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The Transition Between Two
Opposing Forms of Power

at Arslantepe (Malatya) at the
Beginning of the 3rd Millenium

M.O. 3.Bin Yil Baslarinda
Arslantepe’de (Malatya)
Ortaya Cikan I1ki Karsit
Erkin Yer Degistirmesi

*Marcella FRANGIPANE

Keywords: Late Chalcolithic, Early Bronze Age Eastern Anatolia,Early power sysiems.Royal lomb
Anahtar sSzcikiar: Son Kakolitk Mk Tung GCad Dodu Anadolu, ik toplumsal gl sistomber Kral mezan

Son yillarda Arslantepe'de, M.O. 4.Binyilin ilk yarisina, VII. Evreye tarihlenen, toplu kullani-
ma agik alanda yer alan téren amagh biiyiik bir yapimn- igindeki ylizlerce seri olarak tiretil-
mis kaselerden ve birgok kil miihiirden de anlasildig: gibi- mallarin paylagiimas) ve mallar
lizerinde idari kontrol igin kullanildig: belirlenmistir. Dogu Toros silsilesinin kuzeyindeki
Arslantepe, Son Uruk VIA Evresinden de tamdigimiz Mezopotamya modelinde oldugu gibi,
liretimi denetleyen yerel merkezi bir drgiitlenmeden geligtigini iyi bir sekilde belgelemigtir.

Gene son yillarda yapilan Arslantepe kazilan, 3.Binyil baslannda, bélgede, kismen sistemnin
kendi iginde gelisen bir karmasa, kismen de Kuzeydogu'dan gelen bir gdciin neden oldugu
kiilttir degisimini gésteren kanitlar: ortaya ¢ikartnustir. Bu degisimin en belingin kaniti, yer-
lesmenin terk edilmis olan toplu kullanima agik alani kaplayan, yerel yap: gelenegine tiimii
ile aykir olan, gamur sivali dal ¢rgii kuliibeler ile, Kura-Aras gelenegindeki el yapimi g¢ift
renkli, siyah-kirmuz (Karaz) ¢anak ¢dmleginin varlhigidir. M.O. 3. Binin ilk baglarina tarihle-
nen, genis, yuvarlagimsi bir gukurun dibindeki gérkemli tag-sanduka mezara, basta ¢egitli si-
lah ve madeni nesneler olmak tizere ¢ok zengin 6lii armaganlar: ve sandukanin tizerine bira-
kalmis , olasilikla kurban edilinis, dort eriskin ile birlikte gémiilmiis bir yéneticinin mezan
da, bu gériistimiizii destekler niteliktedir. Bu mezara gomiilmiis olan soylunun, devietlesme
siirecindeki ekonomik giicii elinde tutan rahip-yénetici tiirii yerine, farkl bir toplumsal dii-
zeni, olasilikla coban/gdgmen bir toplumun silaha dayal giictinti yansittig: diigtiniilebilir. Ye-
rel kiilttire ek olarak yeni gelen bu égenin, zaman i¢inde yerel toplumla dzdesleserek, yeni si-
yasi ve ekonomik bir diizeni olusturdugu anlasiimaktadir. Bu yeni olusumu, Ik Tung Cag I'in
son donemine tarihlenen héyiigtin orta kesiminde, akropol ya da tahkim edilmis i¢ kale ola-
rak tammlayabilecegimiz tas temelli yliksek kerpi¢ duvar ile g¢evrili, Uruk gelenegini yan-
sitan cark isi ince yapim ve sakh astar bezekli canak ¢omlegin kullamldig: kerpig duvarl:
yapilari olan yerlesim temsil etmektedir. Bu ag¢idan Malatya havzasini Anadolu ve
Mezopotamya gelenekli, farkl kiiltlir bélgelerinin arasinda kalan, zaman zaman kargiti
zaman zaman da bunlarin biitiinlesmesi ile gerceklesen farkl: bir olusum bdlgesi olarak
tarmmlayabiliriz.

*Dipertimante di Scionze doll'Antlchits, Universits di Roma *La Sapienea”, Vin Palestro 63, (0185, laly



Excavations conducted at Arslantepe
over the last twenty years have exposed a
large public area from the end of the 4th
millenium, with monumental buildings in
which a wvariety of centralised activities
{ceremonial/religious,economic,adminis-
trative and probably political) were per-
formed. These buildings, all destroyed by
violent fires, still contained a wealth of in
situ materials that have provided signifi-
cant information on the way this "early
state" system operated, and on the histori-
cal roots of the phenomenon and the role
of the site in the network of interregional
relations linking all the regions of Greater
Mesopotamia in Late Uruk times.

Arslantepe was the main centre in this
period in the region north of the Anti-
Taurus mountains and the originality of its
public architecture, pictorial representa-
tions, pottery manufacture, and glyptics
makes it one of the clearest examples of
the autonomous development of cen-
tralised societies in the north, even though
this occurred in the general framework of
intensive relations between the northern
and southern communities.

In recent years, Arslantepe has also
revealed the best documentation available
on the transition, at the beginning of the
third millenium, to a completely new type
of culture which was no longer linked to
the Mesopotamian world or to the same
earlier traditions of the Malatya region.
This radical change was probably the effect
of both a crisis within the old system and
the appearance on the scene of a new com-
ponent of north-eastern origin, which sub-
sequently integrated with the local culture,
giving rise to a new political and economic
scenario as well as a new system of region-
al relations. The Malatya area thus appears
to be a cultural borderland, which became
the theatre of mutual rapprochement and
the collision between two completely dif-
ferent cultural environments and types of
society, which founded the distinet trajec-
tories of the Mesopotamian and Anatolian
civilisations.

Mareelln FRANGIFANE

The local roots of a
Mesopotamian-type
centralised society

The growth of local élites at Arslantepe
has been documented by the discovery of
monumental buildings belonging to the
local Late Chalcolithic culture of period VII
along the western edge of the héytiik, where
the highest part of the 4th millenium
mound was located. The excavations have
revealed two main élite areas with different
funections, which appear to have main-
tained their use in the subsequent period
VI A (Late Uruk). In the northern part of the
excavated area, some years ago we brought
to light a building - not yet completely
exposed -, which had no traces of any
administrative or cult activities but which
was without doubt an élite structure (Fig.1)
(Frangipane 1993) if we compare it to the
contemporary small houses excavated at
the base of the north-eastern edge of the
mound (Palmieri 1978). This area may pos-
sibly have been used for élite residences, as
is suggested by the presence in the same
place of imposing structures without any
recognisable remains of public activities in
the subsequent Late Uruk period (VI A)
(Fig.2).

The probable continuity in the planning
of areas to be used for élite requirements is,
however, better shown by the recent find-
ing of imposing public architecture from
period VII in the south-western area of the
mound, which is well-known for the pres-
ence there of the huge complex of public
buildings from period VI A (Fig.3). Here, at
the western edge of the present mound,
there stood a huge ceremonial building
based on the typical Aslantepe bipartite
plan (Building XXIX) on a stone and muck-
brick platform, predating the construction
of the VI A palatial complex (Figs.3 and 4),

The materials found in situ on the floor
of this building, in addition to a few frag-
ments of chaff-faced red slipped ware,
almost exclusively consisted of hundreds of
mass-produced bowls typical of a late phase
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of period VII: flint-secraped and string-cut
examples have both been found, together
with items showing a mixed technique
(traces of scraping applied at the bottom of
wheel-made bowls showing the string-cut
marks) (Fig. 5). These bowls were haphaz-
ardly scattered in large numbers over the
floor oh the main room (A 900), south, and
around a large mud rectangular platform,
table or altar, with a fireplace, located in
the middle of the room (Fig.6). The bowls,
on the other hand, were piled in an orderly
manner in rows in the smaller side-room (A
932) as if in readiness for use (Fig.7). In this
room numerous clay-sealings were also
found, concentrated in the southern zone,
some of them on the floor together with the
bowls, and others in a superimposed dump,
which also contained other bowls, as if they
had been re-disposited or had fallen down
from somewhere else (perhaps from the
roof). These sealings show the impessions
of stamps seals alone, some with geometric
or plant elements, others with animals,
whose style and iconography closely resem-
ble the glyptics of the subsequent period
VIA (Fig. 8). The impressions on the back
sides of these sealings also indicate they
had been used in the same way as in the VI
A palatial complex (Ferioli, Fiandra 1983)
and had closed the same types of contain-
ers, except for the door closings that are
absent in this earlier context.

For the first time at Arslantepe we there-
fore have documentation of a huge public
building from the first half of the 4 th mil-
lenium, in which the main activity per-
formed was redistribution, probably in a rit-
ualised or ceremonial form, and in which
administrative control was exercised over
goods. This structure, which is the largest
so far known in the whole of the region, has
almost the same layout as the subsequent
period VI A "temples", and is even larger
and more impressive than any one of them
taken individually (see Fig.3).

There is also a very close similarity in
the use of wall paintings in both contexts.
The motifs are different and appear to be

less complex in Building XXIX, where an
elongated object, probably a kind of vase,
with linear elements springing from the
mouth and surrounded by a sort of frame,
was depicted in the north-eastern corner of
the large room A 900, close to a niche (Fig.9
a). The style, colours and painting tech-
nigue, as well as the custom of re-painting
the same surface several times are, howev-
er, very similar to period VI A paintings. It
is worth noting that the colour used in the
final painted layer in Building XXIX, which
is only preserved in a small fragment to the
left of the vase motif (Fig. 9 a), seems to be
the same as the one used for the earliest
picture represented in the store-room of the
VI A palace (A 364) (Fig.9 b).

Building XXIX belongs to a period
marked by a local culture without any sign
of Uruk influence, Both the formal/stylistic
and the structural/organisational features
which were later to characterise the period
VI A society therefore seem to have been
present at Arslantepe as early as the middle
of the 4th millenium, before the so-called
Uruk expansion towards the northern
regions reached the areas north of the
Taurus mountains.

The structure of the centralised organisa-
tion of society recognisable at Arslantepe at
the end of the 4th millenium, and which we
had previously attributed to southern influ-
ence over the local socio-economic system,
is therefore "Mesopotamian” in nature, not
because it denotes the adoption of an exter-
nal model from the South, but rather as the
result of having shared a similar develop-
ment and traditional very close relations
with all the communities which had occu-
pied the territories along the Tigris and
Euphrates rivers, at least since the Ubaid
period. In all these communities, although
with varying degrees of centralisation of the
economy and solidity of political power,
central authority was exercised through the
control of labour (bowls for distributing
food to the workers) and certain crucial
resources, using administrative methods
and delegating power to a number of offi-



cials (the thousands of sealings found in the
VI A palatial complex). The legitimisation of
this power was strongly ideological (monu-
mentality, paintings and symbolic represen-
tations) and based on the religious preroga-
tives of the chief (temples). All these fea-
tures are clearly documented in the public
buildings of Arslantepe, where even the
architecture reveals both the multiplicity of
the economie, administrative, and ceremo-
nial activities and at the same their unity
(store-rooms, clay- sealing discarding areas,
temples, corridors and courtyard in one sin-
gle architectural complex).

The crisis of the old power
system and the development of
new hierarchies

At the very end of the 4th millenium, the
impressive appartus based on the econom-
ic centralisation of labour and goods disap-
peared at Arslantepe. The monumental
buildings were destroyed never to be recon-
structed, and new groups of people, proba-
bly nomadic pastoralists of Transcaucasian
origin, settled in the abandoned, previously
public area. The foreign nature of the new
settlers is evidenced from their wattle and
daub structures, which are completely
alien to the local architectural tradition,
and their hand-made red-black pottery
which closely resembles typical Kura-
Araxes wares (Frangipane, Palmieri 1983b;
Frangipane 1998 b).This settlement lasted a
short time, even though it shows at least
two phases of hut rebuilding. The area was
subsequently occupied by a village with
mud-brick houses and a resumption of
wheel-made plain simple and reserved slip
pottery, representing a later development,
in the Upper Euphrates region, of the Late
Uruk tradition. This EBI sequence,which
covers the first two centuries of the 3rd mil-
lenium (Di Nocera 2000), has not been
found anywhere else in the region and
appears to be peculiar to Arslantepe, where
the newly abandoned public area was a
vacant place on which the nomads could
build their huts. It reveals the presence of
Transcaucasian pastoralists in the Malatya

Marcellas FRANGIPANE

plain, where they interacted with the local
population, at the very beginning of the 3rd
millenium, and supports the hypothesis
that such contacts may already have
oceurred in the Late Uruk period at the end
of the 4th millenium. This is suggested, for
example, by the appearance of a red-black
burnished ware in the repertoire of period
VI A pottery, which though limited in this
period to only a few forms of luxury vessels,
exhibits technical and aesthetic character-
istics that clearly resemble the subsequent
Transcaucasian- like production (Fig. 10).

Another indicator may be the radical
change observable in the animal-breeding
pattern in period VI A, when an enormous
increase in sheep and goat, and a corre-
sponding decline in cattle and pig, may
have been related both to the possible inter-
vention of centralised institutions in the
management of this activity and to the
inclusion of nomadic pastoralists moving
around the region into the economy of the
state. This sheep-based pattern in fact also
characterised the subsequent period VI B
(Frangipane, Siracusanc 1998), when the
centralised organisation seems to have col-
lapsed, and the Transcaucasian component
was even more evident in the Upper
Euphrates valley. The relations which the
nomadic groups probably established with
the sedentary population in the valley dur-
ing the Late Uruk period may also have
involved the rural communities, and, when
state mediation failed, in EBI, the pastoral-
ists may have directly interacted with the
local agriculturalists.

These mountain people continued to
arrive in the area from the north-east dur
ing the first centuries of the 3rd millenium
in successive waves, which are archaeolog-
ically clearly recognasiable in both the
Malatya and the Elazg regions. The wattle
and daub huts found at Taskun Mevkii in
EEI (Sagona 1994) and at Norsuntepe in EB
II (Hauptmann 1982), seem to reflect vary-
ing modes of interaction with the local
sedentary population, including the settle-
ment of small groups in the villages side by
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side with the agriculturalists’ houses (this
seems to be the case at Taskun Mevkii).
Architectural comparisons mainly link
these groups to Georgian cultures, where
the same type of wattle and daub houses
have been found (Kushnareva,
Chubinishvili 1970; Sagona 1993); but the
appearance of a few round structures both
at Arslantepe and Norsuntepe recalls the
preference for round architecture manifest-
ed in the Early Bronze Age in Armenia and
Azerbaijan ( Shengavit, Kjultepe, Yanik
Tepe) (Kurshnareva, Chubirnishvili 1870;
Burney, Lang 1971). Ceramic parallels also
point to both the northern and southern
Transcaucasus, An interesting example of a
necked jar in black burnished ware with a
double row of incised triangles on the
shoulder from Shengavit, which resembles
Late Uruk shapes(Burney, Lang 1971, Fig.
36), confirms the relations that may have
existed between the Transcaucasus and the
Mesopotamian world, or more probably its
northern part, in Late Uruk times.

This interaction, which may basically
have involved groups of herders moving
with their flocks, probably also brought
more organised groups with some sort of
hierarchical structure into contact with the
Upper Euphrates populations. The exis-
tence of a degree of complexity in the
organisation of the Kura-Araxes communi-
ties can be inferred on the one hand from
the later growth, mainly in Armenia, of real
towns, sometimes surrounded by walls, and
on the orther hand from the development of
metallurgy which was practised by the
Transcaucasian communities with consid-
erable skill and technological know-how,
producing a variety of valuable objects, The
development of this handicraft was certain-
ly due to the abundance in the area of metal
ores, but it may also have required an inter-
nal organisation and an increasing demand
for luxury objects and weapons. This
demand might also have come from the
Upper Euphrates élites, as evidenced by the
similarities in the metallurgical production
of both regions. Metals, however, probably
also circulated within the Transcaucasian

populations themselves, as is shown by
their rich production in the Early Bronze
Age, also after the Late Uruk élites in the
Upper Euphrate valley had collapsed. On
the other hand, the hypothesised growth of
hierarchies in the Transcaucasian commu-
nities may have been indirectly supported
as a result of their relations with the early
centralised societies of the Euphrates.

We do not know if these relations con-
tributed to the collapse of the latter; but it is
clear that after the fall of the Late Uruk cen-
tre at Arslantepe and a period of readjust-
ment in the EBI, during which the local and
foreign components visibly interacted, the
communities of the Malatya and Elazmg
regions underwent a radical and definitive
transformation which changed the course
of their history, and resulted in their shar-
ing various traits with the Transcaucasian
societies. In EB II the intensive relations
with the South were in fact interrupted for-
ever, and we observe a process in which the
previously homogeneous cultural regions
split into relatively independent small areas
settled by communities with little political
structure, probably in connection with the
establishment of pastoral-oriented econo-
my. The Gelincik culture of the Malatya
area shows remarkable pecularities with
respect to the Asvan and Altinova groups,
each being well identified, among others, by
their distinctive painted pottery (Marro
1997). At the same time the settlements
appear to be very small: at Arslantepe, the
settled area was only limited to the top of
the mound in period VI C, where a large
guadrangular house has been found, sur
rounded, along the slope of the hill, by a
large number of pits; on the other hand
Gelinciktepe, located at the base of hilly
rocks in front of the mound, appears as a
temporary, probably seasonal, station with
a few houses built using various building
techniques and floor-plans (Palmieri 1967).

Although the new "urban" settlements
which arose in the Early Bronze I1I were not
very large, they expanded their area more
widely than in the previous period and



show a better town-planning (Hauptmann
1976; Esin 1982; Conti, Persiani 1993),
sometimes with traces of town walls
(Palmieri 1986, Fig.1). These settlements
are evidence of the formation of new politi-
cal entities in the second half of the 3rd mil-
lenium, based on "urbanism" but without
any form of centralisation of economic
activities. Central storage, represented by
concentration of large containers without
any traces of administration, such as in the
Norsuntepe "palace" (Hauptmann 19786),
seems to have had a function as a food sup-
ply for the élites, and possibly for the popu-
lation in difficult periods , rather than being
a surplus for reinvestment in élite activities.
This system, which is definitely Anatolian
in nature and also seems to have distin-
guished the southern Kura-Araxes regions
(Sagona 1984, Fig. 133), is clear evidence of
the political authority of the chiefs, but not
of their economic function in the produc-
tive structure of the society.

This far reaching change suggests a pos-
sible  solid organisation of the
Transcaucasian communities  which
reached the Euphrates wvalley. For they
were not absorbed into the urban cen-
tralised system with which they came into
contact, as frequently happens in relations
between nomads and sedentary people, but
were able to exploit the crisis of the Late
Uruk societies (or they may even have con-
tributed to it) to the point that they eventu-
ally prevailed over them, markedly influ-
encing the later developments in the
region.

A "royal" tomb of 3000 B.C: a
political/warrior versus eco-
nomic/religious authority?

New fundamental data shading light on
the gquestions raised above has come from
the finding, in the recent 1996 campain at
Arslantepe, of an extraordinary tomb dat-
ing from the very beginning of the 3rd mil-
lenium, which, due to its substantial con-
struction and richness in metal objects (75
objects have been found, made of copper,
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copper-arsenic, copper-silver, silver and
gold), may be considered the earliest exam-
ple known so far of a kind of "royal tomb"
(Frangipane 1998). Even if the man buried
it was not a king, he was certainly a chief,

The prestigious status of the person
buried in this tomb was also emphasised by
the ritual which had accompained his bur-
ial with four people who were almost cer-
tainly sacrified on the stone slabs covering
his funeral chamber. The tomb itself was
built of large stone slabs to form a cist
placed at the bottom of a wide pseudo-cir-
cular pit 5 m in diameter (Fig. 11). We can-
not say the original depth of the pit
because the upper part had been removed
by other pits and cuts made in Early Bronze
II and III. The remains of four adolescents
aged between 13 and 16-17 (Michael and
Tyede Schultz: personal communication)
were found lying on top of the cist in posi-
tions that suggest that they had probably
been buried alive or thrown into the pit
rather than actually laid out (Figs. 12 and
13). Two of them were females, without
ornaments, buried at the western edge of
the upper part of the cist, in the area corre-
sponding to the feet zone of the underlying
deceased chief. Two others, probably a
male and a female, had been placed direct-
ly on the cover of the tomb (composed of
two enormous stone slabs) facing each
other. Each of them were wearing two silver
hair spirals, two copper pins on their
shoulders (Fig. 15), and a coppersilver
alloy diadem with embossed dot decoration
on their heads (Fig. 14), put on a veil or fine
cloth, remains of which have also been
found, which suggest that they were of a
higher social status.

Inside the stone cist a fairly tall adult
male (Michael and Tyede Schultz: personal
communication) had been laid on his right
side in a flexed position (Fig.16), with a
large number of vessels mostly at his feet,
and 7 spear-heads driven into the floor
along the walls of the tomb around his
head. One of these spearheads was deco-
rated with silver inlay on the butt, close to
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the blade base, reproducing an identical tri-
angular motif to the one found on three of
the swords found in the previous VI A build-
ing (Fig. 17) (Frangipane, Palmieri 1983 a,
Fig. 58-59, 62:1). There was a total of 65
metal objects deposited in the cist, most of
them piled up as a kind of treasure behind
the back of the deceased. They included not
only weapons and arsenical copper vessels
(Fig. 18) and silver and gold bracelets and
ornamental spirals (Fig. 19), but also axes
and working tools that were probably
intended to represent wealth as such, if we
consider that metal was still rare and valu-
able in this early period. The "lord" also had
a copper-silver diadem with embossed dec-
oration, very similar to the ones worn by
the two individuals died on the tomb; he
was not however wearing it on his head, as
it had been folded and placed on the pile of
objects behind his back, which, taken
together, constituted the symbol of the
attributes of power and wealth of the chief,
The only ornaments worn by the deceased
were two silver pins with four spirals (Fig.
20) and rock crystal, carnelian, silver and
gold necklaces. In terms of the typologies
and manufacturing techniques, these
objects are strikingly similar to the metal
objects belonging to period VI A, Identical
spearheads, the identical composition of
copper and arsenic, antimony and nickel
(Hauptmann, Palmieri 1998; Palmieri, Di
Nocera 2000), identical silver inlay decora-
tion, the presence of gold and the abundant
use of silver. The types of metal objects,
including both the spearheads and the
pins wih double or quadruple spirals and
the diadems are also very similar indeed to
Transcaucasian metallurgy, particularly in
Georgia (Kurshnareva, Chubinishvili 1970,
Figs. 42-43). It is therefore possible that the
whole area of eastern Anatolia and
Transcaucasia had important connections
concerning metallurgical activities from as
early as the end of the 4 th millenium, and
that metal objects have circulated more
broadly in élite circles linking the hierar-
chies of the early urban world on the
Euphrates to those of a different origin
from the mountain communities of the

Transcaucasus. It is not unlikely that
Mesopotamian societies proper also
entered these circuits, which would hawve
increased the demand and hence encour-
aged and extended production. It is also
interesting to note that in the tomb there
were Mesopotamian style wheel-made jars,
sometimes with reserved slip decoration,
together with hand-made red-black pottery
which was clearly of Transcaucasian origin
(Fig.21). This association in the same con-
text, the clearest example so far discovered,
would confirm the hypothesis that there
was strong interaction, at least at the level
of the élites, between the two cultural envi-
ronments, which raises new issues relating
to the problem of relations between the peo-
ple of Arslantepe and the normatic pas-
toralists from the southern regions of the
Caucasus at the end of the 4th and begin-
ning of the 3rd millenium. The hierarchies,
which we can now assume to have existed
even in the Transcaucasian communities,
may have begun initially by co-operating
with the Lake Uruk socities (or central
authorities) and then probably started to
compete and eventually replace the exist-
ing power structures, when, at the begin-
ning of the 3rd millenium, these had gone
into crisis, probaby accelerating the explo-
sion of the contradictions in the early state
system.

Evidence at Arslantepe of a
new settlement type and
political system

The "lord" buried in the tomb at
Arslantepe perhaps represented a different
type of warrior power from that of the reli-
gious-administrative élites in the early state
phase: the symbols of this power in fact
apper to be weapons and metals, at least as
far as their expression in funerary ideology
is concerned. These two items had indeed
also been significant features of the previ-
ous palatial hierarchies, but the formal and
structural basic characteristies of the latter
were economic dominance exercised
through a sophisticated administrative sys-
tem and religious/ceremonal legitimacy



recognisable in the architectural and artis-
tic/symbolic representations of power. All
these features unquestionably disappear at
Arslantepe at the beginning of the 3rd mil-
lenium B.C.

But what happened to the 4th millenium
élites? And were the new leaders who had
been so little visible in the organisation of
society recognisable in the 3rd millenium
villages foreign sovereigns linked to a war-
rior pastoralist world of eastern Anatolian
origin, or were they partly the successors of
the local élites? Whatever the answers, a
radical change took place. Between 3000
and 2800 B.C the situation was very fluid,
and while the centralised-redistribution
Mesopotamian-type structure disappeared,
and the Late Uruk traditions on the con-
trary survived in pottery manufacture, new
models of social organisation and the exer-
cise of power were spreading.

During the last excavation campaign the
unexpected discovery on the top of the tell
of an enormous mud brick wall on a stone
base about 6 m wide, standing on top of the
monumental buildings from the 4th mille-
nium and dating back to Early Bronze I
(period VI B2) (Fig.22), suggests that at the
beginning of the third millenium and there-
fore contemporarily to or immediately after
the construction of the "royal" tomb, a sort
of acropolis or fortified citadel was estab-
lished there, with the village from period VI
B2, which has already been widely excavat-
ed, lying around and below it (Fig.23). Too
little of the wall, which has enormous
dimensions, has been unearthed so far to
be able to know where it leads. But the pres-
ence of a kind of burned-out room along its
northern edge with the southern side hewn
into the wall and the other three sides strik-
ing out towards the north, suggests, that
the fortified area must have extended
towards the north and therefore coincided
with the top of the tell.

Even though we do not know anything
about the features of what we are assuming
to be a "citadel", and which we hope to be
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able to identify in the forthcoming excava-
tion campaigns, we can already say that,
after the collapse of the Late Uruk system,
Arslantepe did not regress and there was
no power vacuum, as we might had been
led to believe until only a few years ago. A
new kind of political organisation emerged
that was completely different from the pre-
vious Mesopotamian type. On the basis of
data which are discovered so far, we have
grounds for suggesting that this new soci-
ety perhaps emerged as a result of the
merging of the Transcaucasian world with
the cultures of the Anatolian Euphrates,
completely overturning their internal and
external relations. For, from this time
onwards, the external relations of the com-
munity at Arslantepe radically and irre-
versibly changed direction moving unmis-
takably towards the Anatolian world.

Arslantepe is therefore a place where
two different forms of power which charac-
terised antithetic development trajectories
in the history of the ancient world, met and
collided at a very early date. These two dif-
ferently- based types of power had their
roots in different economie relations in the
societies they controlled as well as in the
varying degree of economic interpenetra-
tion of the élites and the rest of population.
In the case of a Mesopotamian- like system,
power was based on the direct participation
of the central institutions in a large number
of economic activities, including both sta-
ple and luxury productions. Such a domi-
nant economic role usually required strong
ideological legitimation, which found its
most effective answer in the religious func-
tion of the élites. Hierarchies that arise
among the pastoralists, or other popula-
tions for which the settlement of conflicts
with other groups is a crucial matter, usu-
ally have very little involvement in the base
economy of their communities, and their
role is mainly that of protecting their
groups, settling conflicts to guarantee secu-
rity and free movement throughout vast ter-
ritories (which are needed by the pastoral-
ists) and organising wars and raids when-
ever necessary. This kind of power, which
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is also often formally expressed through
warrior characteristics, is linked to the
peculiar needs of pastoral economies,
where the means of production are mobile
(the flocks) and the territories need to be
vast and flexible. The legitimation of power
is implicit in its social function and it there-
fore does not usually need any strongly
marked religious connotation,
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Fig.1: Arslantepe.General view, from the east of the column building from period VII.
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Fig.2a: Arslantepe. View from the west of the period VIA complex of "private” monumental buildings.

Fig.2b: Plan of the VIA complex of "private” buildings. The grid is made of 4 m. squares.
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Fig.4: Arslantepe. View from the south of the late period VIl ceremanial building (Build. XXIX).
In the foreground the intrusive "royal" tomb from period VIB.

Fig.5: Arslantepe. Mass-produced bowls from Building XXIX, late period VII.
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Fig.7: Arslantepe. Bowls in situ in the side room (A 932) in Building XXIX.
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Fig.9a: Arslantepe. Wall painting in the north-eastern corner of room A 900 (late periodVll).
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Fig.9b: Superimposed painting layers in room A 364 from the palatial building (period VIA).

Fig.10: Arslantepe. Red-black pottery from period VIA.
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Fig 12: Arslantepe. The four skeletons on the stone slabs covering the cist grave (T 1).
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Fig.14: Arslantepe. Diadem in copper-silver alloy from the "royal” tomb T 1.
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Fig.15: Arslantepe. T 1: Copper and copper-silver personal ornaments of one of the persons
laying on the cist stone cover.

Fig.16a: Arslantepe. T 1: The interior of the cist.
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Fig 20: Arslantepe. T 1: Silver quadruple spiral pins found near the shoulder of the main
personage inside the cist.

Fig. 21: Arslantepe. Wheel-made reserved slip jars and hand- made red-black vessels from the royal tomb T 1.
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Fig.22: Arslantepe. The huge wall from period VI B2 (Early Bronze [) found on the top of the mound.
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is indicated the position of the royal tomb T 1, which probably preceded the VI B2 settiement.

Fig.23: Arslantepe. Schematic plan of the village and large wall from period VI B2. On the western side
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Tepecik-Ciftlik Hoylugu (Nigde)
Kazis1 Isiginda Orta Anadolu
Tarihéncesi Kiiltiirleri ile Ilgili
Yeni bir Degerlendirme

A New Approach on the
Prehistoric Cultures of
Central Anatolia in the
View of Tepecik-Ciftlik
(Nigde) Excavations

*Erhan BICAKCI

Annhias stzedkior: Topeck-Ciltlik, Kogh HoyGk, Meslitl, Kalkalitik, Obsicsen
Keywords: Tepeck-Cillik. Kégk Hoyik, Neolithic, Chaleolifhic, Obssdian

The site of Tepecik-Ciftlik, which lies in the Cappadocian volcanic zone, has been known since
1966, The site was discovered by LA. Todd. The archaeological material from the surface col-
lection indicates that the site was occupied mainly during the Neolithic and the beginning of
Chalcolithic period. However, some of the chipped-stone collected from the surface is strong-
ly suggestive of a Pre-Pottery Neolithic occupation at the site. Its location — close to the Gallii
Dag obsidian sources and work shops, — and a great amount of obsidian cores and flakes sug-
gest that the site was in close contact with the obsidian-related activities. The relief decorated
pottery with animal and human figures of Tepecik-Ciftlik closely resembles to those of Kdsk
Hdiytik, which lies ca 35 km south-southeast of Tepecik-Ciftlik, in the plain of Bor (Province of
Nigde). It seems that, this new settlement, which may be dated between the 7th and 6th mille-

nium B.C, will provide a new information on the prehistory of Central Anatolia.

1850°lerin sonunda baslayarak 1960'1h yallar
boyunca Géller Bdlgesi, Konya Owvasi1 ve
Giiney Anadolu'da yapilan arastirmalarla,
tarihdncesi dénemlerde Orta Anadolu
Platosunun gilineyinde bir yerlesim bdlgesi
oldugu anlasilmistir!. J. Mellaart'in dnce
bélgede yapmis oldugu yilizey arastirmala-
1, ardindan Hacilar ve Catal Héyilik'deki
kazilari, D. French tarafindan yapilan Can
Hasan I ve III kazlan ile bédlgenin Neolitik
ve Kalkolitik kiiltiirleri konusunda daha
ayrintili bilgiler edinilmeye baslanmastir.
Orta Anadolu Platosu'nun dogusunda bu

arastirmalarn tesviki ile 1960'hh yllarda
I.ATodd tarafindan bir yiizey arastirmasi
yapilmigtir (Todd 1980, 9-12).

Ardindan gelen 70'li y1llarda, Orta Anadolu
Platosu'nun giineydogu kesiminde, 1972'de
Nigde-Tepebaglar: (Ozgiic 1973, 442-443),
1981'de Pinarbasi-Bor ve Kiésk Hdyilk'de
(Silistireli, 1984) yapilan kaz calismalarina
kadar bélgede kayda deger baska bir ¢alig-
ma gériilmemektedir. 1989'da Asikh Héyiik
ile baslayan kazi calismalarim, bélgede ya-
pilan bir dizi yiizey arastirmas: ve Musular,

*lutanbul Universitesi, Edebiyal Fakiiltesi, Prehistorya Anabilim Dali, 34458 En}-a.z:l:-[:‘l.lmb ulfTiirkiye
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Giivercinkayasi, Kaletepe Obsidien Atdlye-
si pibi kaz calismalan izlemistir. Canak
cimleksiz Neolitik ile Kalkolitik dénem
sonlar arasindaki zaman dilimine tarihle-
nen bu yerlesmelerden elde edilen bilgiler-
le, bélgenin tarihéncesi dénem kronolojisi
gekillenmeye baslamastir.

Orta Anadolu Platosu'nun giiney kesimi ve-
va Kapadokya Volkanik Bdélgesi, zengin ob-
sidien yataklar nedeniyle tarihéncesi dé-
nem topluluklarinin daima ilgisini cekmis-
tir, Tarihdncesi dénem kiltlir dokularnin
bigimlenmesinde dnemli rol oynadig bili-
nen obsidien, bir yandan hammadde olarak
kendisi teknolojik gelismelerin dogrudan
nesnesi olmus, diger yandan da gerek ham-
madde, gerekse de lirin olarak kiiltiirler
aras: "degis tokus", "alis veris" iliskilerinin
dogrudan veya dolayh nedeni olmustur. Bu
nedenle obsidien kaynak analizleri ve yayi-
lim alanlarnin tespitine yénelik arastirma-
lara dnem verilmis, 1960'h yillarda bélgede
bazm arastirmalar yapilmistir (Renfrew vd
1966, 1968; Wright, 1969)2. Bu arastirma so-
nuclarina goére, Kapadokya obsidieninin
Paleolitik dénemden itibaren bélge disina
cikartildign (Renfrew, 1966, 32, 38, 42-43,
Fig. 4b, 65, Table 1), canak ¢émleksiz Neoli-
tik dénemin baslarndan itibaren ise daha
genis bir alana yayilmaya basgladifi, dzellik-
le Yakindogu'da, Levant'in giiney kesimle-
rine kadar ulastign anlasilmastird,

Bilgedeki obsidien kaynaklarmmn tlimiint
tespit etmek, yalkinlarindaki atdlye ve kamp
yerlerini arastirmalk ve obsidien kaynak ve
atélyelerine giden yollarn saptamak amaci
ile son yillarda baslatilmis olan sistematik
arastirmalarda (Balkan-Athh vd 1997%; 1998;
Cauvin vd 1996) kaynaklarin kesin yerleri-
nin saptanmasinin yanmsira yeni kaynalklar,
atdlyeler ve buluntu yerleri tespit edilmis-
tirt, Yine aym arastirmalar kapsaminda, Ka-
letepe Obsidien Atdlyesi'nde yiiriitiilen ka-
zilarda (Balkan-Ath vd 1998; 1999), atdlyeyi
unzmanlasmis topluluklarnn islettigini ve
tiriinlerini (dilgilerini) canak ¢émleksiz Ne-
olitik dénemde, Kuzey Suriye'de Dja'de, Mu-
reybet ve Halula'yva kadar ulastirmis olduk-
lar anlasilmistir® (Balkan-Atl vd 2000, 46).

Erhan BICAKCI

Acigdl ve Akgdl polen analizlerine gére, ca
GO 8500'den itibaren bélgede ormanlarin
en biiyiik yayllma dénemi baslar, ca GO
8000 yl énce yagislarda bir artis gdériiliir,
daha sonra genis agach yapraklarnn yerini
birden diken yaprakl agaclar alir ve bu du-
rum ca GO 7000’e kadar, bitki értiisiinde ani
bir azalma stirecine girilmesine kadar de-
vam eder (Esin 1998, 7576). Tepecik-Cift-
lik'in bulundugu bélgede gerek iklim kosul-
lar1, gerekse dogal ¢evrenin, insanlarin ya-
samasi icin glintimiizdekinden daha elveris-
li oldugu anlasilmaktadir. Ayrica bélgedeki
obsidien yataklarina yakinhg, etrafi daglar-
la gevrili bir i¢ ovada bulunmasi gibi neden-
lerle de tarihdncesi yerlesimler igin uygun
bir konumda bulundugu sdylenebilir.

Tepecik-Ciftlik

Tepecik-Ciftlik, 1964-66 yillarn arasinda,
LA.Todd tarahindan Orta Anadolu’da yapi-
lan yiizey arastirmalarnda, 13.09.1966 tari-
hinde tespit edilmistir® (Todd 1966, 105,
107; 1971, 216, 218; 1980, 44}, Hoyiik, Nigde
[li'ne bagh Ciftlik Kasabasi'min yaklasik 1
km dogusunda, Ciftlik ovasinda yer almak-
tadir” (Res. 1).

Tepecik-Ciftlik héyligtiniin bulundugu Cift-
lik veya Melendiz Ovasi (yére hallki ovamn
tiimiini ksaca "Melendiz" olarak adlandir-
malktadir), Orta Toros Daglarm'nmin kuzeyin-
de, giineybatida Karacadag'dan kuzeydogu-
da Erciyas Dagi'na kadar uzanan volkanik
yiikseltilerin ortasindaki Melendiz Dagla-
ri'min arasinda yer alan bir i¢ ovadirS. De-
nizden yaklasik 1500 m yilikseklikteki Cift-
lik Owvasi, civardaki volkanik daglardan
piiskiirmiis ponza ve kiil karsim bir altiv-
yon dolgusundan olusmaktadi®. Ovanin
giineyi, dogudan batiya dogru: Melendiz
Dagi (2935 m), Keciboyduran Dag (2727 m),
Kiigiik Hasan Dag: (3040 m) ve Hasan Da-
g1'ndan (3253 m) olusan Melendiz Dag sil-
silesi tarafindan simirlandinilmaktadir; ku-
zeyinde Géllii Dag (2143 m) ve bu dagin ba-
tiyva dogru algalan uzantilari, doguda da,
Melendiz Dagi'min giiney etekleri ile Gélli
Dag arasinda uzanan ve Canak Tepe olarak
adlandirlan yilikseltilerle simirlandirilmisg-
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tir. Ovanin bat1 kesimi ise, Hasan Dagi'min
kuzey eteklerindeki nispeten algak yiiksel-
tilerle sinirlandirilmistir.

Melendiz Ovasi, Melendiz Dagi'ndan ¢ikan
bircok akarsu tarafindan sulanmalktadir.
Melendiz Dagi'nda bulunan kaynaklardan
cikip ovaya ulastifinda li¢ ana kol olustu-
ran (dogudan batiya dogru: Azathh Deresi,
Sekiller Deresi ve Asmasiz Cay1) bu dereler,
ovayl glineydogu-kuzeybati yéniinde katet-
tikten sonra, ovanmin ortasinda birleserek
Melendiz Suyu'nu olustururlar (Res. 1). Me-
lendiz Suyu kuzeybatiya dogru Thlara Vadi-
si olusumlarnm katederek Asikli Héyiik,
Musular gibi yerlesmelerin bulundugu Ma-
masun havzasina ulasir, Bu akarsular di-
sinda, Ciftlik Ovas1 gevresinde bircok su
kaynagi bulunmaktadir.

Ciftlik Ovasi, cevre bdlgelere cesitli dogal
yollarla baglanmaktadir. Doguda Gé&lli
Dag'in giiney etekleri boyunca, doguya dog-
ru uzanan Silegin (veya Sekkin) Boga=z ile
Misliova'ya, kuzeyde Sivrihisar ve Gelveri
(Gilizelyurt) tlizerinden ve kuzeybatida Me-
lendiz Suyu boyunca Mamasun havzasina
ve buradan da Konya Ovasi'na, glineyde de
Melendiz Daglari’'nin ortasindan uzanan
Keslik Dere vadisi boyunca Nigde-Bor ova-
sina baglanmaktadir. Bunlann disinda, ge-
gilmesi nispeten daha zor olan iki yol daha
bulunmaktadir; bunlardan giineydeki, Kes-
lik Dere vadisinin dogusunda, yore halla-
nin "Dag Yolu" clarak adlandirdig ve Ke-
tencibeli yaylas1 ve Melendiz Dag tizerin-
den Nigde il merkezine baglanan bir yol-
dur; digeri ise, kuzeyde, Géllii Dag ile Sivri-
hisar arasinda, nispeten daha algak yiiksel-
tilerin bulundugu, Bozkoy-Kayirhh yoludur
ve bu yol ile Misliova'min bat1 bitimine, Ne-
nezi'ye (Bekarlar) ulasilir.

Tepecik-Ciftlik héyiigi 300x170 m boyutla-
rindadir (Res. 2); oval bigimli bir héylik ko-
nisi ve bu koninin gilineydogusunda yer
alan ea 100 m uzunlukta bir terastan olus-
maktadir, 33.300 m*'lik bir alam kaplayan
héytigiin en yiiksek noktas: cevre ovadan
9.60-4.60 m yiiksekliktedir. Glinlimiizde tar-
la olarak kullamilan tiim héyilik alaninda,
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yore halkindan edinilen bilgilere gore, gec-
migte de daima tarnmsal etkinliklerde bulu-
nulmus oldugu Ggrenilmistir. Hoytik, tarla
olarak kullamimi nedeniyle devamh siirtil-
mesi sonucunda tahribata maruz kalmstir,
Yine ydére halkindan alinan bilgilere gore,
hoyilik ilizerinden, yapilarda kullanilmak
amaciyla cok miktarda tas alindigl, zaman
zaman taslamn yerlerinden cikartmak igin
kazilar yapildign 6grenilmistir. Bu kazilar s1-
rasinda sik sik mezarlara rastlandig da yi-
re halkimin ifadelerinden anlasilmaktadar,

Istanbul Universitesi Arastirma Fonu tarafin-
dan desteklenen (Proje No.: 1478/28082000)
Tepecik-Ciftlik'deki galismalann ilk sene-
sinde!?, kaz calismalarn éncesinde, topog-
rafik plan igin élelimler alinmis ve plan gi-
zilerek tamamlanmistir (Res. 2). Héylik tlize-
rine yerlestirilen 10x10 m’lik plankareler
esas alinarak, hdyiik ylizeyinde ayrintil bir
yiizey toplamas: yapilmistir. Kaz calisma-
lar toplam 224 m?'lik bir alanda yapilmmstir
(Res. 2, 3).

Héoylik "0.00" noktasina gére yaklasik 2.00
m derinlikte yap:r kalintilarimin bulundugu
tabakaya ulasilmistir (Res. 3-5). Yer yer bo-
zulmus olan yap: kalintilarinin énemli bir
béliimiinii ca 0.50 m genislikte tas subas-
man duvarlar: olusturmaktadir. Cevre dag-
larda bol miktarda bulunan volkanik taslar
ile insa edilmis duvarlarda gogunlukla "top-
lama tas" olarak tamimlayabilecefimiz tas-
lar kullanmilmis, baz taslar kismen diizeltil-
mistir. Diiz ve keskin kenarh taglarin kulla-
mlmasina dzen gdsterilmis, taslarnn die-
giin kenarlan duvarlarin dis yiizlerine gele-
cek bigimde yerlestirilmistir; biiyilik ve orta
boy iki tas sirasinin arasimin ufak boy tas-
larla doldurulmas ile insa edilmis olan "ka-
buk duvarlar" yer yer 5-6 sira yiikseklikte
korunagelmistir (Res. 6, 7). Bircok yap: ev-
resinin bulundugu anlasilan yap kalintila-
rn arasinda ocak (Res. 7), tas ddsemeler,
platformlar, kap1 agikhiklan gibi yap dgele-
ri bulunmustur,

Canak ¢émlek iizerinde yapilan ilk gézlem-
lerde, tiim ¢anak ¢émlegin el yapim oldu-
gu gérilmektedir. Hamurlar siyah, koyu
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diimlii olarak inceleme olanag vermesi ba-
kimindan dnem tasidig distiniilmektedir.

Bor Ovasi’'nda, ilk kez Kdsk Héyuk buluntu-
lar ile ortaya cikan yeni bir kiltirtin varl-
gimdan bahsedilmesi sz konusu ise, daha
kuzeyde, Kapadokya Volkanik Bélgesinde
yer alan Tepecik-Ciftlikk'de de bu kiiltiriin
varhigindan bahsedilmesi diisliniilebilir.
Ustelik, ilk bulgulara gére olasilhikla MO 7.
binin ikinei yarns:, belki daha da eski bir
dénemden MO B. bin baslarnna kadar uza-
nan bir stiregte, Tepecik-Ciftlik'de bu kiilti-
riin, daha eski ddnemlerinin bulunmasi
beklenebilir.

Katkilar

istanbul Universitesi Arastirma Fonu tarafin-
dan desteklenen (Proje No.. 1478/28082000)

NOTLAR

1 Ikinci Dimyn Savisg dncesinde, kiltirlerin Mezopotamya ve yakin
govresinde goligip, buradan Anadolu, Ege ve Gineydofu Avrupa’ya
yayildafram ileri sidren Nifusionist modelo pore, Moolittk dénomde,
hatta MO 3000 dncesinde Toros Innn kuxoeyinde yorlegim olmndyjn
dilginulmedie idi (Loyd, 19546, 53-54; bu konudn daellikle bhe
Ozdofmn, 189),

2 Oria Anadolu ohsidion kaynaklan konusunda, 1970'lorin basina
T;ggrny;-gjl}nn araglirmalaria ilgili ayrmtil knynaken igin bk Todd,

3 Yakon blgode Agulkd Héyik, Avin Dag, Kumluk Tepe (fncesu)
(Renfrow vd, 1968, 64, Table I) gibl birgok yorlesmode Gallidag, dahn
batida Gatal Hiylgdn orken Neolitik ve Haeilarin T V1,
tabakalanndn (Renfrow v, 1866: 44, 62, Table 1) Amigal, Morein'in
Neolitik dénem tbakalannda ise hor iki kaynaktan golivilen obsidi-
enin kullanilms olduju tespit edilmistic (Ronfrow vd 1966, 44, 48, 62,
65, Tab. 1), Yokin Dofna'da, Levant'da Ertha'nun Canak Camlek Oncesi
Neolitik B (FPNB) donom tabakalanndakl (Renfvow vd, 10646: 46, 63,
66, Table 1). Toll Rumad 11'deki (Renfrow vd, 1966, 65, Table 1) ve daho
piineyde Beldha'nmn PPNB'ye tarihlonen IV, tnbakasindan bulunmusg
olan parcalann din (Renfrow vd 1988, 322, Tab, 1, 325) Galld dnn
gitdrildugld anlasmlmagtir. Yine aym bolgede, birms dnhn gog donem-
lerde, Byblos'un 1k ve Son Neolitik dénem ve Ras Shamm'non Ganak
Comloksk: Moolitik, Halal, Ubeid dénemlorindo Gallddng obaidieninin
kullamldijin tespit edilmistic (Renfrow vd., 1966, 46, 65, Takble I).
Callddng obsidloninin deniz asin bilgolere, Canak Comleksiz Neolitik
danemde Kiben'tn, Khiroldtia'yn (Renfrow vd 19688, 322, Tab. | 326) ve
ITC da Girit'te Knossos's (Renfrow vd. 1966: 86, Table 1) kadar
weturdlmis oldugne da bu arngtormslaria wespic edilmistiv

4 Belli bagh obsidion knynakinn vo stslyelord Kagurh'da (Pinaroik,
Bitlikelor), Kémired'de (Erikll, Kalotope, Magara, Kérkuyu),
Bozkéy de (libk: mevikil, Korakaya, Minnonin Yeri); v Nonesi
Dag govresinde yoniden tosplt edilmistic (Balkan-Ath vd 1007, 293209,
300; 1998, 2200, Bunlornn disimde, Galld Dag'in giney eteklerinde,
Topocik-Clitligin kugugumu 8.5 km kuzeykuzeydogusunds, Birga
Doresi’nde de bir obsidion kaynagn bulundufundan bahsedilmekuediy
(Todd 1950, 34, Fig. &)

b Avdlyede Canak Cimloksiz Neolitik donemde sadeco bu atdlyede
(rotilen va ‘ﬁalnlegn Celtl.l:‘j]?d' olnrak adiandirien bir cekirdegin
ance bigimlendirildigi sonradan yo nmayla bu gekirdokton dilgilor
elde pdildigl anlagilmigtar (Balkan-Ath wd 1999, 67).

6 Hayilik ayrica, 1990 snlinds Japonys Ora Dofu Killtdr Merkesi'nin
balgede yapiig yikzey arastirmalanndn, Sachihiro Omura ve ekibi
(Omurn 1982, 543), 10086 yilinda da Nur Balkan-Atl tarafindan dn
iymrot odilmigtir (Balkan-All, M.C. Cauvin, 1098, 283, Ciz. 4:1-4). M.
Fornasori vo ekibinin Malatys Aslantepe'nin Son Kalkolitlk
inbakalannda bulunan obsidion drneklorinin kaynaklan konusunda
gla.pjmu oldufu arastirmalnrda, Ciftlik kasabasimn hemen batisinda,
afif eprimll bir sint dzerinde, pulluk ile starilme nodeni e gok whrip
olmug bir yerlegmeden bahsedilmekio (Fornaserd wd 107577, 232, 236
Fig. 3) ve burndan toplnnan drneklerin Ora Anndolu Neolitigi'ne ait
olduklan beliniimoektedir, Bahsedilen bu yerlesmoenin konumu

Erhan BICAKCI

2000 yilh calismalarimiza Cumhurbaskanlh-
&1 Genel Sekreterligi ve Dogus Holding
gnemli él¢lide katkilarda bulunmustur; bu
katkilarm nedeniyle, Cumhurbaskanlif es-
ki Genel Sekreteri Saymn Necdet Secki-
néz'e ve Dogus Holding Yénetim Kurulu
Baskani Sayin Ayhan Sahenk'e tegekkiru
bir borg biliriz. Kaz1 galismalar sirasinda
kullandigimiz "Kapadokya Obsidien Aras-
tirmalart Merkezi"nin kurulmasinda yar-
dime1 olan fstanbul Menkul Kiymetler Bor-
sasi'na, Yiiksel ve Ay-Sel insaat'a, Yasar
Holding'e tesekkiir ederiz. "Camel Trophy"e
de projeye katkilar nedeni ile tesekkiirii
bir borg biliriz. Bolgedeki ¢alismalarimiz-
da bizden hicbir yardimi esirgemeyen Nig-
de Valiligi'ne, Koy Hizmetleri Genel Mii-
diirliigii'ne, Kéy Hizmetleri Sube Sefli-
Fi'ne, Karayollar1 Sube Sefligi'ne, Baglama
Belediyesi'ne ve Prof Dr. Wulf Schirmer'e
tesekkiir ederiz.

Topooik-Ciltlifin konumu ilo uyusmamalitadar; T:gnclk-ﬂlftllk. Cinlik
kllau-bumnm batssinda ve bir sirtta dogil, dogusunda ve ovada yer
nlmakindir,

7 Hayljrin koordinatinn: N 38° 109367 E 34" 2006087 donlzdon yiksok-
Iifgl: en 1580 melir,

8 *lg Anndolu Volkanik Balges!®, "Kapadokyn Volkanik Bolges!® vo

“Cekirdek Knpadokyn® olarak da adlandimlan (Esin 1998: 67) balgonin

mmu?g&njﬂik;;uuumu ve dofal covresi (e Hgill ayrintil bilgi igin bl
im 1 . BTV,

B Todd, ovinin Holosen diénemde olusmus bir alivyon formasyono
oldugmunu belintmekiedir (Todd 19580, 116). C. Kuzncuogio, bilgede ya
mnkia oldu, morfelojilh argtirmalar kapsamindn, ovanin kuzey
Iminde sondajinr yapmis ve ilk verilers gére ovada Pleistoson ddnemdo
bir gil oldugn sonucuna varmigir (Balkan-Ath, M.C. Cauvin 1898, 220),

10 2000 il Topectk-Giftlik Kazm ekibi, Nigde Mize Midird Eroel
Faydal bagkanhginda, Nigde Mizesi'ndon Mahmut Allunean ile Ayse
Ersoy'dan, lstanbul Universitesi dgmml[ﬂi Ciler Altinbilek. Guines
Duru, Gearkom Kizlkayak, Bufra Serdaroglu, Feray Kogak ve Nuroan
Kaynean'dan olugtu.

11 Todd, Kymowa Agkilh Mal grubunu, arastirmasinds olugturduiu kro-
nolojik tablo igerisindo balirll bir yore oturtamiyor ve bunlarnn
olasilikia Son Neolitik ddneme ail oldugunu dilstiniyor. (Todd 1080,
55-56). Oud . bu canak gémlegin hom Neolitik hem de 1TC 11
danemlerinde bulundugunu, teknolojik olarak boneerlikler
terdifrini. ancak kap formlarnin farkh alduiuna, Tepecik-

ik doki Kirmis Aghih canak gimlefin biyik olasihikin NMeolitik

daneme ait oldufu belirnmektoedie M. ofan ilo deel ghrigme),

12 Summors, develiyi Agkili Mal grubunun mnfi ile Kelayihikla
taminabildigini nma sadece Topeoil-Ciftlik'de bulundufunu belinimek-
te (Bummers 1893, 31)

13 Todd, deellikle diiz henarli kaplann Kask Heyik ile benzerlikler
gisterdiginden bahseder (Todd 1980; 46).

14 Todd, yuzeyden toplanan malzeme arasinda dar afizl kap
pargalaring matlanmadigin belirtic (Todd 1980, 46, 54).

15 Kalkolitik donem boyunea, besekli ganak ¢odmlelkler armsinda on
yaygin bezame tplerinden bir tanesinin s I oldufunu beliren
Bummers (Swmmers 1883, 31). bu tir begekli pargalann bir losminn
Cuelverd malzemesi ile bonserlikler ghsterdigini balinmektedir.
[(Eain 1903.47, Owdogan, 1893,173, Mabday, 1993,117

18 Todd'da benzer bir gizlemde bulunmustur [Tedd 1950, 93),

17 Todd, Tepecik yontmatas endistrisinde ok miktards gekirdek,
biiyiik boy vonga (gofu kullamlmg, lenmis veya artik) ve gok gesitli
kaziyiolar bulundugunu belitmektedin dilgilerin oz oldugunu,
miktarda ki yii=i dibeltili ok vo mizrik uglan bulundugunu yazmak-
tadir (Todd 1880, 93, 108),
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18 Tepecii-Ciltlik'de bulunmuy olan, iki yuizi dideeltili ok ve mizmk
uglarinmin Konyn Cvasi'ndaki Noolitik donem uglan ilo yakin benser
likler gastordifini ilori siiren Todd, bu uglarinn kesiniikle erkoen
Noolitik déneme ait oldugunu, diger birgok alotin de Neolitik déne
min baglarinn tarihlencbilecogin nriiﬂer. HKazpnolar arasinda da
birgok droek yine Ora Anndolu ve Dogu Catal Heéydk'de bulunanlar
ile boneerliklor gastorir (Todd 1960, 106),

19 Todd, Tepecik-Ciltlik imatng endibstrisinde, bua parcalarda
belirgin bir Paloalitik otki géraldigtnden bahseder (Todd, 1880, 1046),
Neolitik endistrilerdekl birgok kaeynomn Paleolitik kakenli
oldufunu, Topecile-Qiftlik'de bulunmusg olan baz aletlerin Mousterien
endiistrilor ile yakin bonzerlikler gosterdifind belintir, Yorodeki
obsidyen kmymaklarimn Paleolitik donomlerden itibaren kullanilmg
olma ihtimalini do tniinde tutarak, Tepeoik-Ciftlik'de veyn yakin
govrosinde Meolitik'den dabhn eski yerlesmelerin bulunma ihtimalinin
lewwvetll oldufunu llorl stiver (Todd, 1950, 106).

20 Todd, nz snyida olmakla boraber Noolitik déoeme nit oldujm kesin
nhm ]i‘lmﬂ.mldm bahseder ve agkih birkng parganin Dofu Catal

erkon Noolitik donemde bulunanlar ile benwgorlik gdstordifing
nﬁylur (Todd 1980, 46. 54, Fig. 11, 15-18).
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wistordiging belirtmoekiedir (Gilistirell, 1988, 62: 1980, 93, 190 14, 105,
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Resim 4: 16-18 K agcmalan batidan gérinis( Resim 5: 18-16 K agmalan dogudan gorinisi

Resim 6: 16, 17 K agmalan glineyden gérinisi
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Resim 11: insan motifli kabartma bezekli canak parcasi

Resim 12: Kazima ve nokta bezekli canak parcasi
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Resim 13: Kazi ve sokma nokta bezekli canak pargasi  Resim 14: Obsidien ok/mizrak ucu

Resim 15: Obsidien ok/mizrak ucu Resim 16: Obsidien ok/mizrak ucu
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TUBA-AR IV (2001)

KULLUOBA Ic Kuzeybat1 Anadolu’da
Bir 11k Tunc Cagy Kenti

1996-2000 Yillar arasinda Yapilan Kaz
Calismalarinin Genel Degerlendirmesi

KULLUOBA: An Early Bronze
Age Settlement in North-West
Anatolian Hinterland

An Overview on the
Archaeological Work Done
Between Years 1996-2000

*Turan Efe, Deniz $. M. Ay-Efe

Anaghtar sozcikier: Killdboba, ik Teng Gaf, Kentlegme,
Kaywords: Kilioba, Early Bronze Age, Urbanization

The mound of Kiilltioba lies within the boundaries of the administrative district of Seyitgazi in the
Province of Eskigehir. Settlement phases within the mound represent a time period which ex-
tends at least from the late Chalcolithic Period to the very end of the Early Bronze Age (the end of
the EB III, ca. 1800 BC). Excavations at the site, begun in 1996 under the direction of Turan Efe of
the Department of Protohistory and Near Eastern Archaeology at Istanbul University, have so far
concentrated on the eastern and western cones of the large, sprawling mound 200x150m across.

Stratigraphy in the western sector has revealed a cultural continuum from the end of Late Chal-
colithic times to the beginnings of the EB II period. Especially of significance here is the settle-
ment plan from the period transitional to the Early Bronze Age; it resembles M. Korfmann's "Ana-
tolian Settlement Plan" as revealed at Demireihiiytik. Its occurence here at Kiilliioba, however, rep-
resents an even earlier period. The pottery on this western cone clearly displays a gradual transi-
tion from the Late Chalolithic throughout the whole of the EB I period.

EB Il and EB III strata have been investigated in the eastern sector of the mound, where evidence
for the existence of an acropolis and a lower city as early as the EB II period bears considerable
impaect on Anatolian prehistory. A zigzag fortification wall lined with residences along the interi-
or encloses the upper city. An eastern gate in these fortifications has been unearthed, with a small
court inside leading into an open area. Directly across this plaza or square the visitor was met by
a palace complex- a megaron flanked by two longitudinally adjoining megaroid structures, most li-
kely the residence of the local ruler. There is also evidence of independent Megara upon this ac-
ropolis. The layout of the upper city would seem to represent an amalgamation of the Demircihii-
ik settlement plan with the plans of the cities of the North Aegean.

The EB III pottery found at Kiilliioba exhibits the typical western anatolian repertory of the age.
Two footshaped stamp seals from EB II and III strata at Kiilliioba emphasize the importance of
trade. It is most particularly such finds from the EB Il and EB III periods at Kiilllioba that bear wit-
ness to the overland trade that passed over the Eskisehir plain between Cilicia to the southeast and
the Northern Aegean to the west.

* [stanbul Universitesi, Edebiyat Fakiiltesl, Protohistonm ve Onasya Arkeolajisi Annbilim Daly, 34458 Beyaet, Istanbul, Trkiye
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késesinde agilan kiigiik bir sondajda sap-
tanmistir, Koyu gri renkli ve kiilli olan bu
dolguda ana topraga kadar ulasilmistir (Re-
sim: 4). Daha sonra 2000 yili calismalarin-
da, U9/10 agmasinin gilineyinde, bu dénem
listten ortalama 50 em derinlige kadar arag-
tirilms ve baz yapilara ait tas temel kalin-
tilan ortaya cikarlmistir (Resim: 5).

Derinlik sondajinda en altta, gayet sert ve
homojen, agik sar renkli ana toprak icine
oyulmus ii¢ adet dikddrtgen ¢ukur ortaya ci-
karilmistir (Resim 4).7 Silo olduklan diisti-
niilen bu muntazam kenarh ¢ukurlarnn igin-
de bol miktarda canak ¢émlek parcalan ele
gecgirilmigtir. Bugiine kadar yapilan calis-
malar sonucu, bu déneme ait {i¢ mimari alt
evre saptanabilmistir.® Bu evrelerle iliskili
olarak biiyiik bir kKismi ag¢ilmamis alanda
kalan ddrtgen bir yapr kalintis: ile onun gii-
neyinde yer alan yuvarlak bir yapiya ait ol-
dugu diisiiniilen tas temeller ortaya ¢ikaril-
mistir (Resim: 5). Dértgen yapz, ii¢ ara evre-
de de aym yerde tekrarlanmis olup ici, mun-
tazam olmayan taslarla désenmistir. Gliney
tarafl daha sonraki evreye ait bir yapinin te-
melleri tarafindan kesilen yuvarlak yapinin
korunmus olan duvar, bat1 profiline yalkin
yerde, kuzeybatiya dogru doéniis yaparak
son bulur, Biliyiik olasilikla bu kisimda yapi-
mn girigi bulunmaktadiyr. Burada profil igi-
ne giren biiyiikce taslar, girisin diger kana-
dina ait olabilir. Sézkonusu bu yuvarlak ya-
piin iginin de tas ddseli oldufu anlasil-
maktadir. Oniimiizdeki yillarda yapilacak
kazilarla, yuvarlak yapilarnn dzellikleri, ko-
numlart ve stratigrafileri ile ilgili daha ay-
rintili bilgiler elde edilmeye galisilacakfir,

b. 5.-3. Evreler ( ilk Tung Cagi'na
Gegis Evresi)

Bu evre, Demircihiiyiik D kat1 dncesine
denk gelen déneme ait kiiltiir katlarim
kapsamaktadir ( yaklasik M.O. 3300-3000).
Dért ara mimari evre iceren en alttaki 5.
Evre, bu déneme ait gayet iyi korunmus
mimari kalintilar vermektedir(Resim: 6):
Burada, yerlesmenin etrafini gevreleyen
bir savunma duvar ve arka taraflarn bu du-
varla kapatilan dértgen veya trapez seklin-
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deki evler ortaya cikanlmistir(Cizim: 1).
Giineydogu-kuzeybat1 ydéniinde zigzaglar
yvaparak ilerleyen savunma duvarinn iist
kismu tek sira tuglah olup dig yiizeyi agagl-
ya dogru belli bir seviyeye kadar egim olus-
turacak sekilde kalhnlastinlmigtir(Cizim:
1). U7/8 agmasinda yapilan sondajda, ana-
toprak lizerine insa edilmis bu surun 2.5 m
yiikseklige kadar korundugu anlasilmagtair.
Ancalk, daha sonralan dig yiiziine, 3-3,5 m
kalinhikta karmmz renkli, steril toprak yig1-
lan sur bedeni bu sekilde yer yer 4.0-4.5
m'lik bir genislige ulasmistir. Bu toprak y1-
ginin én tarafina ikinci bir kerpic veya tasg
duvarin insa edilip edilmedigi heniiz tam
olarak agikhk kazanmamigtir., Tabanlar
steril, kirmizi toprak serilerek olusturul-
mug evlerin yan duvarlar, surun zigzag
yvaptig1l kdselere birlesmektedir. Bu evler
li¢ veya daha fazla odalh olmahdir (Resim:
4, 6). Biiyik bir kism ortaya c¢ikarilmis
olan bdyle bir yapimin én kismunda bir gi-
rig odas: vardir. Bu odamin ortasinda 1.5 m.
yiikseklife kadar korunmus olan ve ¢atiyl
desteklemek amaciyla dikilmis olmas1 ge-
reken bir ahsap direk deligi -¢ilriimiis ah-
sal1 ile birlikte- ortaya cikarilmastir (Re-
sim: 4). On odadan sonra iki ayn girisle ar-
ka odalara ulasilir. Oda girislerinin her iki
tarafinda da kap1 gergevesi olarak ahsap
dikmeler yer alir. Bu odalarin geride sura
birlestigi kisimda, 2000 yilinda yapilan ca-
lismalar sonucunda, ¢esitli yenileme evre-
lerinin sdzkonusu oldugu anlasilmistir.
Ontimiizdeki yil, bu kesimde yapmay: plan-
ladigimiz caligmalarla, mimari katlara gd-
re ortaya cikan plan degisikliklerinin sap-
tanmasina ¢cahisilacaktir,

Bu gekilde Kiilliioba'min bu 5. Evre Yer-
lesmesinin plama Manfred Korfmann tara-
findan "Anadolu Yerlesim Plani" olarak ad-
landirilan ve en iyi Demircihiiyiik'ten bili-
nen plana? genel hatlaryla benzemektedir;
ancak, sdz konusu bu 5. Evre yerlesmesi,
Demircihiiyiik 11k Tung Cag katlan éncesi-
ne tarihlenmektedir; dolayisiyla, sdzkonu-
su planin Demircihiiytik dncesi gelisimini
vermesi acisindan biiyiik dnem tasimakta-
dir. Eger bu evre yerlesmesi tiim hdyiigii
kapsiyorsa, o zaman yerlesmenin bu tiir
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plan iceren birden fazla yerlesim biriminin-
den olusmusg olabilecegini de gdzard: etine-
mek lazimdir.

Bir listteki 4. Evre'de de tas temelli ve te-
melsiz kerpi¢ yapr kalintilarina rastlanmis-
tir. Simdiye kadar dért mimari kat igeren
bu evrenin en alttaki iki katinda, evler altta-
ki 5. evreninkilerle aym yéndedir. Ustteki
iki kata ait yapilarn ise en azindan bu ke-
simde bagimsiz olarak insa edildikleri anla-
silmaktadir ve bunlar, bir sonraki 3. Evreye
ait cdp gukurlan tarafindan biiyiik oranda
tahrip edilmistir. Cép cukurlarimin yogun-
lugu, 3. Evre'de yerlesme sinirinin giineye
dogru geriledigi ve bu kesimin bos alan ola-
rak kullanildig izlenimini vermektedir.

2. Evre (ilk Tunc¢ Cag1I)

Bu evrede; giiney, kuzey ve kismen baf-
dan kerpi¢ duvarlarla ¢gevrelenen ve orta-
simda ocagl bulunan biiyiik beyaz bir taban
ortaya cikarnlmistir. Bati duvarnimin kuzey
kismundaki agikhik, burada bir girisin sdz-
konusu olabilecegini gdstermektedir. Bu
duvarin kuzey ucunun oniinde bir direk de-
ligi ele gecirilmistir. Ocagin etrafinda da
ahsap dikmelerin oturmus olabilecegi ddrt
adet cukurluk saptanmistir, Daha sonra-
dan agilan ¢ép cukurlarn ve tahribatlar, ta-
bamn ve duvarlann dogu kismini tama-
men ortadan kaldirmistir. Aslinda, bu ke-
simde 2. Evre'va ait kalintilar tiim alanda
listten agilan cukurlar tarafindan biiyiik
oranda tahrip edilmistir. Bu evre, canak
gomlekteki gdriilen benzerliklere dayamila-
rak Demircihiiylik D-F evrelerine tarihlen-
dirilmektedir.1?

d.1. Evre (ITC I sonu veya ITC II baslar1)

Bu evreye ait zemini canak gimlek ddseli
iyi korunmus bir irin tabam ve bunun altinda
iri taglardan insa edilmis bir duvar kalintis:
ele gecirilmistir,

2. Canak Cémlek

Yukan Sakarya Canak Cdémlek Grubu'na
ait dgelerin ilk ortaya cikisi ve canak ¢dm-
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legin giderek GKC é&zelliklerinden siyrila-
rak [lk Tung Cag ézellikleri tasimaya bas-
lamasi, Kiilliioba bat1 konisinde, 5.-2. Evre-
ler'de ele gecirilen ¢anak ¢omlekte gdzlem-
lenebilmektedir. Geg Kalkolitik katlara Gz-
gl olan siyah aglihh mallar ile yahn agkh
mallar iist katlara dogru giderek degisir ve
yerlerini 6nce gri-kahverengi ackili malla-
ra, daha sonra da iist evrelere ézgii olan kir-
miz1 astarh ve ackili mallara birakir; diga
gekik dudakh veya diiz profilli tabaklarin
yverini de ¢ogunlukla ilmik kulplar olan ba-
sit profilli kaseler alir. Genis agizl1 cdmlek
ve kiiplerin ise boyunlu érnekleri ortaya ¢i-
kar. Bat1 Anadolu'da {lk Tun¢ Cagi'min en
karakteristik formunu olusturan gaga agiz-
1 testiler (Resim: 7, sagda), 5. Evre'den iti-
baren ortaya cikar ve iist evreler dogru arta-
rak ve geliserek devam eder. Canak ¢dm-
lek nihayet 2. Evrede Demircihiiylik D-F
katlariminki ile dnemli paralellikler gdste-
rir (Resim: 8; 9, solda). Difer taraftan, Kiil-
liioba'nin bu evresinde Beycesultan ITC I
canak ¢dmlegi icin karakteristik olan si1g
oluk ve barbotin bezeme igeren parcalarin
ele gecirilmesi, sdézkonusu Demircihiiyiik
katlarimin Beyecesultan kronolojisine gére
tarihlendirilmesini mimkiin kilmaktadir,1!

B. Dogu Kesimde Yapilan
Calismalar

Hdayiligiin Dogu Konisi'nde ve giliney ya-
magta bugiine kadar yapilan calismalarda
ITC I1I ve onun altinda tabakalanmis olarak
ge¢ ITC II katlar saptanms bulunmakta-
dir(Resim: 1.2). Dolayisiyla, Bati1 Koni-
sindeki en iist katin devami niteligindeki
erken ITC II katlar, héylikte heniiz stratig-
rafik olarak kazlamamstir; buna bagh ola-
rak Bati Konisi'nde saptanan daha erken
ddnemlere ait yerlesmelerin, hdylugin ti-
miine yayihp yayilmadiklar: konusunda da
heniiz bilgi sahibi defiliz. Dogu Konisi yer-
legim evreleri, arada heniiz saptanamamig
katlar bulunabilecegi diisiincesiyle, simdi-
lik numaralanmamistir. Gerek mimari ve
gerekse diger buluntular acgisindan cok
dnemli bilgilerin elde edildigi dogu kesim-
deki kaz calismalar, dénemlere gore dzet
olarak asagida ele alinmaktadar.
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1. Geg Ilk Tung¢ Cagt II Dénemi
a. Mimari

Bu ddnemde yerlesme, hdyligiin dogu ve
giiney konilerini i¢gine alan hir Yukarisehir
(Kale) ile héyiigiin eteklerinde yer alan Asa-
gisehir'den olusmaktadir. Yukarigehir, en
azindan dogu tarafta, daha dnce olusmus
olan héytigiin topografik durumuna da bagh
olarak, belli araliklarla dik veya dik aciya ya-
kan ddniisli késeler arasinda diiz hatlar
olusturan bir sur ile ¢evrilidir (Cizim: 2). Do-
gu yamacta bu sur lizerinde, plam biiylik
oranda ortaya cikanlmis olan Yukarisehir'in
ana giriglerinden birisi yer alir (Dogu Kapi-
s1). Gliney yamacta da diger bir kapinin bu-
lunduguna dair ipuglan ele gecirilmigtir,
Dogu yamacta steptrench seklinde acilan
AH 18, Al 18, AJ 18 ve AL 18 agmalarnda
Asagisehirin varhfina kamt olusturan mi-
mari kalintilar ele gecirilmistir (Resim: 1).

Kale Kapilar: Dogu Kapisi giliney ve ku-
zeyden iki duvarla simirlandinlmistir, Ku-
zey-gliney yiniinde bir hat olugturan ve ig
kismina ev duvarlarnmn birlestigi sur, dik
aci ile batiya déner; kuzey ucu hafifge ige
dogru kivrlarak kapi'min giiney duvarina
birlesir (Cizim: 2; Resim: 10,11), Iste surun
bu kivnldign kismin dis tarafinda girigin
sur bedenine bitisik giliney kulesi yer
ahr(Resim: 11). Giiney késesi yuvarlatilmisg
olan bu kulenin simetriginde ikinei bir ku-
lenin varhifina dair deliller ele gegirilmis-
tir, Kapiy1 sinirlandiran giliney ve kuzey du-
varlari, kulelerin birbirlerine bakan i¢c du-
varlar ile ayn: hat lizerindedir.

Iki kule arasinda yer alan ve iizerinde
dis girisin bulundugunu tahmin ettigimiz
duvara ait kahntimin kiigiik bir kisma, ku-
zey kulesine bitisik olarak ele geg¢irilmistir.
Bu dis kapdan gectikten sonra, kuzey ve
guneyden iki uzun duvarla simirlandirilmis
kisimda dnce biiytik bir giris avlusu yer
alir. Bu avludan birer girisle kulelere ulasi-
lir ve her iki tarafta da girigler saptanmis
bulunmaktadir. Sur bedeni, kuzeydeki giri-
gin hemen batisindan tekrar baslamis ola-
bilir, Bu durum éniimiizdeki y1l yapilacak
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calismalarla kesinlik kazanacaktir. Kuzey
duvan lizerinde biraz daha batida yer alan
difer bir girisle de avludan kuzey taraftaki
mekanlara ulasilmaktadir. Giris avlusu ve
iki kule arasindaki dis girisin bulundugu
ksimda, maalesef biliylik bir tahribat cuku-
ru yer almaktadir.

S6z konusu girvis avlusu, ilizerinde iki gi-
ris bulunan kerpi¢ bir duvarla batidan si-
nirhdir. Bu girislerden sonra, ortasinda
belki de tek odal1 olan bir yapinin bulundu-
gu kisma gecgilir. Bu yapimin iki tarafinda
olusan koridorlar vasitas: ile de kapinin ba-
tisinda yer alan biiyiik bir meydana ulasilir,
iste 6nceki yillarda, in situ olarak saptadi-
gz 2 m boyundaki dikilitas, avluya giris
kapilarindan birinin yan tarafina yerlesti-
rilmis olan bir kap1 yan sivesi olabilir (He-
sim: 12).

56z konusu meydan, batidan Saray veya
Megaron-kompleksi olarak adlandirdigimiz
bagimsiz biiyiik bir yap1, gilineyden ise bii-
yiik olasihkla arka kisimlari sura dayal
olan ev dizileri ile simirhidir. Bu avlu kuzey-
den de yine benzeri ev dizisi ile simirh olma-
Lidir, Saray Kompleksi'nin ana girigini olus-
turan tag ddseli sundurmasi, yukanda tanit-
tigimiz Dogu Kapisi'na bakmaktadir. Dola-
viswyla, Dogu Kapisi ve avlu bizi dogrudan
dogruya saraya gitlirmektedir (Cizim: 2).

Giiney yamactaki Z 21 Agmasinda, kalin-
liE1 2 m. yi asan kalin bir kerpi¢ duvarin dis
tarafina oriilen tek sirali tas duvar éniinde
derinlegilmisgtir. Alt siralarinda daha biiylik
taglarin kullanildigi, batiya dogru uzanan
kism hafif digbiikey olan ve dogu tarafta da
giineye dénerek kdse yapan bu duvar, orta-
lama 2 m. yliksekliktedir. Bu kalin duvar
kuzeyden de tas bir duvarla simirlandinl-
masgtir: ancak duvarda bu sefer kiicilik taslar
kullamilmigtir. Bu tas duvarin kuzeyinde,
daha diisiik seviyede, batiya dogru hafif me-
yilli tas bir déiseme ortaya cikarilmistir. Tas
désemenin dofusunda ise arka arkaya iig
bélme duvar sdzkonusudur, En dogudaki
gift bdlme duvarina bitisik kalin bir kerpig
duvar bulunmaktadir. Kivrilan tas bu du-
var, dogu yamactaki kule duvarini amimsat-
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maktadir. I¢ taraftaki tas déseme ise bir
rampaya ait olabilir. Dolayisiyla, bu kesim-
de saptanan olasi kule, rampa ve gerisinde-
ki bélme duvarlari, dofu kapisinin planim
animsatmaktadir, Bu durum, ancak dnii-
miizdeki yillarda yapilacak kazlarla acile-
lik kazanacaktir,

Bu kismin giiney bitisiginde yer alan ka-
lin duvarlarla ¢evrili uzun dikdértgen me-
kan ise bir dnceki evreye ait giris yapisi ola-
bilir. Bu mekan1 batidan sinirlandiran tas
duvarin ortasina denk gelen kismindaki
taglar diizenli bir sira olusturmamaktadir;
dolayisiyla, kapr kuzeye kaydirldiktan son-
ra buradaki giris kapatilmis olabilir. Bu
uzun mekan gilineyden son derece kalin
kerpi¢ bir duvarla simirlandirilmistir. Bu
duvarin batida testere disi olusturdugu la-
sumda, i¢ taraftan kavisli bir duvarla ¢evril-
mis bir kule(?) yver almaktadir. Cizim 2'de
tiimlendigi gibi digten sonra tekrar batiya
dénen duvar, biiyiik olasilikla fazla gitme-
den giineye dénerek Megaron'un dntindeki
bos alami simirlandirdiktan sonra doguya
déner ve yan yana bitisik olarak insa edil-
misg evlerin gerisinde devam eder; burada
belki tali giris olusturduktan sonra, dnce
kuzeye ve sonra da doguya ddnerek dogu
yamagctaki sur bedeni ile kiége yaparak bir-
lesir (Cizim: 2).

Kalenin genel yerlesim plani, bu bes ynl-
lik calisma sonucunda biiyiik cranda agikl-
ga kavusmus durumdadir (Cizim: 2). Evler
batidaki Ilk Tunc¢ Cagi'na Gecis Dénemi
yerlesmesinde ve Demircihiiyiik'te oldugu
gibi yan yana dizili ve arka kisimlarindan
sura bitisik olarak insa edilmistir. Ancak
surun burada belli araliklarla yaptigr dik
a1 veya dik aciya yakin déniisler arasinda
kivrilmayarak diiz bir hat olusturmasi, bu
evlerin trapezden ziyade, dikddrtgen planh
insa edilmesine yol a¢cmistir. Burada da yi-
ne, evlerde bélme duvarlan ile arka arkaya
iki veya 3 mekan olusturulmustur,

Sura bitisik evler haricinde, kalenin ig
lmsminda bagimsiz olarak insa edilmis ya-
pilar da bulunmaktadir. Bu yapilar birbirle-
rinden ve sura bitisik evlerden cadde veya
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sokaklarla ayrilmaktadir. Bunlardan biri
yukanda ad: gecen Megaron Kompleksi ve-
yva Saray olarak adlandirlan yapidir.

Megaron Kompleksi: Dogu konisinin
olusmasinda en &nemli sebebi olusturan
bu tic ana evreli kompleks 22x21m ebatla-
rinda olup ortada bir megaron ve bunun iki
tarafina uzunlamasina yerlestirilmis iki
megaronumsu yapidan olusur (Cizim: 2 ve
3). Her yapimin kendi bagimsiz duvarlar
vardir. Kompleksin én tarafi, yan kenarlar-
dan karsihikl: olarak bir miktar daraltilmis-
tir ve ortadald megaronun én kisrm yapinin
cephesinden ileriye dogru ¢ikarlmis olup
sundurma bu kisimda yer almaktadir (Re-
sim: 13). Megaron'un arka kismi da yapidan
yine bir miktar disariya cikarilmistir. Her
yvap: arka arkaya iki odalidir. Bu iki oda bir-
birinden koridor seklinde bir kisimla ayri-
lir ve bu koridorlar yan duvarlar lizerinde
ver alan giriglerle birbirlerine baglanir. Bu
sekilde, odalar birbirlerinden ayrildig gibi
yapilar aras: trafik de saglanmig olur. Gii-
ney yapimn dn odasimin gineydogu kdse-
sinde ddrtgen bir silo yer alir,

Kompleksin ana girisini, zemini tas dé-
seli olan ortadaki megaronun sundurmasi
olusturur. Bu girig dogu kapisina bakmak-
tadir. Sundurmadan bir girisle, ortasinda
biiytik bir ocak bulunan dn odaya gecilir;
bu odadan da ortadaki koridora ulasilir. Ay-
rica, kompleksin giney dis kenan tzerin-
de, ortadaki koridorun aksinda tali bir giris
bulunmalktadir.

Arka odalarnn tabanlan altinda kendi ba-
gimsiz duvarlan bulunan silolar yer alir (Ci-
zim: 3, Resim: 14). Bunlarn insasinda, yap1-
mn ilk evresine ait bélme duvarlarindan da
yvararlanilmistir. Séz konusu bu silo duvar-
lar, iistteki odanin ahsap tabamm tasimak
icin insa edilmis olmalidir.

Kompleks énden avlu, giiney ve batidan
ise sokaklarla gevrilidir. Kuzey tarafta ise
yapinin bugiine kadar sadece ortadaki kori-
dora denk gelen kuzey dis duvanr kazlabil-
mistir (Hesim: 135). Burada, distan duvara
bitisik ince bir kerpi¢ duvar ve bunun ucun-



da biiytik bir ahsap dikme deligi ortaya ¢1-
karilmistir. Bu yap:, dogudaki avlu ile kale-
nin bat: kismini birbirinden ayiran bir giris
binasina ait olabilir, Ancalk biraz daha bati-
da Kompleksin dis duvarna dik ac: ile bir-
lesen diger bir duvarn kiiglik bir kism or-
taya cikanlmigstir. Bu duvar bastion seklin-
de hir ¢ikinta olusturabilir veya diger bir ka-
P ile ilgili olabilir; ya da burada Komp-
leks'e ait ilave bir oda bulunabilir, Bu du-
rum ancak bu kesimde yapilacak kazilarla
agikhifa kavusturulabilecektir,

Yerlesmeye en hakim yere insa edilmesi,
cephesinin kalenin Dogu Kapisi'na bakma-
s1, biliyiik ve bagimsiz olusu, arka odalari-
nin altinda depo yerlerinin bulunmasi, ker-
pi¢ duvarlan icinde adak esyasi olarak ko-
nulan minik kaplann ele gecgirilmesi(Re-
sim: 9, sagdaki kap), Kompleks'in énemini
vurgular. Simetriye biliyiik oranda uyulma-
s1, ortada enlemesine boydan boya yer alan
ve hem odalar, hem de yapilar arasindaki
trafigi saglayan bir koridorun bulunmas:,
gayet belirgin dig konturlarn sézkonusu ol-
mas1, yapinin énceden tasarlanan bir plana
gére insa edildigi izlenimini vermektedir,
On cephenin bir miktar daraltilmis olmasi
ise Kompleks'in sinirlarn énceden belirlen-
mis bos alana yerlestirilebilmesi zorunlulu-
gundan kaynaklanms olabilir.

Uc yenileme evresi iceren bu yapimn ilk
evresi ile ilgili heniiz fazla bir bilgimiz yok-
tur. Yukarida yapimin 2. evresi tamtilmasgtir,
Son evrede kuzey kanat iptal edilirken Me-
garon ve gliney kanat arasindaki kap kapa-
tilmis ve bu sekilde yan yana iki bagimsiz
yvap olusturulmustur. Giiney yapimin arka
kismindaki duvar da iptal edilerek burada
bir sundurma insa edilmistir (Resim: 18).
Bu sekilde, cephesi kuzeydekinin aksi yd-
niinde olan iki odal, ikinei bir megaron
olusturulmustur. Bu ddneme ait én odada
kismen tahrip olmus bir ocak ele gegiril-
migtir. Kuzey Megaronu'nun da sundurma-
s1 igine -kdselere birer tane- iki silo insa
edilmistir.

Giiney Yamactaki Megaron: Diger ba-
gimsiz yapl ise giiney yamacta ele gecgiril-
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mistir(Cizim: 2). Bu yap1, boyu 18 m. ye ula-
san oldukca biliyiik bir megarondur; iki oda-
I1 olup dnde hemen hemen yapinin yari
uzunluguna esit gayet biiyilik bir sundurma-
s1 vardir. Icte duvarlar boyuneca yer alan ila-
ve kerpi¢ duvarlar, olas1 ahsap tabam des-
teklemek icin insa edilmis olabilir. Sun-
durmamn kuzeydogu kdsesinde, bat1 Ana-
dolu i1k Tung¢ Cag megaronlarinda sik sik
karsilasilan dértgen bir silo yer alir. Ante
uglarinda biiyiik temel taglanmn kullanil-
dign anlasilmaktadir. Ancak, kuzey ante du-
varimn dn ucundaki taslar tamamen alin-
magtir. Taglar almak i¢in agilmig olan tah-
ribat culkkurunun bat: simiri, giiney ante du-
varimn ucu ile aym hizadadir. Bu gukur
icinde bol miktarda ele gecirilen kiigiik tas
kiriklar, biiyiik temel taslannin balyozla
parcalanarak cukurdan cikamldigini gos-
termektedir. Yenikent kdyi sakinlerinden
alinan bilgiye gdre, kdydeki eski evlerin ya-
pim sirasinda héyiikten tas alinmistir. Sa-
dece her iki ante ucunun tahrip edilmesi ve
arada baska bir tahribatin olmamasi, ante
uglarmn en azindan belli bir yiikseklige
kadar tastan insa edilmis olabilecegini ve
bu sebeple kdyliiler tarafindan yiizeyde tas-
larin kolayhkla farkedildigini akla getir-
mektedir. Bu Megaron ile, glineyde sura bi-
tisik olarak insa edildigini tahmin ettigimiz
evler arasinda genis bir caddenin yer aldign
anlasilmalktadir.

Yapinin kuzey ante duvar daha énce so-
zl edilen kalin kerpi¢ duvara yaslanmisgtir;
kuzey arka yan duvar ise sokaklar aras: ge-
¢isi sagladifim tahmin ettigimiz bir giris
binasina bitisiktir. Bu binamin kuzeyinde
ise iki sokak arasina inga edilmis bir yap-
min ancak gilineydogu kosesi ortaya ¢ikan-
labilmistir. Sézkonusu bu wyapl, cizimde
tiimlendigi gibi ikinei bir megarona ait ola-
bilir. Dolayisiyla, az énce deginilen giris bi-
nasi, yukarida kisaca tanitilan batidaki ka-
le kapisim, Megaron Kompleksi'nin bulun-
dugu kalenin dogu kismina baglamakta-
dir. Kuzeydeki megaron olabilecegini dii-
glindiigiimiiz yap1 ile Megaron Kompleksi
arasindaki sokak, kuzey-giliney ydniinde
yverlesmeyi boydan boya katedebilir ve her
iki ucunda tali kale girisleri bulunabilir.
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b. Canak Coémlek ve difer buluntular

Canak Cémlek: Kiilliioba Ilk Tung Cag
ganak ¢émlegi, yukanda kisaca sézkonusu
edildigi gibi ITC 1 déneminde sekillenmis
ve karakteristik ozelliklerinden fazla bir
sey kaybetmeden ITC II sonuna kadar varl-
g1 slirdlirmistiir. “Yukan Sakarya Canak
Cimlek Grubu' olarak adlandirdigimiz gru-
bun tipik ézelliklerini tasiyan Kiilliioba ITC
Il gcanak ¢émlegi, komsu Afyon!? ve Demir-
cihiiyiik ITC II gruplariminkiyle bircok ben-
zerlikler icermesine ragmen, baz yerel
dzellikleriyle de onlardan ayrilmaktadir,
Ornegin: Demireihiiyiik siyah ackili mallan
ve biiyiik ¢ogunlugunun S-profilli oldugu
black- topped kaseler, burada yok denecek
kadar azdir(Besim: 17). Aym sivah ackih
mal Afyon Grubu i¢in de tipik degildir. Kiil-
liioba'min ITC II katlarnda heniiz Demirei-
hiiyiik'iin karakteristik capraz banth gigele-
ri de ele gegirilememistir. Afyon Grubu sdz
konusu oldugunda ise aradaki en dnemli
fark, bu grup icin karakteristik olan yatay
kulplu, ice dogru kivrilan agizh veya omur-
gali kaselerin, Kiilliicha'da pek gdriilmeme-
sidir. Diger taraftan, Kiillliioba ¢anak ¢ém-
leginin bezeme tiir ve motifleri, komsu bal-
gelerininkinden pek farkh degildir.

Dikkate deger diger bir husus ta Kiillii-
oba'da ITC Il sonu ve erken ITC III'te 6nem-
li miktarda boyali canak ¢édmlek parcasinin
ele gecirilmesidir(Resim 18 ve 19). Bu tir
bezemeli ¢anak ¢émlek, yerel dzelliklerle,
i¢ bat1 Anadolu'dan doguda Kazmhrmak Kav-
si'nin icine kadar olan tiim Orta Anado-
lu'da yaygindar,

Kiilliioba'da iTG IT'nin son evresin-
de(Megaron Kopleksi'nin bir listiindeki ev-
re) ilk fankard formu ortaya cikar ve bunlar
mal olarak heniiz ITC II ézellikleri tagir. Do-
layisiyla, bu formun Kiilliioba'da ilk olarak
ITC I'nin son evresinde ortaya cikmis oldu-
gunu sdyleyebiliriz (Cizim: 4, e-f).

Figiirinler: Canak ¢émlek haricinde pis-
mis topraktan sekillendirilmis kayda deger
diger buluntu grubunu figiirinler olustu-
rur. Bunlar i¢ Anadolu'nun ‘disk yiizli’

olarak tanimlanan figiirin grubuna girmek-
tedir.!? Kiilliioba'da ele gecirilmis béyle bir
figlirin basi, bugiine kadar bu tiir figiirinle-
rin bilinen en biliytigidir (Cizim: 6b). Yiiz
sekli olarak biraz farkh olan diger figiirin:
bas1 ise Bati Agmalari'nda ele gecirilmis
olup ITC I'e tarihlenebilir (Cizim: 6a). Ci-
zim veya fotografl verilmemis olan bir bas
ise, yine bélgede daha dnce rastlanmamis
yiv bezemeli dolgun bir sa¢ ve bunun fize-
rinde igleri noktalarla doldurulmus yiv-
bantlar igerir,

Diger buluntu gruplar: ITC II katlannda
ayrica madeni aletler de ele gecirilmistir,
Bunlarin cogu igneler ve delici aletlerdir.
Toggle pin denilen siis igneleri de bulun-
maktadir. Kiilliioba'da siiphesiz, I1k Tunc
Cag yerlesmelerinde normal olarak bulu-
nan agirgsak, tezgah agirhgl, "andiron” gibi
difer pismis toprak eserler; yontmatas alet-
ler yaminda, 6giitme tas1 ve balta gibi tas
aletler ve ayrica kemik aletler de ele gegiril-
mistir.

2. I1k Tung¢ Cagn III Dénemi

Dogu Koni'de ITC III dolgusu, yamaclar-
da bulunmayip sadece koni lizerinde sap-
tanmstir. Kazlmadig icin, Giiney Koni'de
bu dénemin ne derece temsil edildigi konu-
sunda heniiz bir fikrimiz yoktur, iTc 1r
malzemesinin biliyiik bir kism, yer yer Me-
garon Kompleksi'nin tahribine yol a¢mis
olan adak ve ¢dp gcukurlarindan gelmistir,

Bu ddneme ait en giivenilir stratigrafi,
Megaron Kompleksi'nin dniindeki avlunun
kuzeybati kisesine denk gelen AD 18 agma-
sinda ele gegirilmistir. Burada ITC II avlu-
suna rastlayan kisimda moloz olusturacak
yap1 bulunmadigindan, ITC III katlar: daha
derine inmektedir. Oyleki, avlunun giiney
ve kuzeyinde, evlerin bitiminden itibaren
katlar, her iki taraftan avlunun ortasina
dogru meyille inmektedir. Megaron Komp-
leksi'nin dolgusu ilizerinde, tabakalanmig
olarak dért aym ITC III evresi saptanmastir.
Bunlardan en alttakine ait daha iyi korun-
mus ev duvarlar ortaya cikarilmuistir(Re-
sim: 20), Bu evrede ITC IIT déneminin ilk
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karakteristik mal gruplan ve formlarn orta-
yva ¢ikar. Koyu kirmiz veya kirmizimsi kah-
verengi astarh ve cok iyi ackih *Red Coated
Ware" ilk defa en alttaki bu mimari evrede
ortaya cikmaktadir ve kaplarn icte agnz ke-
narlar altinda bu mal i¢in tipik olan bant-
astar(rim slip) uygulamasi da baslamistir.
Yine aym katta, ilk ince cidarh, lknrmiz as-
tarli ve omfolos dipli énetd Troya tabaklar
ortaya cikmakta ve “"Tankard” formu da
simdi bu mal ile temsil edilmektedir (Ci-
zim: 4, g-h); depas ise ilk olarak bir list evre-
de ele gecirilebilmistir. Bu baglamda, tan-
kard ve depas formlarinin stratigrafide ilk
ortaya cikislan, Troya'daki benzer durumla
paralellik gésterir, Bu en alttaki ITC III ka-
tinda ortaya ¢ikan diger bir 6nemli form da
ti¢ ayakhh mutfak kabidir. (Resim: 26) Bu
kat ge¢ Troya I ve erken Troya II (a-b) yerle-
sim katlam ve ‘Seyitdmer Yangin Kat1’''4 ile
cagdas olmahdir. Ancak Seyitimer'de soz
konusu katta tankard formu ele gecirileme-
mistir,

Bundan sonraki iki katta, ITC III dé6nemi
canak ¢omlek dzellikleri tamamen hakim
duruma gelmistir. Red Coated Ware grubu
iginde morumsu kirmizi astarh canak ¢cém-
lek belirginlesmeye baslarken bol miktarda
Troya A2 tabag ele gecirilmistir (Resim:
22); depas formu da ilk dafa gdériiliir (Cizim:
4, a-d; Resim: 23). Morumsu kirmizi astarh
canak ¢comlek, Polath VIII. Kattan itibaren
gdrtilenle ayni dzellikleri tasir (Resim: 23,
sagda).!® ayrica baz depas parcalar lizerin-
de, Polath "Fluted Ware"benzeri dikey veya
diyagonal sig ve genis oluk bezemeler séz
konusudur(Resim: 24). Omuzlannda yatay
kulplar ve gévdelerinde dikey kulp-tuta-
maklar bulunan dar ve genis boyunlu gém-
lekler (Cizim: 5) veya kiipler, amforalar (Re-
sim: 25) ele gecgirilen diger tipik ITC III
formlarn arasinda yer alir. Kap givdeleri gi-
derek uzayip ovallesmeye basglar (Re-
sim:25). Cdp ve adak gukurlarmin biiyiik
bir kismu bu katlara ait olmahdir, S6z konu-
su iki kattan alttakinde saptanan bir adak
¢ukurunda tiim bir depas (Resim: 23, sagda-
ki), bir {ig ayakh mutfak kabi (Resim: 26),
Troya tabaklar, kiiplere ait parcalar birlik-
te ele gecirilmisgtir. Yine bu kata tarihlen-
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mesi gereken bir depas (Resim: 23, soldaki)
ile givdesinde kabartma olarak insan yiizd
bulunan boyunlu ve omuzlan tizerinde iki
yvatay kulbu olan bir ¢émlek, birlikte bulun-
mustur. Parcalar halindeki diger biyiik de-
pas ise bir listteki kattan gelmektedir (Ci-
zim: 4 ¢). Bu iki kattan birine tarihlenmesi
gereken bagka bir adak ¢ukurunda iki bii-
yiik depasa ait parcalar (Cizim: 4b; Resim:
27), gri astarli ve boyunlu bir kap (Resim:
27), diger ITC III formlarina ait parcalar,
"Suriye Sisesi” taklidi iki parca (Resim: 27),
iki mermer ve bir tag idol (Resim: 28) birlik-
te ele gecirilmistir. Bulunan parcalara ba-
karak, Kiilliioba'da boylarn belki de 40-30
cm’ye ulasan depaslarin varhigindan da stz
edilebilir (Cizim: 4 d).

ITC IIl'in orta evrelerine tarihlenmesi
gereken diger énemli bir buluntu da tastan
ayak seklindeki 1stampa miihiirdiir (Cizim:
7, a). Miihiir yiizeyinde birbirlerini dik ac
ile kesen yivler vardir. Bu tiir miihtiriin pis-
misg topraktan sekillendirilmis bir baska 6r-
negi de dnceki senelerde Bat1 A¢malarn’nda
ele gecirilmisti (Cizim: 7, b). Bu muihiirlerin
en yakin benzerleri Konya-Karahtiyiik XVI.
katta!® ve Tarsus ITC II katlarnindal!? ele ge-
girilmistir, Yukarida buluntularn tamtilan
bu iki kat kabaca Troya II. Yerlesmesi'ne ta-
rihlendirilmelidir.

ITC III'iin son evresi (4. Evre) erken
2.binyil'a (M.O. 2000-1800), diger bir deyisle
Orta Anadolu ‘Gecis Evresi'ne (Ubergangs-
periode) tarihlenmektedir, Kiilliioba'da bu
evreye ait mimari saptanamams olup esas
itibariyle elimizdeki malzeme adak ve ¢op
gukurlanndan gelmekte ve tipik Orta Ana-
dolu "Gegis Evresi" dzelliklerini yansitmalk-
tadir (Resim: 28-31). Ancak, Kiilliioba'da Or-
ta Anadolu'ya dzgili ‘Kapadokya Boyalilar'
tiiriinden herhangi bir boyal ganak ¢émle-
ge rastlanmamasgtir.

Bu déneme ait bir de mezar ortaya cika-
rilmistir. Bozulmus olan bu mezarda 6lii he-
diyesi olarak bir ¢aydanlik parcasi, ii¢ kii-
glik kase (ikisi kirik) ve bir ¢dmlege ait par-
calar ele gecirilmistir (Resim: 31). Bu Gecgis
Evresi ile alttaki ITC III kat1 arasinda, kaba-
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ca Troya III Yerlesmesi'ne ve Beycesultan
XII-VIII katlarina denk gelmesi gereken bir
bosluk bulunmalidir.

II. Sonucg

Demircihtylik'te stratigrafik olarak sap-
tanamayan Geg Kalkolitik, [lk Tun¢ Cagi'na
Gecis Evresi ve Ilk Tung III dénemlerinin
Kiilliioba'da arastilmaya baslanmas: ile,
bélgenin tarihéncesi kiiltiirel siradiizeni-
nin tamamlanmasi ve aym zamanda bélge-
nin ilk Tung¢ Ca@'nda oynadig: roliin daha
ayrimitili olarak belirlenmesi yéniinde
dnemli bir adim atilmis bulunmalktadar,

Bat1 Konisi'nde, ilk defa Gec¢ Kalkolitik
donemle ilgili mimari kahintilar ortaya gika-
rilmaya baslanmistir. Burada yuvarlak yapi-
larin bulunduguna dair deliller ele gegiril-
mistir. Bilindigi gibi, asag yukan aym do-
nemde bu tiir yuvarlak yapilar, Limni Ada-
si'nda tipiktir (Poliochni Siyah evresi ve
Myrina yerlesmesi'nin I1. kat1).!® Bu evre ca-
nak ¢gémlegi bliylik oranda siyah agkih olup
karmiza astarh ve agkili grup heniiz goriil-
memektedir. Bu dénemin birtalam karakte-
ristik formlar, yerel olarak nitelendirebile-
cefimiz baz odzellikler haricinde, tiim Bati
Anadolu'da aynen sdéz konusudur. Gaga
agizh testi formu heniiz bilinmemektedir.

Bu kesimde, bir sonraki evreye ait (5-3.
Evreler) i1k Tun¢ Cagi'na Gecis Evresi su-
ru, dogu ve batiya dogru takip edilmis ve
zikzaklar yapan bu surun, dogu ve batida
digsa dogru yaptig1 agilimdan dolayi, bu dé-
nemde yerlesmenin en azindan hdéyiigiin
biiylik bir kismini kapsamis olabilecegi iz-
lenimi edinilmistir. "Anadolu Yerlesim"
Plam dzellikleri tasyyan Kiilliioba'min bu
dénem yerlesmesi, bu planin en iyi bilindi-
&i Demircihiiyiik i1k Tun¢ Cag katlarindan
daha eskiye tarihlenmektedir ve dolayisiy-
la, s6z konusu planin bélgedeki daha dnce-
ki gelisimini vermesi agisindan énemlidir,

Bu evrede ¢canak ¢émlek yavas yavas ilk
Tung Cagi'na dzgi oSzellikler kazanmaya
baslar; siyah veya gri gayet parlak aclah ilk

gaga afizh testiler bu dénemde ortaya ¢i-
kar. Bu katlarin, Ik Tung Cagi'na Gegis Ev-
resi'ne tarihlendirilmesinin ana nedeni, is-
te canak cémlekteki bu degigimdir.

En iist katlarda (2 ve 1. Evreler) artik ka-
rakteristik dzelliklerini kazanmis olan Kiil-
liioba ITC I canak ¢émlegi, kuzeybatidan
komsusu olan Demircihiiyiik Canak Com-
lek Grubu ile simdi birgok ortak 6zelikler
igerir; ancak ondan ayrilan birtalkim karak-
teristik yerel canak c¢dmlek d&gelerini de
biinyesinde barindirir. Her iki grup ta gii-
neybat: Anadolu'da biliyiik bir alami kapsa-
yan Beycesultan ITC I canak ¢émlek gru-
bundan kesin hatlarla ayrilmaktadir. An-
cak Kiilllioba 2. Evrede, Beycesultan Grubu
igin tipik olan si1f oluk ve barbotin bezeme-
li canak ¢émlek parcalarinin ele gecirilme-
si, her iki bdlge kronolojilerinin karsilasti-
rilmas: agisindan biiyilik dnem tasimakta-
dir, 19

ITC I'de biiyiik oranda sekillenen bu ye-
rel ¢zellikler, ITC II déneminde de baz ye-
ni gelismelerle aynen devam etmistir. T.Efe
tarafindan "Yukan Sakarya Canak Cdmlek
Grubu" olarak adlandinlan bu grup g¢anak
¢omlegin, bélgede yapilan ylizey arastirma-
lar sonuglarina goére, batida Frigya Yayla-
si'ndan -tim Yukar Sakarya Ovalan’'m ici-
ne alacak sekilde- dogudaki Sivrihisar Dag-
larn'na kadar olan bdlgede stzkonusu oldu-
fu anlasilmistir.

Dogu Konisi ve cevresinde yapilan galis-
malarla, Kiilliioba geg¢ ITC II yerlesmesinin
genel yerlesim plam haklinda baz somut
veriler elde edilmistir,

Bu dénemde yerlesme, Yukansehir (Ka-
le) ve Asafsehirden olusmaktadir. Etrah
sur ile gevrili Yukansehir, dogu ve giiney
yamacta en azindan iki ana kapi icermekte-
dir. Bunlardan dogudakinin plani, asag yu-
kari tam olarak saptanmis bulunmaktadir.
Kale suruna bitisik olarak insa edilmis yan
yana bitisik dikdértgen veya trapez seklin-
deki evler, bélgede Demircihiiyiik'ten cok
iyi bilinen "Anadolu Yerlesim Plam" ile uy-
gunluk gésterir. Dolayisiyla Kiilliioba'da bu
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tiir yerlesim planinin, {1k Tun¢ Cagi'na Ge-
gis Dénemi'nden itibaren sézkonusu oldu-
gu acik bir sekilde anlasiimaktadir. Ancak,
Kiilliioba'da zamanla, bu klasik planda baz
onemli degisikliklerin ortaya ¢iktig1 anla-
silmaktadir: Burada, Demircihiiyiik'tekin-
den farklh olan hususlar sunlardir: Yukan-
gehir surunun tam bir daire olugturmama-
s1; ortadaki meydanda, idari ve belki de di-
ni amagla insa edilmis bagimsiz yapilarin
bulunmasi; ayrica bu tiir yapilar arasinda
ve ayni zamanda bu yapilarla sura dayal
evler arasinda avlu, cadde veya sokaklarin
bulunmus olmasi. Kazilmamis olan giliney
koninin daha genis bir alana yayilmas: se-
bebiyle, bu kesimde cadde ve sokaklarla s1-
nirlandinlmis ev bloklanmn (insula) bu-
lunmasi olasilig da vardir,

Bu bagimsiz yapilardan biri, bizim Sa-
ray veyva Megaron Kompleksi olarak adlan-
dirdignmiz ve yerlesmenin beyine ait olabi-
lecek bir yap, diger ikisi ise gliney yamac-
ta yer alan megaronlardir. Ancak bunlar-
dan kuzeydekinin, bir megarona ait olup
olmadig: heniiz tam olarak kesinlik kazan-
mamistir. Megaronlarin dinsel amaglarla
kullanihip kullanmilmadiklarm konusunda
da heniiz herhangi bir delil ele gecirileme-
mistir.

Megaron Kompleksi'nin én cephesi Do-
gu Kapisi'na bakar; bu kap ile sézkonusu
Kompleks arasinda kuzey ve gilineyden ev
siralan ile simirlandinimis biiyik bir avlu
vardir. Bu Kompleks, Kuzey Ege (Troya ve
Poliochni) ITC III ev planlan ile biiyiik ben-
zerlik gostermektedir; ancak onlardan bi-
raz daha eskiye tarihlenmektedir.

Sura bitisik evlerin dniinde, kale kap-
lanyla ve avlularla baglantili olan genis
cadde wve sokaklarin bulundugu anlasil-
maktadir. Bdiylece bu cadde ve sokaklar va-
sitasiyle sur kapilarindan bu evlere siiratli
bir sekilde ulasmak miimkiin olmaktadir.
Yapilarin, biiyiik oranda dnceden tasarla-
nan bir plana gdre yerlestirildigi séylenebi-
lir. Sézkonusu bu plan, bu dzellikleriyle
Anadolu Yerlesim Plam ile Thermi, Poli-
ochni ve Troya gibi yerlesmelerden cok iyi
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bilinen Kuzey Ege yerlesim planinmin kay-
nastirilmas: sonucu ortaya ¢ikmis olabilir.
Bu durum, Eskigehir ve ¢evresinde ITC II
sonlarindan itibaren, canak gdmlek yanin-
da,2 mimaride de iki bélge arasinda ortak
dzelliklerin ortaya ¢ikmaya basgladigl sek-
linde yorumlanabilir. Bu baglamda, Eski-
sehir bélgesinde bir sonraki ITC III déne-
minde genel yerlesim planlarinin giderek
Troya II. Yerlesmesi'ninkine benzeyip ben-
zemedifginin saptanmasi biiyiik énem tasi-
maktadir. Kiilliioba ITC III yerlesmeleri, en
azindan simdiye kadar calisilan alandaki
mimari kalintilar gézéniinde tutuldugun-
da, simdilik bu duruma tam anlamiyla
aciklik getirebilecek nitelikte degildir.

Kiillioba'da ulasilan diger énemli bir so-
nug ta ITC III dénemi stratigrafisinin, ITC II
katlanm lizerinde tabakalanms olarak ortaya
cikanlmasidir, Burada saptanmis olan dort
ayr1 ITC 111 evresinde, bati Anadolu'nun ka-
rakteristik ITC III canak ¢émlek mal grupla-
r1 ve formlan ele gegirilmistir. Bunlarin en
6nemlileri arasinda, “Red Coated Ware,”
Cark yapimm Troya tabaklan, depaslar, tan-
kard ve licayakh mutfak kaplar, amforalar
gelmektedir. Carkin kullamlmasina paralel
olarak kap gévdelerinin -Tarsus ve Troya'da
oldugu gibi- giderek oval bir sekil aldig g6-
riillmektedir. Ontimiizdeki yillarda kazmaya
baslayacagimiz giliney konide, sdzkonusu
bu dénem stratigrafisini daha kapsamlh ve
saghkl bir sekilde ortaya ¢ikarabilecegimi-
Zi umuyoruz.

Tiim bunlar bize, dzellikle Suriye-Kililya
bélgeleri ile Kuzey Ege arasinda, ge¢ ITC 11
déneminden itibaren Konya Ovasi, i¢ ku-
zeybati Anadolu ve dolayisiyla Eskisehir ve
fznik/inegél ovalan tizerinden yogun ticari
iliskilerin basladigim gdstermektedir. Kil-
liioba'nin da lizerinde yer aldif bu ana ula-
sim yolu(kervan yolu) lizerinde, ilk ortak
ITC III kiiltiir 6zelliklerinin sekillenmeye
basladigim1 séyleyebiliriz:®! Hatta bu Ker-
van yolu'nun etkileri Trakya'da da hissedil-
mis olup ITC III'te bati Anadolu gelenekli
mimari ve ganak ¢émlegin bu bédlgede orta-
ya cikmasina yol agmistir.?? Cizim: 8'deki,
bati Anadolu ITC III yerlesmelerinin dagili-
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mi1 verilmis ve sidzkonusu Kervan Yolu da
taramal1 olarak belirtilmistir. Bu haritanin,
bu dénem yerlesmelerinin tiimiini kapsa-
digin1 iddia edemesek de, en azindan bun-
larin Kervan Yolu iizerinde yogunlastigim
tereddiitsiiz sdyleyebiliriz.

Tarsus'ta da -gerek mimari ve gerekse
canak cdmlekte- bati Anadolu etkisi, kuav-
vetli bir yangindan sonra birdenbire ortaya
cikmstir. Buna karsihk, ilk cark yapim ca-
nak gomlek (Resim: 22), taklit Suriye Sise-
leri (Resim: 27, sagdaki iki parca), baz ma-
deni alet tipleri®® ve yukarida deginildigi gi-
bi ayak seklindeki Kiillioba stampa mii-
hiirleri de (Cizim: 7), Kilikya ve Konya yo-
niinden kervan yolu lizerindeki Eskisehir
bélgesine ulasan dogu koékenli buluntu
gruplarnin en karakteristik olanlardir.
Bu yogun ticaret, séz konusu kervan yolu
tizerinde, ticaretin organizasyonunu iistle-
nen ve bu sayede giderek zenginlesen ve
gelisen ilk merkezi kent yerlesmelerinin or-
taya gikmasina yol agcmistir. Iste, Kiilliioba
gec ITC 11 Yerlesmesi, bu degisim siirecinin
ilk agsamalan ile ilgili dnemli bilgiler ver-
mesi agisindan biiyiik énem tasir, Troya L
Yerlesmesi sonunda, ézellikle mimari ve
ganak ¢dmlekte ortaya cikan dnemli degi-
giklikler de yine bu dogrultuda degerlendi-
rilmelidir.

NOTLAR:

1 Bittel-Ote 1930, Gok daha dnee 1883 ylinds, Istanbul-Ankars demir
yolunun yapimi sirssinda, tamamen tahribinden ance Koerte tarfin-
dan dzerinden malseme toplamak amaciyla Bozilyiik'te yapilan ks
galimas: bilimsel nitelikte degildin Koorto 1889,

2 Demircihiytik kamlannm billmsel sonuclan sihal mpordar seklinds, k-
&1 bagkamimn ¢abalan sayesinde, kogalann ieerindon fazla bir zaman geg-
maeden sirmtle ynyinlinabilmistic Korfmann 1983, Korfmann o1 al, 1987,
Seaher 1987, Efe 19858, Kull 1888, Baykal Scoher-Obladen Kauder 1998,

F Efo 1907, Reslm: 1.
4 Bl 1990: 7avdd., Efe 2000; 172vdd., Efe ot al. (baskida.

% Au dénem deellikie Demircihiyik'dn yakin govresinde yer alan
Aha.rkﬂ_'r ve Bahgehisar ylzey buluntulan ile bilinmekteydi: Efe 1988
vir Efe 1884h,

6 Kullioba'da yapilan ke caligmalannm her yilkl sonuglarn (gill se
nelere alt Kue Sonuglan Toplants raporlarnds yayinlanmaliadar,
Ancak hiyigin Geg Kalkolitik'ten ITC 11 baglarina ar olan zamain
dilimine ait ganak gamlefi knpsamh bir makale seklinde yayintanmig-
tir: Efe-Ay 2000, Kazibar Istanbul Universitesi. Aragtirma Fonunon des-
teklenmektedir(Proje no: BOS/0S0582, BO5/ 190406, 10900010568,
1404/05052000), Aynion Institute for Acgean Prehistory(INSTAP) k-
mpiza 1880 yilindan beri katkodn bulunmaktadie, Bo vesileyle horiki ku-
rumtin yetkililerine en igten teyokkidrlerimizi sunane Ayrion. kaslbun-

Tarsus ve Troya, bu kervan yolunun iki
ucunda, ayn1 zamanda deniz yoluyla bag-
lantilar olan iki dnemli liman kenti gibidir,
Bu baglamda, M. Korfmann'in Troya ve gev-
resi igin dnerdigi “Maritime Troia-kultur”
(Denizsel Troya Kiiltiirii) tanimlamas,?4 bi-
zim sdylediklerimizle értiismektedir. Tro-
ya'nin, Adalar ve Yunanistan Karas: ile yii-
riitlilen ticari iliskilerinde bir atlama tas: is-
levi listlenmesi sebebiyle, Limni Adasi’'nda-
ki Poliochni yerlesmesi de, Troya gibi ITC
IIT iglerine dogru giderek gelismistir.

Geg ITC III veya diger deyisle erken 2.
Binyil'da (M.O. 2000-1800) ise Anadolunun
bat1 kesiminde yeni bir kiiltiirel/politik olu-
sumun temelleri atilmistir: Bu dénem Kiil-
liioba canak ¢omleginin de agikea gésterdi-
gi gibi (Resim:28-31) i¢ bat1 Anadolu, orta
Anadolu ile biitiinlesirken, bat1 Anadolu sa-
hilleri de giderek daha fazla Ege Diinya-
s1'min bir pargas: olmustur, Ozellikle bu du-
rum, bat1 Anadolu’da ticaret aginin yeniden
sekillenmesine ve sézkonusu Kervan Yo-
lu'nun eski énemini kaybetmesine yol ag-
mis olmalidir.

Oniimiizdeki yillarda Kiilliioba'da yapa-
cagimiz yeni ¢alismalar, bati Anadolu'nun
ézellikle 11k Tune Cag ile ilgili sorunlarina
151k tutmaya devam edecektir.

mieda gérev alnn Bakanlik tomsileilor] Sayin Mehmet Kntkat, Comal
Baylal Aydinbek vo Yasar Hepenek'e; hor 2aman biiyiik bir gnyret ve
daverd e galigan ekip dyelerine ve dfroncilere sonsus tegekkird bir
borg bilirte. Calismalarnmuzn gdstordiklerd ilgi ve her tirlil yardim igin
Eskigohir Arkooloji Mizesi idnrocilorine ve personsline de minnet ve
gikranlanmun sunarne. Killoba kaxlon, ik iki sene Bskisehir Arke-
oboji Miizesi Middciga le kntilimi ke olarak gergeklegtivilmigtin
1988 ylhindan b yana ise Anitlar ve Mizoler Genel Mddir gl niin
izinlerd ile LU. Edebiyat Fakiltesi'nl temsilen Turan Efe adina rubsath
luwer goklinde sirdtirdimektedir,

¥ Blke: Efe-Ay 2000, pl. 26 4.

8 Ui agr dn homikz topragn ulaslamadifindan daha sonmbd
yillarda bu kesimde yaplacak gahigmalar ile ar evee sayiss defrisebilir,

9 Kordmnnn 1983; 222vdd, fig. 343,

10 ayrintih biligl igin bakine Efe-Ay 2000,

" pan Acmalan canak edmbefinin eaelere gore gelisini gl bk EfeAy 2000
12 By grup ganak comlegin deelliklert igin bles Topbag ot al. 1908: 2w,

3 Ayrintile bilgi igin ble: Korfmann 1879 Secher-Obladen-Kauder
1988: 25T wdd,
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14 Efe-lasl 1997; 506vdd.
15 Loyd-Gakge 1051: 45, fig.8e (Group 13),

V6 Alp 1968; 136; fig. 20, 16, lev. 15, 35. Karnhdyik'te XV1. Katta elo ge-
glrilmis alan bu muhtrin motifi de, Killidoba tag midhdrianankinin ta-
mamen aymisidhr, Alp tarnfindan ayak seklindeki mihdrerin

on oskisl olarak nitelenen bu milhilr Tk Tung Cag’'nin ortalaring v
dolayisiyin Killioba Grmogi (le, aegdn yukar aym déneme
tarihlondirilmeltedir.

17 Goldman 1856, lev. 383,
18 pioba 1987:262 vdd,
19 Efo-Ay 2000; 17,28 pl. 17: 230,

20 {1i Tung Cagn 111 baslarnda -Eskisehir Ovast ve Kidliobs harieinde
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Gizim 1. Ik Tung Cagdi'na Gegis Evresi, 5. Kat yerlesim plani.
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Cizim 2. Killioba Yukarisehir yerlesim plani timleme denemesi.
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Gizim 3. Megaron kompleksi.
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Cizim 7. Istampa mihdirler: a. AD 18 Agmasi, b. Bati Agmalari.
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Cizim 8. Bati Anadolu'da iTC Il dénemi yerlesmelerinin dagilimini ve Kervan Yolu'nu gbsteren Harita.
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Resim 2. Kiillioba ve gliney yamaci agmalari, giineyden.
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Resim 4. U 9 Plankaresi. Altta Geg Kalkolitik dolgu, Ustte Gegig Dénemi mimari kalintilan.
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Resim 6. U 9/10 agmasi,
5. Evre evleri,
kuzeyden.
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Resim 7. Killioba Gegis Dénemi'ne ait testiler.

Resim 8. iimik Kulplu derin kase, U 8 Acmasi.
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Resim 9. Solda Demirci HOylik tipi 2 kulplu ¢omlek (2. Evre), sagda Megaron kompleksi duvarinin
icine adak esyas! olarak konulmus minik kap.

P T TR T S e
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Resim 10. Sur bedeni, evler ve dogu kapisi. Resim 11. Sur bedeninin dogu kapisinin
birlestidi kisim ve kule
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]

Resim 13. Megaron kompleksi'nin tas désemeli sundurmasi.
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Resim 14. Megaron kompleksi glineybati ksesi ve silolar.

Resim 15. Megaron kompleksi kuzey dis duvan (AC 18 agmasi).
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Resim 16. Megaron kompleksi Glney Yapisi 3. Evre sundurmasi(AC 20 agmasi).

Resim 17. "ﬁ!ack-mﬁped" kase pargalar
(Ustteki iki parga Megaron kompleksi silosu iginde bulunmustur).
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Resim 19. Boyali canak ¢omlek parcalari (gec ITC Il ve erken ITC Ill).
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Resim 20. ITC lll ev duvarlan ve gukurlar (AD 18 agmasi).

Resim 21. “Tankard” (AC/AD 19 agmasi).
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Resim 23. iki "depas” (AD 18 Agmasi).
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Resim 24. Yivli depas parcalar. Resim 25. Amfora (AD 19 agmasi).

Resim 26. Ug ayakli mutfak kabi (AD 18 agmasi).



78 EFE - EFE

EERER

Resim 31. Bir mezarda bulunmus Geg ITC Ill caydanlik ve kase pargalan (AC 20 Agmasi).

% Resim 32. 2000 yili kazi mevsimine
ait timlenmis ¢anak
comlek érnekleri.




TUBA-AR IV (2001)

Hakkari Stelleri: Zap Irmag
Kiyisinda Bozkir Gocebeleri

The Hakkari Stelae:
A Nomadic Impact
on the River Zap

*Veli SEVIN

Anahtar sgzcikher: Hakkarl, Stol, Ciplak savaso, Avrasya, Balbal
Keywords: Hakkari, Stale, Makod warrior, Avrasia, Balbal

Thirteen stone stelae, most of which were carved in a bas-relief style, never before seen
in Anatolia or the Near East, were found in the centre of Halklkari in 1898, The stelae were
carved on upright flagstones measuring between 0.7 m. to 3.10 m. high. The stones con-
tain only one cut surface, upon which human figures have been chiselled. The theme of
each slelae reveals the fore view of the upper human body. Eleven of the male stelae are
depicted with the drinking vessel or bags made of skin, which the male hold tightly with
both hands. Stelae with relief of this type are not common in the ancient Near East,
However, there are, plenty of close parallels produced by a variety of peoples from the
Eurasian steppes between the third millennium B.C. to the eleventh century A.D. Earliest
parallels of this cup-holding gesture have come from the cemeteries of Northwestern

Iran dating from the second half of the second millennium B.C.

1998 yih temmuz ayinda Hakkari kent
merkezindeki Hakkari Kalesi'nin kuzey
eteklerinde bir rastlanti sonucu 13 adet tas
stel bulundu. Van Miize Miidiirliigi ile Is-
tanbul Universitesi Van Bélgesi Tarih ve Ar-
keoloji Arastirma Merkezi uzmanlarinca ya-
pilan kisa stireli bir kurtarma cahsmas: so-
nucunda taslarn in sifu durumda olduklan
belirlendi (Res.1). Bilim kurulunun duruma
el koyusundan énce stellerden kimileri, ne
yvazk ki, yerlerinden sdkiilmiisti. Bununla
birlikte, genel olarak kaba taslardan bir tiir
kaide lizerine oturtulduklar saptanabilmis-

tir. Sirtlan kayaliga gelecek sekilde, yan ya-
na, arka arkaya ve bazen de iist iliste dizil-
misglerdir. Hemen gerilerindeki Osmanlh dé-
nemine iliskin izler tasiyan kaleden akip ge-
len topragin altinda kalmislar ve basimecin
etkisiyle hep birlikte yana ve 6ne dogru egil-
miglerdir. Yanlarinda arkeolojik anlamda
hig¢ bir kalinti1 bulunmamstir (Sevin, Ozfirat
1998; 2001% 2001°; Sevin 1999; 2000; Sevin,
Ozfirat, Kavakl 2001).

Hakkari Stelleri yéresel killi kirectaslan
ve kalkarenitlerden oyulmustur. Kirmuzims:

*Canakkale Onsekiz Mart Universites), Gueel Sanatlar Faktltes], Torslogluy Kampiksii, 17100 Canakkale/Tirkiye
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pembe, yesilimsi, sarims1 veya koyu gri
renklidirler!. Yiikseklikleri 0.70 m. ile 3.10
m. arasinda degisir; kalinhiklar da 0.15-020
m. kadardir. Ust kisimlan genellikle kavis-
lendirilmigtir; alta dogru hafifge daralirlar.
Uzun boylu ve agir olmalarina karsin topra-
ga dik bir sekilde yerlestirilmelerine yaraya-
cak Gzel bir ayak-althk donammlar yoktur,
Irili ufakh kaba taslarla desteklenerek veya
diizgiin bir tag levha iizerine oturtulup yan-
lardan taslarla beslenerek, bazen de kayal-
ga yaslanarak ayalta tutulmus olduklar an-
lasilmaktadir. Yalmzca én yilizleri diizglin-
diir, Stislii olan bu dn yilizlerde kimileri ka-
bartma, kimileri de kazima-¢izgi tekniginde
islenmis insan figlirlerine yer verilmistir,

13 stelden 11'inde ana konu cepheden
geng ve glicli bir erkek bedeninin st kis-
midir (Res. 2-7). Diger ikisi ise kadinlara
aittir (Res. B). Erkeklerin ¢ogu tombul-yu-
varlak, kimileri de ince-uzun yiizlidiir. Cok
belirgin, kaba-diiz bir burun ile bunun iize-
rinde birlesen kaslar1 ve dar bir alinlan var-
dir. Kabartma teknigindeki érneklerde yu-
varlak géz ¢ukurluklarnna beyaz renkli bir
tasla kakma yapilmigtir, Kiiglik agiz daima
kapali, dudaklar ifadesiz ve serttir. Basla-
rinda ¢ogu kez ilging ve siisli bere ya da
takke tiirii baghklar gériiliir, Bazen pazilari
da belirtilmis olan kollar dirsekten biikiil-
miig; eller ve parmaklar dzenli bir bigimde
betimlenmistir. Buna karsihik gévdenin dte-
ki dgeleri fizerinde hi¢ durulmamistir. Yal-
mizca en geg drneklerden birinde gébek kii-
¢lik bir ¢ukurluk halinde ifade edilmistir,
Belde daima enli bir kemer vardir. Bunun
altinda ise erkeklik organimi koruyan bir
suspansuvar bulunmalktadir, Bacaklar hig
gisterilmemistir,

Genel dzelliklerini siraladiimiz 11 adet
erkek steli lizerinde, belirli kurallar cerce-
vesinde yerlestirilmis kimi silah, insan, ¢a-
dir ve hayvan figiirleri bulunmalktadir. Stz
gelimi kabartma tekniginde yapilmis olan-
larda sag kolun altinda uzunca kovanh bir
mizrak ile ucu kivrk bir ¢gubuk-asa, sol ko-
lun altinda ise tunctan koleuklu ya da diiz
yassit baltalam andiran nesneler gdériiliir,
Sap delikli balta ve topuz kendilerine daha
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cok sol iist yanda yer bulabilmis silahlar-
dir. Kazima-cizgi tekniginde yapilmis olan-
larda bunun tam tersi bir durum sdéz konu-
sudur, Bu kez balta sag, mizrak ise sol tara-
fa ahnmastir. Tiim stellerde degismeyen bir
dzellik beldeki kemere asihi olan hancgerdir.
"Flanged Dagger with Crescent Guard" de-
nen tiirde hancerlerin en karakteristik dzel-
ligi, kabzamn namluya iki ucu acik hilal bi-
¢iminde bir balcakla birlesmis olusudur
(Res. 2-7). Dékiim tekniginde ve tungtan ya-
pilmis olduklar belirgindir.

Tiim taglar ikonografik bir kurallar dizisi-
ne siki sikiya bagh kalinarak meydana geti-
rilmistir. Bu kurallar dizisi de tipik figiiratif
elemanlar dogurmustur: figlirlerin belirli
pozlari, davranmislarm vb. Stellerin kendi
igindeki stmiflamalarimin yapiminda bu ka-
rekteristik elemanlardan yola ¢ikilabilmesi
miimkiindiir. Buna gére baghca iki guruba
ayrilabilirler: 1) sag ve sol elinde bir tulum
bulunan, silahl erkekler; 2) silahsiz kadin-
lar. Erkek stellerinde temel olarak anlatil-
mak istenen sey kimi geng ve dinamik kisi-
lerin gii¢ ve basarlardir. Betimlenen kisgi-
lerin toplum iginde ayni sosyal rolii oyna-
mis olabilecekleri belirli bir anlatim diize-
niyle ifade edilmis gibidir. Bu yiizden tim
erkek figlirlerinde eller ve kollarin pozisyo-
nu ile yiiz hatlan, silahlar vb. dzellikler bir-
birinin tipa tip benzeridir,

Steller stilistik olarak, gercekei bir ka-
bartma teknifinden, giderek sematik bir
kazima-¢izgi teknigine dogru gelisim gecgir-
mislerdir. Aym anda ya da kisa zamanda ya-
pilmadiklar ve fakat farkh ellerden ve fark-
I zamanlarda ¢iktiklar: da belirgindir.

Hakkari stellerinin genel Gzelliklerinden
baska yazilarimizda da séz etmis oldugu-
muzdan, burada bunlarn bir kez daha yine-
lemek yerine onlarin ugsuz bucaksiz kuzey
bozkirlarindaki gercek yeri ve iglevleri hak-
kinda kimi gdzlemlerimizi sunmaya calisa-
cagz (Sevin, Ozfirat 1998; 2001%; 2001"; Se-
vin 1999; 2000; Sevin, Ozfirat, Kavakh 2001).

Uzerinde ciplak savasc: erkek ya da ka-
din betimleri bulunan ve "menhir" olarak
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nitelenen bu tiirde taslar Anadolu ve tiim
Yakin Dogu'ya, birkag¢ istisna disinda, ya-
bancidir. Anadolu'dan en erken benzer I.
Troia'da ele gecirilmistir?. M.O. 1500'lere ta-
rihlenen Tell Agana V. tabaka kent surunun
kuzeydofu kapisinda bulunmus ve cinsi-
vetleri agikea belirtilmis, bazalttan, biri er-
kek, biri kadin iki anthropomorf stel ile Di-
yarbakir Mardin Kapi'dan tas steller de, ge-
nel anlamda, bu gruba dahil edilebilirler
(Woolley 1955: 238, lev. 44/a-b, i-j; Mezzena
1988: 17 vd.). Hazar G4li'niin glineybatisin-
da, iran Azerbaycani'nda, Meshkin Shar
ovasinda (Ingraham, Summers 1979) ve Ku-
zey Irak'ta, Tiirkiye, fran simirlan yalkinin-
daki Mugesir'de (Boehmer 1998) de kimi &r-
nekler vardir. Daha gilineyde, Arabistan ve
Yemen'de Islam-6éncesi ve M.O. IIL-IL. bin-
yillara degin uzanan savasc: erkek ve kadin
stellerine olasilikla asiret mezarhklarinda
rastlanmistir (Kirkbride 1969; Vogt 1999).

Yakin Dogu diinyasindaki bu ¢ok simirh
sayida drnege karsihk, gévdelerinin gogu
kez yalnmizea list kismi betimlenmis giplak
savagcl stellerinin en yalkin analojileri Av-
rasya bozkirlarindan gelmektedir. Doguda
Mogolistan'dan (Tsultem 1989; Bayar 1997),
Altay ve Tuva bolgeleri (Kovalév 1999), Ka-
zakistan (Baibosynov 1986), Kirgizistan
(Ser 1966), Ukrayna (Telegin, Mallory 1994;
Olchovsky, Evdokimov 1994) ve Kuzey ital-
ya (Mezzena 1998; Marinis 1999) {izerinden,
batida Iberik yarimadasina (Jorge 1999)
dek yiizlerce érnekle temsil olunan bu tas-
larin en erken temsilcileri M.O. III. binyihin
iglerine dek uzamr. M.S. XI.-XII. yiizyllara
degin uzun bir zaman dilimi iginde farkh et-
nik guruplarca kullamildiklam bilinmekte-
dir. Genel inams bu tiirde stellerin Proto-
Hint- Avrupahlar ile iligkili oldugu ve Kur-
gan Kiltiirleri'nin yayilimini yansitmis ola-
bilecegi yolundadir (Telegin, Mallory 1994;
Gimbutas 1997; krs. Sevin, Ozfirat 2001%).

Hakkari stelleri, hancger, balta ve mizrak
gibi saldin silahlan ile onlarin gergek para-
lellerinden yola cikilarak kabaca M.O. IL
binyilin ortalan ve ikinei yans: i¢lerine ta-
rihlenebilirler (Sevin 2000; Sevin, Ozfirat
2001% 2001"). Nitekim taslarin 19 m. kadar
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kuzeyinde bulunan bir oda-mezardan elde
edilen ithal malh Habur tiiri canak cimlek-
ler ile yerli Van-Urmiye boyalilar1 da bu ta-
rihe destek olmaktadir,

Ciplakhk, kemer ve silah vb. gibi genel
benzerliklerine karsin Hakkari taslan, ge-
rek isgiliklerinde gdsterilen dzen, gerek si-
lah tipleri ve 6zellikle de erkek figiirlerinin
ellerinde tuttuklarm merkezi konumlu icki
kabi (tulum) agisindan kuzeyin anthropo-
morf stellerinden farklhidir. Burada her iki
elde si1la sikaya tutulan merkezi konumlu
bir igki kabi adeta odak noktas: dumunda-
dir. Deri bir tulum gériniisld bu kabin sim-
gesel agidan biiyiik énem tasidig gayet be-
lirgindir?. Cilinkii genclik ve gilicliligi vur-
gulanmak istenen savasciun tim kahra-
manliklarn ile silah ve siislerinden cok da-
ha 6n plana alinmstir,

Bunlan andiran en erken savasg: betimle-
rine M.O. VII. yiizyildan itibaren Giiney Rus-
va ve Ukrayna'daki Iskit stelleri iizerinde
rastlanir (Olchovsky, Evdokimov 1994). An-
cak bu ge¢ drneklerde farkhilik, tulum yerine
bir boynuzun daima tek elle tutuluyor olma-
sidir. Buna karsihik, ¢ok daha ge¢ olmakla
birlikte, iki elle ve veya yalmzea sag elle kap
tutan anthropomorf steller Orta Asya bozkir-
larnda yaygindir, Géktlirk dénemi (M.S. VL.
yuizy1l) balballarindan (tas babalar) baslaya-
rak XI-XII. yiizyillara dek, Giiney Sibir-
ya'dan Kirgizistan'a, Kazakistan'a ve Mogo-
listan'a, Altay ve Tuva yirelerine degin yayi-
lan alanda yogun bir kullamim bulmustur
(Ser 1966; Tsultem 1989; Baibosynov 1996;
Bayar 1997; Eleukenova 1999) (Res. 10/4-7).
Hatta kimi bilim adamlarn bu tiirde kap tu-
tan ge¢ dénem insan figlirlerinin timiiyle
giéemen Tiirkler ve onlarin akrabalanyla ilis-
kili olabilecegi goériisiindedirler (Salmony
1840; Ser 1966). Bunun bozkira dzgii bir Sa-
man dzelligi olabilecegi {izerinde bile durul-
mustur (Esin 1969). Ancak bu motifin ilk kez
nerede ortaya ¢iktifi ve nereden yayilmas ol-
dugu konular acik degildir,

Orta Asya'da dzellikle mezarlarin civar-
na tastan stel dikme adetfinin gegmisi en
azindan M.O. IL. binyilin son ceyregine de-
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gin uzamr (Okladinov 1990: 87; Kowvalév
1999). Olasihikla daha sonraki Tiirk bal-
ballarmn atas: sayilabilecek bu ilk anthro-
pomorf steller lizerindeki figtirler hig¢ bir za-
man kap tutma pozisyonunda gosterilmis
degillerdir. Aym sekilde tastan stel dikme
geleneginin oldukca eski bir gegmisi bulu-
nan Ukrayna ve Kinm bélgesinde de M.O.
I11. ve 11, binyllarda buna benzer bir adetin
varlifzi konusunda en kiiglik bir iz yoktur
(Telegin, Mallory 1994).

Buna karsilik, iki ellerinde kap tutan ¢ip-
lak savascgilarnn en yalkin paralelleri Kuzey-
bati [ran'da, Hazar Denizi'nin giineybatisin-
daki Gilan eyaletinin Marhik Tepe mezarhi
(36 no'lu mezar) (Negahban 1996/2: res.
11/70-72,74, 12/76; Lev. 32-33) (Res. 10/1,3)
ile Amlas (Res. 10/2) ve Khurvin'in yagma-
lanan nekropollerinden ele gecirilmigtird,
Bunlar ¢ogu kez pismis topraktan, azinhkla
da tunctan yapilmastir, Yikseklikleri 23
cm. ile 46 cm. arasinda degisir. Tiimi ¢ip-
laktir. Erkeklik ve kadinlik organlarimn
acik bir bigimde ifade edilmesine 6zen gis-
terilmistir. Erkeklerin bellerinde sikhkla
enli bir kemer bulunur. Bu kemere bazen
bir hanger asilidir. Daha da dnemlisi, bu ka-
din ve erkek figiirinlerinden biiyiik bir ba-
liimii, iki elleriyle gégiisleri iizerinde bir
kap tutmaktadir. Bat1 iran'da bu tiirde kap-
lar glineyde, Urmiye Gdélii'niin glineyindeki
Hasanlu (Levine 1871: 39) ve hatta Geg¢ De-
mir Cagi'nda Luristan'a defin yaylmsgtir
(Ghirshman 1964: res. 108; Goff 1978: res
13). iran'da bir¢ok 6zel koleksiyona dagil-
mig olan bu tiirde figlirinlerin birer mezar
armagam oldugu Marhk Tepe kazilan saye-
sinde acik bir sekilde anlagilmagtir,

iki elleriyle bir kap tutan ¢iplak erkek ve
kadin figlirinlerin tarihleri konusunda acik
bir fikir birligi meveut degildir. Ornegin ka-
cak kazilar sirasinda ele gecirilmis olan
Khurvin'den bir erkek savagg: figiirini igin
Ghirshman (1964: 20; res. 19) M.0O. IX.-VIIL
yiigyillarim, Miiller-Karpe (1980: Lev. 556/B-
2) ise Tung Cagr'mi énerirler. Amlas'dan bir
difer eser icin Godard (1962: 85) M.O. L. bin-
yilin baslarnm disiinir (Res. 10/2). Oysa bu
figlirinin dikkat cekici dzelliklerinden biri
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de, ayaklara giyilmis olan sivri uglan yukan
kalkik carnklardir. Hakkari Stelleri {lizerin-
deki kiigiik insan figiirlerinin ayaklarinda
da boyle canklar gériilmektedir. Transkaf-
kasya wve Kuzeybati Anadolu'da bu tirde
ayakkabilar daha c¢ok Orta Tung ve Son
Tung Caglarinda sevilerek kullamilmislardir,

Marhk Tepe figiirinleri toplu olarak 36
no'lu mezarda bulunmustur (Res. 10/1.3).
Bu mezarhk ise genel olarak Demir Ca-
g1'min baslarina tarihlenmektedir. Ancak
burada sorun, stz konusu mezarda ele geci-
rilmis olan tunctan bir Yakin Dogu dirsekli
fibulasidir, Bu tiirde fibulalarin ilk kez M.O.
VIII, yiizyilin sonlarn ve VII. yiigyilin basla-
rina dogru ortaya ¢iktig1 saptanmistir (Mus-
carella 1984). Nitekim Dogu Anadolu'da ya-
pilan Erken Demir Cag mezarhk kazilan bu
gorisiin dogrulugu yolunda giliglii kamtlar
saglamistir. Ornegin ne Ernis ve ne de Ka-
ragiindiiz'de fibula kullamildigina iliskin
tek bir iz bulunmus degildir (Sevin, Kavak-
1 1996). Oysa fibulalar klasik Urartu mezar-
liklarinda sikhkla gériilmektedirler. Buna
gdre Muscarella (1984; 1988: 46, not 3) me-
zarin M.O. VIIIL yiizyilin sonlarindan énce-
ye ait olamayacagin ve iki kez kullamldig-
na iligkin bir kamt da bulunmadigim bildi-
rir. Bu giriise dayanilacak olursa, iginde fi-
glirinlerin bulundugu tiim mezar bu tarihe
(M.O. VIIL yilizyilin sonlar) aittir. Ancak bu-
na karsilik Haerinck (1988), Marhik ve tiim
Gilan bdélgesi mezarlarinin Demir Cagl bo-
yunca uzun siire kullamldifini ortaya koy-
mustur’, Nitekim ele gecen 6teki kiigiik bu-
luntular da bu mezarin daha gok Demir Ca-
g1'min baslarina ait oldufuna isaret etmek-
tedir. Biitiin bu nedenlerle Marhk Tepe me-
zarlarimin daha cok M.O. XIII-X. yiizyllar
arasina tarihlenmesi miimkiin gériinmelk-
tedir (Negahban 1996; Haerinck 1988).

E. Negahban (1996: 108 vdd.) bu ¢iplak in-
san figlirinlerinin bereketlilikle ilgili tann
ve tanncgalar olabilecegini diigiiniir®. Herne
kadar Orta ve Kuzey Anadolu'da i1k Tung Ca-
&1 mezarlarnna, lireme organlarn belirtilmis
ciplak kadin figiirinleri birakaldigim biliyor-
sak da, bugiine degin, M.O. III. ve IL binyl-
larda ne Dogu Anadolu ve ne de Bat1 Iran
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dglii gémme adetleri iginde buna benzer bir
durumla karsilasilmis degildir. Assur Tica-
ret Kolonileri Cagi'nda Kiiltepe/Kanis me-
zarlarinda, tam anlarmmyla figlirin denilebile-
cek yalmzea fildisinden bir érmek ele gegiril-
migtir. Bir kiip mezarda bulunan bu figilirin
de iki eliyle gégiislerini tutan bir kadin bigi-
mindedir”, Tell Acana'da Eski Hitit Dénemi
basit toprak mezarlarinda bulunan pismis
toprak ve camdan 5 figiirin de daima ¢iplak
ve bazen de gigiislerini tutan kadinlara ait-
tir (Akyurt 1998: Sekil 124a-d). Gdgislerini
tutan ve pubis bdlgesinin belirgin olarak ifa-
de edildigi bu figiirinlerin bereketi temsil et-
tigi ve dliiye 6teki diinyada yardime: olmasi
amaciyla, mezara yakinlar tarafindan bira-
kildig diisiiniilebilir. Ancak Bat iran érnek-
leri, hem erkeklerin cofgunlukta olusu wve
hem de ellerindeki kaplar yiiziinden digerle-
rinden aymlirlar. Bunlar daima, bir yerles-
meye bagh olmayan, gécebe ya da yari-gice-
be asgiretlerin mezarhklarnndan gelmektedir.
Bu nedenle farkh bir diinya gdrisiinin
tiriinleri olmalar olasidir, Bunlarn tanmsal
simgeler olabilecekleri yolunda giiclii bir ka-
mt yoktur. Buna karsilik daima mezar en-
vanteri iginde ele gecirilmis olmalan 6len
kimseler ve dteki diinya inamslan ile ilgili
olabileceklerini akla getirmektedir. Ozelikle
treme organlanmn tim ¢iplakhgyla belir-
tilmis olmasi1 ve erkeklerde wvurgulanan
ereksiyon durumu bir tannsalliktan ¢ok, ku-
zey bozkirlarimin yiizlerce drnegindeki gibi,
glig-kuvvet ve iktidar ifadeleri olarak kabul
edilebilirler (Jones-Bley 1998). Nitekim Er-
menistan'da bulunmus tunctan savasg er-
kek figiirinleri de bu ifadenin birer temsilei-
sidirler (Esayan 1990: res. 2/1-7).

Anlasihyor ki, iki elinde gégsiine dogru
tuttugu bir kap bulunan ¢iplak kadin ve er-

kek figiirleri Bati Iran'da Demir Cagi'min
baslarindan itibaren mezar armagani ola-
rak yaygin bir kullamim bulmustur. Kimile-
ri silahlarla donatilmig olan bu figiirler ile
Hakkari stelleri {izerindeki ¢iplak savasci-
lan karsilastirmak miimkiindiir. Baylelikle
Hakkari stellerinin, bozkirlardaki pek cok
benzerleri gibi, 6lu kiiltd ile ilgili olabile-
cekleri yolunda yeni bir kamt saglanmig
bulunmalktadir.

Son olarak sunu belirtmeliyim ki, arada
bin yih askin bir zaman farka olmakla bir-
likte, 6nceleri iki elde, sonralan da yalmzca
sag elde kap tutma adetinin Orta Asya'min
balbal denen stellerinde M.S. XII. yiizyila
kadar sevilerek kullanilmis olmasi oldukea
ilgingtir. Bu, Hakkari stellerinin, Ukrayna
ve Kirnim bdélgelerinden ¢ok Orta Asya ile
baglantili olduguna isaret ediyor gibidir,
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NOTLAR

1 Hakkari Staller vo ybdrenin jeolajisi haklonda ilk otidler,

VanyYikdined Yil Universitesi Jeoloji Muh&ndhlm Baélimi'nden Dog.

El.r I-:-ﬂl:inclurrnlﬂn:! Sahbae ve Dog. Dr. Sefor Orgen timfindan gorgeklostie
mistir.

2 Korfmann 1989; 386, res, 15-16, lzmir clvannda, Buruncuk
yakinlanndaki Hayiicekte bulunmus olan kinik bir tag stol de b
gruba soloulnbilir: Ble, Doger 1965,

3 Sibiryn'ds Pamnk kurganlannda bulunan Geerd kiick kapl deri ighkd
tulumian igin ble Rudenko 1970: Loy, S0AB, 150, Assur krali 11, Sargon
MO, 714 yalinda Urnrtu'ys kg ditmenlodify) seferinde, Urnrtu
kalelorinin mahzenlerinds, deriden tulum i ""‘rm-n-d.o'_l v magrapalarda-
Tl (BYSmasden) tath sarabi ele gegirdiging anlate C, Zaccagnin,
Orientis Antiqui Collectio XVII (yny.haz F.M. Fales), Roma 1981, 267:
salir 220,

4 Dodard 1962 res. 121; Ghirshman 1844: res. 189, 26, 31, Ghirshman
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Resim 2. Kabartma tekniginde savasg steli Resim 3. Bir savagg steli. Sol omuz lzerinde ¢adir.



Resim 4 .Kabartma tekniginde savascg steli

Resim 6. Kabartma tekniginde savasci steli
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Resim 9. Kabartma tekniginde bir savasci
stelinin gizimi.
Sag omuz lzerinde cadir.

Resim 8.Cizgi tekniginde bir kadin steli
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Vali SEVIN

Resim 10. Kuzeybati iran'dan pismis toprak figirinler ({istte) ve Orta Asya'dan
Goktirk Dénemi “balballar”s




TUBA-AR IV (2001)

Amasya Mizesi’nden Boya Bezekli
Iki Canak Isiginda Kizilirmak Kavsi
Gec¢ Demir ve Helenistik Caglari
Canak-Comlegine Yeni Bir Bakis*

A New Look to the Pottery of
the Late Iron and Hellenistic
Ages in the Kizilirmak Bend
Region in the View of Two
Fainted Vessels at the
Amasya Museum

**Sevket Dénmez

Anahias Sozclkler: Kizdirmak Kavsi, Amasya Mizes!, Boya Bezekli Ganak-Gomiek, Sarmagik Yapead, Geg Demir Gagn, Helenistih Gag
Kaywords: Kizibirmak Bend, Amasya Museum, Painled Pottery, vy Leal, Late lron Age, Hellanistic Age

In the Late Iron Age (650- ca. 500/350 B.C.), the Central Anatolian Region was divided into two
areas as mentioned in the Western ancient sources, in Western sources of which the Western
part of the Kiztlirmalk (Halys) was known as Phrygia and the eastern part as Cappadocia. In
Ancient Eastern sources the middle part of the Kizlirmalk region was known as Tabal, the nort-
hern part as Kashku, the southwestern part as Tuvana (Tukhana) and the eastern part as Melid.
Due to the cosmopolitan nature of this region’s population structure, the painted pottery group
with stylized deer representations of silhouette technique with concentric motifs, which were fo-
und in the main settlements of the region and known as Alisar IV, are considered to be the ma-
in characteristic pottery of the Kizmlirmak Bend in the Middle Iron Age (850-650 B.C.). The effects
of political developments in the Late Iron Age (650- ca 500/350 B.C) were reflected in the new
techniques introduced into the pottery production of the workshops that had been the centres
of the Middle Iron Age tradition. The stylized deer figures began to be produced with new line-
ar and reserve techniques and gained a more naturalized in appearance. The numbers and vari-
ety of bird representations increased and these began to be the used as the main elements of
compositions consisting of representations of bulls, horses, donkeys, wild goat, roe deer, lions,
dogs and fish. In addition to these, representations of hybrid creatures such as winged bulls and
sphinxes and unidentifiable strange creatures also appeared. Human figures, which were very
few in number and extremely stylized in the Middle Iron Age, became important in the Late Iron
Age. Kybele, the mother goddess of the Phrygians who was in fact worshipped in Anatolia from
Neolithic times, was portrayed on pottery in this period. It is apparent that the pottery workshops
of the Kiznlirmak Bend Region continued to use traditional characteristics but also incorporated
external influences into their pottery production from around the beginning of the 5 century
BC. From this period onwards some noticeable differences began to occur in pottery decoration
techniques, for example the number of types of animal representations lessened while series of
birds began to be widely used as the main element in compositions. Changes in plant motifs al-
so occur from the beginning of the 5 century. The composition of ivy leaf seen on a howl from

* Bu ywodn Kualrmink Kavsl torimd Ge Demir Caga’nda éeellilde boyn besekli canndigdmick agsmdan bdir bitinlak gosteren Kealumalk Kavsi bed e giineyd Joste
d.llman.nd:r
** lstanbul Universites, Edobiyut Fideiies), Arkeolofi ve Saont Tarihl Bsliimd, Protohistorys ve Onasys Arkeobojist Anabilim Dali, 34450 Baywat-bstanbul Tiirkiyo
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Amasya Museum (Fig.1) can be attributed - on the basis of technigque - to influence from the Ae-
gean and must have entered the Late Iron Age poltery decoration repertoire of the Kizilnmak
Bend during the first half of the 5" century BC. However it seems that, on the basis of typological
and decoration characteristics, the complete bowl with a decoration of ivy leaves (Fig 2-3) be-
longs to the 3 century BC. The evaluations and examples presented above suggest that the La-
te Iron Age and Hellenistic Age chronology of the Kizhirmalk Bend Region and the pottery ter-
minology need to be reviewed. It is apparent that, in spite of some changes in the details of mo-
tifs, the Late Iron Age tradition within the Kimhrmalk Bend continues to be strong until around
the Middle of the 4" century BC, that is up to the Hellenistic Period. It is therefore clear that there
was no real gap between the Late Iron Age and the Hellenistic Age but instead a cultural con-
tinuity in potiery development can be traced and the pottery workshops, in existence from the
Middle Iron Age, continued without interruption into the Hellenistic Period. In the light of this,
the chronological boundary of the Late Iron Age within the Kizilirmak Bend can be said to ex-

tend to the middle of the 4" ceniury BC.

Yalun bir zamana kadar Orta Anadolu
Bélgesi'nde Demir Caglar'nmin baslangici
ve sonu ile ilgili olarak pekcok belirsizlik
bulunmaktayd:. Ancak son yillarda gelisti-
rilen Gordion (G.K.Sams 1994, fig.1-5), Bo-
gazlkoy/Biiylikkale (H.Genz 2000, Abb.3-5)
ve Kaman-Kalehdyiik (S.0mura 1992, 323,
res.8/1) kazilan ézellikle Hitit Imparatorlu-
gunun yaklasik olarak 10 1190 yillarinda
yikilisi ve Son Tung Cagi'nin sona ermesi
ile baslayan Karanhk Cag'in, gercekte De-
mir Caglari’'min Erken béliimi yani Erken
Demir Cag (I0 1190-850) oldugunu belirle-
mistir. Icbati Anadolu ile Orta Anadolu’nun
bat1 kisminda ortaya gikan ve Frig Kralli-
g1'min politik egemenligi ile karakterize
olan Orta Demir Cagi'nda (I0 850-650) ise,
yazih belgelerin yetersizligi ve arkeolojik
buluntularin kimi zaman dogru olarak yo-
rumlanamamasi nedenleri ile gilintimiize
kadar tam olarak anlasilamayan birtalom
siyasal organizasyonlarn yasanmig oldu-
gu, Gzellikle Kizilirmak kavsi icinde yer
alan Bogazkdy, Alaca Hdyiik, Hac1 Bektas
Hdéyiik (Suluca Karahdyiik), Kaman-Kalehd-
yiik, Masat Héyiik, Kayapinar, Eskiyapar,
Alisar Hdéyiik, Cadir Héylik ile Kizilir-
malk'in giineyinde bulunan Kiiltepe, Sultan-
hani, Yassidag, Topaklh ve Porsuk gibi
dénemli yerlesmelerden anlasilmaktadir.
Bat1 kaynaklannda dzellikle Geg Demir Ca-
g1'nda, Kizilirmak'in (Halys) batisindaki ke-
simi Frigya, dogusu ise Kapadokya olarak
bilinen Orta Anadolu Bdlgesi'nin, Dogu
kaynaklarinda orta kesimi Tabal, Kizilir-

malk'in kuzeyindeki béliimi Kasku, Giliney-
bat1 kesimi Tuvana (Tukhana) ve Dogu ucu
ise Melid adiyla amlmaktayd: (V.Sevin
1998a, 189). Kozmopolit bir niifus yapisina
sahip oldugu anlasilan séz konusu bu bél-
gelerde yer alan ve yukarida adlar gegen
yverlesmelerde ele ge¢mis bulunan, Alisar
IV olarak bilinen, Gzellikle stilize edilmis si-
luet teknigindeki geyik figiirleri ile tek
merkezli daire motiflerinden olugan kom-
pozisyonlarla bezenmis boya bezekli canak-
gomlek grubul, Orta Demir Cagi'min dzel-
likle Kizilirmak kawvsi ici ile giineyindeki
karakteristik ozelligini olusturur. Kizmlir-
mak kavsinin batisi ile giineybatisinda yani
gergek Frig Ulkesi'nde ise Gordion
(G.K.Sams 1994, color PLIII/186, P1.126/932;
RS Young 1960, fig.15), Midas Sehri
(C.H.E.Haspels 1951, P1.7/b3) ve Alaattin Te-
pe'den (E.Akurgal 1955, taf.21fa; H.Bahar
1999, Lev.I/1) bilindigi iizere siluet geyikli
bezemeye sahip Aligar IV tiiri ganak-gém-
lek sayica cok azdir ve bunlar biiylik olasi-
likla ithaldir®. Bu kesimin yerel ganak-gém-
leginin ise Cizgisel Stil'de? bezenmis oldu-
fu séz konusu bu yerlesmelerde ele ge¢mis
olan drneklerin sayisal fazlalifindan anla-
silmaktadar.

Ath Halklar'dan Kimmerler'in i0 7. yy'in
baslarinda Anadolu'ya girerek bir huzur-
suzluk ve kargasa ortam olusturmasi ve
bunu takiben Gordion'u ele gecirerek Frig
Krallign'm ynkkmas1 (T.Tiifekei Sivas 1989,
37), Orta Demir Cagi’'nin bhitimine ve Geg
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Demir Cagi'nin baslamasina neden olan si-
yvasal gelismelerin basinda gelir. Kimmer-
ler'in yol agtig1 bu yikim ve siyasal belirsiz-
likten faydalanan Medler Orta Anadolu'ya
kadar gelmisler ve Lidyallar'la iO 585 yilin-
da linli Kizilirmak Savasi'm1 yaprslardir.
Akhaimenidler'in I0 6. yy'in ortalarnndan
itibaren tiim Anadolu'yu ele gecirmeye bas-
lamalan ise, Ge¢ Demir Cagi'min difger bir
dnemli politik olayidir (V.Sevin 1998b, 191).
Bunun sonucunda Orta Anadolu Bdélgesi
Helenistik Cag'a kadar Akhaimenid ege-
menliginde kalmistir,

Geg¢ Demir Cagi'nda hem Kizihirmak kav-
si ici hem de giineyinde savunma agirlikh
bir¢cok dnemli yerlesme goriilmektedir.
Akalan Kalesi/Pteria? (T.Makridy 1907, 167-
175), Pazarh Kalesi (H.2.Kosay 1941), Ker-
kenez Dag (G.D.Summers 1997, 81-94;
M.E.F.Summers/G.D.Summers 1998, 179-
194), Gélliidag?, Kululu (T.Ozgii¢ 1971, 32-
64), Calapverdi (T.Ozgilic 1971, 65-69), Ha-
vuzkdy (R.M.Boehmer 1967, 132-141) ve
Uyuzsuyu Kalesi (T.Okse 1995, 245-258) bu
tip yerlesmelerin en énemlileridir. Birgogu
yiiksek arazilere insa edilmis ve giiglii sa-
vunma sistemleriyle donatilmis bu yerles-
melerin 10 6. yy'n ilk yars: iginde kurul-
mus olduklan veya savunmalarm giiclen-
dirmis bulunduklan olasidir. Bu yerlesme-
lerde yasayan insanlarn kendilerini savun-
ma gereksinimine zorlayan en dnemli ne-
denlerin basinda, biiytik olasilikla Kimmer-
ler ile Medler'in olusturmus oldugu huzur-
suz ve glivenlikten uzak ortam gelmektedir.
56z konusu bu yerlesmelerin ¢ogunda ele
gegmig, Alisar IV gelenegini siirdiiren ve
Alisar V olarak adlandirilan boya bezekli
ganak-gcémlek grubu®, buralarda Orta Ana-
dolu kékenli insanlarnn yasamis oldugunu
acikga belgelemektedir.

Kizihrmak kawvsi ici ile gilineyinde Orta
Demir Caf@i'ndan beri tekdiize bir iiretim
yapan ¢anak-¢cimlek atdlyelerinin stillerin-
de, Ge¢ Demir Cagi'ndan itibaren dzellikle
bezeme a¢isindan baz 6nemli degisimler
oldugu gézlenmistir. Siluet gériiniimli ge-
yik figiirleri yerine, degisik stilllerde gizgi-
sel ya da reserve tekniklerde yapilmaya

a1

baslanan ve daha dogal bir gériiniim sergi-
leyen geyik figiirleri ortaya cikmisgtirf, Kus
figtirlerinde say1 ve gériiniim zenginligi ar-
tarken?, boga8, merkep?, karaca!, kecill,
aslan!?, képek!?, balik!4 ve bocek!® figiirleri
kompozisyonlar icinde ana ge olarak kul-
lanilmaya baslanmistir. Bunlarin yanisira
kanath boga!® ve sfenks!? gibi karnsik yara-
fiklar ile ne olduklar tam olarak anlasila-
mayan “Tammlanamayan Garip Varhk"” fi-
giirleril® de ortaya cikmistir. Orta Demir
Cagi'nda sayica ¢ok az olan ve oldukga sti-
lize yapilmig insan figiirleri Geg Demir Ca-
g1'nda én plana alinmigtir!®, Frigler'in ana
tanrigcasi olan, ancak Anadolu'da Neolitik
Cag'dan beri tapinilan Kibele, bu dénemde
canak-comlek tiizerinde betimlenmigtir20,
Sdz konusu bu yenilikler ile defisimlerden
Kizihrmak kavsi ici ile giineyindeki canak-
¢omlek atdlyelerinin Geg¢ Demir Cagi'nda
gelisen siyasal olaylardan etkilendiklerini
ve bu durumu iiretimlerine yansittiklarnn
agikca anlamaktayiz. Ornegin birdenbire
ortaya ¢ikan at?! ve stivari figiirleri®? biiylik
olasilikla Kimmerler'in bir etkisidir. Yalmz
burada dénemli nokta Kimmerler'in bu etki-
leri sanatlarn ile degil yasam tarzlan ile yap-
mis olmalandir., Bunun yaminda bezeksiz
olarak gdériilen cift kulplu ¢émlekler®? di-
sinda, canak-¢édmlek {izerine betimlenmis
tagch ve sakalll sfenks figiirlerinin®d ise,
fran yani Med-Akhaimenid etkisi oldugu
agiktir, Geg Demir Cagi'nda figlir ve motif-
lerin disinda boya bezeme tekniginde de
gdze carpan baz énemli degisikler meyda-
na gelmistir. Geleneksel renkler olan koyu
kirmizi, kahverenginin tonlan ile siyah be-
zemelerde kullamlmaya devam etmis, an-
cak bunun yaninda bir yenilik olarak figiir-
ler ile kompozisyonlar beyaz ya da bej ren-
gi tonlarindaki zeminli gergeveler igine ya-
pilmaya baslanmistir®5, Cergeve teknigi bir
silire sonra beyaz renk zemin yapilmadan
da uygulanmastirs,

I0 5. yy'in baslarindan itibaren Kizalu-
mak kavsi i¢inde geleneksel 6zelliklerini
siirdiiren, ancak bir yanda da dis etkileri
biinyesinde toplayan kimi c¢anak-gémlek
atélyelerinin iiretim yapmaya devam ettik-
leri anlasilmaktadir. Kara Samsun/Amisos
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(A.Akarca 1960, 142-148), Masat Hdéyiik
(T.Ozgiic 1982, lev.72/5-6), Bogazkdy
(E.M.Bossert 1957, abb. 54a), Alaca Hdyiik
(H.Z.Kosay/M.Akok 1966, lev.71-72), Eskiya-
par (I.Bayburtluoglu 1979, lev.181/31-33),
Haci1 Bektas Hdéyilk (K. Balkan/O.Siimer
1968, res.17, c¢iz.12), Kaman Kalehdyiik
(T.Mikami/S.Omura 1988, res.14/8; M.Mo-
rifS.0mura 1990, res.10/5; S.0mura 1991,
res.9/6), Kirgehir Héoyiik (U.B.Alkim 1956,
res. 17 a-b, 19, 20 a-b, 21-23), Alisar Héyiik
(H.H.von der Osten 1937b, fig.63/22, 64/4-5,
65, pl.V/3) ve Biiyliknefeskdy/Tavium'da2?
ele gecmis olan acik renk zeminli bezeme-
ye sahip canak-gcédmlekler bu durumu acik-
c¢a belgelemektedir. Ayrica bu tarihten iti-
baren hem figiirlii hem de bitkisel bezeme-
lerde olusan baz degisikler gize carpmak-
tadir. Ornegin hayvan figiirli bezemede
cinsler olduk¢a azalirken, kus dizileri kom-
pozisyonlarda ana dge konumunda kulla-
milmaya baslanmigtir®s,

10 5. yy'1n basindan itibaren baslayan bu
siire¢te bitkisel motiflerdeki baz1 degisik-
liklere deginmeden dnce bu yazida irdele-
nen konuya 1sik tutan Amasya Miizesi ¢a-
naklanm?® tamitmak faydali olacaktir; Gii-
miishacikdy yoresinde bulunmus olan, disa
acilan agz kenarh, yuvarlak ve derin gdv-
deli, parga halindeki birinei ganagin iyi
elenmis, mineral katlkili hamuru a¢ik kah-
verengidir. Cark yapimi ¢anak, hamurunun
renginde astarh, iyi pismis ve orta perdahli-
dir. Koyu kahverengi ve acik beyaz ile be-
zenmis canagin gdvdesi lizerinde bulunan
kompozisyonda dallan topguklarla biten
agac benzeri bir motiften ¢iktign gdzlenen
bir sarmasik yaprag yer almaktadir. Sar-
masik yapraginin etrafini zemini kirli be-
yaz bir renge sahip olan ve diizensiz bir se-
kilde kdse yaparak asagl dogru uzanan
kontiirlii bir friz ¢cevirmektedir. Friz iginde
listte ve yanda yer alan gsevron motiflerinin
arasinda tek merkezli yarim daire motifleri
gorlilmektedir. Alttaki frizde ise dikey ka-
Iin kisa bantlar ve g¢izgiler bulunmakta-
dir (Fig.1/Ciz.1). Gdyniicek'in Harmancik
kiyilinde ele gegmis olan, dista kalinlagtinl-
mig dudakl, ice kapanan agiz kenarlh, kes-
kin omurgali ve halka dipli ve tiim durum-
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daki diger canak, acik devetiiyti rengi ha-
murlu, mineral katkili, devetliyli rengi as-
tarh, iyi pismis ve orta perdahlidir. Cark ya-
pimi ¢ganagin dis ylzeyindeki bezeme Izl
kahverengi ile yapilmistir. Canagin agiz ke-
nari disinda ve keskin omurga lizerinde yer
alan birbirine kosut yatay bantlar arasinda
yine yatay olarak yerlestirilmis dalgali serit
motifi gérilmektedir (Fig.2/Ciz.2). Canagin
dibe dogru daralan alt kasminda ise yatay
yerlestirilmis kogsut bantlar arasinda yanya-
na yerlestirilmis bes adet iri sarmasik yap-
rag1 motifi yer almaktadir. Bu motiflerle dip
arasinda ise yine dalgali bir serit motifi gdé-
riilmektedir. Canagin dip kisminda ise 8
kollu bir yildiz motifi bulunmaktadir

(Fig.3/Ciz.3).

10O 5. yy'da baslayan siirecin énemli bitki-
sel siislemelerinden biri Amasya Miizesi ¢a-
naklarinda da goriilen sarmasik yaprag:
motifidir. Daha énceki galismalarda bu mo-
tifin Kizihrmak kavsi igine giris tarihinin 10
4. yy'dan geg¢ olamayaca@ vurgulanmigtir
(L.Zoroglu 1983, 141). Buna karsilik Amasya
Miizesi'ndeki ganak parcasi lizerinde gori-
len sarmasik yaprag motifinin (Fig.1/Res.1)
bir Geg¢ Demir Cagl dzelligi olan beyaz renk
zeminli bir bordiir iginde yer almis olmas,
bu parganmin 10 6. yy'a yakin bir zaman dili-
mi i¢ine yani biiyiik olasihkla IO 5. yy'in ilk
yarisina tarihlenebilecegini géstermekte-
dir. Ayrica, Magat Hoyiik'te Demir Cag L
Yapi1 Kati'min son evresinde yani Helenistik
Cag dncesine tarihlenen son safhasinda ele
gegmis olan bir banyo teknesi lizerinde ta-
vus kuslan ile gériilen sarmasiklar (T.Oz-
glig 1982, lev.78/4a-b), bu motifin Kizihrmak
kavsi canak-cdmlekeiligine Helenistik Cag
dncesi alinmig olduguna bir kez daha isaret
etmektedir. Bunlara ek olarak, Eskiyaparin
Helenistik Cag tabakalarinda bulundugu
bildirilen iri bir ¢émlek parc¢as: tlizerindeki
sarmasik yapragr motifi (L.Zoroglu 1979,
res.B, ¢iz.5), bicimsel acidan Amasya Miizesi
canak parcasi ilizerindeki sarmasik yaprag-
na ¢ok benzemektedir. Bu sarmasik yapra-
gimin agik renk zeminli bir ¢ergeve igine ya-
pilmis olmasi, parcanin Helenistik Cag'dan
daha erkene, belki de 10 5. yy iglerine tarih-
lenebilecegini ve biiyiik bir olasilikla kari-
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sikhik sonucu bu tabaka iginde ele gecmis
olabilecegini diiglindiirmektedir. Ayrica,
Alisar Hoylik'te Alisar V boya bezekli canak-
gomlek grubu ile birlikte ele gegmis bir
¢imlek parcgas: lizerinde yer alan sarmasik
yaprag motifi (H.H. von der Osten 1937h,
fig.76/6), bicimsel acidan Amasya Miizesi,
Masat Hdéyilk wve Eskiyapar drnekleri ile
benzerlik gistermektedir. Amasya Miizesi
(Fig.1/Ciz.1) ile Eskiyapar canak parcalar
ve Masat Hdoyiik telinesi ile Alisar Hdyiik
cimlek parcasi, biiylik olasihikla Ege Diin-
yasi'ndan esinlenerek alinmis sarmasik
yaprag: motifinin Kizmlirmak kavsi Geg De-
mir Cagl canak-cimlegi bezeme repertuari-
na girdigi zamam diisiintilenden daha erke-
ne almasi agisindan ¢ok dnemli bir grup
olusturmaktadar.

Amasya Miizesi'ndeki tiim ¢anak tlizerin-
de gérilen sarmasik yaprag: motifleri
(Fig.2-3/Ciz.2-3) ise, daha gec¢ bir tarihe ait
olmahdir. Hem yapragin daha dolgun ola-
rak betimlenmis olmas: hem de tlizerinde
yer aldign keskin omurgali canafin benzer-
lerinin Kizhrmak kawvsi iginde Eskiyapar
(L.Zoroglu 1986, 460, res.1-2), Bogazkdy
(L.Zoroglu 1986, 460, res3, 5-6) ve Alisar HG-
yiik'lin (L.Zoroglu 1986, 460, res.4) Helenis-
tik Cag'a ait tabakalarnnda ele gecmis bu-
lunmas: nedenleriyle bu ¢canak biiyiik olas:-
hkla i0 3 yy'a tarihlendirilebilir. Bu canak
tizerindeki bezemeler Amasya ydresinde
sarmasik yaprag:n motifinin Helenistik Cag
iglerine kadar kullamilmis oldugunu géster-
mesi agisindan ¢ok dnemli bir yere sahiptir.

Biitiin bu veriler sonucunda I0 5. yy ile
Helenistik Cag'in basladign 10 4. yy'in ikin-
ci yaris: arasindaki siirece tarihlendirilebi-
lecek dzellikler gdsteren yukarnda irdele-
nen drneklerimiz, sarmasik yaprag motif-
lerinin erken dénemde daha ¢ok acik renk
zeminli kompozisyonlar iginde yer almis ol-
masimin yamsira, dikey olarak diizenlen-
mis bir komposizyon kurgusu i¢inde betim-
lenmis olduklarina da isaret etmektedirler.
Buna karsilik, Hellenistik Cag sarmasik
yvaprag: motifleri, kompozisyon anlayisi ba-
kimindan daha ¢ok yatay bir bezeme diizen-
lemesi ile dikkati cekerlerd?,

83

Buraya kadar yapilan degerlendirmeler ile
sunulan drnekler, Kizilhirmak kavsi Geg De-
mir Cag: ve Helenistik Cag kronolojisi ile ¢a-
nak-gémlek terminolojisinin yeniden gézden
gecirilmesi gerekliligini acikea ortaya koy-
maktadir. Uzun bir slireden beri arastirmaci-
larn ilgilerini gelkmis bulunan ve bu yazida
Amasya Miizesi'nde bulunan 2 drnegini ta-
mittigimiz boya bezekli ¢anak-gémlek grubu
igin Galat Seramigi (R.Z2ahn 1907, 638), Galat
denilen Seramik (F.Maier 1963, 238 vd; K. Bit-
tel 1974, 227 vd), Hellenistik Cag'da Kizilr-
mak Havzasi Boyali Kaplariy/Seramikleri
(L.Zoroglu 1979, 345, 354), Hellenistik Cag'da
Kizihirmak Havzasi Boyali Yerli Seramigi
(L.Zoroglu 1981, 239; L.Zoroglu 1983, 135) ve
Kizihirmak Havzas: Kaplan (L.Zoroglu 1986,
459; 1997,15-25) terimleri kullamilmistir. Bu
canalk-gctmlegin Orta Karadeniz Bdlgesi'nde-
ki benzerleri icin ise Pontus Yerli Seramigi
(A Akarca 1960, 142) terimi dnerilmistir. Go-
riilldiigl gibi énceleri Helenistik Cag'da Orta
Anadolu Bélgesi'nde yani Galatia'da yasa-
diklarn bilinen Orta Avrupa kdkenli Galat-
lar'la iliskilendirilen bu ¢anak-cémlek grubu
igin bu dogrultuda bir isim verilmeye ¢ahsil-
magtir. Ancak, sdz konusu bu ganak-cimlek
grubunun daha sonra yerel ve geleneksel
dzellikleri farkedilerek bu isimden vazgecil-
mis ve birgok defisik terim flizerinde durul-
mustur, Bunlar iginde dzellikle konuyla ilgi-
li bir doktora tezi (L.Zoroglu 1978) hazirlamis
olan ve pekcok makale kaleme almis bulu-
nan L. Zoroglu'nun dnermis ve kullanmis ol-
dufu terimler géze carpmaktadir,

Sonug olarak, dzellikle Kizilirmak kavsi
iginde ayrmntilardaki baz motif degisimleri-
ne karsin Ge¢ Demir Cag geleneginin 10 4.
yy'in ortalarina, yani Helenistik Cag'a ka-
dar giigli bir sekilde devam etmis oldugu
gozlenmektedir. Bu siireg, IO 6. yy'dan de-
vam eden bezeme dzellikleri nedeniyle Geg
Demir Cagi'min Geg¢ Evresi olarak diigiint-
lebilir. Cilinkli, Geg Demir Cag ile Helenis-
tik Cag arasinda herhangi bir zaman boglu-
gunun gercekie clmadif, Gzellikle canak-
cdmlek pelisimi temelinde izlenen bir kiil-
tir siirekliligin bulundugu ve Orta Demir
Cagi'ndan beri var olan ¢canak-gcémlek atél-
yelerinin varhklarnm Hellenistik Cag i¢leri-
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ne kadar kesintisiz olarak siirdiirmiis ol-
duklar buraya kadar sundugumuz drnek-
lerle agik bir bigimde kamtlanmis olmaldta-
dir. Bu durumda dogal olarak Ge¢ Demir
Cagi'min zamansal alt simin {0 4. yy ortala-
rina degin uzanmaktadir. Kizihirmak Kavsi
Ge¢ Demir Cafi1 Ge¢ Evre Boya Bezekli
Canak-Cimlegi olarak isimlendirebilecegi-
miz sdz konusu bu ganak-cémlek grubunun
yayilm alam goz dniline alindiginda ise,
Karsehir (Haci Bektas Hoyilik ve Kirsehir
Hayik), Corum?®! (Bogazkdy, Alaca Hdayiik,
Eskiyapar), Yozgat (Alisar Hdéyiik, Biiyik-
nefeskdy/Tavinm ve Cengeltepe), Tokat
(Masat Hoyiik) ve Amasya®® (Miize 6rnekle-
ri) ile Samsun (Kara Samsun/Amisos) illeri-
ni kapsayan oldukea genis bir cografi alan
karsimiza gilkmaktadir. Kizihirmak kavsinin
cok biiyilik bir bélimiind kapsayan bir bdél-
gede yayihm bulmus olan bu ¢anak-¢émlek
grubunun, Orta Demir Cagi'ndan beri lire-
tim yapan ve yukanda adi gecen yerlesme-

NOTLAR

1g5iuet goyik fgarlerivie bezenmis boya bezekll canal-gdmbegin ka-
raktoristik drneklerinin elo gegmis oldufu yorlegmeler, Bogazkay
(E.M.Bossert 2000, taf.0y80, 83, 85), Bogazkoy-Biydkkaya (E.M. Bossert
2000, taf. 10/111, 114; H.Gone 2000, abb,7/6), Bogazkdy-Biyikhkale
(E.M.Bossert 2000, tal /67, 79, B1-82, B4, B6-80, 10/B0-95, 87-101, 104-
110, 112113, 115118, 104/78). Ham Bektag Héy(k (V.Sevin 1988b, 185
189), Knman KalehGyitk (M.Mord/S Omura 1085, fig.12/4; 8. Omura
1093, res 8M4-5; B.0mura 1908, res 10/11; 8.Omurn 2000, fig. 16), Magat
Heyilk (T.Ougrilg 1982, lev.6904, 70/2-5), Bolus- Akteps (T.Ozgily 1978,

1o 73/1-3), Allgar Hoyik (E.F.Schmidy 1832, fig 317/ 2542, 322, 323 n
873, H.H.von der Osten 18374, lig421/e 1692, 422/ 1693, 423fc 1604,
424 1113, 3 2310, e 1338, & 2300, ¢ 220, 458/1-11, 458/1-14, 17-18, 480/1-
15, 461/1-15; 4622, 48, 810, 12-17; E:ARurgal 1955, taf. 1 ab, 2 a-b, 3 a-b,
4 oy, 5ab, 8 a-b, T a, B o), Cadir Héyilk (AL Gorng/'C. McMahon/S, Pa-
ley/Ll Kealhofor 1995, lig 1B, U), Kiltepe (T, ug 1971, res.1), Por
suk (B.Dupre 1083, lev.02/258-250) va Gdllddag (B.Texcan 1002, res.1-3)
T, Okese tarnfindan Sivas ili sinerdan iginde gelisticilen yilzey aragtire
minlurindn da Yildzeli-Angae HEydii nde siluet geyik bezemeli gunak-
gimlek parcalan ele gogmistir (T.Okse 1994, res.8).

2 Siluet geyvik Agtrderivle bezenmis boya bezekli cunok-comlege Sarhs-
yitk/Doryinion'da bugiine kadar geligtirilmis kamlarda rastlamlmanig-
tir (Bu bilgiyi bane s6=40 olarak bildiren Yrd. Deg. Dr, Taciser Tiifelkgi
Sivas'a tegekliir ederim). Aymn vorede yor alan Seyitomer Héwikte de
B tiir ganak gimlek gorilmemekledir. Koalirmak'in atisindaki bal-
genin diger dnemll bir yorlegmesi olan Yenidogan Hiytk'te (Huom Tug-
rul Hayiik) ise, yayinlann gok yetersls yapilimg almas: nedeniyle, b
tir ganak-gdmlegin varlifin konusunds yeterli bic bilgiye sahip dogiliz.

a'l;ihgim'l stildeil canak-gamlekler en yofun olnomb Gordion {E.Alkur-
gal 1855, Al 12/, 14fa, 184, 18/ab; O K.Sams 1984, lg45, 40/1087-
1068, PLEG 1038, D271041) ve Alaattin Teps'de (E.Akurgal 1955, tal 21/h,
22; H.Bahar 19809, lov. IV/1-2, Vi2) ele gegmigtir.

4 B Tezean 1069, 211215 B.Tezcan 1002, 1-20; W Schirmer 1004, 237
4%, W Bchirmer 1906, 335344

5 Bu tir ¢ganak-ydmlek deellikle Kerkenes Dag (E.F.Schmidt 1829,

fig. 82K 105107, K 112-114), Gallddag (B Tesoan 1868, ros 20, 31), Kulu-
lu {T. ag 1875, $ebk.11) ve Akalon Kalesi'nde (W W.Cummar 1878,
fig. 1724, 210, 23, 3/50) ele pogmiglir.

O Ay tiirdelki gevik figtrleriyle bezenmis hoya-bezekll ganak-gdmlegin
ele geemis oldufu yerlesmeler; Bogazkdy-Blayilikkale (E.M. Bossert
2000, tal. 14071287, 1280, 1200), Alsca Héyik (E.Akungal 1855, tal.28/a),
Aligar Hoyiik (H.-H.von der Osten 19370, fig.42/c 39), Magal Hayik
{T.Eagﬂ¢ 1082, lev. 7474, B), Sulusimy-Sebastopolis (B.Owean 1891,

res. 18, ole5), Biayiktepo Héayik (A Sagona 1902, Mg.6711) ve Kiltepe
(T Ougrii 1971, bew X012, XX/ web, XXI11-2)

T RKug ligurderiyle bezonmiy ganak-gomilegin ele gegmis olduiu yorles-
meler; Alaca Hoyik (H.Z Kogay 1057, lev XXXINS 1 H.Z KogsayM.Akok
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lerin canak-gomlek atélyelerinin imalatlar-
m kesintisiz olarak siirdiirmiis olduklarna
da isaret etmektedir. Bunlara ek olarak,
Geg¢ Demir Cagi'nda ortaya ¢ikan ana tanri-
ca betimlemelerinin yalmszea kabartma sek-
linde gdgiisleri ve dogadan alinma motifle-
ri ile birlikte Helenistik hatta Roma Cag i¢-
lerine kadar?? bir gelenek olarak yasamis
olmasi, bu atélyelerin devamhlig ve varhi
konusunda baska bir 6nemli kamt olarak
gériilebilir. Ge¢ Demir Cag1 Ge¢ Evre siire-
cinin devarminda, Helenistik Cag'da Kizilir-
mak kavsi iginde yer alan s6z konusu bu ¢a-
nak-gdmlek atdlyeleri, bezemelerde Demir
Caglan pelenekleri ile yerel &zelliklerini
kaybetmeden kimi motif ile boya renklerini
kullanarak tiretimlerini biliyiik dl¢lide siir-
diirmiiglerdir. Bu nedenle de sdz konusu
canak-cdmlefe EKizilirmak Kavsi Helenis-
tik Cag Yerel Boya Bezekli Canak-Cémle-
gi gibi bir isimlendirme yapilmasi1 dogru
bir yaklasim olacaktir.

1968, Iow.73), Bo y-Biyilkkale (E.M:Bossert 2000, waf 1097272,
111356, 127873, 136/1260-1261), Bofazkdy-Ambarlikaya (E.M Bossart
2000, farbinfe] C/2E8), Pazarh (H.2 Kogny 1939, sel.14), Kaman-Kalehd
wiile (T.MikamifS. Omurn 1887, res.7/1), Aligar Héyik (H.H.von dor Os-
ten 1937h, fgd1fe 36), Cengeltepe (A Unal 1988, res 46, gek 20), Masat
Héyk (T.Ozgiie 1978, lev. 7873, 8011 a-b, 82/1; T.Ozgiie 1982, lev. 7216,
T4/6), Kikltepe (T.Ozglig 1871, lev. XVIIE, 6, 8), Kululu (T.O=gic 1871,
res, 128), Sultanham (K.Empe 1973, nes. 38-39) wTﬂp.l':lcll (L Palacco
1876, fig.8).

8 Boga figirleriyle bepenmis boya bezekll canak-gdmlefin Masat Ho-
ik (T.Omgibg 1982, lev. 7200 a-b, 77/1d, B2/, Alisar Hayik (H.H.von der
Osten 1837h, fig 80/6) vo Elbistan-Karmhéyik (T.Omglig 1071, lov.XX1-
111, res.60).

L Merkep ligiideriyle bezenmis boye bezekli ganak-gdmlegin ele gog-
mis oldufu yerlegmaler: Masat Hayik (T.Oxguig 1982, lev. 77/4) ve Kil-
tepo (T.Osglo 1971, lev. XV a-b).

W Karnen figiirleriyle bezenmiy boya bexekli bir gimlek pargas: Bo-
fnsktiy-Bayikkale'de (.M Bossert 2000, Tal,113/300) ele gogmistir.

1 Mgl figiirlorivle bezenmis bove bexeld] canapk-giimlegin ele geomis
obdufu yerlegymelor; Ulus (Metin 1897, res2), Alncs Hayuk [I'I.Z.ﬁ:ﬂ;ly
1957, Lav. XXXIX/1), Bogueldy-Biyikkale (E,M Bosgert 2000,
taf.30/273), Pazarl (H.2 Kogay 1928, sek.d), Cengeltepe (A Unal 1968,
res A6, gek 20) ve Kiltope ﬂ':.'Elruih: 1871, Jew XXVII2).

12 pslnn figirleriyle bezsenmisy boya bexekli canak-gomlefin olo geg-
miy oldufn yerlegmeler; G- Bilyiikckale (.M Bosaert

taf. 138/ 1257}, Alnca Hayik (H.2Z-Kogay/M_Akok 1988, lev.73; H. Z:Ko-
gay/M.Akok 1873, renkli lev.ALr2d), Aligar Hiyik (E.F.Schmide 1833,
ighkapak resmi. pl.Vib 1180), Magat Hayiik (T.Ozgig 1982, lov.77710) ve
Kiiltepe (T.Cugile 1953, res.58:; T g 1871, lev.XXI11/2).

13 gapek Mgdrleriyle bexenmis boya besekli conak-gtimlegin ale geg-
mig oldufu yerlesmeler, Bofguekdy-Biyikkale (EM. Bossart 2000,
. 36/ 1253, 140/1291), Mugat Hoyilk (T.O=gile 1982, 74/4, T7/3) ve Kill

tope (T-Ougrile 1953, ros.59; T.Ozgly 1971, lov.28/7).

Maank figiirleriyle bezenmis boyva bexekll ganak-gtimlegin ele gogmis
oldufu yerlegmoler. Alaca Hoyllk (H.2 Kogay/M Akok 1068, lev.70;

H.Z KosnyfM.Akok 1973, renkli levoal.r. 24), Eskiynpar (1. Bayburtluoglu
1978, 177/22, 178/24) vo Magat Héyiik (Ougtig 1078, lov. 7973, 82/2).

15 Bacek figiriyle besenmis boya besakli bir pimlek parcas Bogns
keéiy-Biyicknle’de (.M. Bossert 2000, taf,100/272) ele geomigtir.

18 Hanuth boga figideriyle bezenmis boya beselkll irl bir comlok Ma-
gt Hbyiikote (T,Owgiin 1882, lov.77/15) ele geomistir.
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17 Sfenks ﬂgﬂﬂtdyh bexenmis boya bezekli canah-gimiefin elo gog-
mig oldugu yerl elor; Alaca Hdyok (H.Z Kogay/M_Alkok 1966, lov.70),
Masat Hoydk (T. g 1882, lov. 77/ 1n) vo Altgar Hoy0k (Sahmldl 1933,
Ighapak resmi, von der Oston 19370, fig. 7%/n B24).

18 Tap imlanamayan Garip Varhk figiirleriyle bozenmis boya beszelkdi
canak-cimlefin cle goemig oldugu yerlosmeler; Bogazkéy-Biyukkale
(E.M. Bossert 2000, farbtafel G353, Tal. S4/614, Iaiﬂzﬂ}, Masat Hoylik
I.'I'h?agﬂq 1082, lav.73/8, T4/5) vo Kl‘lil:upn {Gigill; 1971, lev X012, X1/
i

Winsan figireriyle bezenmis bova bozekli al-pimlegin ole gogm
aldufu yor]cqrrwrjt;r Adbgnr Hayillk (H.H mnm ﬂnﬁn ﬁg‘rn, !Iggmm
4180, Bogoxhdy-Biiyiikknle (E.M.Bossoert 2000, tarbiafol CF205,
LafI6/3I7, LIGM 261, 136/12512), Bogaekd yAmhlrIlkl@n (E.M.Bossert
2000, taf 136/1264), Pamrhﬂ-lZH 1841, lev. LA}, Musat Heyik

[T 1952, Jov.74/2) vo Yildizeli-Uyussuyu Kalesi (T.0kse 1805,

Lawv. 15/h), Kiiltepao (T, ig 1853, m BO),

20 Ana tannga figirleriyle bezenmis hﬁn bewekll gannk-gémlogin ele
geemis oldufu yerleymelor Dinmoz mﬂl Qi 1) v Magat
Hégrtik (5.Ddnmes 2001, res.1, gl 2 ros.2 a-h, gied

21 ap Nigtirleriyle boxenmis boyn bezokll canak-comlegin ele gegmis ol

dugu yerleymelor; Bognzkdy-Biliyilikkale (E.M.Bossert 2000, farkiafel
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\

Fig.1/Ciz.1 Canak. Parﬁa. Agiz Capi. 24 cm,Yiik. 12.2 cm, Kal.0.9 cm lyi elenmis, mineral katkili
hamuru acik kahverengi. Cark yapimi. Hamurunun renginde astarli, iyi pismis ve orta
perdahli. Bezeme koyu kahverengi ve acgik krem ile yapilmis. Amasya/Gumushacikdy
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Ciz.2

Fig.2/Ciz.2 Ganak. Tam. Agiz Capi. 20 cm, Yik. 7.5 cm, Kal. 0.8 cm lyi elenmig, mineral
katkili hamuru devetly( rengi. Cark yapimi. Devetlyid rengi astarl, 1yi pismis ve
orta perdahli. Bezeme kizil kahverengi ile yapilmis.
Amasya/Gdynlcek-Harmancik Koyl
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Fig 3/Ciz.3 Canak. Tam. Agiz Capi. 20 cm, Yik. 7.5 cm, Kal. 0.8 cm lyi elenmis, mineral
katkili hamuru devetlyl rengi. Cark yapimi. Devetlyl rengi astarl, iyi pismis ve
orta perdahli. Bezeme kizil kahverengi ile yapiimis.
Amasya/Goynlcek-Harmancik Koyl. Kabin distan gérintsi
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Epipalaeolithic/ Mesolithic, Neolithic
Periods Chipped-Stone Assemblages
from Southern Bulgaria and Northwest
Turkey: Similarities and Differences
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Bu yazida Giiney Bulgaristan'da ve Tiirkiye'nin Avrupa bdélgesinde ele gegen Epipaleolitik
ve Neolitik dénemlere ail yontma tas buluntu topluluklar: anlatilmaktadir. Bu bélgelerde-
ki yonima tas buluntu topluluklar arasindaki benzerlik ve ayrliklarin incelenmesi, ya-
pim teknolojisinde ve bir élgtiyve kadar da tip ayiriminda bir bogluk bulunduguna isaret
etmektedir. Neolitik Devre ait en erken yontma tas topluluguna uygulanan makro-tek-
noloji, bu bélge igin tipik bir kiiltiirel ve kronolojik gdstergeyi olusturmalktadir.

1. Introduction

The region under study includes Thrace
(located in southern Bulgaria and Europe-
an Turkey), the Marmara region, and part of
western Anatolia. In this paper only Epipa-
laeolithic and Neoclithic chipped stone as-
semblages are analysed. The chipped-stone
collections from the Greek part of Thrace
go beyond the scope of the present study
and are not considered, despite the fact that
they play an important role in the process
of Greek Neolithisation. Nevertheless, the
region "around the Sea of Marmara played

*Institute of Archaeology, Sofin, Bulgaria

a significant role in the diffusion of econo-
mic patterns, technologies, art form betwe-
en Anatolia and the Balkans". (J.Yakar
1991,225; I.Gatsov 1998,1- 28.).

1.1 The Bulgarian Evidence

From a typological perspective, some of
the chipped stone collections from Bulgaria
have been assigned to the Epipalaeolithic /
Mesolithic period. These are lithic materials
from the northern Bulgarian Black Sea coast
that were collected within the Dikilitash
area. In addition, the present study includes
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the Neolithic chipped stone assemblages
from southern Bulgaria, from sites situated
between the Black Sea, the southern Bulga-
rian border, the Bhodopes mountains, and
the Sofia lowlands.

1.2. The Evidence from Northwestern
Turkey

The chipped stone assemblages presen-
ted below come from northwestern Turkey
and include the Turkish portion of Trace as
well as part of northwestern Anatolia - es-
pecially the portion projecting into the Mar-
mara region east of the Merig/Evros river.
Two Neolithic settlements have been
reviewed in this paper: Asagipinar, on the
outskirts of the modern town of Kirklareli,
and Hoea Cesme - in the delta area of the
Merig/Evros river. In addition, from wes-
tern Anatolia, the Neolithic site of Ihpinar
(near Orhangazi) - close fo lake Iznik - has
been included.

1.3. Epi-Palaeolithic Sites in the
Black Sea Region

The chipped-stone assemblages from Di-
kilitash region on the Bulgarian Black Sea
coast were collected from the surface of 11
sites by the Bulgarian archaeologist Ara
Margos. Within this region, specific locati-
ons with high concentration of artifacts we-
re defined as sites. Material was collected
over a period of more than 20 years betwe-
en 1960 and 1980.

Along the Turkish coast of the Black Sea,
several sites were explored by M. Ozdogan
from Istanbul University. In the beginning
of 1970s, he investigated the European and
the Asian shores of the Black Sea and col-
lected chipped-stone materials identified as
Middle, Late, and Epipalaeolithic from the
surfaces of fossilized sand dunes;
Epipalaeolithic assemblages were defined
based on differences in typology and patina.

2. The Pleistocene/Holocene
Transition

fvan GATSOV

2.1. Chipped stone collections from
Dikilitash on the northern
Bulgarian Black Sea coast

Over 12,000 chipped stone artifacts were
gathered from the surface of sites by A.
Margos; they include flakes, blades, blade-
lets, approximately 350 cores, and 430 mie-
rolithes. The occurrence of splintered pi-
eces, mainly flakes with two-sided splinter
retouch, represents the principal techno-
logy of the assemblage. To the group of mic-
rolithic tools belong bladelets with steep re-
touch (dominant), bladelets with transver-
sal and oblique truncations, and less nume-
rous geometrical microlithes - such as seg-
ments, triangles, and trapezes. (I.Gatsov
1884, 135 - 150; I,Gatsov 1885, 471 - 474).

2.2. Chipped stone collections from
Agaclh, Giimiisdere and Domal,
Turkish Black Sea coast

The exploitation of single platform cores,
including conical and sub-conical cores for
blades and bladelets, is the most common
technological feature for the sites menti-
oned above. The group of retouched tools
comprise micro end scrapers (where length
is less than 25mm), perforators, blades with
marginal retouch, as well as backed pieces
(I.Gatsov - M. Ozdogan 1994, 97 - 120).

2.3. Similarities and Differences
between Bulgarian and Turkish
Chipstone Assemblages

It should be stressed that the Bulgarian
and Turkish Pleistocene/Holocene chipped
stone assemblages were deposited under si-
milar conditions. All Bulgarian as well as
Turkish collections were gathered from pla-
ces with high artifact densities, and in both
areas the material was found on the surface
of fossilized sand dunes. These assembla-
ges are considered proof of a single local
culture at the time of the Pleistocene/Holo-
cene transition. In both cases there is a
technological gap between the aforementi-
oned assemblages and those from the early
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Neolithic (discussed below). That is why
the Epipalaeolithic chipped-stone assemb-
lages from this part of the Black Sea coast
do not, apparently, continue into the earli-
est Neolithic assemblages of Thrace (at le-
ast not for the chipped-stone collections
presented below).

From a typological point of view similari-
ties can be found in the microlithic charac-
ter of both industries: The presence of mic-
ro-tools, such as micro end-scrapers with
rounded and semi rounded fronts, backed
pieces, retouched bladelets, segments as
well as blade perforators, notched tools,
and splintered pieces. But these types appe-
ar regularly in the periods under study. Mo-
re important are the differences in core pro-
cessing techniques,

A completely different type of core
exploitation has been identified that divi-
des the Turkish from the Bulgarian Epipa-
laeolithic assemblages. The techniques in
Dikilitash are dominated by cores with
changed orientation followed by "plate" co-
res. Most are specimens with evidence of a
"multi-changed" knapping direction, and
are in their final stage of exploitation.

With these informations in mind the abo-
ve mentioned technological and typological
features constitute the eastern border of
the Epi- Tardi-Gravetian tradition of the
Iron Gate region of the Danube between the
IX and VIII millennium BC.

As for the Turkish collection, the fact can
be stressed that the type of core reduction
is typical for the local Epipalaeoclithic cultu-
res in the adjacent areas of the Black Sea
coast. The assemblages from Agach, Gii-
miigdere, and Domali could indicate an
Epipalaeoclithic substratum in the research
area.

Different core reduction techniques de-
monstrate a significant gap between both
areas. While the Dikilitash materials seem
to be related to the Epi- Tardi-Gravetian in-
dustry of the Iron Gate region, the collecti-
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ons from the Turkish Black Sea coast (both
the European and the Asian sites) are likely
linked to local Epipalaeolithic cultures (V.
Koen, 1991).

3.The Early Neolithic Period
Sites in South and Southwest
Bulgaria and Northwest Turkey

3.1. South and Southwest Bulgaria

Both in South and Southwest Bulgaria,
the earliest Neolithic chipped stone as-
semblages come from the phase of white-
painted pottery (V. Nikolov 1996, 1 -8; V.
Nikolov, 1998a, 1999), mainly known from
Karanovo excavation.

The initial research of Karanovo was led
by G.Il. Georgiev and it is currently being
excavated by a Bulgarian/Austrian team un-
der the direction of V. Nikolov and 5. Hiller
since 1988. The following observations are
based on the material obtained from their
fieldwork.

Azmak is another important Neolithic and
Chaleolithic site that was excavated by G. Il
Georgiev, and is the only site within the regi-
on that was completely excavated. The early
MNeolithic sites near the Rakitovo and Elesh-
nitsa villages were excavated respectively by
A. Raduncheva and V. Macanova (1974 -
1975) and by A. Raduncheva and V. Nikolov
(1983 - 19835). The early Neolithic site of Cav-
dar was excavated by G.Il. Gergiev and K
Kanchev between 1964 and 1880, Unfortuna-
tely a very small part of the chipped-stone as-
semblage was preserved. Research at Galab-
nik started in 1979 by Mikhail Tchokhadzhi-
ev. In 1980 a Bulgarian - Slovak team led by
J. Pavuk returned to Galabnik to continue
the research. Pernik, another site in the Mu-
seum District of the town of Pernik, was the
location of rescue excavations in 1975 and
1976. Slatina, located in Sofia, was partly ex-
cavated by B. Nikolov between 1985 and
1998. Captain Dimitrievo is the most recently
excavated and published Neolithic/Chalco-
lithic settlement; work there was conducted
by V. Nikolov between 1998 and 1999.
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3.2, Eastern Thrace and Southern
Marmara Region

Hoca Cesme was excavated by M. Ozdo-
gan between 1990 and 1992; (M.Ozdogan
1998, 63 - 92) it is located near the Meric
delta approximately 5 km inland from the
Aegean coast. Another site Asagipinar is
located to the south of Kirklareli, not far
away from the Turkish Bulgarian border.
Research at the site continues and, in this
study, the chipped-stone materials from pe-
riods III and IV are considered. To date, the
approximate synchronization with Karano-
vo (South Bulgaria) is as follows: AP6 - KII,
APS - KII/III, AP4 - KIII, AP3 - Early KIV,
AP2-Late KIV, AP1 - Late KIV (N.Benecke
1998, 172 - 179; Y. Boyadziev 1995, 149 - 191;
H.Parzinger - M.Ozdogan 1995, 5 - 29;
M.Ozdogan, - H. Parzinger - N. Karul 1997,
2-11).

3.3. Western Anatolia

The Neolithic settlement of Ilipinar is lo-
cated in the plain of Lake Iznik, approxima-
tely 2 km west of the lake and 1.5 km south
of Orhangazi; research there started in
1987, led by J. Roodenberg ( J. Roodenberg
- L. Thissen - H. Buitenhuis 1989/90, 61 -
144; J. Roodenberg 1995:1987 - 91).

3.4. Chipped-stone assemblages from
South and Southeast Bulgaria

To date the first Neolithic collections ha-
ve come from the Karanovo I and Karanovo
Il settlements (I.Gatsov and V. Kurcatov
1997: 213 - 227), Tell Azmak (chipped stone
assemblage from the Early Neolithic layer;
I.Gatsov, M. Gurova 1888: 7 - 21), the site of
Rakitovo (V. Macanova, A. Raduncheva
1995: 114 -125), and the site of Eleshnitsa
(V.Nikolov, K. Maslarov.1987).

Galabnik I, Pernik, Chavdar, Slatina V -
IV (V. Nikolov 1992, 5 - 163) Kovatchevo,
and the Early Neolithic layer at Capitan Di-
mitrievo are the further reflections of the
same tradition. Based on our current un-
derstanding of sites in the study area this
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technology ends in the Middle Neolithic pe-
riod (Gatsov, 1999:115 -123). (Fig. 1.1, 2 Ka-
ranovo; 3,4 Azmak; 7,8 - Pernik; Fig.2.4 -7
Chavdar, Fig.3. 4 - 6 - Chavdar; Fig.2. 8 - 11
Capitan Dimitrievo ).

The most important feature of the Earli-
est Neolithic chipped stone industry is the
manufacturing of macro-blades. The cha-
racteristic technological features of the
blank are its regular shape, mostly trapezo-
idal section, uni-directional dorsal pattern,
and butts formed by a single blow. As for
the dorsal pattern, it can be stressed that
the pattern is dominated by specimens de-
tached from a single platform core. Most of
the blades are related to the same advanced
stage of core reduction and show the same
knapping technique - usually by pressure.
This assumption is supported by the shape
of the butt, bulb, as well as by the parallel
scar left on the dorsal face.

The size of intact specimens, such as un-
retouched blades and retouched blade to-
ols, suggests that the necessary length of
cores was at least 120 mm. The blades are
made out of yellow, reddish-yellow, and yel-
low brown raw materials -sometimes pos-
sessing spots, and are all very good for
knapping.

The other interesting feature of the earli-
est flint assemblages in Bulgarian Thrace is
the total lack of cores. Cores are missing
from all sites, including the Early Neolithic
layers of Azmak - the only site to be totally
excavated; other early Neolithic sites in so-
uth and southwest

Bulgaria have only been partially excava-
ted. Macro-blade cores have not been regis-
tered at Azmak or at any of the other the si-
tes. In addition, a very low frequency of
trimming flakes, blades, tablets, plunging
blades, and cortical specimens were found
within excavated areas.

These observations have led to the cone-
lusion that core preparation, as well as core
reduction, took place off site - suggesting
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that macroblade production occurred off si-
te, or at least away from the excavated por-
tions of the sites in gquestion. On the other
hand, the supposed heavy weight of these
macro-cores makes their transportation il-
logical. It is more likely that the initial core
preparation and blade detachment occur-
red in areas close to the flint source.

As for blade tools, the fact should be stres-
sed that they show marked typological uni-
formity. Most of the tools were made from
blades. To the blade-retouched tools belong
blades with high semi-steep, slightly undula-
ted retouch, including specimens with reto-
uched rounded fronts (type Karanovo I-I).

Perforators - another type of blade tool -
usually occur with high retouch on the ed-
ges that forms more-or-less well-defined po-
ints. The other typological groups consist of
blades with marginal or micro- retouch, and
continuous or partial retouch, as well as
blade end-scrapers and truncations. As a ru-
le, most of the specimens have retouch on
the edge. Retouched tools on flakes and
splintered pieces occur rarely. Specimens
with abrupt and denticulate retouch are de
facto missing.

Blades with high semi-steep and steep re-
touch are the most typical, and form the
best diagnostic feature of the Early Neolit-
hie flint assemblages. The presence of this
type of retouch can be explained as an at-
tempt on the part of the knapper to reduce
the blade's width. This can be seen by com-
paring the mean value and standard devi-
ation of unretouched and retouched (with
high retouch) blades. In this case the mean
value of the unretouched blades’ width
(including blade fragments) is markedly
higher.

To date the raw material sources and the
workshops for macroblade production ha-
ve not been found, because research speci-
fically addressing these problems has not
been conducted. Bearing in mind that lar-
ge quantities of artifacts were made repe-
atedly from one and the same kind of yel-
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low, reddish yellow, or yellow brown flint
raw materials (especially at Karanovo and
Azmak) suggests that the raw material so-
urces and core reduction workshops were
situated somewhere in Upper Trace. Unfor-
tunately, their exact location is still open to
debate. The other problem is connected
with location of tool manufacturing. Here,
the lack of seaving sediments prevents the
examination of on-site activities (I. Gatsov
1993).

3.5. Technological - typological
features of the Neolithic chipped-
stone assemblages from eastern
Thrace and the southern
Marmara region

3.5.1. Hoca Cesme

Four habitation phases have been distin-
guished, but because the chipped stone
analyses are not finished 1 shall focus on
their most important features.

First, the very low quality of the raw ma-
terial is evident. In all phases the raw mate-
rial samples consist of microcrystaline qu-
artz and chert of a local origin. The low qu-
ality of the materials determined decisively
the technological and typological parame-
ters of the assemblagesunder study. It is
not by mere chance variation that the frequ-
ency of blades and blade fragments is app-
roximately 10% and that of the retouched to-
ols with respect to the entire quantity of
chipped stone artifacts is 6%; there were
more than 3000 blades and blade pieces.

The major typological groups include
mostly retouched flakes (specimens with
partial, marginal, and micro retouche on
both sides), followed by flake end-scrapers,
and by blade fragments with marginal and
micro retouch - with or without notches.

Up to now the Hoca Cesme type of raw
material procurement strategy is similar to
that of the Koprivetz site in northeastern
Bulgaria. The last was ascribed to the peri-
od of the Monochrome Neolithic. At Kopri-
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vetz, raw materials were of local origin that
do not possess good qualities for knapping
(T. Tsonev 2000). The assemblages are
mostly represented by flakes and flake to-
ols. As a rule the size of specimens - unre-
touched and retouched - are bigger than
those from Hoca Cesme. However, the im-
portant relation is the similarity of raw ma-
terials that have imparted similar characte-
ristics for the two flake industries.

Another interesting feature of the Hoca
Cesme assemblages is the presence of co-
res with multi-directional knapping and co-
re-derived products, such as cortical and
trimming flakes that suggest that core exp-
loitation occurred somewhere in the vici-
nity of the area under study.

Among the blades and blade fragments in
the Hoca Cesme chipped-stone assembla-
ges are a few blades made from yellow flint
similar to those mentioned above from Bul-
garian Thrace. These blades have been re-
gistered in phase 11 of Hoca Cesme, which
chronologically fits with the Early Neolit-
hic period in Upper Thrace. These blades
have the same types of high undulated se-
mi-steep and steep retouch, as well as a si-
milar size to the blades known from the so-
uth Bulgarian Early Neolithic. Undoub-
tedly, they were imported from Upper Thra-
ce. The base for this assertion comes from a
corresponding lack of cores, trimming fla-
kes, or blades, as well as a lack of fragments
and chips from the same type of raw mate-
rial. Thus, the material from Hoca Cesme,
with the exception of these few blades, dif-
fers completely from the Turkish Epipala-
eolithic collection as well as from the Early
Neolithic assemblages belonging to the ho-
rizon of white-painted pottery.

Only two similar features have been noti-
ced. First, there is a link between blades -
which might be considered as evidence of
exchange patterns in Upper Thrace. (Fig.1.
5, 6, Fig.2. 1 - 3 Hoca Cesme). The second si-
milarity is the total lack of flint cores from
the region of Thrace; their length should be
at least 12 -15 em.
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3.5.2. Asagipinar

First, the fact should be mentioned that
the material from Periods 3 and 4 of this si-
te correspond chronologically with the
Middle Neolithic of the region. The most in-
teresting feature is the presence of numero-
us micro-tools. To date, of the more than
6000 specimens, approximately 2000 are
micro-tools, and include micro end-scra-
pers (with lengths no greater than 25mm),
bladelets with retouch, segments, retouc-
hed truncations, and especially micro-per-
forators.

Special attention has been attracted to
micro-perforators and micro-alternated per-
forators. These tools have a length usually
between 12 and 22 mm (a rare some are bet-
ween 23 and 25 mm). Items with lengths
less than 11 mm have not been recorded (L.
Gatsov 1998, 1 - 6).

Most of the micro perforators and micro-
alternated perforators were made from
chert - usually from striped brown, black,
or gray raw material. This strong connecti-
on between shape and raw material fits
with their functional purpose. The micro-
perforators and micro-alternated perfora-
tors were used for malachite bead manufac-
turing (S. Calley, S. Grace 1988, 69 - 89).

Micro-alternated perforators have been
found in large quantities in the region. It
is worth noting the presence of semi-finis-
hed malachite beads. Undoubtedly this
implies the existence of a workshop for be-
ad production during Periods III and IV

(Fig.3. 7 - 19).

The relatively high frequency of cores
and especially of ‘plate’ cores shows that co-
re processing took place on spot of the ex-
cavated area. From a technological point of
view, core reduction was defined as the exp-
loitation of cores whose narrow or narro-
west sides were utilized as blade detaching
surfaces. As a rule, cores were shaped from
small nodules or concretions whose length
reached a maximum 7cm. Cores in diffe-
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rent stage of reduction as well as the high
frequency of trimming flakes and blades,
cortical flakes, and waste support the infe-
rence that knapping ocecurred on the spot.
Changes in tool morphology and the type of
core-reduction sequence do not show any
considerable differences (i.e., remain cons-
tant) in the period under analysis.

In all, flint assemblages - the major typo-
logical group not yet deseribed - consist of
flake end-serapers, blade perforators and al-
ternated perforators, blade with marginal
and micro continuous and partial retouch,
retouched flakes, splintered pieces, and
blade truncations.

With the exception of micro-end scrapers
and segments, which have been recorded
as single items at some sites in the Neolit-
hic assemblages of southern Bulgaria, the
other technological features (such as core
reduction, micro perforators, and alterna-
ted perforators) are different.

Some similarities are evident from singu-
larly occurring retouched blades at Asagipi-
nar, The type of retouch and the size of the
specimens suggest expectations from earli-
er finds at this site,

3.5.3. Ilipinar

The analysis of the chipped stone as-
semblages from this very important site is
not finished. At present, materials form the
earlier X and IX Phases are better studied.
The first results from the technological and
typological analyses show a marked diffe-
rence between the Ihpinar Early Neolithic
materials and those from Early Neolithic si-
tes in Thrace. The raw materials reveal a
large diversity of flint and even the presen-
ce of obsidian. Flint varieties have a local
origin, while obsidian evidently has been
impacted.

The earliest assemblages from phases X
and IX consist of big unretouched flakes
and flake tools - mainly different types of
end-scrapers (Fig.2.11) and retouched fla-
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kes. The cores, for this type of blank were
not found in the excavated area. The size of
blanks and the complete retouched tools
suggest the existence of cores whose length
should be at least 15cm.

A second chaine opératoire seems to be
represented in a small quantity of single
platform cores with semi-round or flat stri-
king surfaces that are in an advanced or
final stage of core exploitation for blades
(Fig.3. 1,2,3). These blades were used wit-
hout secondary modification (personal in-
formation of Dr. M. Gurova, Archaeologi-
cal Institute; Gatsov, Gurova, 2000) or we-
re retouched with marginal or micro reto-
uch. As a rule, this type of retouch cannot
significantly change the morphology of
blanks.

A third chaine opératoire is linked to ob-
sidian core processing, which took place
on the spot - within the excavated area.
This suggestion is made based on the pre-
sence of single cores, trimming blades,
and plunging blades (M. Ozdogan 1994.,
423 - 431).

As awhole, the chipped stone assemblages
from phase X and IX of Ihpinar show a signi-
ficant discrepancy with the Neolithic as-
semblages from eastern and Upper Thrace.

4. Discussion

The analyses of the similarities and dif-
ferences between the these various as-
semblages leads to the following conclusi-
ons. First, there is a gap in the technology
and to a certain extent in the typology - es-
pecially the presence and absence of ge-
ometrical microlithes - between the Bul-
garian and Turkish Epipalaeolithic as-
semblages.

In spite of similar Paleo-Environmental
conditions both assemblages are distingu-
ished by completely different core proces-
sing techniques. In order to present better
explanatory models of this gap, other sites
that have clear stratigraphy are needed as
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well as ditferent types of interdisciplinary
research. Last but not the least are the
technological and typological differences
between the Bulgarian and Turkish Epipa-
laeolithic collections and the Early Neolit-
hic collections (as described above).

Differences can be clearly detected in the
complete opposite use of raw material
types and the totally different character of
core reduction sequences. The occurrence
of blade macro technology - the most cha-
racteristic feature of chipped stone assemb-
lages from Upper Thrace in the early Ne-
olithic white-painted pottery horizon - is
absolutely new in the area. Also, the tech-
nology and typology between the Epipala-
eolithic Black Sea collections are comple-
tely different compared to that from Hoca
Cesme,

At the present stage of our study of Early
Neolithic assemblages in Thrace some simi-
larities can be detected in the few blade
items of Hoca Cesme II. Blade morpho-
metry and raw material type are similar fo
the Early Neolithic assemblages in Upper
Thrace. All other technological and typolo-
gical features, including the various types
of raw material differ between the two regi-
ons.

From a technological and typological po-
int of view, features of the chipped stone as-
semblage of Neoclithic Thrace and Ilipinar
(phases X and IX) are completely different.

The Middle Neolithic assemblages from
Bulgarian Thrace have not yet been publis-
hed. However, the first results from rese-
arch in eastern Thrace have recently been
published; interesting results have been
obtained from the aforementioned Neolit-
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hic site of Asagipinar. In all assemblages a
very high degree of microlitisation was ob-
served—especially the occurrence of micro
perforators and micro-alternated perfora-
tors. Until now, these perferator types have
not been found in Upper Thrace. In additi-
on, the similarity of raw materials (i.e., that
which was used for manufacturing perfora-
tors) has not been recorded in Thrace. To a
certain extent, some similarities are indica-
ted in the single occurrence of retouched
blade items, which are more-or-less similar
to those from Upper Thrace.

Another difference appears to be the lack
of trapezes and triangular pieces at Asag-
pinar. A small number of trapezes have be-
en recorded from the Middle and Late Ne-
olithic settlements of southern Bulgaria.
Functional requirements may explain this
phenomenon. On the one hand, micro per-
forators and micro-alternated perforators
were necessary components of bead manu-
facture, while trapezes served as hunting
weapons (Lichardus et al. 2000, in press).

In conclusion, it should be stressed that
macro-blade technology is a cultural and
chronological marker typical of the regi-
on's Earliest Neolithic assemblages. On the
other hand, the presence of micro-tools is
probably related to functional require-
ments and may represent a response to en-
vironmental possibilities.
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Fig.1 — Retouched tools: 1,2 Karanovo; 3,4 Azmak; 5,6, Hoca Cesme; 7,8 — Pernik;
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Fig.2 — Retouched tools: 1 — 3 Hoca Cesme; 4 — 7 Chavdar; 8 — 11 Capitan Dimitrievo;
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Fig.3 — Retouched tools: core 1 — 3 lipinar; 4 - 6 Chavdar; 7 - 19 Asagipinar;
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1998-1999 yillarinda, Sinop Bdlgesel Arkeolojik Yiizey Arastirmasi Projesi Karasu irmagi
vadisini (Sinop Ili) arkeolojik ve jeomorfolojik yiizey arastirmasin sistematik olarak yui-
riutmiigtiir. Arkeolojik ylizey arastirmas: vadideki, cevresel ve topografik bakimdan cesit-
li tiirdeki sekiz 6rnek alandaki incelemeyi igermektedir. Bu alanlar kiyi1 kesiminden,
igerlerdeki vadi agzina kadar 20 km geriye kadar uzanmaktadir. Her alan yogun olarak
drneklenmis, arazinin topografik dzellikleri géz éniine alinarak uzunlamasina kesitler
halinde veriler toplanms, ¢anak-gémlek yogunlugu ve mal tiplerinin ayrimina gdre tiim
canal-gamlek toplulugunun dijital gdriintisi gikarilmistir. Jeomorfolojik ytizey arastir-
masi, toprak kullaniminin tarih¢esini ve yerlesme tiirlerini anlayabilmek i¢in kiy1 delta-
simn evrimini tekrardan yapilandirmistir. Osmanl belgeleri arastirmalan ile 1571, Ine-
baht: savagi sonrasinda Sinop'ta baslatilan gemi yapim projesi hakkinda veriler bulun-
musgtur. Bdlgede yerel kaynaklarin yogun olarak kullanilmas: vadinin arkeolojik kayit-
larini, jeomorfolojik tarihi ve demografinin gelisimini etkilemistir.

1. Introduction

The Sinop Regional Archaeological Sur-
vey conducted archaeological and ge-
omorphological surveys in the Karasu river
(anc. "Ocherainos/ Ochosbanes/ Ochthoma-
nes", see Talbert (ed.) 2000: map 84) valley
during the 1998-89 seasons. The Karasu val-
ley survey is the second of a series of syste-
matic case studies that document patterns
of settlement in the hinterland of Sinop,

Turkey. Sinop, located at the midpoint of
the Turkish Black Sea coast, was the site of
the first Milesian colony in the Southern
Pontus, a capital of the Pontic Kingdom un-
der Mithridates VI and one of the main sta-
tions for the Roman and Ottoman Black
Sea fleets (Moreau 1959). Because of its po-
sition, natural resources and excellent har-
bor facilities Sinop has maintained a strate-
gic place in Black Sea politics and trade
over several millennia. The Sinop Regional

*0. Doonan, University of Pennsylvania Museum, 337 and Spruce S1a. Philadelphin, PA 19104-8324, US.A.

A, Gantos, Boston University

F. Higbert, University of Pennaylvania
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M. Besonen, University of Massachusotis



Survey is one component of the Black Sea
Trade Project, an interdisciplinary program
that combines systematic survey and exca-
vation on land with systematic underwater
survey in order to study cultural and econo-
mic interaction, resource exploitation and
cultural formation in the Black Sea (Hi-
ebert et al., 1997). Sinop and its hinterland
were chosen as the starting point for these
investigations because of the port's pivotal
role in Black Sea interaction,

The Karasu river valley is the deepest
and broadest in the wild hinterland of Si-
nop, running from its headwaters behind
the modern town of Erfelek to the sea. Ag-
riculture has taken over the valley floor and
lower elevations, but the great forests
which furnished timber for shipbuilding
from Classical to Ottoman times still domi-
nate much of the western half of the penin-
sula and the highlands (fig. 2). During two
seasons of systematic archaeological field
survey in the Karasu valley 35 sites were do-
cumented in 192 tracts (fig. 3). A geomorp-
hological coring survey documented the
progradation of the Karasu delta by taking
fifteen cores from different parts of the del-
ta, with core depths ranging from seven to
twelve meters. We must await the results of
14C analyses to establish firm dates, but the
mouth of the valley has filled in over seve-
ral thousand years, transforming it from an
open water embayment into the colluvial
plain of today. Although surveys of this and
other parts of the Anatolian Black Sea coast
have been published (Isin 1991; 1997; Kizl-
tan 1992; Dengate 1978), the Sinop Province
Regional Survey is the first systematic sur-
vey to be conducted in this difficult region.

Eight parts of the valley were sampled by
the survey (fig. 3): 1) the hills flanking the
western delta (Akliman); 2) the ridge overlo-
oking the eastern side of the delta (Bostan-
cili); 3) the slopes to the southeast (Osmani-
ye); 4) the hills to the west (Sarsi)and 5) so-
uth-west (Dibekli); and the western terraces
overlooking the inner Karasu valley, from
N-8: 6) Kiligli; 7) Hacioglu, and 8) Uzungtir-
gen). Uneven distribution of modern far
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ming and forestry and burial of the valley
floor under colluvial deposits restrict the
choice of areas for systematic survey. The
hills overlooking the delta from the north-
and southwest are covered in dense forest,
offering no visibility. The western side of
the inner valley is also heavily forested,
frustrating systematic survey. Despite the-
se constraints, the survey yielded strong
patterning.

As in the Demirci valley survey of 1997
the survey examined recently plowed and
planted fields in order to gather comparab-
le data sets. In the Karasu valley survey, a
team of six to nine fieldwalkers walked pa-
rallel transects and counted, weighed and
photographed 100% of the ceramic and ot-
her evidence encountered on their tran-
sects. A grant from Tufts University enabled
the survey to obtain an Olympus DL-600 di-
gital camera. This allowed us to gather and
organize ceramic data in a more systematic
way than before while minimizing collecti-
on. This methodology allows us to record
information about proportions of ceramic
forms and ware types, although limiting fi-
eld-walking to fields with strictly comparab-
le levels of visibility restricts the extent of
our coverage. We hope to compare the re-
sults of this limited sampling program aga-
inst more extensive systematic survey data
in future seasons, in an attempt to strike a
balance the competing ideals of extensive
ground coverage and high resolution samp-
ling of material evidence.

The survey also made use of the knowled-
ge provided by informants and inspected to-
pographic features that are known to cor-
respond with certain kinds of sites. Sites
found in opportunistic investigations were
not recorded together with survey tracts in
order to decrease the biases in favor of
highly visible settlement types. The results
from the Karasu delta contrast dramatically
with those conducted by our survey in the
Demirei valley South of Sinop, suggesting a
different relationship between inland and
coastal parts of this valley!. The evidence
from the Karasu survey will be summarized
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period by period, emphasizing a number of
important sites for each. Conspicuous
trends in the record are highlighted, outli-
ning the use of this valley through time.
Then in a discussion section, we shall pull
together the spatial patterns in land use,
commenting on changing settlement pat-
terns through time.

2.1 Pre-classical periods

The survey documented twelve pre-classi-
cal sites in and around the Karasu wvalley
(fig. 2). Bronze Age settlement was widespre-
ad as in other parts of Sinop province, with
clusters of sites apparent to the North of Sar-
s1 kdy and in the middle Karasu valley, near
Kiligh and Hacioglu. A single Bronze Age si-
te was documented on the coast at Ak Li-
man. This site has been badly disturbed by
later alterations, but hand-made ceramics
were scattered lightly over the surface. Pre-
historic sites are more or less absent from
the Karasu delta, contrasting sharply with
the coast from Sinop to Gerze, where nearly
a dozen sites are known. The hills overlo-
oking the Akliman delta were almost enti-
rely free of prehistoric ceramics, with the ex-
ception of Sarsi and Dibekli villages, overlo-
oking tributary valleys to the Northwest and
West respectively. A cluster of six prehisto-
ric sites was observed around the modern
village of Sarsi, and three in Dibekli. It is
possible that rich estuary environments,
now filled in, supported the concentration of
sites in these parts of the valley.

The site of Maltepe at Hacioglu (fig. 4)
was documented during 1998 as part of the
central Karasu valley survey. The existence
of Maltepe has been known since the sur-
veys of Burney, and the site was published
as part of the survey conducted by the Si-
nop Museum (Isin 1991; 1897). Conditions
at the site have changed significantly in re-
cent years, permitting the survey to record
the extent the site and its material assemb-
lages more precisely.

The site is associated with a low natural
mound, a topographical feature commonly
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associated with prehistoric settlements in
Sinop region (fig. 4). In this case, the mo-
und is about 50 m in diameter and 15 m in
height. The cccupied portion of the site was
primarily on the adjacent terrace. The oc-
cupied area extends about 50 x 75 m ma-
king the area of primary scatter ca. 0.5 ha.
Primary deposits have been disturbed by
plowing on the mound itself and a terrace
just below. On the mound a scatter of daub
and ceramics was noted, together with a he-
avy concentration of chert blades, cores
and limestone "bracelets" (figs. 7-9)=.

The blade industry at Hacioglu (fig. 7) is
highly unusual for the Sinop region, appe-
aring at few prehistoric sites. The most re-
markable feature of this site is the prolific
limestone bracelet industry, with dozens of
examples found here in various states of
completion (fig. 8). Isin recorded a group of
similar bracelets, three finished (but bro-
ken) and one unfinished, at Cimbek tepe,
which he assigns to the Chalcolithic peri-
od?. No chipped stone industry was repor-
ted by Isin at Cimbek tepe. A similar brace-
let has been published in association with
chipped stone by Marro et al. in their sur-
vey of Kastamonu region at Aceramic Ne-
olithic Sokukayasi1®, Comparanda are gene-
rally associated with Neolithic sites in Ana-
tolia and the Near East. The presence of
this industry at Hacioflu in association
with a Chalcolithic ceramic assemblage
suggests three possibilities, not necessarily
exclusive of one another: 1) this may be a
multi-period site; 2) that the type may have
continued in a long lasting tradition in the
Pontus; or 3) perhaps that the estimated da-
tes for the Sinopean Chalcolithic need to be
raised. Further study and documentation of
Hacioglu and its bracelet industry has been
undertaken by A. Gantos.

The ceramics at Hacioglu date the site to
the earlier prehistoric stages of Sinop regi-
on. The ceramic fabric and forms suggest
that the assemblage belongs towards the
beginning of the sequence. The unfortunate
lack of independent dating or even excava-
tion of stratified sequences makes the es-
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tablishment of even a relative chronology
challenging. The range of types includes
bowls and open-forms with horizontal tab-
handles (fig. 9, lower right, compare to Isin
1987:pl.3.2 (Harmantepe). Straight-sided
jars with horizontal loop handles (fig. 6 top
right) have been documented by the Sinop
Regional Survey at Chalcolithic Mezarhk
tepe near the coast in 1997 (Doonan, Gan-
tos Hiebert, Smart 1998). Vertical strap
handles (top second from left, bottom left)
have been found at Chalecolithiec Ilyanin Ye-
ri (Isin 1997: fig. 7.18). Examples of loom
weights similar to those found at Hacioglu
have been documented at Cimbiktepe, men-
tioned above (Isin 1997: pl. 8.23).

An Early - Middle Bronze Age site was
documented at the site of Giilliiavlu in the
district of Nohutluk (Hacioglu). The site is
just above the valley floor and was cut by
bulldozers cutting a drainage ditch alongsi-
de the Erfelek road in 1898. The bulldozer
cut reveals that the site was built on a mo-
und of sterile soil, with huts and pits cut in-
to the surface (fig. 10). The scatter on the
undisturbed mound is about 50 m across,
suggesting an occupied area of about 0.1
ha. The bulldozer cut also revealed a buri-
al just beneath what may have been a pit for
a house. This site is clearly more than an
ordinary tumulus burial, given the extensi-
ve scatter of daub on the surface, ceramics
from several time periods and a possible da-
ub floor surface visible in the scarp.

The ceramics at the site are unusually di-
verse in style, suggesting widespread con-
tacts. Many types common to the Sinopean
EBA assemblage were found, including
burnished wares with chaff temper and ho-
rizontal loop handles. Several unusual
types were recovered as well, including
what appears to be the head of a figurine
decorated with punctuation in geometric
patterns (fig. 11, compare to lkiztepe 1888:
pl. LV.13) and the foot of another larger fi-
gurine. Burnished wares with relief decora-
tion invite comparison to Karanova VI
examples, and red-brown burnished wares
with incision to central Anatolian Middle
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Bronze Age (MBA) types. Red burnished
wares of MBA type including a fine "teapot"
spout were also found suggesting early se-
cond millennium contacts with central
Anatolia. Although ceramics of this type
are not plentiful in Sinop province, eviden-
ce is growing for a widespread MBA in Si-
nop ili (for comparanda see Kigk Hdoyiik,
Isin 1987: pl.10.12-13). The Bronze Age cera-
mics of this site will be published in greater
detail by A. Bauer.

2.2 Archaic-Hellenistic Periods

The multi-period site of Karapinar-Nohut-
luk, recorded on a terrace avarluc;kjng the
Karasu river, suggests that it may be neces-
sary to re-evaluate the commonly held
hypothesis that the hinterland of Sinop was
empty in the early first millennium BCE
(fig. 5, no. 3). This multi-period occupation
included Bronze Age, Archaic, Hellenistic
and Roman phases. The ceramics included
several parallels with the early destruction
levels at Gordion, including a double loop
handle from a globular amphora and a rim
from a straight sided cup with an incised
hatched lozenge (fig. 10)% Chaff-tempered
burnished hand-made ceramics suggest
that this site had a prehistoric phase, altho-
ugh it will be necessary to carry out excava-
tion in multi-period stratified sites before
the chronology of the local burnished wa-
res is secure,

Remains of the Hellenistic period were li-
mited along the flanks of the Karasu delta,
but a number of sites in the middle Karasu
valley suggest limited expansion inland du-
ring this period. One potentially important
site was recorded at Keserkdy, where very
little pottery was observed but traces of a
stone built wall and Hellenistic roof tiles
may indicate the presence of a non-residen-
tial structure, perhaps a military installati-
on. A tumulus cemetery was recorded at Ka-
ragdl-Candar in the hills overlooking the
southwestern part of the delta. Hellenistic-
Roman roof tiles were found in association
with these tumuli, although no other cera-
mics were noted,
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Settlement overlooking the Karasu delta
was limited to near the coast. Most notably,
a tumulus cemetery was documented on the
land-ward side of the site of Akliman (anci-
ent Harmene), adding at least half a dozen
to the three tumuli documented in 1997 (Do-
onan, Gantos, Hiebert, Smart 1998). Each of
the ten tumuli that were mapped and docu-
mented had been illegally excavated and a
hole had been bored into the center of one
(fiz. 12). The Sinop authorities have been
notified of these illegal excavations. The tu-
muli were 10-15 m in diameter and 3-4 m in
height. With the exception of the tumulus
chamber we published already (Doonan,
et.al. 1999), there do not seem to have been
stone-built tomb chambers within these tu-
muli. Both roof-tile burials and burial cham-
bers composed of unfired mud-brick were
documented within tumuli. Few ceramics
were found in association with these tumu-
li. It is intriguing to speculate that this line
of tumuli along the ridge marked a road
which connected Harmene to inland sites at
Sarsi and to the west. It is also possible that
the tumuli were placed here so that they wo-
uld be visible from the sea and Sinop itself.
Other tumulus cemeteries were noted at Ka-
racakese and Karagdl, overlooking the Ka-
rasu delta from the South, but these tumuli
were impossible to date, given a general
lack of ceramic and architectural material
found in association with them.

2.3 Roman and Byzantine periods

The Roman period was the most widesp-
read pre-modern occupation of the Karasu
valley, with 15 sites documented in 1998-99.
As in earlier periods, the Nohutluk area of
the central Karasu valley showed extensive
Roman settlement, including Karapinar,
one of the largest Roman sites found outsi-
de of Sinop port. Background scatters of
Roman date were widespread as well in the
central valley. All of the Hellenistic sites
showed continuity into Roman times, and
several new sites added to them. The expan-
sion of Roman settlement inland in this pe-
riod may relate to an expansion of the tim-
ber industry and intensifies exploitation of

other forest resources (fruit, nuts), with far-
ming following land clearance,

The most significant Roman site recor
ded in the inner valley was at Karapinar, a
terrace on the ridge defining the eastern si-
de of the Karasu valley (fig. 5). The site is at
least 5 ha in extent, including a number of
areas with distinct assemblages. The cera-
mic and tile scatter on the surface is one of
the highest density recorded to date in Si-
nop province, and includes an unusually
broad range of fine wares (fig. 15).

The ceramics correspond to local types,
although the assemblage from Karapinar
shows considerable diversity for an inland
site. Most of the medium and fine wares we-
re made without the black sand temper cha-
racteristic of local wares produced on the
coast. It is possible that some of this pottery
was produced on-site, since a considerable
portion of the Eastern part of the site was
covered with kiln debris. A hollow figurine
base "D" shaped in cross section was found
in a scatter of medium and fine wares near
the center of the scatter. A pair of nude feet
can still be made out oriented approxima-
tely 159 off-center. The assemblage is predo-
minantly mid-late Imperial period, 18t _ 4th
centuries AD. The concentration of fine wa-
res including the figurine may mark a do-
mestic area or associated refuse scatter.
About 100 m south of the scatter a concent-
ration of human bone and terracotta tiles
marks a cemetery. Little pottery was found
in association with these burials, although
a twisted polychrome glass bracelet sug-
gests that at least some of the graves were
Roman. The cemetery is quite extensive
and it is not unlikely that the area was re-
used for the same purpose in later times.

The flanks of the Karasu delta showed a
pattern similar to that observed for the Hel-
lenistic period: settlement very close to the
coast and little settlement overlooking the
delta. One possible exception was a small
site at Karagdl, however the rest of the sout-
heastern ridge was nearly barren of pre-Ot-
toman sites and background scatter, Sarsi,
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tucked in a tributary valley on the western
side of the delta, had evidence of some Ro-
man settlement, although not nearly as ex-
tensive as in the middle Karasu wvalley.
Three small Roman sites (< 1 ha) were defi-
ned in Sars1 during 1998, It may be that
small Roman settlements clustered around
access ways: Sarsi is not distant from the
Roman coastal sites of Sarayeik and Carta-
kéyi. It is possible that a Roman communi-
cation route connected the Sarsi with the
sites of Harmene and Saraycik, to the nort-
heast and west respectively.

2.4 Ottoman period

The survey recorded eleven sites that can
be assigned to the Ottoman period, for the
most part small scatters associated with
known villages. The villages of Eski Dibek-
li, Karacakese and Nohutluk showed signi-
ficant evidence of occupation. Akliman port
may have been occupied by a combined
Muslim-Orthodox population, since a Mus-
lim cemetery was documented on the main-
land and a small church was recorded on
Sanada, a stone’s throw off the coast (fig.
17). Evidence of quarrying for stone blocks,
measuring about 0.5 x 1.3 m (1 x w, depth
not measurable), possibly used for Sinop
port’s defensive walls, was also documen-
ted at Akliman (fig. 18). No datable eviden-
ce was associated with these quarries, and
it is hoped that closer study of the masonry
of the city walls can demonstrate during
which periods stenes of this size and com-
position were being utilized. Follow up in-
vestigation of these results will make use of
the ongoing documentary research into the
Ottoman structure of Sinop region. It is ho-
ped that comparing the documentary and
survey evidence it will be possible to deve-
lop a range of signatures that Ottoman sett-
lements of different sizes and purposes left
in the archaeological record.

3. Geomorphological Work in the
Akliman Valley (M. Besonen)

During the 1998-1999 field seasons, we
conducted geomorphologic work in the lo-
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wer Akliman valley west of Sinop obtaining
fifteen sediment cores in total. Our goal
with this study has been to document the
extent and chronology of geomorphic and
palecenvironmental change in the valley
over the past 5,000 years. Work from the
1998 season documented an overall regres-
sive coastal sedimentary sequence in the
valley recording shallow marine and nears-
hore environments succeeded by terrestrial
ones. Work from the 1999 season has allo-
wed us to refine the stratigraphy, and exa-
mine several gquestions which remained
unanswered following work from the previ-
ous season, In particular, we hoped to docu-
ment the maximum inland extent of the sea
into the wvalley in the past, and the nature
and evolution of the Aksaz Sazhg.

Field methodology during both seasons
was similar. Sediment cores were retrieved
by means of a portable, hand-operated,
three centimeter diameter Eijkelkamp go-
uge auger. Core locations and depths of pe-
netration are indicated in Figure 19. Physi-
cal sedimentological properties of the cores
including composition, color, grain size,
structure, consistence, and the presence of
other macro-observable characteristics we-
re logged in the field. High-resolution sub-
sampling (approximately every ten centime-
ters) of the stratigraphy was undertaken for
laboratory analyses back in the U.S.

Laboratory analyses include dual-frequ-
ency magnetic susceptibility, loss-on-igniti-
on analysis, grain-size analysis on a Coulter
Laser Particle Counter, and microfossil
analysis. Results from these analyses in
conjunction with information obtained
from the sediment coring program allow us
to characterize the sediments, determine
their most probable environment of deposi-
tion, and reconstruct the changing paleoge-
ography. Macroscopic organic matter was
obtained from many points in the stratig-
raphy, and when the dates from AMS radi-
ocarbon analysis are available, the samples
will provide absolute chronological control
for the geomorphic changes we are docu-
menting. Samples suitable for pollen analy-
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sis have been gathered and will provide a
basis for discussing changing conditions of
forest and agricultural exploitation.

There are three main tributary valleys
which splay out from the coastline and toget-
her compose the Akliman valley, A fence di-
agram using 12 of the 15 sediment cores de-
monstrates the general distribution of shal-
low subsurface stratigraphy in these tribu-
tary valleys (Fig. 13). Fluvial sedimentation
dominates within the valley of the Karasu ri-
ver (southeasternmost tributary valley), and
east of the modern river mouth along the co-
ast. This suggests that the river mouth and
deltaic sedimentation were primarily focu-
sed towards the eastern half of the Akliman
Valley in the past. This perfectly concurs
with observations about the direction of
longshore transport at the coast. A series of
abandoned river mouths east of the modern
mouth of the Karasu, and the current orien-
tation of the mouth of the Karasu, as well as
the mouth of the river which drains the Alk-
saz Sazhg all strongly suggest that longsho-
re transport along the coast is from the ESE
to the WNW. As the Karasu river mouth prog-
raded out of its tributary valley, the constant
bias of longshore transport shifted its directi-
on consistently towards to west to its present
location. Regarding the inland extent of the
sea in the past, stratigraphy in core S-99-03
demonstrates that it reached at least as far as
the location of this core. We were unable to
obtain a core further inland in the center of
this tributary valley, but the topography sug-
gests that the sea may have also extended up
to another 1.5 kilometers upvalley from this
point. Also of interest in this region is the fe-
ature noted as "Karagdl Mvk." on the 1:25,000
scale topographic map. Cores S-98-04, 5-99-
02, and S-98-06 all penetrated the deposit left
by this feature which appears to have been a
brackish, organic rich swamp that came into
existence as sedimentation at the river mo-
uth shifted westward.

The middle tributary valley in which sedi-
ment core 5-99-05 was taken is also domina-
ted by fluvial sedimentation, and given its
narrow width, this is not unexpected. Howe-
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ver, the sea did extend back into at least the
entrance of this valley at some point in the
past given evidence from the stratigraphy in
sediment core 5-89-04. This core consists of
deposits from a brackish marsh (brackish
microfossils noted when sampling for C-14
analyses) overlain by possibly nearshore
shallow marine sediments, and capped by
several meters of fluvial sedimentation. So-
me topographic issues exist with the interp-
retation of the middle unit as being a nears-
hore shallow marine deposit, but these will
be rescolved by examination of detailed
1:5000 scale topographic maps we have re-
cently gained access to, as well as dedicated
mierofossil analyses. When sea level rise
submerged the marsh here is unknown, but
can be determined with a radiocarbon date
on macroscopic marsh vegetation,

The tributary valley of the Aksaz Sazhg
is dominated by shallow marine muds over-
lain by marsh sediments, and a modern flu-
vial cap. Field conditions during the 1999
season permitted us to reach more towards
the center of this valley with sediment core
S5-99-07 than was possible during the previ-
ous field season. We have not yet comple-
ted detailed microfossil analyses on sedi-
ment cores from this tributary, but the
samples from core 5-98-05 deeper in the val-
ley were generally barren of calcareous
microfossils. However, core 5-98-02 conta-
ins abundant brackish micro- and macro-
fossils along its length, and we expect to do-
cument a clear marine signal in microfossil
samples from 5-99-07.

Regarding the relative sequence of ge-
omorphic evolution in the valley, we sug-
gest the following scenario which can be re-
vised and given absolute dates once we sub-
mit organic samples for radiocarbon analy-
sis. At some point in the past, the sea reac-
hed back into all the tributary valleys pro-
bably about as far back as the area that is
currently delimited by the very flat valley
bottom (yvellow area in Fig. 20; same as the
area delimited by the 10 m contour line).
Fluvial sedimentation began to fill in the
Karasu river and middle tributary valleys
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while the tributary valley of the Aksaz Sazli-
1 remained open to marine influence. Du-
ring this time, sedimentation from the Kara-
su river delta front was focused towards the
eastern side of the whole Akliman valley. As
the Karasu river delta front prograded, the
constant influence of longshore transport
towards the WINW gradually pushed the ri-
ver mouth to its present location leaving a
series of abandoned river mouths along the
way. Within the last kilometer of coastal
progradation, the longshore transport be-
gan to constrict the entrance to the tributary
valley of the Aksaz Sazlign. By this time, the
Aksaz Sazhif probably existed as a marsh.
Subsequently, this area continued to fill in
evolving into the very low-lying, marshy flo-
odplain that exists today.

As more data is generated from our lab
analyses, and radiocarbon dating results
become available, we expect to provide cle-
arer details and absolute dates to the ge-
omorphic changes recorded in the sedi-
ment cores.

4, Ottoman archival research
(A. Yaycioglu)

The ship-building project initiated follo-
wing the battle of Lepanto in 1571 and its
impact on the topographic and demograp-
hic structure of both port and hinterland
are of particular interest. To date it has be-
en possible to examine a number of sulta-
nic writs housed in Istanbul, which docu-
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ment the wood-cutting industry in the hin-
terland of Sinop and neighboring regions
to supply the ship-building. During the late
sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries
state agents were sent as far as Samsun and
Trabzon to procure timber for use in Sinop.
Some agents were dispatched to nearby De-
mirei, 15 km to the South of the port. These
agents complained that the wood there was
not suitable for building large warships.
Undoubtedly, the timber in Demirci had be-
en in use before, maybe for small-size boats,
The shipbuilding district at the port, called
Tershane was exclusively populated by Gre-
eks. A progress report on this survey of the
sultanic writs is in preparation (Yaycioglu
forthcoming). Research on the other writs
in Istanbul will continue, providing impor-
tant documentary support for the archeolo-
gical field work.

5. Discussion

The table below illustrates the dramatic
difference between the coastal (Akliman,
Bostaneill) areas, the inland slopes overlo-
oking the Karasu delta (Osmaniye, Sarsi)
and the inner Karasu wvalley (Hacioglu,
Uzungiirgen) settlement patterns. Although
modern use of these landscapes differ dra-
matically, surveyed fields included in this
tabulation are all comparable in terms of vi-
sibility. The wvery high density of the cera-
mics in the Hacioglu zone is to some degree
due to the presence of several large Roman
and Ottoman sites which produced tremen-

District name area proximity ranking predominant types
surveyed avg. density Sinop| East |North (listed in order of

P h frequency)

Haeioglu 142580 m= 1205 5 2 7 R, O, Br

Sarsi 58920 m2 398 7 8 4 R, Br

Uzungiirgen 52250 m*® 320 8 1 8 R, O, Br

Bostancili 188330 m® 107 1 3 2 0, H/R

Kiligh 42690 m*® 93 4 4 8 0, Br

Dibekli 284560 m2 50 6 ] 3 0, Br

Osmaniye 77700 m? 21 2 5 5 modern

Akliman 103150 m2 10 3 7 1 H/R, O, Br

Table 1: Relative ceramic densities for eight sample zones in the Karasu valley.
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dous amounts of ceramic debris. A few
tracts at the Karapinar site yielded densiti-
es over 100,000 sherds/ha. It is necessary to
take the fact that Hellenistic, Roman and
Ottoman settlement patterns tend to overw-
helm the assemblages of other periods. In
part this is why the full documentation of
tract assemblages with digital photography
is so important.

Despite these factors that demand cauti-
ous consideration of the raw numbers, seve-
ral clear patterns emerge in the data. It is
clear, with the exception of Harmene and
one small site at Bostancih, the outer flanks
of the Karasu valley were sparsely settled
before modern times. The same goes for the
southeastern flanks of the delta (Osmaniye,
Karagdl and Kilich)., We have shown that
the delta was an unhealthy marsh which
frustrated transportation and offered little
or no arable land until quite recently. Per-
haps the sparse settlement in this area lies
behind the proverb mentioned by Strabo
(XI1.iii.10) that those with nothing to do bu-
ild the walls of Harmene. After all, there is
no need to defend an empty hinterland with
a wall,

The settlement pattern in the western
part of the valley (Sarsi), shows a higher
settlement density than Akliman and Bos-
tancili. Several prehistoric sites are not ine-
luded in the surveyed area, because they
were documented in an opportunistic sur-
vey rather than as part of the systematic
survey. The density of sites in this part of
the valley was relatively high in the Bronze
age, Roman and Ottoman times. These sites
were not very large in any period. We have
suggested elsewhere that a Roman road
may have run through this district past a se-
ries of man-made borings into a water-be-
aring limestone outcrop at Magara. It is li-
kely that this feature was part of a project to
bring water to Sinop in the early second
century CE, suggested by Pliny the younger
in a letter to Trajan (Pliny, Ep. X.90-91). The
marshy Karasu delta made it impossible to
use the spring as a source for Sinope (Do-
onan and Gantos forthcoming),
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The pass between the inner Karasu valley
and the delta (Osmaniye and Kiligh) show
very low ceramic densities as well. In sharp
contrast, the inner Karasu, near the mo-
dern villages of Hacioglu and Uzungurgen
were densely settled in several periods. Pre-
historic settlement in this part of the valley
appears to have been widespread, continu-
ing into the first millennium BCE. As in ot-
her inland areas, Greek Classical and Helle-
nistic settlement are very limited.

Mo single topographic variable appears
to control density of ceramics. In table 2
each zone is ranked according to proximity
to Sinop, the East coast and the North co-
ast. The ranking of ceramic density against
rankings of proximity to Sinop and to the
North coast (i.e. the mouth of the river) are
not statistically related”. Two notable ex-
ceptions are the multi-period site of Harme-
ne and a small Hellenistic, Roman and Ot-
toman site at Akdogan (Bostancili). Harme-
ne was a small port dependent on Sinop, ac-
cording to ancient sources (Xenophon
VI1.1.15; Strabo XILiii.10). The Akdogan-Bos-
tancihi site was most likely a small coastal
compound on the fringes of the Western su-
burbs of Sinop®. In contrast, there does ap-
pear to be a correlation between proximity
to the East coast and ceramic density?, sug-
gesting that the expansion of forestry and
agricultural industries along that coast in
Hellenistic and Roman times extended at
least up to the Karasu watershed. The high
density of ceramics in Sarsi probably are
due to a relatively isolated zone of settle-
ment, perhaps connected by a road to Har-
mene and the western coast of the Sinop
promontory.

In general, Hellenistic expansion was for
the most part limited to coastal areas. It
may be that the settlement of the province
was linked to the exploitation of Sinop's fa-
med timber resources. Deforestation in Hel-
lenistic times would have spread along the
coast South of Sinope, followed by agricul-
tural settlement. As the guality timber on
the coasts was depleted, inland sources wo-
uld have become more attractive, and after
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timber was cut, agriculturalists could move
into the newly cleared land (Doonan forth-
coming a). The site of Karapinar was pro-
bably the most important center in this
area during Roman times, given its large si-
ze and rich, varied ceramic assemblages.
Roman and Ottoman occupation appear wi-
despread, and it is possible that the modern
pattern of non-nucleated villages spread wi-
dely through the landscape was the case in
Roman and Ottoman times. Undoubtedly
one or several roads ran by or through Ka-
rapinar. Given the number of sites overlo-
oking the river on the eastern flank, it is
very likely that a North-South road wound
along this ridge. Since the ceramic densiti-
es in the Kalich-Osmaniye districts is very
low!?, it is unlikely that a road ran along
this ridge towards Sinop. More plausible
might be a route that ran East-West thro-
ugh Karapinar running along the ridge to-
wards modern Ciftlik. This road could have
crossed the Karasu and continued West,
passing through the Dibekli area as it he-
aded to several sites along the West coast.
French (1986) has argued that a Roman co-
astal road passed Istefan (ancient Stepha-
ne), and the road we are postulating here
would have crossed the Sinop Promontory
before connecting with such a coastal road.

6. Concluding remarks:

The systematic survey of the Karasu val-
ley succeeded in documenting a distinctive
settlement pattern along the flanks overlo-
oking the delta and related inland zones.
Our results can be contrasted effectively
with those obtained in the 1997 season in
the Demirei valley because we have been
careful to maintain comparable levels of vi-
sibility within a topographically diverse
sampling program. In 2000 the Black Sea
Trade Project initiated what we hope to be a
series of soundings in the region with exca-
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vations at the port of Sinop. In future se-
asons we expect to examine the Karasu val-
ley with a more extensive sampling prog-
ram in order to test the results of the inten-
sive data collection methodology outlined
here against a more extensive survey de-
sign with increased sample size and less in-
tensive data collection within individual
tracts, In addition, we expect to expand our
multi-scalar survey into different environ-
ments and topographic zones in and outsi-
de of Sinop province to build a series com-
parable case studies that will help us to un-
derstand the productive and settlement pat-
terns that supported the most important
port on the south coast of the Black Sea.
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The Karasu Valley Survey

1, For a discussion of the Survey's methodology and preliminary re-
port of the 1997 results, see Doonan, Gantos, Hisbert and Smart 1988

2 The limestone “bracelets® may in some cases be weights or mace he-
ads. The commonly accepled term

T, tyn 1997:pl. B35, 24 Igin interpreted o limestone blank as &
grinding stono,

4. ¢ Marro, A Ozdogan and A Tibet, “Prospection Archeologique
Franco-Turgue dans la Region de Kastamonu (Mer Nolre). Promier
Hlppr}; I;mlimlnniru.‘ Anmafolin Antigua IV 1886, 27380, sec p. 279;
M. 5: Pl. L8

8, For comparanda see Sams 1994: pl. 57. Large round mouthed jugs,
®E3] moedium red ware with incised hatohed lozenge design near rim.
From destruction level (ea. 700 BC). Also see pl. 118, Open mouthed
amphoras) kraters, double handles (#'s 908, 010 AB esp).
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Fig. 1: Sinop promontory including the zones of the Demirci (1997) and
Karasu (1998-99) valley surveys.

Sinop Province Regional Survey
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Fig. 2: Modern land use on the Sinop Promontory. The highlighted areas are
occupied by the modern urban area or military installations, while the
dark areas are densely forested.
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Fig. 3: Zones within the Karasu valley. 1) Akliman, 2) Bostancili, 3) Sarsi, 4) Osmaniye,
5, Dibekli, 6, Kiligh, 7) Hacioglu and 8) Uzungtirgen.
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Fig. 4: The Northwest part of the Karasu valley, including Akliman (anc. Harmene) and Sars:
w.-'ﬂlat%e Akliman was inhabited from pre-colonial times through Ottoman. A tumulus
for this settlement (probably Hellenistic and Roman periods) was recorded at
Tatarmezarligi. Extensive pre-colonial and Roman settlement was recorded in Sarsi village.
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Fig. 5: The inner Karasu river valley, including the Kilich, Hacioglu and Uzungirgen areas. It
was surveyed because the western side is too heavily forested to sample. Sites named
in the text include: 1. Maltepe-Hacioglu; 2. Nohutluk (BA}: 3. Karapinar
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Fig. 7: Chipped stone, cores and a knapping tool from Hacioglu.
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Fig. 9: Pottery sherds from Maltepe at Hacioglu.
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Fig. 10: EBA-MBA site at Gulldaviu. (Nohutluk), bulldozer cut.

i -:‘:‘m.;!:.‘r*?.‘l?::-"ﬁ.- .
3 1 { e

Fig. 11: Pot sherds from Gilliaviu (Nohutluk), including two figurines (left and right) and a relief-
decorated EBA body sherd.
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Fig. 13: Pot sherds from Nohutluk, L98.20-22 (cup fragment w/ hatched lozenge marked with arrow).
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Fig. 14: Robbed-out tumulus from the cemetery South of Akliman (Harmene).
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Fig. 15: Roman ceramics from Karapinar. The figurine base is marked 1.

Karasu Valley Survey, 1999
Karapinar Site (L99-21)

Tract numbers indicated

arrows indicate direction of transects walked

numbers indicate number of transects walked

lighter tracts indicate higher ceramic density
f—-{ml_‘_lh._ﬂlrlﬂ'llﬂ density 117,529 shoerds/ ha) /‘

( - >

\ \

Fig. 16: Distribution of finds over the site of Karapinar.
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Fig. 17: Church on Sariada, Akliman (scale 1 meter).

Fig. 18: Stone quarries at Akliman (scale 1 meter).
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The manuscripts may be in Turkish, English, German or French. For Turkish manusc-
ripts, a summary not longer than one page in one of the other languages must be added.
For English, German or French manuseripts, a summary in Turkish must be provided,
also keywords should be given in both languages. All papers submitted to TUBA-AR will
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their manuscripts. It is understood that papers submitted to TUBA-AR have not been pub-
lished previously or have not been submitted for publication elsewhere.
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matting and design except the required underlining, boldfaces and italics etc.

INlustrations: The journal is printed in color. Black and white photographs should be of
good quality and should be limited to a reasonable number. For a text of 20 pages, a to-
tal of 7-10 pages of illustrations will be the maximum,
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