.
Sivas. 1999, 110-114, Lev.70-748.

7 . H.E. Haspels. 1971, 74, 85-86, 100, 103, 107, Fig. 157-158,
B19-520; V. Ozkayn, 1997, §1-03, Fig.2: T.T. Sivas, 1095, 8697,
Sok.16-19, Lov.49-54,

™ C.H.E. Haspels, 1971, 92, Fig.228. 527; V. Ozhayn, 1887, 83-
B4, Fig4; T.T. Sivas, 1988, 151-153, Lev.112-114,

™ C.H.E. Haspels, 1071, 58, B6-87, 100, 105, Fijg160-166, 520-
B21; V. kaya, 1997, 2386, Fig5: T.T. Sivas, 1809, BD-85,
Lov.42-47.
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T8 CHLE, Haspols, 1971, 56, 8182, 85, 100-101, 104, Hos 516,
517.1.4-5: F. Ik, 1989, 21: B, Akurgal, 1885b, Lev.T3b; E. Algan-
I. Ongar, 1998, 28, 8587 V. Ozkayn, 1907, 0203, Flg.a: T.T.
Sivas, 1989, 71-79, Lov.30-41.

7 Bu sunular haklonda genis bilgl icin bke V. Ozkoya, 1997,
100-103: 5. Borndt-Erste, 1998, 84-05,

78 " Binnili dikelecnin krali, Tugpa kentinin efondisi, o yeni
kurban adaklarm fgin tdzik dizenledl: Kigik bir koyunu
Hunldi’ye pargalarliar ve bir bogmyn Haldi'ye keserler, bir inok
Arubanitye, bir koyun Holdi Kamsinoa ve bir koyun Fali
eilahliarnna (0. Belll, 2000, 391).

W CH.E. Haspels, 1971, Res.30; T.T. Sivas, 1998, Lov.133-134;
F. Isik, 19894, 7. Res. 19

B AL Baldiran-B. Sogin, 2000, Cizd.

81 Midns Sehri 10 nelu altarda ikiz idoliin oniine cikan
basamaklar aym hizada olan basamaklardan 5-15 om. yiksek
ttulamk mynilmaigtir. Bu soviyo farkhihfp ikinci basamakta
birinel basamngn gdre dohn faxlodir{C.H.E. Haspels, 1971,
Reg.28: E. Algan-l. Ongar, 1808, 45-46; T.T. Sivas. 1999, 164
166, Lov.286n; F. Ik, 1998, 7, Res.20). Bhz dipnot 7.

52 GLE. Bean, 1987, 64, Zeus Labroundostun antik cafdan
gelme tapinimi Hekotomnosofgullar'nea benimsenmeden
once  tamamen yorel bir olguydu. Hekatomnosogullar
Zous'an kuitsal alammni diohe ghsterisli biv hale getirerek bua
kiltiin ve Mylasa'min biyik bir sayginhik kKazanmasing
sagladilar. Aynea Zeus Labraundos veyva Stratios'da M.O. 4,
yy'dan sonra Karyahlann en ghede tanns oldu(G.E. Bean,
1987, 32-33).

& Bu tipte bag tanr ayakta, saf omzuna yasladifn gift ageh
baltn ve sol elinde veun bir mizeak ile betimlenmektedir.

B Zens'un ayaklarn bitisik, belden asafns: bir mumya
soklinde gapraz olarak seritlenmis sekilde dimdik durmalkta,
saknlly elinde ise gift afzh balta ve mazrak, basimda do polos
vardar(A. Laumonier, 1858, Lev L) Aym tip, Carnenlln ve
Gota Ddénemi Mylasa sikkelerinin arka yizlerinde tetrastylos
bir mpinak igerisinde gGralmoktedin(d. Lavmonier, 1958,
LewIV.34, 16: Hv. Hend, 1977, 622: SNG. 1982, not 436437:
Anabolu, 1985, 285, Lov. LVIILZ ).

9 Zous adinin Labraunda do bazen Hern ile birlestivildiginin
belirtilmesi(G.E. Bean, 1987, 63}, bu botimleme seklinden
dolayn olmalidie.

A, Laumonior, 1958, 68, Leov.11,1-3, 5,

57 Stratonikein milze deposunda (Env, No:37) bulunan
dileddrtgen biraltar gzerindo do sy tipte betimlenmistiv. Bu
kabartmalar =i ana tannngaya dayanan, Zeus Labroundos
tipinin bdlgedeki etkisi vo yaymnhfnm géstermoektedir

¥ Bumencia'dn sikkeler fizerinde tanr: sol olinde musrak.
safr elinde gift ydzld balta, yaminda bir erkel geyvilk ile betim-
lenmigtir. Bu drnokler tnnrnmin, Bumeneia'da da ana tanriga
ile baglantih yerel Anadolu tipinde oldugunu gistermelkte-
dir{W.M, Ramsuy, 1897, 356).

58 A, Laumonier, 1958, 70-72.
¥ Hu tipler igin bl A. Laumonier, 1958, 74, dip not 5,

£l Aghu;ga-l. 19854, Yamlilayn, Sele38 nodd ve Sok.d44; Dingol,
1882, 8

U2 Akurgal, 19958, Lov.B7o.
T Alcurgal, 19958, Lev. 118,

W Frigyn Bolgesi‘nde yorel Apollon tiplerinde géarilon en
dnemll semboldir. g‘:x. Robert, 1854, 241, Levdl.l;
Lamonier. 1858, 516; Ceylan- Rittl, 1897, 1 vd., Lov. 14-16: Ritt-
Simgek-Yildiz, 2000, 10-11, Lev.1.D13-14; Simgek, 2000, Res.9-
10, 12-14.

% Lidyn Blgesi'nde aym balta, M

v Torrhebos gibi
kahmmanlirin elinde porilmeldedic, B

Coylan-Rittl, 1697, 64,
98 B, gk, 1995, 114,

¥ Kaya  anmitlar,  mihraplar ve  basamakh  sunakiar
Urartulardan alinmg ve Snee Friglerde ve sonrasinda tim
Anndoludn girillmeye baglanmaistir{F. sk, 1988, 17-18).

B B, Isik, 10889, 22,

8 Hititler, Urartular, Frigler ve lonlar arasindaki seramik,
heykel, mimart ve kays anitlanmdaki etkilesimlor ve bunlar-
dan kKimin kimil etkiledigl ile dneoelik ve sonrabk
degoerlendirmeleri konusunda blee. F. Isih, 1988, 1 wd,
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Labraunda kutsal alam (A. Westholm, 1978, Plan l1l.1'den).
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Gizim1. Acik Hava Kilt alaninin plani.
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Cizim 2. Acik Hava Kdlt alaminin perspektif gérintisi.
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Cizim 3:

Biyik nisin batidan genel gérinisi.
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Cizim 5: Kybele kapisinin rekonstriksiyonu.

Cizim 6: Esik tasinin gérunuisleri.
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Resim 1: Kilt alanimin giineybatidan genel gorinisd.

Resim 2: Kt alanimin glineyindeki su kaynag.
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Resim 3: Giris kapisinin kuzeyindeki nisler ve sivi kanali.

Resim 4: Kilt alanminin girisi, toren alam ve blyik nis.
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Resim 5: Blyuk nig ve dnindeki basamakli alan.

Resim 6: Tdren rahibinin oturdugu alan, basamaklar, sivi kanallan ve kaya yangindaki
Kybele kapisimin genel gdrindsi.
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Resim 7: Toren rahibinin oturdugu alan, basamaklar, sivi kanallar ve kaya yarngindaki
Kybele kapisinin detay gérinaso.

Resim 8: Denizli, Hierapolis antik kentinin dogusunda yer alan Bakacak Tepe-Alaburun
Tumilasi Kutsal alaninda kaya icinde sembolik Kybele kapisi.
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Resim 9; Zeus Labraundos (A. Laumonier, 1958., Lev.ll/1'den).
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