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ONSOZ

Mersin Universitesi Rektérliigiine bagli olan "Kilikia Arkeblojisini
Arastirma Merkezi"nin diizenlemis oldugu "L Uluslararas: Kilikia Arkeolojisi
Sempozyumu"nun bildirilerini iceren bu kitabin basimini saglayan Mersin
Universitesi Rektdrii sayin Prof. Dr. Ugur Oral'a tesekkiirii borg b111r1

"I. Uluslararas: Kilikia Arkeolojisi Sempozyumu" 1-4 Hazzran 1998
tarihleri arasinda Mersin Universitesi Rektérliigi, “Kilikia Arkeolojisini
Arastirma Merkezi (KAAM)" tarafindan diizenlenerek Fen ve Edebiyat

- Fakiiltesi Konferans salonunda gerceklestirilmistir. Hergiin 9.30 - 1800
~ saatleri arasinda yapilmis olan konusmalar, sempozyumun son ginii Ql*an 4
 Haziran’da Kanlidivane (Kanytelleis)’ye diizenlenmis bir gezi ile son
 bulmustur. .

Prehistorik caglardan Islami déneme kadar tiim doénemleri kap
~b11a”1rzler konularina goére belli giinlere béliinmiislerdi: Ik giin Kil
Arkeometrisi , Prehistoria ve Protohistoria’si, ikinci giin Protohistori 'ya
}:devam edilerek Klasik ve Hellenistik Yunan Kilikia Arkeolojisine geci
diciincii giin Hellenistik ve Roma Kilikias: ile numismatik, epigrafi

filolojik acidan Kilikia, son giin ise bolgenin Bizans ve Islami donemle-r
Incelenmisgtir,

Bildiriler, bbélgede kazi, yiizey arastirmasi ya da bilimsel veriler ile
kiitiiphane calismalari yapan arastirmacilarin bu konularda ulastiklari

ettikleri son buluntularini, bulgularini ya da teorilerini anlatmis olduklari

bu sempozyum, konularinda séz sahibi olan bilim adamlari tarafindan
gerceklestirilmistir. Uluslararasi Kilikia Sempozyumu’na onur konugu
Akdeniz Universitesi, Eskicag Dilleri ve Kiiltiirleri Boliim Baskani Prof. Dr.
Sencer Sahin olmustur.

Gizemli Kilikia iizerine bilgilerimizi zenginlestirmek I¢in 'bu
sempozyuma katilmis olan tim meslektaslarima tesekkir ederim.
Sempozyum'un iki yilda bir tekrar edilmesi amaclanmaktadir.

T e e e

Asagida adlar: yazili bulunan kisi ve kuruluglara, sempozyum'un
gerceklesmesindeki degerli katkilarindan dolayi tesekkiir ederim:

Mersin Universitesi, Fen-Edebiyat Fakiiltesi Dekani sayin Prof. Dr.
Onur Bilge Kula,

Mersin Universitesi eski Rektorii sayin Prof. Dr. Vural Ulki, .

Sempozyum organizasyon komitesi tiyeleri Ogr. Gor. Murat Durukan, Ogr.
- Gor. Umit Aydinoglu ve Okt. Murat Ozyildirim,

|

sonuclar: icermigtir. Katilimcilarin bizzat kendi arastirmalarinda elde




Atlas Dergisi Yazi Isleri Miidiirti Ozcan Yiiksek ve Arkeolog Fiisun
Arman ,

Mart: Otel ve Genel Miidiirti sayin Cemal Akin,

Royal Restoran ve Mersin Seyahat Isletmesi.

Sempozyum'da sunulmug olan bildirilerin kalicitigini saglamak ve bu
bilgiyi genis kitlelerle paylasabilmek amaciyla bunlari yaymlamak da,
sempozyum'u gerceklestirmek kadar énem tasimaktadir. "Kilikia
Arkeolojisini Arastirma Merkezi"nin "Olba I " adli (sayin Icel Valisi Senol
Engin ve Vali Yardimcisi sayin Muzaffer Giizelant'in katkiariyle ve T.C.
Kiiltiir Bakanligi'nin olanaklariyla basilmis olan) ilk yayinindan sonra
"Olba - Ozel Sayisi-" baghig1 ile yayina girmis olan bu kitap, "L Uluslararasi
Kilikia Arkeolojisi Sempozyumu" nun bildirilerini icermektedir.

Bu yayinin gerceklesmesinde bizzat organizasyonu ile ilgilenen ve
maddi kaynak yaratan sayin Rektoriimiiz Prof. Dr. Ugur Oral'a bu degerli
katkilarindan otiirii sonsuz tesekkiirlerimizi sunariz. Cukurova Universitesi
Basimevi Miidiirii sayin Ergin Oren, Miidir Yardimcis: sayin Mustafa
Akray ve bilgisayar Operatdrii Nur Sema Giiltepe'nin basim asamasindaki
yardimlar: ile "Olba -Ozel Sayisi-" olusturulmustur. Katki ve ilgilerinden
dolay1 ayrica Almanya Federal Cumhuriyeti Ankara Biiytikelciligi, Biiytikelci
sayin Dr. Hans-joachim Vergau ve Kiiltiir Miisaviri sayin Dr. Gudrun Srédga’ya
tesekkiir ederiz.

Saygilarimla,
Doc. Dr. Serra Durugéniil
Arkeoloji Béliim Baskamni ve
KAAM Midiiresi
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TARIHI ACIDAN ANADOLU VE TURK KIMLIGI
*Sencer SAHIN

Kentimizin sayin Valisi, Mersin Universitesinin sayin Rektérii,
sempozyuma bildiri sunan degerli bilim insanlari, sayin konuklar ve sevgili
ogrenciler, Kilikya Sempozyumuna hosgeldiniz diyor ve hepinizi saygiyla,
sevgiyle selamliyorum.

flkin, Mersin Universitesini gerceklestirdigi uluslararasi bu Kilikya
sempozyumundan 6tiiri kutluyorum. Kutluyorum, ¢iink; Tark toplumunun,
yasadigi bu iilkenin tium tarihiyle barisik hale gelmesi, onunla bitiinlesmesi
ve onu kiiltiirel kimliginin ayrilmaz bir parcasi haline getirmesi ancak bu tir
etkinliklerin yayginlasmasi ve sonuclarinin giderek topluma maledilmesiyle
saglanabilecektir. Bu bakimdan, tilkemizin eskicaglarimin arastrilmasina
yonelik her tiirlii ulusal ya da uluslararas: etkinligi ben, aynt zamanda ulusal
kimlik arayisimza ivme kazandiric bir faktor olarak da gdriyorum. Konuyu
biraz acarsak, giintimiiz Tirkiye'sinde soyle bir durumla karsilasiyoruz:

Ulkemizin eskicag kiiltiirlerinin arastirilmas: ve bunlarin sonuclarinin
tartisilmasina iliskin bilimsel toplantilar en yogun bicimde Bati Avrupa
universitelerinin bir gelenegidir. Ciinkii bu tlkeler Anadolu tarihiyle yalniz
kiltiir ve bilim toplumu olmanin bir geregi olarak degil; onda aym zamanda
bugiinkii Avrupa kiltiirinin kaynaklarini bulduklar i¢in, yani Anadolu
tarihini kendi kiiltiirel kimliklerinin ayrilmaz bir parcast olarak gordikleri
icin de wugrasirlar. Izmirli Homer, Miletli Thales, Bodrumlu Herodot,
Amasyali Strabon, Samsath Lukian, Tarsuslu Paulus, Demreli Nikolaos ve daha
nice nice Anadolu ozani, disiiniirii olmaksizin bir Avrupa killtiriinden séz
etmek miimkiin miidir? Kuskusuz hayir! O halde; bu bityiik insanlarla ayni
cografyayi, ayni etnik ve kiiltiirel dokuyu paylasan, kisacasi onlarin maddi
oldugu kadar manevi mirasinin da bugiin tek resmi mirascist durumunda
bulunan biz Anadolu-Tirk Toplumunu Avrupa bugin neden kendinden
saymuyor? Salt misliiman bir toplum oldugumuz icin mi? Kuskusuz hayir!
Cinki Antik kiilltGir mirast ne hiristiyandir ne de miisliiman. Bir baska
deyigle; Avrupa Hiristiyvanliga, Tirkiye ise mislimanliga ragmen
Avrupalidir; ciinkil Eski Yunan-Roma-Bizans-Osmanli her iki tarafin da ortak
paydasini olusturmaktadir. Eger bugiin Avrupa Toplulugunda hala kabuld
kerhen miimkiin yabanci bir unsur olarak goriliiyor, hatta diglaniyorsak,
bunun asil ve tek nedenini, benim kanaatimce, {ilkemizin tarihi mirasinin
zihinsel ve kiiltiirel degerleriyle, yani kendi icimizdeki Avrupa ile,
biitiinlesmekte gosterdigimiz aczde aramak gerekir. Surasi yadsinmaz bir
gercektir ki, Anadolu'nun eskicag kiiltiir mirasina, bir Alman, bir Fransiz ya
da Ingiliz toplumunun hassasiyet ve sorumlulugu ile bakmiyoruz. Her ne

Prof.Dr. Sgnce_r SAHIN, Akdeniz Universitesi Fen-Edebiyat Fak. Eskicag Dilleri ve Kiilctirleri Bol Topcular,
Antalya-TURKIVE
Sempozyum Onur Konugu ve Sempozyumun Acilis Konusmasi




4 Sencer SAHIN

kadar, kazi ve yiizey arastirmalarinda elde ettifimiz tarihi eserlerden
ozellikle maddi degeri olanlarini miizelerimizde sakliyor, yurtdisina
kacirilanlarimin amansiz takipgisi oluyorsak da, bunlarin zihinsel yaraticisi
olan eski yurttaslarimiza, yani Homer'e, Thales'e, Herodot'a ve nihayet
Anadolu halklarinin sayisit yiizbinleri bulan yazili kiiltiir mirasina ayni
hassasiyetle sahip cikmiyoruz. Ulkemizin tarihine, 6zellikle de Hellenistik
ve Roma evrelerine, zihinsellikten daha cok defineci ya da tiiccar zihniyetiyle
yaklastyoruz. Bizansi ise neredeyse tiimden reddeden bir tutum sergiliyoruz.
Nicin ? Bu soruya kisaca cevap vermek gerekirse, iilkemizin s6z konusu bu
tarihi evrelerini, sanki yabancilarin, o6zellikle de diisman komsumuz
Yunanistanin tarihiymis gibi gériiyoruz, ki ¢ok yanlistir. Cinki, Yunan ya
da Hellen etnigi, Ege ve Karadeniz kiy: seritlerindeki bazi koloniler diginda
Anadolu'da tarihin hicbir devrinde etken olmamistir. Ancak, bir kiltir dili
olarak Eski Yunanca, tipki bugiinkii Tiirk¢e gibi, tiim Anadolu'da yayilmistir.
Ornegin Thales evinde belki Karca konusuyordu; Strabon'un atalari Kelt ya da
Hitit olabilir, Lukian ise Yahudi bir aileden geliyordu; ama bunlar eserlerini
Yunanca yazmislardir. Yani drnegin Mevlana, ibni Sina gibi Turk asilli olup
da Farsca, Arapca yazan bilginlerimiz gibi; ya da Sokullu Mehmet Pasa, -
Mimar Sinan gibi devsirme olup da Osmanli kimligi ile devlet hizmetinde
bulunanlar gibi. Su halde antik devirde "Hellen” sézciigiiniin tasidig: anlam
"Osmanl” s6zciigiiniinkinden pek de farkli degildi. Bir Hirvat, bir Sirp hatta
Yunan kendilerini daha yakin zamanlara kadar politik olarak nasil Osmanl
sifatiyla simgelemis iseler, antik devirde de bir Lidyali, Karyali, Frigyal
veya [sauriali benzer sekilde kendine "Hellen” ya da "Romali” demistir.
Demek oluyor ki, ipki Selcuklu ya da Osmanh sozciikleri gibi Hellen sézcugii
de etnik bir kimlik olmayip, sadece kiiltiirel ya da siyasal bir kimliktir. Bu
bakimdan, paray: icad eden Lidyalilari, Giines tutulmasim insanlik tarihinde
ilk kez hesap eden Tales'i, tarihin babasi saydigimiz Herodot'u ve daha
nicelerini kendi hemsehrilerimiz ve yurttaglarimiz olarak gorebilmeli onlarla
oviinebilmeliyiz. Ciinkii bugiin Anadolu'da yasayan halk, Osmanlinin,
Selcuklunun oldugu kadar, onlarin da soyundan gelmektedir. Kiiciik Asya
dedigimiz bu yarimada halklarin bir gecis yerinden ziyade, onlarin bir
karsilasma ve kaynasma yeri olmustur.

Anadolu halk: ya da halklar1 tarih boyunca bircok kez politik ve
kiiltiirel kimlik degistirmistir. Hitit olmustur, Frig olmustur, Hellen, Roma,
Bizans, Selcukiu, Osmanli ve nihayet Tiirk olmustur. Dilini degistirmistir;
Hititice, Hellence, Latince, Osmanlica ve Tiirkce konusup yazmuistir. Ayni
sekilde dinini degistirmistir; pagan, hiristiyan, miisliman olmustur. Degisen
bu bircok unsur yamisira hi¢ degismeyen tek sey halkin bizzat kendisidir ve
onun geleneksel egilimleridir. Devletler, iktidarlar, hiikimdarlar,
peygamberler gelip gecmis, halk onlara sadece ya boyun egmis ya da ayak
uydurmustur; dzde ise kesinlikle degismemistir; hangi siyasal ya da dinsel
kisve altunda olursa olsun hitkmii altinda yasadifi devlete ve tanriya
sadakatndan, dindarlifindan ve kadirsinaslhifindan asla taviz vermemistir.
2000 yil énce Ankara'nin Hacibayram tepecigindeki Unli tapmagi Pax
Romana'nin, yani Roma Sulhii'niin kurucusu Imparator Augustus'a ithaf eden
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de, yine aymi kentin bir baska tepeciginde "Yurtta sulh, cihanda sulh"
prensibine dayali Tirkiye Cumhuriyeti'nin kurucusu Atatiirk'e muhtesem
Mausoleumu yaptiran da ayni halk ve aym zihniyettir. Eger bugiinkii Tirk
toplumu ve devleti bunu boyle kabul eder ve 6rnek olarak verdigim her iki
aniti da kendi politik ve kiiltiirel mirasinin ayrilmaz birer parcasi olarak
gziimseyebilirse, iste o zaman, Atatiirk'iin de tizerinde hassasiyetle durdugu,
ulusal kimlik sorunumuz saghikli bir arayis siirecine girecektir,
inancindayim. Bunu basarabilirsek, mevcut politik birligimize, yani Tirk
Devleti'ne, kendi icinde uyumlu bir i¢ yapi, yani 6zgin bir kiltiirel kimlik ve
- birlik kazandirmamiz miimkiin olacagi gibi, Avrupa ile biitiinlesme idealini
heniiz tamamen yitirmemis olan ilkemizin, yalmz maddi degerler sistemiyle
degil, Bati'nin diisiince temelinde yatan ve 6nemli bir béliimii Anadolu kokenli
olan "kiiltiirel degerler" sistemiyle de, din ayriligina ragmen, ortak bir
paydaya ulasmasi ve boylece onunla biitiinlesmesi miimkiin olacaktir.

Bu amaca ulasabilmek icin, toplum ve devlet olarak ilkin bazi duygusal
yaklasimlarimizdan ve politik tercihlerimizden vazge¢cmemiz gerekiyor. Nedir
bu duygusal yaklasimlar ve politik tercihler ? Ornegin bugiinkii Yunanistan'i
Bizans Imparatorlugu'nun mirascis1 gibi gorme hatasina dusuyoruz Bunun
sonucunda sanki Anadolu'nun biiyitkk bir bolimii, dzellikle de Istanbul,
eskiden Yunanistan'a aitmis de onlardan zorla almigiz gibi tarihi mantik ile
asla bagdasmayan bir kabullenis ortaya cikiyor. Bu kabullenis komsumuz
Yunanistant da bizi de yanlis hiikiimlere ve davrams bicimlerine siiriiklayor.
Onlar Bizans'in baskenti Istanbul'u kendilerinin kiltiirel ve politik mirasi
olarak gordiikce, biz Tiirkler de her yil fetih giinleri diizenleyerek, mehter
marslan esliginde, kentin fiili sahipleri oldugumuzu Theodosius'un bitab
surlarini biraz daha asindirarak kamitlamaya calisiyoruz. Universitelerimize
ise, bu hasmane iliski yiiziinden, Bizans'in ismini bile sokmuyoruz. Bizansa
1000 vil baskentlik yapmis Istanbul Universitesi'nde bile bir Bizantinoloji
Béliimiiniin olmayisi bu baglamda gercekten diistindiiriicii ve esef vericidir.
Halbuki, su sorunun akilci yanitini artik hem biz hem de komsumuz
Yunanistan kabul etmek zorundayiz: Tarihin hichir evresinde mevcut olmayan
bir devlet, yani bugiinkii Yunanistan, nasil olur da Bizans'in politik, kiiltiirel
ve fiili mirascisi roliine soyunabilir ve bugiinkd Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti nasil
olur da béyle tutarsiz bir sava salt duygusal - reaksiyoner bir tavirla yanit
arar? Yunanistan fiili ve politik anlamda olsa olsa Osmanli mirasinin,
dolayisiyla Bizans'in sadece bugiinkil Yunanistan: kapsayan boliumiiniin kiiciik
hissedarlarindan biridir. Ciinkii bugiinkii Yunanistan Bizans'tan degil
Osmanli'dan dogmustur. Kisacasi, Yunanistan da Tirkiye de Osmanli ve
Bizansi kendi ortak miraslari olarak tanimak ve kabullenmek zorundadir.
Guniimiiziin en saygin Bizantinistlerinden biri olan Avusturya'li Herbert
Hunger, ‘Avrupa acisindan Bizans Fenomeni' bashgl aluinda Almanca
yvayimladig: makalesinde aynen sdyle yazar:

"Istanbul'un 29 Mayis 1453 tarihinde II. Mehmed tarafindan fethiyle
birlikte, Dogu Bizans 1000 yillik mevcudiyetinden sonra son buluyordu.
Bizans'in fiili ve politik mirascist artik Tarklerdi, ...." (H. Hunger Phidnomen
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Byzans aus europiischer Sicht, Sitzungsberichte der Bayerischen Akademie
der Wissenschaften. Philosophisch-historische Klasse. Jahrgang 1984, Heft 3,
S. 25. Miinchen 1984).

Evet, bu teshis tarihi oldugu kadar, bugiin bilimin de yadsimadan kabul
ettigi bir gercektir. Fakat, bu politik ve fiili mirasi, bir bilim ve kiiltiir
toplumu olma azmindeki biz Tiirkler ayni zamanda zihinsel ve kiiltirel bir
miras olarak da kabullenmek, onu korumak, arastirmak ve kimligimizin
vazgecilmez bir égesi olarak gormek zorundayiz. Ancak bu yapildigi takdirde
iizerinde yasadigimiz bu topraklara ”vatan” diyebiliriz ve ancak o zaman
iilkemizin zihinsel ve kiiltiirel mirasini, bu iilke disindaki bir ulusun
tekeline ve keyfiyetine terketmemis oluruz. Eger bunu basarabilirsek, diger
uluslara kendimizi tanitmakta ve kabul ettirmekte de sikintiya
dustlmeyecektir.

Bu amaca ulasmak icin herseyden ¢nce {niversitelerimizin konuyla
ilgili disiplinlerine biiyiik gorevler diismektedir. Avrupa iiniversiteleriyle bu
sahadaki isbirligini artirmak ve onlarla siirekli dialog i¢inde olmak
zorundayiz. Mersin Universitesi'nin diizenledigi Kilikya Sempozyumu bu
yolda atilmis 6nemli bir adimdir, takdire sayandir, ama kafi degildir. Yabanci
meslekdaslarimizla fikir alis verisimiz salt arkeolojik - filolojik buluntularla
simirli kalmamalidir. Miisterek bir gelecek icin, miisterek projeler
gelistirmeli, bilimsel faaliyetleri yayginlagtirirken, bunlari esit kosullarda
gerceklestirmenin yollarimi da yine birlikte aramaliyiz.



KORYKOS VE CEVRESININ
BIYO-KULTUREL SURDURULEBILIRLIK OZELLIKLERI
(Lev.1-4)

Ali Duran OCAL!, Erdogan GULTEKIN?, Selim KAPUR3
Erhan AKCA% | Cengiz YETISS, Ayse EVEREST®

ABSTRACT

The study area covers the pericoastal lands towards the north of
the concrete masses-buildings curtaining the immediate coastline of the
Eastern Mediterranean from Erdemli to Silifke towns. The treasures of
the past -the Hellenistic, Roman and Byzantine settlements/towns- along
with the nonrenewable resources of biodiversity and soils were
evaluated by an interdisciplinary approach. Concepts and measures
represented as thematic maps of geomorphology-pedology-geology-
biodiversity will be superimposed on archaeological maps (1:25.000)
prepared earlier by experts of the Ministry of Development and Housing
for the preservation of historical sites.

Preparation of various combinations of the maps-data mentioned
above, which will serve the ultimate purpose of future landscape
planning, thus oriented towards the creation of an open-air museum
together with an area of conservation of biodiversity soils and
traditional agriculture for field crops and develop for animal husbandry
are the objectives of this study. The information obtained from combined
data will help to develop a model for policy makers for the use of such
sites within a concept of bio-geocultural sustainability and landuse
patterns.

GIRIS

Akdeniz kiy1 bandi ve bu kiy1 bandinin gerisindeki daglik bdlge zengin
ekolojik ozellikleriyle birlikte, cesitli uygarliklara besik etmis olan
Anadolu'nun sahip oldugu olaganiistii degerdeki arkeolojik zenginliklerden
sadece bir bolumiinii olusturmaktadir (Dreschner, 1995). Dogu Akdeniz'de
Erdemli'den Silifke'ye kadar uzanan kiyi seridinde antik kent kalintilarinin
(Helenistik, Roma ve Bizans yerlesim yerleri), yver aldigi alanlarda, kiyiyi
kontrolsiiz olarak hizli bir sekilde beton bina yiginlariyla bir ortii gibi
kapatan bir dizi kiiciik ve orta biytklikte yerlesim merkezlerinden birini
olusturan Kizkalesi (Korykos) ve kuzeyindeki alan (Fig. 1), calisma bolgesini
olusturmaktadir. Bu calismanin sonunda elde edilen 6lciimler ve olusan
kavramlar, jeololojik-jeomorfolojik-pedolojik haritalar ile biyocesitlilik
Saptama c¢alismalariyla ortaya konmusg; bu veriler Imar ve Iskan Bakanligi'nin

10@& Gor. Ali Duran OCAL, Mersin Universitesi, Arkeoloji Bol., Mersin/TORKIVE
. Prof. Dr. Erdogan GULTEKIN, Cukurova Universitesi, Peyzaj Mimarhg BoL., Adana/TURKIYE
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antik yerlerin korunmas: icin konunun uzmanlarinca hazirlanmis arkeolojik
sit alanlar: haritasi (I1:25.000) iizerine konarak degerlendirmeler yapilmistir.

Anadolu, kiiltiirel tarih acisindan cok 6nemli arkeolojik degerlerin
yanisira, ¢cogu Dogu Akdeniz, Ege ve Marmara bolgelerinde yogunlasmis,
yaklasik 9000 vaskuler/damarlh (gévdesinde su depolayabilen) ve yaklasik
3000 endemik olmak iizere toplam 12000 bitki cesidiyle dogal cevre
degerleriyle de Avrupa iilkeleri arasinda énemli bir iilke konumundadir
(Davis, 1985).

Akverdi (1976), Giltekin (1979), Sirel (1988) ve Giilkal (1992)
tarafindan Akdeniz bélgesi icin gelistirerek haziriadiklar: arkeolojik wve
alan/arazi kullanimi 6lciitlerinin belirlendigi calismalar, biyocesitlilik,
jeoloji ve pedolojik ¢alismalarla da desteklenerek biitiinsel bir yaklasim ile
(Kapur et al.1998) degerlendirilmistir. Bu sekildeki interdisipliner
yaklagimlara ilk olarak Cohen (1970) tarafindan cevresel degisim, kiiltiirel
gelisim ve besin iiretiminin iliskilendirilmesinde baslanilmistir; benzer bir
yaklagsimla Naveh ve LiYebermann (1984), Zube (1987), Barret ve Bohlen
(1991), Haines-Young et al. (1993) ve Bridgewater (1994), alan ekolojisi ve
yonetimi gelistirme; yerel-zamansal ile biyotik-abiyotik aktivasyonlarin
birbirleriyle etkileserek araziyi olusturduklar: sonucuna varmislardir. Bu
uzun erimli "Biyo-jeo-kiiltiirel siirdiiriilebilirlik" ve gelecege yonelik alan
kullaniminin planlanmasi; 6zellikle Korykos'un dogal cevresi ve kiiltiirel
yapisimin korunmasina yonelik calismalarin artarak yvayginlasmasina, ve
bdylece bir Akdeniz kusagi biyo-kiiltiirel siirdiiriilebilirligine yo6nelik olarak
-belki de Gliney Avrupaya- bir 6rnek olusturabilecektir.

MATERYAL VE METOD

Erdemli-Silifke arasinda bulunan calisma alam Korykos (Fig. 2), antik
Helenistik, Roma ve bizans déneminde yogun olarak yverlesilmis 40 km2 bir
arkeolojik sit alani; ekosistem icinde yeterli heterojenligi olan (Golley, 1994),
jeolojik yiizey degisimlerini iyi gosteren bir yver durumundadir. Zengin
yabani zeytinle (Oleaster) birlikte maki tipleri acisindan bol cesitliliginin
olmasi secilen bu bolgenin énemini artirmistir.

Hava fotograflar1 (1/15000), arkeolojik (1/25000, Akverdi-1976),
topografik (1/25000) ve jeolojik (1/25000) haritalar kullamilarak, antik
donemde ve giiniimiizdeki toprak/arazi kullanimi, teraslarin kullanims,
jeololojik (yiizey) ve 1/25000 6lcekli haritalar halinde jeomorfolojik asinim
yiuzeyleri ARCINFO, ERDAS ve ILWIS bilgisayar programlariyla ortaya
konulmustur. ’

Kayac ve topraklardan alinan 8mekler XRD ve TL (Termolumunesans) ile
mineral icerigi ve isinim deneyleri analiz edilmis, kayac ince kesitleri makro
ve mikro deniz fosillerinin paleontolojik dagiliminin saptanmasindaki
belirleyici calismalar olmustur.

Bitki ortiisiiniin yogunlugu ve dagilimini belirleyici calismalar icin,
Subat-Nisan aylarinda yapilan arazi calismalart sirasinda farkls vejetasyon
ortiisi ve topografik yapi gosteren 5 ayri istasyon secilmis, buralardaki
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homojen alanlardan minimal alana gore belirlenen ¢rnek alanlarda, Braun-
Blanquet (1964) sistemine gére yapilan érnekleme sonucunda bitki birlikleri,
floristik sistemde ayirdedici ve karakter tirlerle simiflandirilarak tablolar
haline getirilmistir. Minimal alani 4m2 olan 600m2'lik arazi parcalari
uzaktan algilamaya taban olacak gekilde tiim vil boyunca devamlilik gésteren
vejetasyonu belirtecek sekilde ¢izime ve tablolara dokilmustiir.

Jeolojik sinirlar ile jeomorfolojik asinim yiizeyleri asamalari, eski
caglarda ve giiniimiizdeki arazi/alan/toprak kullanimi ve son olarak ta
Akverdi'nin (1976) yapug: arkeolojik yerlesimlerin dagilimi haritasi
geligtirilerek calismalar tamamlanmigtir.

BULGULAR VE TARTISMA

Burada yapilan bu Biyo (biyo - ¢esitlilik / bitki értiisit) - Jeo (jeolojik /
jeomorfolojik) - kiiltiirel (arkeolojik/tarim-toprak) arastirma bir baglangic
calismasidir. Biyo-cesitlilik / bitki ortiisit ve arkeolojik / tarimsal
calismalarin jeolojik / jeomorfolojik asinimin araziyi sekillendirmesinden
sonra gerceklestigi anlasilmaktadir.

Arkeoloji

Jeolojik yapisindan dolay: "Daghk" ve "Ovalik" olmak iizere iki boliimde
incelenen Kilikya'min Daglik kesiminde yer alan Korykos ve ¢evresindeki ilk
arkeolojik arastirmalara 19. yiizyilda baslanmis olmakla beraber genis
kapsamli ilk arkeolojik envanter caligmalari 1973-76 yillarinda Prof.Dr.
Halet Cambel baskanligindaki bir ekiple biiyiik bir proje kapsaminda tiim
Akdeniz  kiyir bandini iceren (Antakya-Anamur) cevresel-arkeolojik
degerlerinin saptanarak haritalanmas: seklinde gerceklestirilmistir. Bu
calismanin da hareket noktasint o dénemde hazirlanan arkeolojik harita
olusturmustur.

Alan calismalar1 sirasinda daha onceki arastirmalarda saptanan 12
antik yerlesimde yapilan goézlemler sonucunda, bilinen yerlesim yerlerindeki
yap1 gruplar1 sayisallastirilarak gruplandirilmis ve bdylece yerlesim
yerlerinin niteligi, biiyiiklik-kiiciiklitk olciitleri icerisinde degerlendirilerek
bir yerlesim yogunlugu haritast hazirlanmis (Fig. 3) ve tarim alanlarinin
arkeolojik yeriesimlerle iliskisi irdelenmistir.

Bolgede 3000 adetten fazla olan lahit ve 100 den fazla sayida kaya
mezari ile mezar odalarindan baska, biri Korykos ve biri Kizkalesi'nde oclmak
lizere 2 kale, 6 kule, 14 kilise ve icerisinde bir ¢ok islik bulunan bir at6lye
(Tagsatacakoreni) ile degisik formlarda bir ¢cok sarap ve zeytinyagi islikleri; 3
firin,  1'i ¢ok biuyuk(Mercimekoreni) olmak tizere onlarca sayida sarnic
saptanmuistir. Onceki yillarda yapilan calismalarda bulunmus olan kiyidan
daglara dogru cikan ana antik yola baglanan cok sayida antik yol bulunmasi
daglik yerlesimlerde iiretilen iiriinleri sik yol agi ile kiyidaki ~ Korykos
limant araciligiyla ihrac edildigi savi daha da giiclenmistir.

Bolgedeki 12 antik yerlesimin 6'sinda bulunan Helenistik Donem
kuleleri, gerek tarim alanlari ve gerekse yan binalar icermeleri nedeniyle ilk
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tarimsal yapilanmalarin bir Urtini olmalidirlar. Antik Cag bolge
ekonomisinde zeytincilik ile bagcilik ve bunlara bagh olarak zeytinyag:
iretimi ile sarapciligin dnemli bir yeri oldugu gerek yerlesim yerlerinde
bulunan sarap ve zeytinyag: islikleri ve gerekse yazitlardan bilinmektedir.
Ozellikle kuru iiziimden yapilan kokulu Korykos sarabi ¢ok iinliidiir. Geliskin
bir sulama sisteminin olmamasi Korykos bolgesi antik dénem insanlarini kuru
tarimcilifa yoneltmis ve bunun sonucunda ¢ok sayida sarni¢ yapma geregi
duyulmustur. Daglik olmasi nedeniyle az olan topraklar, taslarla yapilan
teras duvarlan ile tutularak hem tarim amach kullanmilmis hem de yagmurun
neden olabilecegi erozyon kontrol altina alinmuistir.

Jeoloji, Jeomorfoloji ve Toprak

Ayrintili jeolojik ve jeomorfolojik haritalar, Korykos alamindaki
yerlesim yerleri ile tarim alanlar karsilastirilmasini sagladi. Korykos alani,
Miosen zamanli diizlemler uzerinde karbonathh cokellerin birikmesi
sonucunda olusmus Karaisali Formasyonu adi verilen bir kirectas: ile
kaplidir (Schmidt, 1961 ve Yetis, 1988,1995). Miosen Oncesinde olusan
topografyanin kuaterner boyunca c¢oOkel 'akisi oranini etkilemesiyle deniz
seviyesinin degisime ugramasi sonucu yiizey formasyonlamin bugiinkii seklini
aldigi anlasilmaktadir.

Mut-Silifke vadisi ve Adana boélgesi Karaisali Formasyonunun kirectas:
Miosen'den beri siiregelen hareketlerinin, Pleistosendeki tektonik asimma
yizeyleri ile etkilesimleri sonucunda yiizeydeki jeclojik olusumlar 4 farklhi
yapi gostermektedir (Fig. 4). Bunlar en alttan iste dogru; a) Gozenekli ve
Algli Biyomikritler, b) Gozeneksiz ve Algli Biomikrosparite, ¢) Lamelli
brachiatayen Ortalit Biyomikritler, ile d) Globigerina Kapli Algler ve
Gozeneksiz Biyomikritler'dir. Gozenekli ve Algli Biyomikritler (a) ile Lamelli
brachiatayen Ortiilii Biyomikritler (c); daha cok ayrisabilir kayaclarin
gbzeneklerinin biiyfiyerek kirilmalar sonucunda en derin/kalin toprak profili
(vakl.60 cm) olan giiclit prizmatik yapili Bw horizonunu gelistirdigi
gbzlenmistir. Ayrica A ve Bw horizonlarindan alinan t6rneklerin kil boyutiu
parcaciklar: ile kil minerallerinin TL (Termolumunesans) diciimlerinden elde
edilen verilerden yola cikilarak kirectasinin (b) ve (d) den olustugu
saptanmistir. Alg orijinli Biyomikritler ve mikrosparitler ve/yva Lamelli
brachiatayen Ortiilii karbonatlardan denizel ve/ya karasal cevrenin degisimi,
denizin derinligi, deniz sularinin 181, pH ve tuz icerigi ile iklim degisimleri;
cokellerden arazinin nasil sekillendirildigi/betimlendigi, erozyonun niteligi,
tasmabilir materyallerin boyutu ve tipi/bicimi bilgileri edinilebilmistir.

Korykos alanminin kuaternerde olusmus 4 farkli yapr gosteren asinim
yuzeyleri (Erol, 1993) saptanmistir (Fig. 5):

a) Pleistosen dncesi veya Pliosen'de olugsmus yiizey (210-320 m)

b} Geg Pleistosen'de olusmus yiizey (90-170 m)

¢) Erken Pleistosen’de olusmus denizel yiizey (5-70

d) Holosen'de olusmus gec taban (0-5)
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Tarim amacli kullanmilan topragin korunmasi ve su birikiminin
saglanmasi icin yapilmis olan teras duvarlarinin Frken Pleistosen’de olusmus
teraslar tizerinde yogunlastug gozlenmektedir. Teras duvarlarnin arasinda
kullamlan Alfisol (USDA, 1996) Toprag: (Kirmizi Akdeniz Toprag: 2.5 YR 3/4
renk, yaklasik 60 cm) Pleistosen'deki iklimsel dalgalanmalar (Pluvial ve
interpluvial) sonucunda olustugu anlasilmustir.

Tarim alanlari haritasinin arkeolojik yerlesimler f{zerine
oturtuldugunda, bu alanlarin orta yogunluktaki bolgelerin {izerinde
yogunlastugi gorilmektedir. Antik dénemlerde yogun farim ve kitltir alam
olarak kullanilmis topraklarin ozellikle kiytya yakin (Mercimekdreni,
Tasatacakdreni) bolimii bugiin de yogun olarak kullanilmakta iken seyrek
yogunlukta kullamlmis alamin bilyiik bir cogunlugunu ise maki ile kaplanmis
veya kayalik oldugu goriilmektedir. Burada yer alan 12 antik yerlesimden en
biiyitk olani Korykos antik kenti ise Gec Holosen'de olusmus aluvyal taban
iizerine kurulmustur.

Dogal Bitki Ortiistt ve Biyolojik Cesitlilik

Mersin kiy1 seridi ile Toros Daglari arasindaki bolge uniform olarak
giiclit bir bitkisel cesitlilik gostemektedir. Yiizeyin %60 "1 orten bu biyo-
cesitliligin en azindan M.O. 6.000-4,000 arasmda (van Zeist et al, 1979; van
Zeist ve Botteman, 1988; Akman ve Ketenoglu, 1986; Erol, 1993; Kayan, 1993)
veya Neolitik ve Mezolitik dénemle birlikte M.O. 8.000 lerde (Kapur et al,
1998) Akdeniz ikliminin de belli bir stabilizasyona ulasmasiyla birlikte
olustugu soylenebilir (Machteld, 1986).

Calisma alaninda saptanan tiirler agac, ¢alt ve ot kau olarak daimi
vejetasyonu olusturur (Fig. 6). Arastirilan istasyonlarin tamami toplu olarak
diisiiniildiigiinde Phillerea-Daphne ile Urgenia birliginin en yogun ve yaygin
calt birligini olusturdugundan sozedilebilir, Kiyiya yakin béliimde tahrip
edilerek firagana vejetasyonuna dontstiirilen, tamimlanabilen maki
birliklerinde Myrtus communis, Phillerea latifolia ve Laurus nobilis gibi
tipik maki elemanlar: vejetasyonun fizyonomik goériinimine
egemendir.Alanda bulunmasi beklenen Crataegus monogyna, Cotinus coggyria,
Quercus infectoria, Cornus sanguinea, Myrtus communis, Fontanesia
phillyroides, Pinus brutia'ya raslanamamistr. (Uslu, 1972). Laurus nobilis,
Arbums andrachne, Styrax officinalis ve Olea europea oldukca azdir,
olasilikla zaman icinde kesilmislerdir. Daimi ortligii olusturan bitki tirleri
arasinda Davis (1985) yaptigi arastirmalarda 170 endemik bitki tiiriinden soz
etmesine karsin giiniimiizde sadece 3 endemik bitki tirt gdzlenmistir.
Bunlar; Kiiciikkule, Gémeckule ve Mercimekoreni'nde kulelerin yakininda
j?{e]tigem Phlomis monocephala (Labiatae), Kiiciikkule cevresinde kayalar
bzerinde, kaya catlaklarinda ve kule duvarlarinda yetisen Scrophularia
if’]—r“f@m)da (Scro.pulariceae) ve Mercimekoreni'nde sarkofaglar iizerinde
yetisen Alkanna aucherana (Boraginaceae) dir.
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SONUC VE ONERILER

Korykos bolgesinin biyo-Jeo-kiltiirel sirdiiriilebilirliginin
degerlendirilmesi icin hazirlanan tematik haritalarda; yerlesim vyerleri ile
jeomorfoloji (arazinin rolyefi), jeololoji (yerlesime uygun tashk alan ve
kayaclar) ve karstik arazide su derimi diisiik duvarh teraslar yardimiyla
tarim icin kazanmilan toprak arasinda cok yakin iliski oldugu saptanmuistir. Sig
kairmizi Akdeniz Topragimin korunmasi ve su kazanimu icin cokgen biciminde
kesilmis taslardan yapilan bu duvarlarin esyiikseltileri izledigi goriilmiistiir.
Duvar ve kulelerin yapiminda kullanilan taslarin birlesim yerlerindeki
topraklar ile lahitlerin yiizeyinde yer alan topraklarin endemik bitkiler icin
bir siginak gdrevi gormesi; Akdeniz Kusagi Eko- Sistemi'nin Paris, Bem ve
Barcelona Antlasmalarinda da belirtilen (Ekim, 1993) olciitler icerisinde
korunmasinda ve ilerideki bitki c¢ogaltmalarinda bir ortam olusturdugu
saptanmistir.

Politikacilar bu essiz ¢evrenin korunmasi i¢in konunun uzmanlarinca
olusturulan uzun erimli stratejileri kabul ederek giiniimiiz alan/toprak
kullaniminda halkin bilgilendiritmesinde aktif rol iislenmelidirler. Bu
stratejiler Turner ve ark.(1996) ile Standford ve Poole (1993) tarafindan
belitrildigi gibi peyzaj dinamigini etkileyen eko sistemin
siirdiiriilebilirligini ile insanlarin iyi yasami icin gereklidirler. Bu
c¢alismada ayrica son vyillarda gelisen tarumsal etkinlikler de incelenerek
bolgede Selquklulardan (Orhan, 1982) giiniimiize yerel ¢iftcilerin son yillarda
seralarla birlikte baglica gelir kaynag: olan Triticum aestivum'un (Inal and
Saglamtimur, 1997; Kapur et al, 1998) atalari olan ve insanlarin bdlgede
yverlesmelerine yol acan yerel ve geleneksel tahil tiretiminin stirdiiriilmesi
gerekliligi ortaya konulmustur. Cukurova Universitesi Ziraat Fakiiltesi
Zootekni Bolimiinde de, acikkahverengi tityli alman keci ile verli kilkecisinin
melezlenmesi denemelerinde elde edilen keci tiiriiniin et ve siit verimi,
geleneksel keci yetistiriciliginden cok daha ivi oldugu (Giiney et al (1989,
1992); bu yeni keci tirtinfin benimsetilerek hayvan yetistiriciliginin yoére
halkinca tercih edilen bir gelir kaynag: olmasi saglanabilir.

Anadolu'daki ilk yerlesimlerie (Neolitik, Erken Yunan, Roma ve Bizans
ve Osmanlt) baslayan insan-cevre iliskisi bugiinkii yanlis alan kullammindan
en cok etkilenen dogal cevre ile yapay fiziksel cevrenin bir 6gesi olan tarihsel
cevre, bir yok olma slirecine girmistir. 21. yiizyil da giderek artan niifus
baskisi ve bunun neden oldufu c¢6llesme/erozyon gibi dogal cevre
bozunumlari, arazilerin gelecek kusaklara bozulmadan aktarilmas: kavrami
cercevesinde ne kadar degerli olduklarint ortaya koymaktadir. Bir cevrenin
biyo-Jeo-kiilttirel stirdiiriilebilirligi ekolojik ve ekonomik kavramlarin
birbiriyle dengelendifi zaman daha iyi olacag akildan cikarilmamalidir
(Wascher, 1996).
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M.O. TL-II. BINDE KILIKIA’DA TICARET
*Remzi YAGC}; -

Klasik kaynaklarda cografi 6zellikleri nedeniyle batisi daghk (Cilicia
Tracheia/ Aspera); dogusu ovalik (Cilicia Pedias/Campestrisy olarak anilan;
doguda Amanos daglar1 , batida Alanya (Korakesion) kuzeyde Toros Daglari,
giineyde Akdeniz ile sinirlanan Kilikia’da ticaretin baslangici; obsidyen
ticareti ile Akeramik Neolitik Doéneme degin gitmektedir .Orta Anadolu’da,
Acigol, Ciftlik merkezli bu ticaretin yayilimi Kilikia’y1 da icine alarak, en
giineyde Misir - Beidha'ya degin uzanmaktadir.l Kalkolitik donemde Suriye ve
Kuzey Mezopotamya ile yogun iliskilerden sonra Eski Tung Cagrndaki
teknolojik gelisim sonucunda ilgi,maden kaynaklarina yonelmistir.Tarsus’un
kuzeyinde, Kilikia Toroslari ( Orn. Bolkar Daglar:); gumiis, kursun, altin,
bakir, demir ve arsenik cevherleri ile varsil maden kaynaklarimna sahiptir.
Troya , Karatas, Tello, Assur, Kiiltepe, Acemhéyiik‘den ele gecen giimiis, bakir
buluntulardan alinan 6rnekler iizerinde yapilan incelemeler sonucunda; Toros
kaynakli maden cevherlerinin M.O. III. ve I1I. binde kullanildig:
belirlenm@tinz Bu varsil maden kaynaklarina yakinhii, Kilikia’nin maden
ticaretinde 6énemini artirmistir. Ayrica bu madenlerin kullanimi, Anadolu‘ya,
karsilikly etkilegim ve yarisma SOnucu teknolojik gelisim saglamis ve ticari

canlihk getirmistir. 3

Kilikia, Eski Tunc II déneminde ovalik kesiminde saptanmis yirmialt
yerlesimle varsil bir kent yasami siirmektedir. Ovalik Kilikia ve Goksu
(Kalykadnos) vadisinde saysiz Eski Tung seramik ornekleri bulunmustur 4
Bu dénemde , Tarsus'ta iiretilen bir comlek ornegi (M.0O. yak.2650), Misir
Giza‘da Keops donemine tarihlenen bir yapida bulunmmmr,s Tarsus
buluntularina gore Kilikia; Amanos daglarimin &tesinde, Erhanedan I
donemini yasayan Mezopotamya, Suriye ve deniz Gtesinde Kibris ile ticari
iliskiler kurmustur. Ornegin, Mezopotamya ve Suriye ile olan ticari iligkileri
gosteren en tipik arkeolojik buluntular, “metallische Ware” dir.6 Ayrica
Toroslari 6tesinde Giilek bogazi yoluyla maden kaynaklari rotasi (Bolkardag
ve Darbogaz) tizerinden Acemhoyiik ve Konya baglantili; Amanoslarin otesinde

] :Yranog.Dr. Remzi YAGCI, Mersin Universitesi Fen-Edebiyat Fak. Arkeoloji BOL Mersin-TURKIYE

_Mellink 1989:328; Renfrew 1996: 356 ; Sevin 1997: 30

- Bing 1968: 6 , 11 va. Mellink 1989: 328; Yener ve dig : 565

Mellink 1989: 322

S’ French 1965: 186; Bing :10

. goldman 1956: 60 vd. Bing 1968: 10

mMenmk 1989: 323,328 Anadolu ve Mezopotamya’daki,Yukar: Firat,Habur ve Balikh bolgelerine
%C yilmis me talik kaplar’ i cesitli ornekleri; Kiiltepe, Tarsus, Tel Brak, Tel Tainat ve T ell Huera'da
bulunmustur. Ozgiic 1986: 37
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Zincirli,Gedikli baglantill ve Amanoslarm giineyinde Amik baglantili seramik
ithal etmistir. Tarsus, Kilikia’nin karayolu ticaretinin vanisira deniz
ticaretinin de yapildigi onemli bir limandir. Bovlece ilk kez Eski Tunc II
déneminde Kilikia aracilifiyvla Anadolu, Dogu Akdeniz ve Kibris ile deniz
yoluyla ticarete ba@lamlsmrj Kilikia‘min M.0. 2300’lerde kuzeybat:
Anadolulular tarafindan ele gegirilmesi O'nun ticari bir merkez olarak

Onemini kamﬂamaktadlrag Kilikia bu doénemde gelisimini stirdirmiis;
etkileri, Toroslarin dtesinde Ic Anadolu'nun giiney ve giineybat: bdlgelerine
degin yayilmistir. Beycesultan XIPde ele gecen seramik &rnekleri, bu

etkilere ve Kilikia’min dissatimina iliskin énemli ipuclar vermektedir.?

Eski Tunc¢ II doneminde, cark yapimi canaklar, cift kuiplu; depas
amphikyplonlar, kadehler, tankardlar, Orta, Bati ve Gliney Anadolu ve Kuzey
Suriye’ye yayilarak, Bati Anadolu (olasihikla Troia) kokenli ticari mallar
biciminde karsimiza cikmaktadirlar. Cift kulplu kap tirleri, Troia II ve III ile
olarak baglantili olarak Tarsus Eski Tunc Il tabakalarinda ele gegmistirglo
Bu kap bicimleri, ticarete bagh olarak Kilikia’da yeni bir yeme icme
killthrinin basladiginmi gdstermektedir. Ayrica “Copper Age Ware” olarak
anilan, biraz daha ilkel, kirmizi astarli ve perdahli Orta Anadolu kékenli
Bski Tung II tipi kaplar, Tarsus'ta Eski Tunc Il doneminden itibaren yeniden
kullanmilmaya baglanmistir. Kuzey Suriye’den de “Suriye siseleri”’nin disalumi
yapﬂmaktadlfvﬂ Bu iligkiler, cesitli bicimlerde yorumlanmaktadir A2

II.Troya, Kilikia‘da Eski Tunc III déneminin (M.O. 2400-2000) atas:
sayilmaktadir. Kilikia’da Troya etkileri, en son IV.Trova kap bicimleriyle
saptaﬂmlgtlraﬁ Eski Tun¢ Dénemi’nin sonunda, M.O. 2300’lerde Balkan
varimadasindan Bati Anadoluw’va giren Hint Avrupa kokenli kavimler
{Luwiler?), Giineybau Anadolu’dan Cukurova’ya degin yayilmislardir.14 Bu
yayumac: hareket, Bati, Gilney Anadolu ve Konya ovasinda biiyiik yikima
neden olmustur. Ancak Kilikia'ya gelinceye dek bu hareket giiciinii vitirmise
benzemekte ve M.O.IL bine; Kuzey Suriye’de Hurrilerle birlikte ortaya cikan
renkli seramigin Kilikia’yva da girmesine kadar bu bélgede 6nemli bir kiiltiirel

"Mellink 1989: 324

Sen iyi Troya Il d-g ile temsil edilmektedir. Mcqueen 1986: 28

2 Mcqueen 1986: 28 :

10 Goldman 1956: 61 vd.; Mcqueen 1986: 27 vd.; Ozgilic 1986: 37 vd.

11 Ozgiic 1986: 35 Alabasiron tipindeki Surive sigelers, Tarsus Eski Tunc II katnda ele gecmistir. Bu
tipteki 6rmelder, Ararna, Germayir, Tilmen Hoyik ve Tell Huera’dan kaz: buluntusu olarak bilinmektedir.
Ayrica Gazianiep Mizesi'nde de yaymlanmaris bir grup olarak bulunmakiadirlar. Tarsus kokerdi Suriye
sigeleri, ticari mal olarak Kiltepe'de bulunmustur. Ozgiic 1986: 36 vd.; Mellink 1989: 322 , 326; Sevin
1997: 93. Bittiin bu érnekler, Kuzey Surlye ile Kilikia arasidaki yogun ticari iliskilerin varligim ortaya
koymaktacar.

12Gorstang 1953: 192 vd. Mellink 1989: 326

Barmuz capraz bandh kaplar, ancak; Goldman, bu kaplar: Til Barsib’te bulunmus Suriye tipi ayakl
kaplaria da bicimsel olarak eslendirmekiedir. Goldman 1956: 61

148ing 1968: 10
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bir degisimin olmadigi aniagﬂmaktadlrglg Bununla birlikte, Anadoluwnun
Kuzey Suriye ve Filistin’e en yakin bolgesi olan Kilikia’nin Eski Tung
doneminin sonlari ve Orta Tun¢ déneminin baglarinda (Gecis Donemi); Ege,
Kibris ve Suriye’nin de bulundugu etkin bir ticaret aginin icinde
bulunduguna iliskin arkeolojik buluntular vardir. Ornegin, Ovalik Kilikia'nin
bati ucundaki Soloi’de bulunan bir definedeki silahlarin benzerleri; Byblos,
Kibris, Girit, Troya ve Grek yarimadasinda ele ge(;mi§tir,16 Yine ayni grupta
bulunan madenden yapilmis bir damga mithiiriinl/ iizerindeki hiyeroglif
yazit; A.Goetze tarafindan en eski hiyeroglif yazi érneklerinden biri olarak
nitelendirilmektedir. Buna gore, Hitit hiyeroglif yazisinin énce Luwilerce

bulundugu, oradan da biitiin Anadolu’ya yayildig1 sonucuna variimaktadir 18
Oyleyse, Soloi definesindeki silah, alet ve miihiirler aym kigiye aitse; bu,
Dogu Akdeniz’de ticaret yapan bir Luwili tiiccar (7) olmalidir.

Yukaridaki érneklerde gorilldiigii gibi, Eski Tunc¢ Cagi'nda arkeolojik
verilere gé6re, ticari iliskileri, c¢ogunlukla seramik buluntular
belirlemektedir. Ancak degerli madenlerin de ticari aligveriste serbestce
kullanildigi Troya ve Tarsus’tan iyi bilinmektedir.Kalaya kolayca
ulasilabilmekte. madenden yapilmis kaplar ve silahlar ve siis esyalari hem
kara ve hem de deniz yoluyla Eski Tung¢ III merkezleri arasinda gidip
gelmektedir. Kilikia’nin, Eski Tunc Ca@i’nda Anadolu platosuyla Suriye
arasinda bir koprii gorevi gordigs, Tarsus’ta bulunan Ege, fc Anadolu ve
Suriye seramifi belgelemekte ve Kilikia'nin kara ve deniz yoluyla ticaret
yaptiga anﬁa@ﬂmaktadlr,w Kilikia , bu donemde seramigin yanisira olasilikla
tekstil, keten pazarlamacisidir.Tarsus,fayans ve fritten yapilmis nesnelerin
disalimini  yapmakta, tiiccarlart wuluslararasi tipte agirliklar
kullanmaktadirlar.20 Assur Ticaret Kolonileri Cagindan ¢ok once ticaret
yapan bu tiiccarlar, olasilikla Luwilerdi.21

) Eski Tun¢ Cagr’nda Kilikia’min ticari konumu, iligkileri ve
kaynaklarindan séz ettikten sonra; M.O. II. Binde Kilikia'da Ticaret’e
deginebiliriz . M.0. ILbinin Assur Ticaret Kolonileri Dénemi (OrtaTung Cagi)
oaslarinda Anadolu Mezopotamya arasinda yogun bir ticaret icin gerekli
}:nekanizmalar kurulmus durumdadir. Ticarette maden aligverisi agirlikhidir.
Kara yoluyla ,esek kervanlariyla yapilan bu ticaretin Anadolu’daki merkezi

Kiltepe Kanis karum’u; Mezopotamya'daki merkezi de Assur'dur. Karum’da

1
'3 Mequeen 1986: 28
LR S °
- bittel 1949: 183-205; Bing 1968: 15; Bilgi 1997: 11,lev.31
. Bllgi 1997: Lev.40 saj
L8y o !
.\Ggggim’ Taysus’;dzm kral Telepinu dénemine (M.O. 1525-1500) ait Isputahsu mithir baskisi. Akurgal
jj@ 21 MLO.ILbine tarihlenen bu tip bir diger mithiir de Beycesultan‘da bulunmustur, Mcqueen 1986:
19 4.
., Bing 1968: 10, 13
7 “Mellink 1989:328
© Bing 1968: 16; Mcqueen 1986; 24
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bulunan is mektuplar: ve anlasmalara gore; tiiccarlar, Assur’dan Kanis’e kalay
ve kumagin yaninda, ziynet esyalari (kiipe, bilezik, madeni kemer), hurma,
incir vb. getiriyorlar; karsiliginda altin giimiis bunun yaninda ise yerli bakir
yiin, gibi mallar gbtﬁruyorlardz.zz Bu madenlerden giimiis bakirla birlikte
degisimde en yaygin kullamilanidir.Bakir, giimiis gibi hem ticaretie para

verine, hem de kalay yapmak icin temel maden olarak islev gt}rmektedir,23
Gumiis, Kilikia Toroslari'ndaki Bolkar Daglari’nda bol miktarda
bulunmaktadir. Mezopotamya kaynaklarinda; Bolkar Daglari’min, Akkad kral
Sargon (M.0.2334-2279) ve Yeni Assur krali III. Salmanasar yazitlarinda
(M.0.726-722) ad1 gecen “Giimiis Dag1” oldugu Varsay1lmaktad1r.24 Bu varsil
dogal kaynaklar, tarih boyunca Onasya monarsilerinin ilgisini Kilikia’nin
kuzeyindeki Toroslara cekmistir.

Assur ile Anadolu arasindaki ticaretin ana rotalarindan birisi de

Kilikia Kapilari’dir (Giilek Bogazi).25 Bu rotanin Koloni Dénemi’nde ne denli
etkin oldugu Ovalik Kilikia’da M.O.XIX.yy. iliskin buluntu veren otuz dort
yerlesim yerinin saptanmis olmasiyla aciklanabilir. Bu yerlesimlerden Misis

ve Sirkeli ana rota iizerinde stratejik noktalarda bulunmaktadiriar.2©

Bu donemde Kilikia’da Suriye tipi bovali kaplarin (ilk kez Tarsus
IV.tabakada) yayginlastigi ve yine Suriye tipi acik zemin iizerine koyu renkli
seramigin (M.0.1900’ler) ortaya ciktigi izlenmektedir .Bu tip seramikler
Tarsus’ta ‘gecis doénemi’ seramifi olarak taninmaktadirlar.2? Mersin
Yumuktepe’de ise M.O.ILbinin baglarinda Anadolu baglantisi (copper age
wares) kesilmis; yerini Suriye Orta Tunc¢ seramik drnekleri almistir. 28gy
mallar, Kilikia’'min gecis déneminde Kuzey Suriye ile olan yogun ticari
iliskilerini yansitmaktadirlar.

Ticaret Kolonileri'nin Kiiltepe’de M.0.1840’ta yangin geciren
ILkatindan sonra yeniden kurulan Ib kat1 , 1740’larda yikima ugratilmistir,
Olasidir ki, bu zamana dek baris icinde yasayan Hattili yerli kavimler ile
M.O. IlLbinin sonlarinda gé¢ sonucu, Anadolu’ya giren Hititler, toplumsal
anlagsmazlifa diismiisler ve cok sayida kent, karumlar: ile birlikte (kesin
olmasa da) Hititler tarafindan ortadan kaldirilmis ya da yerli beylerin ic

hesaplasmg}an sonucu y1kﬂm1§t1r29 Daha sonra Orta Anadolu’da ilk siyasi
birlik M.0.1750’lerde Hititlerce kurulmustur. Bu siyasi birligin

22 Colion 1995: 90 vd. ; Dercksen 1996: 2; Donbaz 1997: 63 vd.
23 Dercksen 1996: 151,181

24 Bing 1968: 11 vd.; Dercksen 1996: 149

25 Ponbaz 1997: 62

26 Bing 1968: 18

27 Goldman 1956: 62

28 Garstang 1953:197

29 Colion 1995: 104 ; Sevin 1997: 103
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kurulmasindan sonra Anadolu ile Suriye ve Mezopotamya arasindaki organize
ticari iliskilerin artik sona erdigi arkeolojik tabakalardan anlasilmaktadir.
Hititler, gereksinimleri olan hammadelerin ve mallarin saglanmasi icin
yeniden glineye dogru yonelmiglerdir. 30 Ancak Kuzey Mezopotamya ‘daki
ticaret yollar1 Hurrilerce kesilmistir. Bu yollar1 Hitit Devleti yararina acmak
icin ilk girisimde bulunan kral, [.Hattusili’dir. Hattusili, ilk olarak, baskent
ile Gillek Bogazi arasindaki kentleri egemenligi altina almus, Kilikia’ya
girerek Akdeniz’e ulasmis ve Alalah’t (VII) ele gecirmistir (M.0.1650-1600).
Bunun baslica nedeni ticaret rotasi iizerinde stratejik merkez olan Halep’e
egemen olmaktir.31 Hattusili’'nin bu cabasi, Assur baglantisinin kesilmesi
nedeniyle, temel kalay kaynaginin ortadan kalkmas1 olarak

yvorumlanmaktadir. 32

Hattusili’den sonra Suriye seferlerini, Suriye ve Babil’i ele geciren
torunu Mursili sirdiirmiistiir. Tarsus’ta ele gecen, Ge¢ Tun¢ I dénemine
tarihlenen bu donemde Suriye’de de bilinen (Alalah V)digsalim bir Misir, Tell-
el-Ajjul kap parcast ve Hitit krali Telipinu (M.0.1525-1500) ile cagdas
Kizzuwatna krali Isputahsu ’yva ait mihtr baskisi, Kilikia’'nin ticari
baglantilar: ile ilgili ipuclar vermektedir. Ayrica, bu buluntular, kronoloji
konusunda da énemli veriler niteligi tasimaktadirlar. Isputahsu'ya ait bir
grup bulla da Hititlerin baskenti Bogazkéy’'de aciga cikarilmistir. Bu
bullalarin kralin, O’nu temsilen alis-veris amaciyla vekalet verdigi bazi
mithiir evleri tarafindan mallari, vergileri giivence altina almak amaciyla

kullanildiklar1 bilinmektedir.33 Bullalar, Kizzuwatna ve Hitit saraylar:
arasindaki saraya bagli bir ticari iliskinin varligimi belgelemektedirler.

Hitit devleti, bir asagi iilke konumundaki Kizzuwatna'y: siirekli denetim
altinda bulundurmak istemis ve M.0.1200'den kisa bir siire sonrasindaki
yikiisina degin bunu basarmislardir. Bunun sebebi, Kizilirmak yay: icindeki
anavatamin askeri giivenliginin saglanmasi ve ticaret yollarinin denetim
alunda  tutulmasidir. Cinkii M.O.lLbinde Ovalik Kilikia'y1 icine alan
Kizzuwatna; Anadolu ile Suriye arasinda bir gecis bolgesidir ve bu nedenle
Bitit; Misir ve Hurri-Mitanni devletlerinin ortak ilgi alamidir. Uluslararasi
ticaret yapan limanlar: dolayisiyla (6rn.Ugarit) siirekli egemenlik kurmak

istedikleri Suriye'ye en yakin bélgedir34,

30
Mcqueen 1986: 29 ;Collon 1995: 104
’ Beal 1986: 425

M‘OMCQIJe_eQ 1?86: 36; Toros daglarinda Kestel kalay yatagi ve Goltepe'de kalay madeni tiretiminin varlig,
: ‘0. llLbinin ilk yarisindan baslayarak kullamuldig: bilinse de M.O.ILbinde neden yeterli bulunmadii
yOruma acikiwr, Mcqueen 1986: 9; Dercksen 1996:28

5 ey )
Bu mith{ir evi Tarsus’ta olabilir. Isputahsunun mithir baskisimin Tarsus’ta bulunmasi, Tarsus’un ya

i\lzzuwama’nm bir kenti ya da baskenti oldugunu gindeme getirmektedir. Goetze 1940: 73 vd.

;aiwt_%u'ﬂun_mﬁhﬂx baskis: Goetze tarafindan ,Pompeiopolis damga miihiirii ile birlikie en eski hiyeroglif
1 (_Jmeklermden birisi olarak yorumlanmaktadir. Akurgal 1995: 21

fslé?uwama, Ovalik Kilikia'da, Hurrili ya da Hint-Ari kokenli bir hanedan tarafindan kurulmusg, Eski

+t doneminde Hitit egemenligindeyken daha sonra federal yapida Hitit ya da Hurri egemenligine girmis

Hit




22 Remzi YAGCI

Bogazkdy yazitlarindan (K Bo I 14)'e gore; Kizzuwatna, Hititlerce 'Demir
Ulkesi’ olarak anilmaktadir. Bir maden iiretim merkezidir; bu merkezde demir
silahlar dretilmekte ve bu silahlar; Kizzuwatna kentindeki kralin miihiir
evinde saklanmaktadir33. Bu yazita gore, Hitit Imparatorluk Doéneminde, Hitit
saraymin Kizzuwatna’da demir gibi 6nemli bir madenin tekelini elinde
bulundurdugu anlasilmaktadir. Kralin silahlarinin saklandigi mihiir evi;
Hititler icin, Kilikia’'nin, hem askeri (stratejik) hem de ekonomik yoénden
Onemini vurgulamakiadir.

Arkeolojik verilere gore; Hititler doneminde, Kilikia ’da ticarete
iliskin, ticari mal olarak degisimi yapilabilecek ya da saraylar arasinda
armagan alisverisi (gift changing) olarak verilebilecek nitelikte esgyalari,
dolayisiyla ticari mallar: saptamak zordur. Bunun nedeni 6ncelikle ticari
mallarin, armaganlarin kolay yok olabilir odzellikte, dayaniksiz olmasiyla
aciklanabilir. Ornegin yazitlara gore; Hititleri ilgilendigi mallar arasinda
mobilya, tahil, at, micevherat, altin, gimis, demir, bakir vb.
bulunmaktadir3©, Ayrica, Ge¢ Tung Cagi'nda; Kas, Ulu Burun batgmndan ele
gecen ticari mal envanteri de (M.O.XIV.yy.sonu) 37 bu dénem Akdeniz ticareti
ile ilgili fikir vermektedir. Kilikia'da bu ddéneme iliskin sayilabilecek ticari
ticari mallar arasinda; disalim olarak, Tarsus {(Gozlikule), Mersin
(Yumuktepe)'de ele gecen; “Cypriot White Slip IT” kaplarﬁ& Bat1 Anadolu’dan
bitin Dogu Akdeniz’e kurulan yogun bir ticaret agimin sonucunda her yere

vayilmis olan; 39 Kilikia’da da Mersin (Yumuktepe), Tarsus (Gozlitkule) (LH
1IB1, IIC)40, Kazanl(LH IIIC), Domuztepe, Kilisetepe (LH IIIA2, HIB1, HIC),

Soyali gibi merkezlerde aciga c¢ikan, Myken kaplan bulunmaktadir.4 1
Hanfmann, Myken kaplarinin Kilikia’yva, M.O.XIV.-XIII. viizyillarda, Kibris'ta
verlesen Mykenli tiiccarlarin Kilikia ile olan smurli ticareti sonucunda

veni bir giicttir. Baskenti Kummanni'dir. Yeri Anadolu-Suriye arasinda Halpa (Halep)'in hemen
kuzeyindedir. Bugiinkii Adaniya, Tarsus (Tarsa), Saliya énemli kentleri arasindadir. Goetze 1940: 4 vd.;
Mcgueen 1986: 44 vd.

35 Goetze 1940: 27 vd. KBo I 14 ILHattusili dénemine tarihlenmektedir.

36 Biz not 35; Cline 1994: 71

37 Cline 1994: 100 vd. Renfrew 1996: 359; alun, giimiig, bakir, bronz, kursun, fayans ve camdan
Uretilmis ya da yan-iiretilmis nesneler, miihiirler, seramik, fildisi, agactan nesneler ve diger organik mallar
2 B

38 Cline 1994: 70; bu tiir kaplar, ayrica Kabarsa ve Kirikkale’de de ele gecmistir.

3 %Ban Anadolv’da; Troya, Klozemanali, Milet, Milasa, Tassos, Bayrakli, Selcuk {mezarlardan), Diver,
Candarls, Larissa, Miisgebi {(mezarlardan), Beycesultan, Sardis, Panaztepe (mezarlardan) (LH I-1I; LH IIIA;
LH UIAB; LH HIB; LH IIBC; LH III stillerinde); I¢ Anadolu’da Masat (LH IIIB), Fraktin (LH IIIC), Dogu
Akdeniz’de, Kibiis, Karganus, Alalah, Bbla Ugarit, Latagiye, Byblos, Tyre, Hazor, Megiddo, Jarusalem,
Ammen, Askalon, Gaza, Hebron vb. Unal 1991 : 24 -26; Cline 1994: 73

40 Hititlerle Mykenliler birbirlerini tammakta ve birbirlerinin Grivnlerini kullanmakiaydilar. Bu, Kilikia
Kuzey Suriye ve Bat Anadolu’daki arkeolojik verilerden anlasilmaktacdir. Cline 1994: 70 ; Bu iki giic
Ugarit’in yanisira olasilikla Tarsus’ta da karsilasmis ve Tarsus’taki Hitit tapmag:, LH IIIC kaplan
kullananlarca yilalmistir. Sandars 1985: 155

41 Hanfmann 1948: 138 vd.; Ozgiic 1982: 31; Sandars 1983:158; Mcqueen 1986: 107 vd.; Cline
1994: 68; Postgate 1998: 216 , 225
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geldiklerini one siirmektedir.42 T.0Ozgiic de; Masathoyiik (Tapigga)’de bulunan
Myken [IC tipi ti¢ tiim kabin, kuzey-bati Suriye/Kilikia aracilifiyla ithal
edildigini, belirtmekte ; Hitit tilkesini Dogu Toroslar iizerinde Cukurova'ya
baglayan dogal dag gecidi lizerindeki Fraktin ’ de de son yapi katinin enkazi
icinde bulunan Myken IHIC 'ye iliskit ‘stirrup jug’ ve bir kilicin da?3 Hitit
denetimindeki kuzeybat: Suriyeli ya da Cukurovali tiiccarlar aracilifiyla
setirildigini savlamaktadir.44 Bitiin bu ornekler, Kilikia’'mmn Hitit
imparatorluk Doénemi’'nde Hitit devleti denetiminde sinirlt olsa da Dogu
Akdeniz ticaretine ilgisiz kalmadigimin gdstermektedir,45. Myken ticaretinin
rotast, saat ibresi yéniinde Misir, Suriye-Filistin, Kibris'tan, Bati Ege ’vye;
Anadolu’'nun giiney kiyilar: aracilifiyla (Rodos Kiklad) kita Yunanistan’a; ya
da tersi ydnde; Rodos’tan baslayarak Telmessus’a (Fethiye), oradan dogrudan
Kibris’a gittikleri ve Kibris’tan da Suriye-Filistin’in varsil limanlarina
ugradiklar: 6ne siiriilmektedir. 46 Ugarit ticcarlart da, ticaret gemileriyle
Myken kaplarin: Kaphtor’dan kendi limanlarina oradan da biitiin Suriye’ye47
olasilikla Kilikia’va da dagitmislardir. Kilikia’min Hitit denetiminde olmas:
Myken kolonilerinin Kilikia’ya yerlesimini ve ticaret serbestisini
engellemistir.

Gec¢ Tung Cagrnda Kilikia ticaretinde adindan stz edilen &nemli bir
liman (karum) vardir: Ura. Ura, Kilikia’'nin bir liman kentidir.48Yeri icin;
Kalykadnos wvadisi, Silifke,Olba teritoryumu, Kelenderis gibi merkezler
onerilen Ura’min, %49 Hititlerin Akdenizdeki uluslararasi ticaretinde onemli
bir rolii vardir. Kilikia’da bugiin icin yeri kesinlesmemis olsa da, Ura’nin
M.OXILyiazyilin sonunda Hatti {ilkesinin (sézde) vasali oldugu bilinen
Ugarit>0 gibi uluslararasi bir ticaret limaniyla iliskide oldugu, Ugarit
arsivlerindeki Akkadca yazitlardan bilinmektedir.Ugarit; Misir, Assur,
Alasiya (Kibris), Kilikia-Ura, Beyrut, Ashdod ve Myken’den cok sayida
f:'ii{:cazm gelerek iz yaptigi bir limandir.2 L Hitit krali III.Hattusili ile Ugarit
krah Nigmepa arasindaki yazismaya gore: Hattusili’'min tiiccarlari,O'nun
adina Ugaritle is baglanusi icindedirler.Bu tiiccarlarin (tamkaru Ura)
Jrali(avilu/maru Ura) olduklarindan séz edilmekte ve onlar, ‘Giinesin

,;«: Hanfmann 1948: 140
- Yine bir Mylken kilic da Bogazkoy'de (Assuva’dan harac yolu ile) bulunmustur.

Al
5 Ozgiic 1982: 31 )
a: M.0.1370’lerde Hirit egemenligine giren K.Suriye’nin kiyi kesimlerinde ya da i¢ boigelerinde LH TITA
;\?men cok daha fazla drekle temsil edilmesine kargin ; LH IR érneklerinin daha az ya da kimi yerlerde
‘ g’*édu}‘-h;mmamasx, bu bélgedeki Hitit yayilmaciliginin sonucu bir ambargo olarak gorillmekeedir. Cline
PR 73 vd. Ancak bu sonucun Kilikia icin gecerli olmas: icin arkeolojik veriler yeterli degildir .

. Hanfimann 1948; 140; Cline 1994: 91 vd.;

" Astour 1965:253
Gy

P Rainey 1263: 321
_~ Beal 1992; 65 va.
30

7 Astour 1965:255

Astour 1965 : 253: Sasson 1966: 129

51
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Tiiccarlary’(tamkaru sa Samsi) olarak anilmaktadir.d2 Nigmepa, Urali
tiiccarlarin Ugarit’teki etkinliklerinden yakinmakta, buna karsilik

OI.Hattusili de bu ticari etkinliklere bir diizen getirmektedir. 53 Harti krals,
Ugarit kralindan kitlik nedeniyle gecikmeksizin Hitit liman: Ura’ya gemi ve
tayfalariyla komsusu Mukig’'ten hububat tasimasim istemektedir. Firavun

Mernephtah Hititlere hububat dolu gemiler g(’jndermigtir.54 Ura ile ilgili
vazili belgeler, yukarida da goraldiigii gibi deniz ticaretinin Hititler icin ne
denli énemli oldugunu ve dolayisiyla da Kilikia’'nin Hititler icin dnemini
aciklamaktadir.

Kilikia’da ticareti s¢z konusu olabilecek bir diger eser grubu da
Bogazkdy’'de(Hattusa), Alacahoyiik’te, Masathoyiik’te (Tapigga), Ortakdy’de
(Sapinuva), Kusakli’da (Sarissa), Korucutepe’'de, Fraktin’de, Gozliikule’de, Tell
Acana’da, bulunan ¢ok uzun boylu iri testiler, mercimek gévdeli matara tipli
kaplar, kol bicimli tiitsit kaplaridir.Bu tiir kaplara aymi zamanda Kibris'ta
(Alasiya),Misir’da ve ayrica Bati Anadolu’da Beycesultan’da raslanmasi ve
Panaztepe’de ,Troya’da Myken kaplariyla birlikte ele gecmeleri ticari mal
olarak degerlendirilmelerini gerektirmektedir.9> Kol bicimli kaplar K.Bittel
tarafindan calisilmis, ve kokenlerinin olasilikla Suriye oldugu sonucuna

varilmigtir. Bir kiilt nesnesi olarak,Hurri 6zelligi g(‘js‘termektedirlen5‘6

Misir kaynaklarindan edinilen bilgilere gore; “Peleset, Tjeker, Sekeles,
Denyen ve Weses”ten olusan birlesik deniz kavimlerinin ,1186 larda
baslattig:r baskinlarin o6niinde hi¢ bir giic(Hatti, Kizzuwatna, Kargamis,
Alalah, Arzawa, Alasiya) duramamis; ve bu dénemin biiyiik kentleri; Hattusa,
Tarsus, Kargamus, Alalah, Qatna, Kades, Hazor, Lachish yerle bir edilerek
ayni sonu paylasmuslardir.Béylece biitiin Onasya’da ticari canlilik sona

ermistir. 57

52 Rainey 1963: 321

53 Gordon 1958: 28 vd.:Rainey 1963: 322
54 Astour 1965: 255; Sasson 1966: 163
55 Biigi 1997: 14

56 Maxwell-Hyslop 1971:127 vd.

57 Astour 1965: 254; Sandars 1985: 119
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THE "GREEKS” IN CILICIA AT THE END OF THE 2ND MILLENIUM
B.C.: CLASSICAL SOURCES AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE
(Lev.5-6)

Eric JEAN

My purpose is to see how far we may trust the myths and the legends in
order to write history, and therefore to give my opinion about a possible
mycenaean colonization of Cilicia during the XIth and X1th centuries B.C., as

it was many times suggested or assertedl.

The main sources and their implications in history
Greek legends and myths refering to Cilicia are numerous. I shall only
give a list of the ones which may support the idea of an early greek presence

in Cilicia, and mention the main ancient authors dealing with them?.

Myths & Legends Mazin EBEvents related to Cilicia Main Ancient References

KILIX - The name of "Cilicia" - Herodotus VII, 91.
(Europe's Legend) - Apollodorus 11, 1, 2.
- Solinus, Geo. 39.

- Malalas, Chron. Il

TYPHON - A Cult to Zeus in Korykos - Homer, II. II, 780-783.
- Hesiodus, Theog. 297-307.
- Pindar, Pyth. I, 15-21 ; VIII,
15-18; Olymp. 1V, 5-7.
- Aescylus, Prom. 351-365.
- Apollodorus 1, 6, 3.
- Strabo XI1I, 4, 6.
- Pom. Mela, Chor. 1, 13.

- Solinus, Geo. 39.

-
e «EAI?% Institut Francais d'Frudes Anatoliennes - Georges Dumézil (IFEA) Istanbul/ TURKIVE,
for instance Boardman 1980, 35-36.

101 the study of the geography of Cilicia, Mutafian provides 2 good summary of the main greek

lege

gends related 1o Cilicig (Mutafian 1988, 31-109).
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SARPEDON - A City Sarpedon - Skylax, Per. 102.
(between Holmi and Soli)
- A Cape Sarpedon - Strabo X1V, 5, 4.
{near the "Arimes" Mountains) - Pliny, Hist. Nat. V, 22.
- Pom. Mela, Chor. I, 13.
- A Kingdom of Sarpedon - Pom. Mela, Chor. I, 13.
- A Cult to a Sarpedonian Artemis - Strabo XIV, 5, 19.
-A Cult to a Sarpedonian Apollon - Diodorus Siculus XXXII, 10, 2.
- Zosimus I, 57, 2.
- A Demon Sarpedon - An anonymous Christian, in Dagron 1978, 279,
(rival of Saint Thecla) 291.
SANDES - Foundation of Kelenderis - Apoliodorus III, 14, 3.
- Foundation of Tarsus - Amm. Marc. X1V, 8, 8.
TRIPTOLEM - Foundation of Tarsus - Strabo XIV, 5, 12 ; XV, 2, 5°.
(Io's Legend)
BELLEROPHON - Foundation of Tarsus - Denys Periegetus §66-876.
AJAX - Foundation of Olba, - Strabo XIV, 5, 10.
son of Teukros and of its Sacerdotal Dynasty
PERSEUS - Relationship between Aegeae and - An inscription, in Robert 1977, 122-132.
Argos
- Foundation of "J‘Zarsus4 - Lucan, Phars. Iii, 225-228.

- Solinus, Geo. 39.
- Amm. Marc. XIV, 8, 3.
- Nonnus, Dionys. VI, 261-294.,

MOPSOS and - Foundation of : - Theopompus, fr. 111, in Miller 18411, 296.
AMPHILOKOS Mallos, Magarsus, Mopsuestia, - Strabo X1V, 5, 16.

Mopsukrene,

- Some Cilician Oracles - Cicero, De Div. I, 40.

- Arrian, Anab. 11, 3, 4.

3 As Triptoleme was not an isolated Heroe but came with a troup of Greeks, Mutafian thinks they could
have been settlers (Mutafian 1988, 67).

4 Before the roman period, Tarsus had not been considered as a Perseus foundation. For Aristobulus,
according to Strabo, Tarsus was founded by a Sardanapal (Strabo XIV, 5, 9).
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About the last cited post-trojan legend related to Cilicia, many scholars
saw in the bilingual of Karatepe a historical attestation of the heroe Mopsos.
The author of this text dating from the end of the viIth century B.C.,
Azitawada, mentions three times a "House of Mopsos", which would have been
the reigning dynasty in Cilicia and whose name would have come from its
foundator, Mopsoss, The mention in the same text of the "Danounians” from
the "Country of Adana"® gave the proof, for more audacious researchers, that
the Greeks had settled in Cilicia at the end of the Late Bronze age7. They
associated, indeed, the various mentions of the "Danounians", as the
"Denyens" recorded in egyptian sources and belonging to the "Sea People",
with the "Danaens", also called "Achaens" or "Argians", it means Greeks, in
Homer.

Various obscure passages in ancient texts lead to different
interpretations as, for example, the mention of the "Cilicians of Troad" in
Homer?®, and the mention of the "Hypachaens" in Herodotus?. They remain
enigma and I shall not deal with them here.

Relations between legends and history _

The archaeological and historical investigations partly confirmed th
existence of cities and cults mentionned in the texts : a cilician cult to
Sarpedon, a sacerdotal dynasty in Olba, a cult to a Zeus in Korykos10 (unless
the honoured god was Hermesll). But, even when they are asserted, these
confirmations do not proove there was an early greek colonization in Cilicia.
To argue I shall go back to one example, the legend of Mopsos.

Different researchers pointed out that the existence of so many
anthroponymes "Mopsos", used through the time and in a so wide geographical
area, could not be related to one person only. They concluded that these
anthroponymes probably concerned personages from different periodslza The
name itself existed in hittite cuneiform texts. In 1958 already, Laroche closed
up the problem : "Il n'y a rien de plus ... dans la saga grecque relative au
Mopsos de Cilicie que 1'affabulation, de type connu, provoqué par I"homonymie
de personnages légendaires. On renoncera a l'hypothese grandiose, mais

5
See Bron 1976, 166-170.

o

@gor 2 complete explanation about the "Danounians” and the "Country of Adana" (= hittite cuneiform

29 aniya = luwian hieroglyphic Adanua = phoenician transcription 'DN) see Laroche 1958, 263-275, Bron
76, 163-166 and Bunnens 1986.

, See Bérard 1960, 31-32 ; Cook 1962, 61 ; Boardman 1980, 36.

., MHad V1, 392-398..

. Hef(?d»cftus,\/ﬂ 91. A short summary of the question is given in Mutafian 1988, 26-27.

- SAjS it seemns to be asserted by the discovery of a greek inscription in the Korykos cave {cf. Hicks 1891,

11
~If we follow Oppian, Halieut. 111, according to Mutafian 1988, 46.
Vanschoonwinckel sums up very well the situation in Vanschoonwinckel 1990.
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fragile, d'une migration hellénique, établissant les Danaens en Cilicie deés le
milieu du second millénaire"13,

Besides, if we know greek religion borrowed elements to Anatolia and in
particular to Cilicia, it does not give more proof to an early greek settlement.
Watkins definitely prooved Typhon's origin came from the hittite [tluyanka
and the hurrian Ullikummi from the hittite mythology14. Another example :
Sandes or Sandas, in the luwian context of Kizzuwatna in the xith century
B.C., became later on Herakles13. To sum up, we know the hittite religion from
the 214 millenium : then we know some results or consequences of it, it means

a part of what became greek in the 15t millenium. But we do not know the
intermediate links. Going back to Laroche, on one hand, there was not a
massive nor a systematic adoption by the Greeks of an asianic pantheon ; on
the other hand, the transmission of myths only concerned particular cases,

local cults, "sans arriére plan conceptuel"16,,

It seems that most of the guick and erroneous adaptations of legends to
history come from the mixing of different types of narrative.

Historians arguing for an early colonization related to the greek legends
refer to the heroes back from the Trojan War. And, it is often well established
that the "Trojan War" was an historical fact, which happened a short time after
1200 B.C. As a consequence, the mycenaean archaeological finds are
interprated as the evidence of a greek colonization dated as early as the
beginning of the xith century B.C. But there is no proof which confirms the
existence of The Trojan War. If Troy VIh was perhaps destroyed by an
earthquake, the destruction because of fighting seems obvious as far as Troy
VIla is concerned. But a war in Troy does not mean necessarily The Trojan
War. According to Mountjoy, since Troy VIla was destroyed at the time of the
fall of the Mainland palaces, in the late LHIIR and early LHIIIC, most
probably the Mycenaeans could not come at the same time o Tmy]j.

Before explaining directly the archaeological data through the texts, it
is very important to understand the contexi of the texts : who wrote which
text, when and why 7 Baurain sums up very well this necessity to differenciate
the types of narrative and 1 shall follow him!18. An epic narrative is not a
modern historical narrative. To begin with, epic poems are much older than
the first awareness of history, which dates from the vth century B.C. On the
other part, neither the Iliad nor the Odysseus give a direct allusion to a greek
expansionism towards Orient. "La poésie homérique ... était d'essence

13 1aroche 1958, 275.

4 watkins 1992,

15 see Laroche 1934, 4.

16 [ aroche 1984, 3.

17 Mountjoy 1993, 24. "LH" must be red as "Late Helladic".
18 Baurain 1994.
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mtemporeﬂea”lg About later texts and their references to the Trojan War,
Baurain explains that the Ancients could date the old past by refering to the
heroes, who lived in a pre-historic time compared to the Ancients'one. On the
other hand, the reference to an ancestor list and as far as possible to an heroic
ascendance was used to legetimate an authority and to make propaganda. The
epic poems provided the material used later on, with "self-interest”, in oder
to write history.

Myths and legends had particular functions. Besides, even when we do
understand some transmissions from Anatolians to Greeks, we cannot date
with precision the "intermediate times". To sum up, we must avoid the a priori
and unfounded postulats ... and look more at the available material.

The main data : the archaeological evidence

The first criterion used to reveal a greek presence is mycenaean pottery.
Elisabeth French pointed out six different areas where mycenaean pottery was
discovered in Anatolia20 (Fig. 1) : 1- Beshiktepe - Troy. 2- The Aegean coast
situated south from Troy and north from Miletus, a region which was belonging
to the Late Bronze age occidental anatolian culture, but revealing contacts with
Mycenaeans. 3- The real mycenaeaized area from Miletus to Rhodos. 4- The
south coast of Turkey with very few Bronze age material, but where the
discovery of two wrecks (at Cap Gelidonya and Ulu Burun) showed the
existence of a coastal trade. 5- Cilicia. 6- In Ceniral Anatolia, only isolated
mycenaean sherds were found. According now to the mycenaean pottery found
in Cilicia, I shall precise seven points.

1- When David French surveyed the Goksu Valley, in Cilicia Tracheia, he
found no evidence of mycenaean poiteryZ2! (the closest site with such evidence
was Hiidiide hoyiik, number 9 in fig. 1). A new excavated site, Kilisetepe,
provided some LHIIB sherds, but coming {rom a pit.

2- As far as T know, a total of 25 sites provided mycenaean sherds?2 s it
means a little bit more than one third of the total of the Late Bronze age sites
in Cilicia. Among these 25 sites, only 4 were or are excavated : Gozlii Kule -
Tarsus, Yumuktepe - Mersin, Kazanh and Kilisetepe.

3- Several sites gave only a very few sherds, sometimes one unique sherd
(Gavurksey, Hiidiide).

4- In every case, the proportions of mycenaean sherds were very inferior
to the ones of the hittite and traditionnal anatolian ware.

19 4 .

o Baurain 1994, 42,

/1 In French E. 1993,

4; See French D. 1965,

(P;ef*" ter lpc_)king at the results of the surveys made by Gjerstad (Gjerstad 1934} and Seton-Williarms
{gggn-wmiams 1954), the studies and summaries of the situation by Mee (Mee 1978), French (French E.
! ) and Vanschoowinckel (Vanschoowinckel 1990, 190), and adding the site of Kilisetepe.
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53- An important part of the "mycenaean" ceramic from the surveyed
sites and most of the Tarsus'one were local imitation {("hellado-cilician”
ware). Only 15 sites (the excavated ones and 11 surveyed sites) furnished
original pottery.

6- Apart from the LHIIA sherd found in Kazanl (first half of the xvth
century B.C.) and the pieces belonging to the LHIIIA2 and LHIIIB (XIVth and
XIIth centuries B.C.), most of the pottery belonged to the LHIIIC, and above all

to the early LHIIC (XIIR century B.C.).

7- By restudying the Late Bronze age architecture and pottery of Tarsus,
the richest site, in her Ph.D. Thesis, Dorothy Slane made some important
remarks23, "The Tarsus Middle and Late Bronze Age architecture has been re-
studied, producing a detailed progession of levels from the beginning of the
Middle Bronze Age at Tarsus to the resettlement after the destruction of the
site by the 'Sea Peoples'. The accompanying ceramic sequence indicates
clearly that there was a continuity from one level to the next at all times"24,
Dealing with the last Late Bronze age level, level X, which corresponds, after
one to three meters of debris, to the resettlement after the destruction, she
specifies : "... They continued to make pottery as they had allways made it. In
higher levels, however, a new element was introduced - Mycenaean IIIC1
pottery - whether by trade or settlement of strangers is not within the scope
of this study"zse

Slane does not tackle about the question of "settlement of strangers",
nevertheless, if mycenaean pottery occured in Cilicia mainly after the
destructions by the "Sea Peoples", its appearance does not lead to any
discontinuity in the material. No cultural change accompanies the arriving of
the mycenaean potiery.

The main data : the textual evidence
A look at the anthroponymes indicates an apparent continuity in the
ethnic composition of Cilicia from the Late Bronze age to the Iron age. It is

well known that Kizzuwatna, during the XVth, XIvth and XIth centuries B.C.,
was mostly composed of luwian but also hurrian populations. By his study

based on the akkadian tablets from Ras Shamra - Ugarit (XHIth century B.C.),
the neo-assyrian sources (IXth and VIR centuries B.C.), the inscriptions
(mainly the ones from Karatepe, vIth century B.C.), the cuneiform tablets
from Tarsus (‘VHth century B.C.) and an aramean papyrus from Egypt (vth

23 Slane 1987.

24 Siane 1987, 466.

25 Slane 1987, 84. Goldman already pointed out the "continued use of the monochrome Hittite type of
potiery", but by explaining that the Sea People, who conquered the city and brought the mycenaean
Granary Style pottery, "could not have come in sufficient numbers to replace the old inhabitants ..."
(Goldman 1956, 350-351).
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century B.C.), Goetze showed that at the beginning of the first millenium, the
cilician population was mainly luwian, apparently at some moment governed

by a hurrian dynastyzﬁ
Cultual permanences between the hittite imperial period and the

beginning of the first millenium B.C. have been also pointed out by Lebrun??. -
For example, the heart of the local pantheons of the second millenium B.C.

survived in some cilician cults of the first millenium B.C., with DINGIR U, the
Storm God, usually with his luwian name Tarhunt, and his Lady, sometimes

Kubaba, DINGIR sopn (Sarrumal, DINGIR syn of the Heavens, one DINGIR KAL,
one DINGIR War, the Moon (astral), the Mountain, the Sprmgzg.
According to the historical geography, between the XIvth - xmth

centuries B.C. and at least the end of the VIIth century B.C., the general geo-
political boundaries seem to remain unchanged. The treaty between
Suppiluliuma,”"Great King of Hatti", and Sunassura, king of Kizzuwatna, gives
the occidental limit of the kingdom of Kizzuwatna : the city of Lamija - Lamas
(classical Lamos), which belonged to Hatti whereas Pitura - Mersin (7) was
situated in KizzuwatnaZ9. From this division, the oriental part, Kizzuwatna,
became Que under neo-assyrian control. Later on, after the fall of Assyria,
according to the neo-babylonian terminology, Que became Hume. If the
evolution of the situation in the occidental part appears more complicated
{(mostly because of the definition of Hilakku), the frontier between the later
Cilicia Aspera and Cilicia Campestris remaint the same.

Some remarks related to the data

A ceramic evidence does not inevitably lead to a better understanding of
2 political or economical reality. From the presence of mycenaean pottery,
before coming to the conclusion that there was a myceanaean trading colony, it
would be helpful to look for other clues, such as the use of specific technics,
technologies and know-how. Actually, to take this notion used by some
researchers, there is no evidence of a mycenaean "identity card" in Cilicia,
which could give other signs than the alone ceramic, such as figurines, seals,
“nonuments or funeral practices30. The material gathered in order to make an
"identity card" would not systematically define an ethnical identity, of
cOurse. Whatever, in Cilicia there is nothing but ceramic. And as wrote
rarnoux, the map of the diffusion of a supposed homogenous mycenaean
bottery does not so easily show the spread of a supposed mycenaean empire

ol

~ Goetze 1962, followed by Bronl976, 165-166 and Vanschoonwinckel 1920, 196-197.
Lebrun 1986 about Cilicia in particular, and Lebrun 1995 about Anatolia in general.
’ Lebrun 1986, 300.
S
>ee Freu 1980, 202 and Garstang 1953, 241 and note 3.
About a mycenaean "identiry card", see Farnoux 1994, 98.
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with its colonies31. It is also true that a political domination does not
necessary leave signs in the daily life (such as the hittite domination in North
Syria, or the ottoman rule, etc.), and that processus of acculturation may exist.
Even the Mycenaeans would have been "minoized" at the beginning of LHIIB

(X\Jth century BuC.)Bza But, would have been greek settlers totally absorbed by
the local populations in Cilicia ; would they have been "luwianized" 7

The religious transmission processus, from Hittito - Anatolians to
Greeks, was very long and supposed indirect contacts. As pointed out by
Laroche, during the hittite empire, there was an official and "organic"
religion, and on the other hand, a magic one, opened to the individual
interventions of the gods33, A "popular" religion (from the counitryside and
the villages) appears through this magy. The Greeks received parts only of that
"non organic” religion, different from one place to the other one. But such
contacts did most probably occur centuries after the fall of the hittite empire,
after the cultual permanences began to get far away from their hittite origins ;
certainly after the neo-hittite kingdoms, I would say not before the end of the
7th or the beginning of the 6t centuries B.C.

The available informations, given by both archaeological and textual
data, do not show any greek political domination neither signs of greek trading
colonies. During the whole 20d millenium and most probably during, at least,
the three first centuries of the 15U millenium B.C., Cilicia was for Greeks
more a land of passage than a land of settlement.The clues show the existence
of movement, exchanges, importations and influences. It is most than possible
that local craftsmen were inspired by foreign models. Of course, isolated
foreign settlements may have existed ; but if so, they would have not led to
important historical conseguences. Before the troubles which occured during
the XIIth century B.C., the Greeks, very probably, used Cilicia first of all as a
relay on the way to Syria, the East and Egypt. After 1200 B.C., if some groups
of people came to Cilicia, I have the feeling, though I cannot prove it, they

came from Cypms%‘g

About Cilicia and Cyprus

During the XIVE and XIItH centuries B.C., there were close contacts
between Central Anatolia and Cyprus, most probably through the luwian
Cilicia. Besides political relationships between the hittite empire and Alasya
- Cyprus, some parallels seem to occur in the ceramic, as pointed out by E.
French35, Moreover, the famous Red Lustrous Wheel-made ware, with its

Farnioux 1994, 97-98.

According to Driessen 1994, 74,

Laroche 1984, 6.

34 This does not dismiss the possibility that other groups left Cilicia and went to Cyprus.
35 In French E. 1975,

1
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spindle bottles, pilgrim flasks, arm-shaped vessels, etc., widespread in
Anatolia, North Syria and as far as Egypt, and particularly appreciated by
Hittites, would be, according to Eriksson36, native from Cyprus. Though her
research should be confirmed by the study of the clays, and on the other hand,
should be completed by showing more sites where this Red Lustrous Wheel-
made ware was found, I am tempted to accept her thesis. Looking now at the
map of Anatolia (once more though incomplete. See Fig. 2), Cilicia, and above
all the Goksu Valley, appears like a bridge between Cyprus and Central
Anatolia in the processus of exportation of the Red Lustrous Wheel-made
ware,

According to the XIrth century B.C. archaeological material, the most
important foreign technical influences detected in the Island were clearly
eastern influences37. The presence of mycenaean pottery does not seem to
have been continued by western influences. Following Baurain38, living in
some cities and harbours as merchants, Mycenaean Greeks would have
cohabited with the inhabitants of Cyprus, but would have not colonized the
Island. Apparently, Alasya - Cyprus was politically independant, so that the
Greeks living in Cyprus were under the Cypriot's supervision, trusteeship.

If the chronology of the xith century B.C. depends first of all on the
"IIC Mycenaean style", on one part, it was a mixing between different
traditions (the Agaean IIIC, the Cypriot and the Eastern wares) which led to
this new Mycenaean IIIC1 style, which name differs from the Late Helladic's
one ; on the other part, besides the ceramic evidence, there is no other
material signs of western influence or presence39:, At that time, as suggested
by Bauram40, the Mycenaeans did not colonized Cyprus because they were
already living in the Island ; I would say these Mycenaeans were "local
Mycenaeans". As a resuli of these periods of destructions and insecurity, the
Cypriots would have lost the economical and political control of the Island, so
that at the latest during the x1th century B.C., the mycenaean collectivities
took in charge their own future, expressing their greek character, and the one
of part of the Island, other areas of it, like Amathonte, having been kept by the
"Eteo-Cypriots". The apparent small quantity of these last quoted "local-
local" inhabitants could give to understand, on one hand, there was a fusion
between the "local Mycenaean", the Cypriot and the Eastern's peoples and
traditions, leading as far as ceramic is concerned to the last Cypriot Late

° Briksson 1993.

J? See Cadogan 1993, 93,
. > Baurain 1994, 45-47.
1 See Cadogan 1993, 95.
' Baurain 1994, 45-47,
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Bronze age pottery : the Proto White Painted ware?1, On the other hand, other
inhabitants from Cyprus could have left the Island, and could have try to take
refuge in nearby regions, also close by relations, as East or Cilicia ; but, until
now, no material evidence confirms this idea. Anyway, it is worthy to
underline the difference between the evolution of Cyprus.and the one of
Cilicia from the XIVtR and XIIth to the XIth and XIth centuries B.C. : in
Cilicia, there was not such a mycenaean presence like in Cyprus as soon as the
XIIth or the XIVth centuries B.C. ; and during the very end of the 2nd
millenium B.C., there was not such a merger of traditions which would have
included the mycenaean's one, even a "local mycenaean”'s one.

To conclude

Today, it seems to me impossible to claim a greek colonization in Cilicia
as early as the end of the 20d millenium B.C. With Baurain®2, I shall
emphasize the fact that without explicite documentation, the reconstruction of
the history of that period (XIIth and XIth centuries B.C.) in East Mediterranea,
and in Cilicia in particular, will remain hypothetical. If some day the feeling I
expressed above is confirmed, it may mean I shall have to think again of the
"Hypachaeans"” and the Teukros' epic, etc. Therefore, I shall have to go back o
the legends, trying not to use them improperly. Anyhow, these legends will
keep on feeding our curiosity, our motivations for understanding the
Ancients'’ spirit ... and our pleasure.

LIST OF FIGURES
Fig. 1. Sites with Mycenaean remains in Turkey (from French E. 1993,
156 and Mee 1978, 122-123).

Fig. 2. Sites with Red Lustrous Wheel-made ware in Turkey (from
Eriksson 1993, 130).

41 por Cadogan, the Mycenaeans of such a fusion would be the descendants of immigrants who would
have come "from the mid-13th century and definitely from the 12th" (Cadogan 1993, 95).

42 gaurain 1994, 47-48.
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"FREIE” VOLKER IM ACHAMENIDENREICH-
7U EINEM TOPOS IN DER ANTIKEN UBERLIEFERUNG ZUR
PERSISCHEN REICHSVERWALTUNG

*Bruno JACOBS

Auf ihrem Riickmarsch nach der Schlacht bei Kunaxa trafen die 10.000
Griechen unter Xenophon auf eine ganze Reihe von Volkern, deren Verhaltnis
zur persischen Zentralgewalt mit den Worten abdtdvopog - "unabhangig” oder
&hetBepog - "frei” beschrieben wirdl. Laut Diodor waren die Karduchen, ein
Volk in den Baktiyari-Bergen Ostlich des Tigris, "frei” (éhsﬁeepol)za Xenophon
bezeugt, daR die im Siiddosten Armeniens ansdssigen Chaldder, die Nachkommen

der Urartier, damals gleichfalls "frei” (&hedBepor) gewesen seien3. Im
Kiistengebirge siidlich des Schwarzen Meeres treffen die Griechen auf
Makroner, Mosynoiker und Tibarener, und auch diese gelten als selbstandig
(aﬁtévoum)‘l. Diese "Selbstindigkeit” oder "Freiheit” ist ein Status, der
innerhalb des Perserreiches besonders gern Bergvolkern bescheinigt wird; das
bekannteste unter ihnen sind die Kissier oder Uxier im Gebirge Ostlich der
Susiana®. Die Kossier, ihre Nachbarn nach Norden hin, hatten den gleichen
Status: Dieses Volk, so Diodor, "blieb wihrend der Perserherrschaft
unbezwmgbar”@a

Im Falle der Berguxier wird das Kriterium, das jenen "Freiheits”-Status
begriindet, greifbar. Der Gegensatz zu den nicht "freien” Uxiern der Ebene
wird namlich von Arrian auf folgende Formel gebracht: "Die Uxier, die in der
Ebene wohnten, unterstanden dem Satrapen der Persis, die sogenannten
Berguxier aber waren den Persern nicht gehorsam”? MaRgeblich fiir ihren
Status war also, daR kein von der Zentralgewalt bestimmter Beamter das Sagen
hatte, sondern daR ein einheimischer Fiirst regierte. Dies ist bei allen als
"autonom” oder "frei” bezeichneten Vélkern der Fall. Dieselbe Definition
steht auch hinter der Formulierung des Xenophon zur Beschreibung des
Status, den Kilikien und Zypern genossen: Weil sie sich namlich freiwillig an

kS
Prof. Dr. Bruno JACOBS, Richard-Wagner Str. 36 ,50674 Koln/DEUTSCHLAND

FH Anbetracht der in dem hier angesprochenen Bereich haufig zu beobachtenden Ungenauigkeit der
Er lelChischen Begrifflichkeit - vgl. die Terminologie zur Provinzverwaltung des Perserreichs: oarpaneia,
g‘:’}mg vopds; corepéamg, Hnapyog etc. - wird vorerst auf eine Differenzierung zwischen den beiden
Bezeichnungen und ihren Varianten (s.u.) verzichtet, unbeschadet der Moglichkeit, daf diese zu

cinem spateren Zeitpunki gelingen mag.

Z Di
} iod. X1V 27, 4; vgl. Xen., Anab. VII 8, 25.

Xen,, Anab. IV 3, 4; vgl. VI 8, 25.

:mA“F genannt bei Xen., Anab. VII 8, 25; die VerlaRklichkeit dieser Stelle wurde verschiedentlich
. ‘gezweifelt, da es sich wohl um einen spateren Nachtrag handelt.
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; Arr., Anab, 11 17, 1. |

’ Diod. X1 11 1, 4 (zoD0 w8 ¥Buog) ... xack T Mepoi Paciiaay Sfuewey bvdwrov; siche auch XI( 19, 2 £
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einer kriegerischen Unternehmung des Kyros beteiligt hatten, "schickte er
ihnen niemals einen persischen Satrapen; vielmehr geniligten ihm immer die

einheimischen Herrscher”8. Diese Darstellung begreift die Selbstverwaltung
offensichtlich als Privileg, suggeriert andererseits aber auch fiir die Seite des
Kyros eine Machtvollkommenheit, die die Durchsetzung anderer, autoritdrerer
Regelungen gestattet hitte.

Dak jene Volker, denen eine Unabhingigkeit der genannten Art
bescheinigt wird, hiufig in gebirgigen Regionen, in den genannten Fillen im
Zagros, in den Baktiyari-Bergen, im Taurus oder im Dogu Karadeniz Daglari
hausen, hat naheliegende Griinde: Die strategische Situation lief es einem
Eroberer in aller Regel geraten erscheinen, den jeweiligen Bewohnern ein
gewisses Entgegenkommen zu zeigen, anstatt mithevoll andere Regelungen
durchzusetzen. Welche Probleme die Unterwerfung von Volkern in schwer
zugdnglichen Regionen bereiten konnte, dafiir sind die fast schon legendaren
Kadusier in Gilan am Stidwestufer des Kaspischen Meeres, also im westlichen
Alborz—Gebirge9, ein gutes Beispiel. So berichten Xenophon, Diodor, Plutarch,
C. Nepos und Trogus-Justinus von kriegerischen und z. T. verlustreichen

Auseinandersetzungen der Perser mit diesem volk10. R Syme hat dabei

zumindest drei Feldziige unterscheiden kénnen!l, Plutarch teilt mit, dag die
Kadusier wvon zwei Konigen gefiihrt wurden - eine Z4hnliche

Stammesgruppierung, wie sie auch bei den Mosynoikern zu beobachten warlZ2,
Sie diirften sich im Sinne des oben angefiihrten Kriteriums also gewift als
"autonom” betrachtet haben. Gleiches mag man fiir die dstlich der Kadusier
siedelnden Marder oder die Kleinasiatischen Pisidier annehmen?3.

Nun ist das Privileg der Autonomie keineswegs auf Bergbewohner
beschrankt. Es wurde - wiederum aus strategischen Griinden - auch hjufig in
Rand- oder Wiistengebieten des Perserreiches verliehen, in denen eine
Kontrolle durch Verwaltungsinstitutionen aufwendig und schwer durchsetzbar
gewesen ware. So finden die Attribute "autonom” und "frei” z.B. auf die in der
Sumpf- und Wistenzone im Bereich des unteren Hilmand Rod siedelnden

Ariaspen Anwendungl‘é' und auf verschiedene Stiamme im in zahlreiche
Furstentiimer parzellierten Indien; genannt seien hier stellvertretend die
Oreiten in Balacistan ¢stlich des Hing()llsg Und die Insel Zypern wurde, wie
oben bereits erwihnt, ebenfalls von einheimischen Fiirsten beh;errschta

8 Xen., Cyr. VII 4, 1: ...008’ énepnie ndnoe Mépony oazpému otte Kiilkov olfte Kunplwy, &4 Hprouw cde dei of
emydpior Paoriedoveeg ... Vgl. Xen., Cyr. VIII 6, 7.

9 7ur Lokalisierung siehe Strab. X1 6, 1; 7, 1; 8, 8; 13, 3 (C 507 £. 514. 523). Vgl. Jacobs 1994, Karte TV.
10 Xen., Hell. I 1, 3. Diod. XV 8, 5; Plut., Artax. 24, 1-5; Nepos, Dat. [XIV] 1, 2. Trog.-Just. X 3, 2.

1 syme 1988.

12 ¥en., Anab. V 4, 3.

13 vgl. Briant 1996, 747 f£.

14 Arr., Anab. 111 27, 5.

15 Arr., Anab. VI 21, 3 (adebuopar). Vgl. Jacobs 1994, Karte VIL
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Welche Privilegien sich mit jenen Begriffen "Autonomie” und "Freiheit”
verbanden, mag in Einzelfillen schon in der Antike unklar gewesen sein und
zu verzerrten Vorstellungen von den tatsdchlichen Bedingungen gefiihit haben.
So sagt Diodor an der schon genannten Stelle nicht nur, daR die Karduchen
"frei” gewesen seien, sondern auferdem, daR sie moAgpior 100 faciiéng -
"feindlich gegen den Konig” waren. Auch daR die Berguxier / -kissier vom
persischen Konig Wegezoll verlangt haben sollen, wenn er ihr Gebiet passieren
wollte, klingt in dieser isolierten Darstellung eher unglaubwurdigm, zumal
Gleiches auch von den Kossiern behauptet wird! 7. Und Diodors panegyrisches
Lob auf die Tapferkeit der Kossder, die, im Vertrauen auf die schwierige
Topographie ihres Lebensraumes und die eigene Wehrhaftigkeit, niemals einen
fremden Herrn geduldet hittenl8, ist in dieser Form eine Simplifizierung, wie
zu zeigen sein wird.

Formulierungen, die die Begriffe adtévopog und éAedBepog umschreiben,
bergen zusidtzlich die Moglichkeit des Mikverstdndnisses. So sagt Xenophon
von den Karduchen, daR sie nicht auf den Konig hortenl?, und ein andermal
berichtet er iiber Karduchen, Taocher und Chaldier, daf sie dem Koénig nicht
gehorsam seienZ0, Und bei Plutarch wird von den Iberern behauptet, daR sie
weder den Medern noch den Persern oder Makedonen gehorchtenz L

Solche Unschirfen haben sich auch in das moderne Verstdndnis
eingeschlichen. So verallgemeinerte R. Syme die Nachrichten, die ihm zum
Status von Kadusiern, Karduchen und Berguxiern im Perserreich vorlagen, zu
der Behauptung, weite Teile des Imperiums seien vollkommen unkontrolliert
gewesen2Z,

Tuplin differenzierte innerhalb der Reichsgrenzen unter den Gebieten,
die nicht Satrapen unterstanden, zwischen solchen, die von einem Fiirsten
beherrscht wurden, und solchen, die sich iiberhaupt nicht um die persische
Autoritat kiimmerten23.

16

;trab. XV 3, 4 (C 727). Briant 1996, 751: ,Mais ce qui est tout a fait notable, C’est que ni leg
Ouxiens ni les Cosséens ne controlaient en réalité les grandes routes royales, ..... ¥ Zu einem
Cjelt}kbaren realen Hintergrund der Angaben des Strabon (vgl. auch die folgende Anmerkung) siehe
unten, )
17
N Strab,v X1 13, 6 (C 524). Noch zur Zeit des Antigonos sollen die Koss3er jenen Wegezoll erhoben
haben (Diod. XX 19, 3-4. 8; vgl. XIX 17, 2)[priifen].
9 Diod. XVIT 111, 4: (z60vo ¢Bvocg) ... o0Bénome Beonbmy émny npooebibexto, ...

Xen., Anab. TII 5, 16: ... Paciéug odx trolew.
Y Xen.

1 piyge
22

Ber
ff,

»Anab. V 5, 17: K ad K xpSotyoug ced Tadyoug cai K etBedoug xednep Baaiéug ody Smmicboug Sviag ...

N e e
(] co

- Pomp. 34, 7: O yixp MiABoug otfee Tépoag dmiroucey IPnpe, Siéguyov 68 ked Maxebbvmwy &y, ..
;yme 1988, 140: ,Large tracts in the wide empire remained free of any control”. Zum Status der
uxier nach dem archiologischen Befund vgl. den kritischen Uberblick von Boucharlat 1990, 157

D

Tu?nn 1987, 114 f.: ... there were alsways some peoples inside the empire who paid scarcely any
ntion to all of the King’s rule ...”

atte
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Im gleichen Sinne vermutete H. Sancisi-Weerdenburg, daf das persische
Reich sehr wohl viele Dorfer und Nischen eingeschlossen haben mag, die von
Asterixen und Obelixen bewohnt waren?%,

Diese Rekonstruktionen beruhen letztlich auf der Annahme, daf das
persische Satrapiensystem nicht flichendeckend gewesen sei: "Nor do the
satrapies exhaustively fill the imperial area: ..”25 Diese Auffassung aber
leitet sich letztlich ab von dem Bild, das die unhaltbare Nomoi-Liste des
Herodot (Il 89 ff.) vermittelt. Das Reich stellt sich in ihr als die Summe der
unterworfenen Volker dar; sie bilden gewissermafien ein Punktemuster auf
einer Karte, die daneben recht viel weife Grundflache zeigtzﬁ

Insbesondere wenn man den ProzeR der Entstehung des Reiches
betrachtet, aber auch unter pragmatischen Gesichtspunk‘ten27 ist es sehr viel
wahrscheinlicher, daR die Achameniden ihr Reich nicht als die Summe seiner
Volker, sondern als die Summe der unterworfenen Konigreiche, Lydiens,
Babyloniens, Agyptens etc., interpretierten. Damit ergab sich automatisch das
Bild geschlossener Territorien, ungeachtet der da und dort getroffenen
individuellen Regelungen, von denen hier die Rede ist.

Was die oben zitierten Ansichten von Syme, Tuplin und anderen
nachhaltig erschiittern muf, ist die Tatsache, daf derartige in einem radikalen
Sinn freie Enklaven nicht nachzuweisen sind. Dazu einige Beispiele:

Die Kossier, die doch niemals einen fremden Herrn duldeten, leisteten
Darius III. bei Gaugamela Heeresf@lgezg, erbrachten damit also eine Leistung,
wie sie von den Bewchnern unterworfener, durch Satrapen verwalteter
Regionen auch gefordert wurdern.

Gleiches gilt fiir die Uxier; auch sie standen bei Gaugamela in den
Reihen des Darius 11129 Bei Herodot erscheinen sie unter dem Namen
Kissier30 und werden unter den Volkern aufgezihlt, die Xerxes 1. Heeresfolge

beim Griechenlandfeldzug leisteten31,

525 v, Chr. schloR Kambyses mit den Arabern Verirdge, damit sie seinen
Durchzug durch die Kistenregion bis zum Pelusischen Nilarm sicherten.
Herodot betont ausdriicklich, daf die Araber nie von den Persern abhingig

24 Sancisi-Weerdenburg 1990, 272: ,The Persian empire may well have included many villages and
niches inhabited by Asterixes and Obelixes, ...”

25 Typlin ibid.

26 pieses von Herodot verschuldete” Bild hat sich vielfach auch denen mitgeteilt, die seine Liste III
89 ff. als Quelle fisr die Rekonstrukiion der Reichsverwaltung ablehnen, so z.B. Calmeyer 1983, 157 ff,,
was zu einer vollig verfehlten Analyse der alipersischen dahgyawa-Listen fithrt, die nun als
eklektisches, willkiirliches, ja insgesamt geradezu schrulliges Elaborat erscheinen.

27 Jacobs 1994, 31 f£. 89 £f. 117 ff. Abb. 5 Karten [-VIL
28 Curt. 1V 12, 10.

29 prr., Anab. 11 8, 5.

30 zur Etymologie vgl. Nagel 1982, 152.

31 mae. vii 62.
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geworden seien32. Gleichwohl figuriert Arabaya in den altpersischen Listen,
die den persischen Reichsbestand beschreiben, als Teil des Imperiums33.

Die "Freiheit” oder "Autonomie” bedeutete also in keinem der genannten
Fille véllige Unabhingigkeit. Hinsichtlich der Araber konnte man allerdings
argumentieren, daR Arabaya in den persischen Listen nicht die Araber auf der
Arabischen Halbinsel meine, auch wenn diese Annahme ganz

unwahrscheinlich ist34. Im Falle der Uxier / Kissier konnte man einwenden,
im Heer des Xerxes seien nur Stammesangehorige aus der Ebene mitgezogen, da

sie bekanntlich dem Satrapen von Susa unterstanden33. Dies allerdings ist
noch unwahrscheinlicher, denn als die Uxier schlechthin wird in der
Literatur stets jene Gruppe bezeichnet, in deren Gebiet der Choaspes

entsprang36, die man als Nachbarn der ebenfalls im Zagros hausenden Kossder
kennt37 und denen ein Gegensatz zu den in demselben Gebiet hausenden

Elymiern nachgesagt wird38. Vor allem aber das Parallelbeispiel der Kossaer
fiihrt diese Argumentation ad absurdum.

Immerhin kénnte man die militdrische Kooperation in diesen Fillen
noch als Leistung faktisch unabhingiger Partner interpretieren. Das Beispiel
Lykiens fithrt jedoch niher an den tatsichlichen Gehalt der Terminologie
heran, die uns hier beschiftigt: In den 40er Jahren des 6. Jahrhunderts v. Chr.
riickte der Feldherr Harpagos mit seinem Heer auf das, laut Herodot39, bis
dahin unabhingige Lykien vor. Nach heroischem Widerstand muften sich die
Verteidiger zuriickziehen und begingen kollektiven Massenselbstmord. Mit
der Einnahme von Xanthos fiel ganz Lykien ans Perserreich. Im 4. Jh. schreibt
jedoch Isokrates: "Lykien hat von den Persern niemand je beherrscht”4‘0, und
rekurriert damit offensichtlich auf den Freiheitstopos fiir von
Lokalpotentaten beherrschte Finheiten, obwohl das Gebiet militdrisch
bezwungen und in das Administrationsgefiige auf einer Ebene eingegliedert
worden war, in dem es dem Dynasten von Karien und dem Satrapen von Lydien
unterstellt war41.

Wenn also durch adtévopog und &hedBepog keine absolute Unabhdngigkeit
signalisiert wird, stellt sich die Frage, welchen rechtlichen Status diese
Begriffe im Unterschied zu anderen Formen der Zugehorigkeit und
Abhangigkeit vom persischen GroRreich beschreiben.

32 1w 1w 88,

j AuBerdem leisten sie laut Hdt. VII 69 dem Kerxes Heeresfolge gegen Griechenland.
o Vel Graf 1990, 138 ff; Jacobs 1994, 165 Anm. 21.
% AIT, Anab, 111 17, 1.
h Strab. ibid,
AT, Anab. VII 15, 1-2.
1o Sirab. XV 3, 12 (C 732).
Hdt. 1 176,

I - ses g As g
41 1S0cr., Paneg. 161: Ausiog 8 od8eic mmoe Mepoy dxpéanoey.
Jacobs 1993, 63-69; Jacobs, 1994, 136 f.
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Betrachten wir zunichst den Fall Makedoniens. Nach dem gliicklosen
Feldzug des Darius L. gegen die Schwarzmeerkiistenregion blieb ein persisches
Heer unter dem Feldherrn Megabazos in Europa zuriick, um die Stddte am
Hellespont zu unterwerfen®2. Megabazos schickte bald eine Gesandtschaft an
den makedonischen Hof, Kénig Amyntas solle Erde und Wasser geben und
somit die Unterwerfung unter Konig Darius I. dokumentieren. Und so geschah
es auch?3. Angeblich wurde die Gesandtschaft zwar umgebracht, weil sie sich
beim Mahl sittenwidrige Ubergriffe gestattete44. Gleichwohl scheint die
Ubergabe von Erde und Wasser Gultigkeit im Sinne des persischen Begehrens
erhalten zu haben, denn der Konigssohn Alexandros bezeichnet seinen Vater
als Mowxebovwv f)’ﬂctp}{og45. In der Tat tauchen in den altpresischen Inschriften

DNa und DSm Yauna auf, die als takabara?6 bezeichnet werden und in den
entsprechenden Bilddarstellungen in Nags-i Rustam petasosformige Hiite
tragen47. Beim Feldzug von 492 v. Chr. aber marschierte Mardonios - er hatte
inzwischen das Feldherrnamt iibernommen - in Makedonien ein und eroberte
das Gebiet48, Die Volker ostlich von Makedonien, so heilkt es, waren bereits
unterworfen. _

Die Stelle macht deutlich, daf ein prinzipieller Unterschied bestand
zwischen der vertraglichen Vereinbarung, die vielleicht noch im Jahre 512
getroffen wurde, und der Eingliederung Makedoniens durch den Feldzug
zwanzig Jahre spiter. Jertzt erst wurden die Makedonen zu "Sklaven”, und mit
diesem Wort ist der duRerste begriffliche Gegensatz zum oben mehrfach
nachgewiesenen cdrdvopog resp. ehetBepog gegebern.

Ahnlich wire es den Mysiern ergangen, hitte der Satrap Tissaphernes
das Angebot des Spartaners Klearchos akzeptiert, sie fiar ihn zu
unterwerfen49. Mysien, das um die Mitte des 5. Jahrhunderts v. Chr. als

groftenteils autonom geschildert wirdsoi unterstand indes dem Pharnabazos,
der eben um jene Zeit die Nachfolge des verstorbenen Dynasten Zenis regelte,
gehorte also in den Reichsverband. Das Angebot des Kiearchos zielte folglich
darauf, den Status des autonomen Mysien durch Unterwerfung zu dndern.
Umgekehrt wversuchten die Spartaner nach ihrem Sieg im
Peloponnesischen Krieg, die zuvor den Persern gemachten Konzessionen
riickgingig zu machen und wieder Autonomieregelungen fir die ionischen

42 Hdt. v 1.

43 HdL V17 £

44 1de. v 18 ff. Siehe zu dieser problematischen Stelle Balcer 1988, 6 Anm. 19.

45 Hde. v 20; vel. Balcer 1995, 155.

46 Bedeutung etwa: ,eine schildformige Kopfbedeckung tragend” (Brandenstein / Mayrhofer 1964:
144). .

47 PNa 29; DSm 10 f.; vgl. Schmidt 1970, Fig. 49 No. 26. Zur Datierung von DNa siehe Jacobs 1997,
284-287.

48 idt. VI 44. Vgl. Olmstead 1939, 305-322 [prisfen!]; Balcer 1989, 129.

49 Xen., Anab. 11 5, 13.

50 e, Oxyrh. 24, 656 f.: Eiciyep oi moA[A]ol [t)Bv MBowy cdvf Guopor wad] faoinéwg ody drmeodov[tks,
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Griechen zu erwirken. Solche nannte beispielsweise der Spartaner Derkylidas
im Jahre 397 v. Chr. als Bedingung fiir einen Friedensschluf>1.

Ein vergleichbares Schicksal wie Makedonien erlitt Kilikien, das im 5.
Jh. v. Chr. von Lokalfiirsten beherrscht wurde, die vermutlich den Titel
Syennesis trugensz, Noch in der ersten Hilfte des 4. Jh. scheint durch Miinzen
ein Lokalfiirst TRKMW (Tarkamuwa) in Kilikien iiberliefert zu sein23. Sicher
ist andererseits, daf um die Mitte des 4. Jh. v. Chr. Kilikien Satrapie unter
Mazaios waro4 und dak es diesen Status auch unmittelbar vor der Eroberung
durch Alexander noch hatte35.

Es ist schwer zu beurteilen, in welcher Weise sich dieser
Statusunterschied geltend machte. R. N. Frye urteilte: "We do not know how
different the status of a vassal kingdom, such as Cilicia, was from that of a
satrapy, but presumably the central government ... maintained its influence in
both.”50 Gerade im Falle Kilikiens werden Unterschiede tatsichlich schwer
fakbar: Xenophon behauptet, Kilikien sei zu Tributleistungen und Heeresfolge
verpflichtet gewesen57, und dies sind die Standardleistungen, wie man sie
persischen Verwaltungsbeamten unterstellten Statthalterschaften abverlangte.
So kann nicht iberraschen, daR sich in einer Inschrift in Hemite>8 ein Mann -
der Name ist nicht erhalten - mit "[X, Solhn des Sarmapiya, der Satrap”
vorstellt. Da es sich bei Sarmapiya um einen mit Sarruma zusammengesetzten,
also luwischen, theophoren Eigennamen zu handeln scheint, diirfte sich hier
ein einheimischer Dymnast als Satrap vorstellen3?. In ahnlicher Weise
bezeichnen Inschriften aus Mylasa die Titigkeit des karischen Dynasten
Maussollos mit égmepuﬂeéewf’on Auch die Amtsfithrung des Lokaldynasten
Zenis in Mysien wird als caspametew bezeichnet und in gleicher Weise die

1 Xen., Hell. I1f 2, 19; vgl. Xexn., Hell. IfT 4, 5; Bengtson 1962, Nr. 219-220.
Eine Behandlung der Autonomieregelungen fiir die ionischen Griechenstadte seit der Eroberung durch
Kyros 1L bis zum Konigsfrieden wiirde den Rahmen dieser Abhandlung sprengen und mul hier
g.;lte;rbleiben (vgl. dazu Bengtson 1962, Nr. 152. 183. 222. 224).
- Hdt. V 118; Xen., Anab. 12, 12; VI 8, 25; Hell. Il 1, 1.

 Harrison 1982, 182; Lemaire 1989, 144 ff. Dieser Dynast hat mit dem kappadokischen Satrapen
?jltames, mit dern ihn Lemaire 2.0. 149 verbinden will, nichts zu tun: Jacobs 1994, 141 f. 153.

" Diod. XVI 42, 1.

> Curt. 1IT 4, 3.

. 6 F}”ye 1972, 90. Dies entspricht weitgehend der Auffassung von Asheri 1991, 46 If., der in der
J‘P:Welhgen Amtsbezeichnung einen Reflex des individuellen Standpunktes, sei es des Bediirfnisses
eines Dynasten nach Selbstaufwertung oder der pragmatischen Auffassung des persischen Konigs,
iélleg will, der die lokalen Dynasten wie Satrapen betrachtet habe, ... con funzioni amministrativi,
;}%Cah e militari essenzialmente identiche a quelle di satrapi ordinari” (47).

;; Xen., Cyr. VI 4, 1,

s Bekanntgemacht durch Dupont-Sommer 1950, 45-47 PL. IV 3; Lemaire 1991, 205.
Ehrzr&li/\uffas'sung von Casabonne 1996, 137, dak die Bezeichnung ,Satrap” in solchen Fallen nur ein
d(;ku ltellsex, de.r keine entsprechende Position innerhalb der persischen Verwaltungshierarchie
,'Satr;nintlere, qu man nicht folgen wollen. Es bleibt nichts anderes iibrig, ais den Terminus
T.);e‘- AP al.s Funktionsbezeichnung der jeweiligen Lokalpotentaten zu begreifen, wofiir die folgenden
SSispiele eine Grundlage bieten.

60, B
Apmiﬂpimg Pashetdoviog Mewoodi(Ajou &EcaBpancdovrog (Lebas / Waddington 377. 378. 379; Syﬂ.g 170).
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seiner Gattin Mania, die ihm im Amt nachfolgtem, So kann es schlieflich auch
nicht iiberraschen, wenn der Fiirst Paphlagoniens kurzerhand als Satrap

bezeichnet wird2,

Andererseits scheint doch klar zu sein, daR im Unterschied zur
nivellierenden Eingliederung, die die Unterstellung einer Provinz unter die
Agide eines Satrapen bedeutete, die Angliederung als "freies” oder
"autonomes” Konigtum Raum fiir individuelle Gestaltung des
Abhdngigkeitverhiltnisses in der Form von Vertrigen lieR. Von solchen ist
denn auch des dfteren die Rede, und auch von vorausgehenden Verhandlungen
erhalten wir in Einzelfallen Nachricht. So ringt Euagoras von Zypern, als er
sich beugen mul, Artaxerxes II. das Zugestindnis ab, daf er zwar Steuern zu
zahlen und Befehlen Folge zu leisten habe, dies aber als Kénig gegeniiber
einem Koénig tun diirfe®3.

Mag das Regelwerk eines solchen Vertrages, wie in diesem Fall zu
vermuten, vielleicht nur mit Worten spielen, die es Euagoras gestatteten, nach
innen das Gesicht und die Autoritédt zu wahren, wihrend mit der Zusicherung
von Gehorsam und Tribut die konsequente Einordnung in die
Verwaltungsstruktur wiederhergestellt wurde, so zeigen andere Beispiele, daR
jene Vertrdge tatsdchlich geeignet waren, das Verhiltnis des angegliederten
Gebietes individuell zu regeln.

Als ein Beispiel ftr diese Art von Abmachungen mag der Fall Athens
dienen. Die Athener hatten 507 v. Chr. beim Satrapen von Sparda Artaphernes
wegen eines Biindnisses gegen die Spartaner und Kleomenes angefragt. Ein
solches Abkommen, so lieR ihnen der Statthalter Bescheid geben, konne nur
zustandekomimen, wenn sie bereit seien, Erde und Wasser zu geben. Dies taten
die Gesandten bedenkenlos, weil sie das Biindnis unbedingt zustandebringen

wollten. Nach ihrer Riickkehr ernteten sie dafiir heftige Kritik64, da wohl
vielen in Athen nicht unbekannt war, auf welchen Handel sie sich damit
eingelassen hatten: Die Gesandten hatten Athens Angliederung ans
Perserreich als autonome Einheit zu verantworten. Welche Verpflichtungen
man bei dieser Gelegenheit eingegangen war, erfahren wir leider nicht,
zumindest aber war die Anerkennung der persischen Oberhoheit der Preis
dafiir, daf sich Persien bereiterklirte, als Schutzmacht Athens gegen die
Lakeddmonier einzustehen. Tribut scheint man indes nicht gezahlt zu haben.
Die Unterstiitzung des Ionischen Aufstands durch Athen bekommt so

eine besondere rechtliche Brisanz®3: Athen hatte rebelliert. Wahrend des
Griechenlandfeldzuges des Xerxes - die Schlacht von Salamis war verloren,
doch die Auseinandersetzung zu Lande stand noch bevor - machte Alexandros

61 Yen., Hell. Il 1, 10. 12.

62 Diod. X1V 11, 3: ... mpdg w6v sazpéamy g [ apheyovicg, ...

63 Diod. XV 9, 2. Tiribazos hatte zu Beginn der Friedensverhandlungen gefordert, daf Euagoras dem
persischen Konig als Sklave (BoOhog) untergeben sein solle; vel. Bengtson 1962, Nr. 252,

64 Hat. v 73.

65 Balcer 1995, 158 £. 177.
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von Makedonien im Auftrag des Mardonios den Athenern ein Angebot®®. Sie
sollten mit cem Konig einen Bund schlieRen und "frei” bleiben. Diese Offerte
trug der aktuellen Situation konsequent Rechnung: Einerseits ging man von
persischer Seite nicht hinter die seinerzeit getroffenen Vereinbarungen, die
Anerkennung der Suprematie Persiens, zuriick; andererseits steigerte man die
Forderungen in Anbetracht der ungewissen militdrischen Lage auch nicht,
sondern erneuerte trotz der vorangegangenen Rebellion das alte Angebot.

Als Schutzmacht haben sich die Perser wohl auch auf Zypern engagiert:
Als Fuagoras die anderen Stadtkonige bedrangte und entmachtete, schickten
Amathus, Soloi und Kition an den Hof um Hilfe, die dann auch gewahrt
wurde67.

Die Funktion als Ordnungsmacht nahm Persien auch nach dem lonischen
Aufstand gegeniiber den griechischen Stidten wahr: Artaphernes, der Satrap
von Sparda, wies die Poleis an, untereinander Vertrage zu schlieRen;
Streitigkeiten sollten auf giitlichem Wege beigelegt werden, was doch wohl
heiRt, dak die Entscheidung in Zweifelsfillen an den Satrapenhof zu delegieren
war®8. AuRerdem setzte der Satrap die Steuern neu fest, wobei allerdings, wie
Herodot zu berichten weik, keine wesenilichen Anderungen vorgenominen
wurden®9. Steuern waren also schon Gegenstand fritherer Vereinbarungen
gewesen: In der Tat 1aRt sich dies dem Bericht des Herodot uber die
Unterwerfung Lydiens durch Kyros III. entnehmen. Im Vorfeld der
militdrischen Auseinandersetzung mit Kroisos und der Eroberung von Sardes
schickte Kyros Gesandte in die ionischen Kiistenstidte, die mit diesen
Vertriage schlieRen sollten. In Anbetracht des noch offenen Ausgangs des
Konfliktes gingen die Griechenstiddte auf das Angebot jedoch nicht ein - mit
einer Ausnahme, nimlich Milets70. Als aber Kroisos besiegt und Sardes in
der Hand der Perser war, entschlossen sich die Griechen, auf das Angebot
zuriickzukommen. Das veranlafte Kyros, so Herodot, die Parabel von den
Fischen zu erzahlen’ 1, die zunichst nicht nach dem Flotespiel tanzen wollten,
dann aber bereitwillig zappelten, als der Flotist sie mit einem Netz aus dem
Wasser gezogen hatte.

Milet hatte mit Kyros Vertrige zu den Bedingungen abgeschlossen, die

auch unter Kroisos gegolten hatten’ 2, und diese sahen mit Sicherheit Tribute
vor, denn es kann als ausgemacht gelten, daf sich der sagenhafte Reichtum des

Kroisos wesentlich aus den Abgaben der Unterworfenen speistemu Und auch

g? H‘dta VI 140: o &hedBepor, fuiv iuanginy cuvBéuevor Suew = B6hov od g,
. Diod. X1V 98, 1-2. Costa 1974, 48 ff.: Wiesehofer 1990, 248 f.; Jacobs 1994, 159 f.
® Hd. .\/I 42. Ahnliche Regelungen sah offensichtlich der sog. Konigsfriede vor: Bei Isocrates
{;amgyncus 175) wird Artaxerxes IL ¢0haf g cipfivng genannt; vgl. Xen., Hell. V 1, 35 £; Tust. VI 6, 1.
Hdt. vI 42; vgl. Diod. ¥ 25, 4. Evans 1976, 344-348 ; Balcer 1995, 193.
Hdt.1141. 143; vgl. Diog. Laert. I 25. Dazu ausfithrlich Balcer 1984, 98 £.

Hdt. 1 141. Hirsch 1986, 222-229.
- Hde 1141,
" Hde 12971
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wenn die Erzdhlung bei Herodot den Eindruck macht, Kyros habe das Angebot
der tibrigen Ilonier, da verspitet, abgelehnt, so muft doch auch mit ihnen
nachtraglich eine Verabredung etwa zu den alten Konditionen
zustandegekommen sein, denn Kyros kehrte, ohne sich weiter um die
Griechenstddte zu kiimmern, nach Ekbatana zuriick. DaR ein Feldherr die
Griechenstadte erst spater unterwerfen solite und dal diese zum Schutz gegen

die Bedrohung Mauern auffithrten’4, palt zwar in die Dramaturgie der durch
die Fischparabel eingeleiteten Erzdhlung, macht aber insgesamt wenig Sinn.
Denn die Errichtung von Verteidigungsanlagen und die damit deutlich
demonstrierte Weigerung, sich Persien zu unterwerfen, hitten Kyros mit
Sicherheit veranlalt, sich der Stadte sofort zu versichern. Und da diese, als
ihre Eroberung wenig spiter tatsdchlich notwendig wurde, bereits intakte
Mauern hatten75, konnen die Befestigungsarbeiten auch nicht erst nach dem
Fall von Sardes begonnen worden sein.

Es kann nur so sein, dal Vertrage mit den Griechenstidten
zustandekamen. Erst die Paktyes-Rebellion und die Tatsache, daf sich die
ionischen Griechen ihr anschlossen, bewogen Kyros, die Eroberung der Stddte
anzuordnen. Inwieweit die Vertrdge anschliefRend modifiziert wurden, ist
schwer auszumachen.

Bisweilen mdgen die Autonomie-Regelungen nur eine Etikette, geradezu
ein Etikettenschwindel gewesen sein und sich allein im Titel des Lokalfiirsten
konkretisiert haben. Bisweilen aber markieren sie gegeniiber anderen
Mitgliedern des Reichsverbandes durchaus greifbare Vergunstigungen76a Die
Betroffenen haben auf ihren Sonderstatus jedenfalls meist aullerordentlichen
Wert gelegt und offenbar auch ideologisch befrachtet.

Auffallig ist ndmlich, daR bei der Eroberung Persiens durch Alexander
den GroRen gerade jene Stamme, die einen derartigen Autonomiestatus hatten,
vielfach ganz entschieden Widerstand leisteten. So mufite Alexander seinen
Eroberungszug von Halikarnass aus fortsetzen, noch bevor er die Verteidiger
der Zitadelle zur Kapitulation zwingen konnte’ /. Die Karer hatten zur

Achamenidenzeit unter eigenen Fiirsten gelebt78. Herodot merkt zwar etwas
geringschatzig an, dalk sie dem Harpagos, dem Feldherrn Kyros’ IIl., keinen

nennenswerten Widerstand entgegengesetzt hétten79, doch fehlte es ihnen, wie

74 y4dr. 1141. 153.

75 Ein Beispiel sind die Mauern der Stadt Phokaia, die der Konig von Tartessos gestiftet haben soll:
Hde. 1163,

76 74 beachten sind in diesem Zusammenhang auch wirtschaftliche Aspekte, auf die Briant 1996, 751
ff., hingewiesen hat.

77 Arr., Anab. I 20-24, 3. Die Eroberung gelingt erst, als Alexander schon in Kilikien weilt (Arr., Anab.
1Is,7).

78 Hdt. v 118; VII 99; Paus. III 11, 3 etc.

79 Hdt. 1174,
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er andernorts zu berichten weill, nicht an Tapferkeitgoa Diirfen wir also
annehmen, dak Kyros IIL an die Karer dhnliche Angebote hatte ergehen lassen
wie an die ionischen Stidte und dak diese vor oder nach der Niederlage des
Kroisos auf sie eingegangen waren? Die Zusage von Autonomieregelungen mag
ihnen diesen Handel relativ leicht gemacht haben. Dadurch dal Alexander den
Karern nun Ada als Satrapin aufzudringen versuchte, wire er mit den
bestehenden Vereinbarungen in Konflikt geraten.

Fine weitere Barriere nicht vom persischen Konig selbst organisierten
Widerstands fand sich in Phonikien, wo sich Tyros mit grofter
Entschiedenheit gegen Alexander zur Wehr setzte und erst nach langwieriger
Belagerung genommen werden konnte. Um sich den Weg durch das Uxiergebiet
in die Persis zu bahnen, mufte Alexander ein Blutbad unter den Uxiern
anrichten, und auch die Kossier fielen einem Massaker zum Opfer. Auf das
stirkste militdrische Engagement wihrend des gesamten Eroberungszuges
stieR Alexander in Baktrien, dem letzten Riickzugsgebiet der
Achimenidendynastie unter Artaxerxes V. Bessos, dies nicht zuletzt deshalb,
weil Bessos von den kriegstiichtigen, bislang autonomen Saken unterstiitzt

wurde81. SchlieRlich setzte man in den vier indischen Satrapien - Gadara,
Tatagu¥, Hidus und Maka - Alexander Widerstand entgegen, auch wenn dieser,
sieht man vom "guten” Inderkonig Poros ab, wegen der rickstindigen
Kriegstechnik keine ernsthafte Behinderung darstellite; das Gebiet jener
Provinzen war namlich in zahlreiche autonome Firstentiimer aufgesplittertgz.

Diese Konstante, der Widerstand so vieler "freier” Volker gegen
Alexander, 14Rt sich nur dadurch erkliaren, daR jene Stamme wirklich
Privilegien zu verlieren hatten oder sich an das mit dem formalen Status
verbundene Selbstverstindnis klammerten.

Eine Form derartiger Privilegien sei abschlieRend genannt: Als sich
Alexander Paphlagonien niherte, kam ihm in Ankyra eine Gesandtschaft
entgegen, die einen Vertrag (épohoyic) anbot, wenn er dafiir darauf verzichte,
ihr Gebiet zu betreten. Alexander willigte ein und Paphlagonien wurde

?hfygien am Hellespont angeschlossen&?’u Mit den Karduchen scheint es zur
Achidmenidenzeit eine dhnliche Vereinbarung gegeben zu haben: Tissaphernes
brach die Verfolgung der 10.000 Griechen unter Xenophon an der Grenze ihres

Sebietes ab84. Als Gegenleistung moégen sich die Karduchen - u.a.? - zur
Je?resf(ﬂge verpflichtet haben; ihre Teilnahme an der Schlacht von Gaugamela
aul persischer Seite wurde bereits erwahnt. Unter diesem Aspekt mag sogar
die zweifelhafte Behauptung, der persische Konig habe sich fiir den Durchzug

80 4
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’\"\’Ohird;e v 518—121a Nach dem Tonischen Aufstand haben sie sich sehr energisch gegen die Perser zur
setzt
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durch Usxier- oder Kossiergebiet Geld abpressen Iassengs, einen wahren Kern
haben, da hiermit gegebenenfalls eine Einschrankung vertraglich vereinbarter
territorialer Integritat gegeben wire, die eine entsprechende Kompensation
forderte.

Ergebunisse

Die Begriffe "frei” und "autonom” werden in der antiken Literatur
schlagwortartig benutzt, um den Sonderstatus von Provinzen, Regionen oder
Stadten innerhalb des Achamenidenreichs zu beschreiben. Obligatorische
Voraussetzung fiir die Verwendung dieser Attribute ist das Privileg, von einer
lokalen Autoritit vertreten zu sein. Dieser formale Status wurde vermutlich
aus naheliegenden Griinden gern betont und hiufig ideologisch befrachtet. Die
Folge ist, daR die Regierung durch einen Lokalfiirsten plakativ als "Freiheit”
oder "Autonomie” deklariert wurde, was in den Quellen entsprechenden
Niederschlag gefunden und auf diesem Wege noch das moderne Geschichtsbild
beeinfluft hat. Das Beispiel Kilikiens etwa scheint indes zu lehren, dafl
zwischen Dynasten- und Satrapenherrschaft bisweilen de facto kaum
Unterschiede bestanden haben.

In anderen Fillen steckten hinter der Etikettierung jedoch Absprachen,
die qualitative Unterschiede festschrieben. In solchen Vertrigen war fallweise
geregelt, ob und in welchem Umfang der Pflicht zu Tributleistungen und
Heeresfolge nachzukommen war, andererseits aber auch, welche
Verpflichtungen und Gebote fiir die persische Seite galten. Zu diesen konnte
die Respektierung territorialer Integritit gehoren, ferner die Funktion einer
Ordnungsmacht, die innenpolitische Streitigkeiten schlichtete und entschied,
oder die einer Schutzmacht gegen dufere Bedrohung. Von derartigen
Vereinbarungen fassen wir allerdings selten mehr als die Oberflache.

85 Siehe oben Anm. 16. 17.
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LOCAL POWERS AND PERSIAN MODEL IN ACHAEMENID
CILICIA: A REASSESSMENT
(Lev. 7-8)

*Olivier CASABONNE

Documentation and interpretative problems

In a recent study (Casabonne 1996a), I have presented and catalogued
the Cilician iconographical documents, dating back to the Achaemenid period
(above all to the 5th and 4th cent. B.C.), where a Persian influence can be seen.
The documents are coins, relieves and the single terracotta found in the region
(from a grave in Kelenderis)l. I have tried to distinguish:

- First, the images directly referring to the central power : there are the
Great King running (Fig. 1) or fighting a lion (Fig. 2), the Persian lancers (Fig.
3) and archers (Fig. 4), and Ahuramazda (Fig. 5) on coins struck in the cities
of Cilicia Pedias.

- Secondly, the Persian motives : the griffin (Fig. 6) and the field chair
of Baal and Tarkumuwa (Fig. 7-8) on coins struck in Tarsus.

- Thirdly, very persianized local images : it is the case of Aphrodite in
Nagidus, on military coins struck by Pharnabazus ca. 380-375 B.C. (Fig. 9).
The goddess is dressed like an Iranian woman. Nergal of Tarsus wears the
costume of Persian guards, sometimes a tiara (Fig. 10).

- Finally, the so-called "Graeco-Persian" images : one bas-relief found
in the vicinity of Silifke (now in Adana Museum), where we see a hunting
scene with horses, and the Iranian-dressed rider, identified with the Tarsian
dynast, on coins struck in Tarsus. The man rides, on the obverse, sometimes a
walking horse (Fig. 11), sometimes a galloping one when he fights a Greek
hoplite on the reverse (Fig. 12). Concerning the "Graeco-Persian" documents,
M. Root (1991: 1) has shown that they correspond to "a representational
expression emanating from the imperial centre”. In Cilicia, the best example
iS surely the ploughing scene on Tarsian coins (Fig. 13) referring to the
Persian royal ideology of the King-Farmer. We know a cylinder-seal, maybe
from Iran, where the same motive appears (Fig. 14).

i Among the Persian, persianized or "Graeco-Persian" images, the relieves
found at Meydancikkale are a special case. We see, on two blocks, two
processions of five men each, carrying indistinct objects (crockery 7) and
converging on a probable entrance of a building or a room guarded by two
lancers sculpted on a small side of each block (Fig. 15). The offering-carriers
i‘tﬂd the lancers are bearded, wear the Achaemenid court robe and the Persian
tiara. We can establish, here, a link between these relieves and the tributary
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procession at Persepolis. But, in the Persian capital, people in Persian dress
are never represented as tributaries. The Persepolitan model exists at
Meydancikkale but that does not mean a Persian presence.

In my recent study, I tried to demonstrate that, if we find a so important
Persian iconography in Cilicia during Achaemenid period, it is because the
Persian King imposed his models and his life style not only to his satraps
(Xen., Cyr. VIIL.6.10-14) but also on the local dynasts and aristocracies. From
a local point of view, the reference to the Persian model is a sign of loyalty
and submission. I would like, now, to reassess this problem of acculturation.
As N. Wachtel (1974) demonstrated, a process of acculturation generates a
great variety and a hierarchy of political situations which have, sometimes,
nothing to do with any "imperial" conguest. Recently, P. Briant (1996: 576),
from the Lycian example, wondered what links exist between the cultural
borrowings and the Achaemenid political influence. Lycian dynasts escaped
sometimes the Persian domination but their art could be, at the same time,
very persianized : "Les études iconographiques sont elles-mémes pleines

d'embiiches, insistant tantdt sur les influences athéniennesz, tantot sur
I'influence achéménide. Mais quels rapports peut-on établir entre ces
emprunts culturels et I'influence politique achéménide ? Peut-étre n'y en a-t-
il aucun a proprement parler, surtout si l'on admet que ces ceuvres [lyciennes]
ont été produites 2 un moment ou la Lycie s'est détachée de la tutelle perse
(...). Il est tout a fait frappant de constater que les batiments xanthiens, que
l'on date généralement des années postérieures 2 480-470, sont porteurs
d'influences achéménides trés notables. Mais cette adéquation n'implique pas
nécessairement une soumission dans I'ordre politique, pas plus que 1'adoption
de motifs grecs ne présuppose une quelcongque adhésion aux intéréts athéniens
dans la région". More recently, and concerning my recent study (Casabonne
1996a), P. Briant (1997: 102) specifies that I "témoigne d'une prudence
interprétative recommandable, et méme d'un scepticisme de bon aloi sur les
rapports entre diffusion des images et implantation du pouvoir impérial”. But,
it seems to P. Briant that I "pousse le balancier trop loin dans le sens inverse
a propos des reliefs de Meydancikkale (p. 136-139), oubliant le caractére trés
spécifique de ces reliefs, les seuls de type persépolitain 2 avoir été trouvés
dans les provinces : s'il est vrai qu'on ne peut pas en déduire mécaniguement
qu'il s'agissait de la résidence d'un satrape perse, il convient, dans la méme
logique et avec la méme cohérence, de refuser de postuler qu'il s'agissait de la
résidence d'un dynaste local au service des Perses | Une chose au moins est
stire, c'est qu'il est extrémement risqué, voire imprudent, de tirer des
inférences politiques datées du seul examen d'un témoignage iconographique
isoié". Even if the position of P. Briant seems to me the wisest, we must not
forget that the so-called "Persepolitan" relieves in Meydancikkale do not
constitute a "document isolé". If we get them into a historical, archaeclogical
and geographical context, they are not so much isclated as P. Briant seems to

2 But, during Classical times, does a Greek artistic influence necessarily mean an Athenian one ?
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suggest. But, before coming back to this problem of acculturation, we must
consider firstly the Cilician political situation as for the local powers.

A political plurality

According to Xenophon (Cyr. VIL4 and 6), there was not a Persian
conquest of Cilicia. The inhabitants of the region became allied, between the
conquest of Sardis in 546 and the fall of Babylon in 539, with Cyrus the Great
who left them their own dynasts. So, there is a political continuation between
the neo-Babylonian period and the Achaemenid times. Around 585, when
Cilicia is within the neo-Babylonian empire, we see the Tarsian dynast, whose
title is syennesis (Casabonne 1996b : 111, n. 2), and Labynetus of Babylon
helping the Medes and the Lydians to sign a peace treaty (Hdt. L.74). After the
creation of the Achaemenid empire, we meet, in Classical sources, on several
occasions, different syennesis, called hyparchos or basileus of the Cilicians
till 401 (Hdt. V.118, VIL98, IX.107 ; Asc., Persians, 327 ; Xen., Anab. 1.2.12-
27 : Diod. XIV.20 ; Ctesias, Persika § 63). The syennesis' palace (ta basileia) is
in Tarsus (Xen., Anab. 1.2.26) and the dynasty have family relations with the
Carian nobility (Hdt. V.118). So, when the Tarsian dynast dies at the battle of
Salamis, in 480, the Persian Great King replaces him with a Carian aristocrat
who receives the "government (arché) of all Cilicia" (Hdt. X.7). In 401, the
Tarsian dynast submits to Cyrus the Younger, the satrap of Sardis, who fights
against his brother, the Great King Artaxerxes. It has long been assumed that
Artaxerxes replaces, after his victory, the syennesis with a Persian satrap
because the title syennesis never appears anymore in the Classical sources
after 401 (see the hypothesis in Casabonne 1995). As I have tried to
demonstrate (ibidem), this thesis is not admissible. First, a possible
nomination of a Persian satrap does not mean the disappearance of the local
powers. Secondly, the Tarsian coins with the image of the Iranian-dressed
rider were struck before and after 401 B.C. (Casabonne forthcoming). If the
rider is well a representation of the Tarsian dynast, the dating of the coins
proves his existence after the Cyrus' revolt. Thirdly, we must take the
political personality of Tarkumuwa into account : he was often identified with
Datames, a Persian from Caria, but we think now he was a local dynast only
j‘@0‘/‘\/1& by his Cilician coins (see Le Rider 1997, and my thesis : La Cilicie 2
I'époque achéménide, Toulouse 1998). Tarkumuwa could be inserted in the
syennesis' dynasty. Finally, we know, from Aramean inscriptions, the
D;robable existence, in the 4th cent. B.C., of several local powers to be
distinguished from the syennesis. At Hemite, on the Ceyhan (anc. Pyramus), H.
Bossert (1950) found an inscription mentioning a "satrap" whose father's
fame is totally Luwian : Sarmapiya (Lemaire 1991, contra Dupont-Sommer
195(1 who read SNMPY and understood this name as an Iranian one in -piya).
*’Ekfew the title "satrap" is not necessarily equivalent to a Persian imperial
it'a”msc It is a title worn not only by a responsible of a satrapy but also by
f—“}igh an local dignitaries (Pognon 1917 : 397 ; Stolper 1985 : 58 ; Briant 1996 ;
7 33 and 1041. See also Strabo XV.3.18). Recently, M. Sayar has found another
Aramean inscription, near Hemite, where another Sarmapiya is mentioned.

[@0)
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After A, Lemaire (19932 : 11-14), we can identify these two Sarmapiya with
some representatives of local potentates. According to Strabo (XIV.5.18),

Kastabalis3 and the northern Amanus region were always governed by tyrants

and dynasts whose Tarkondimotos became the kurios* under the beginning of
the Roman rule in Cilicia. Another Aramean inscription, dating back also to

the 4th ceng, B.C., found at Bahadirli, near Karatepe, aitests the existence of a
"state-temple" of Kubaba whose capital is Kastabala (act. Bodrum Kalesi)
during the Persian period (Dupont-Sommer 1964). We know from another
Anatolian examples that the Great priest (archiereus) of a "state-temple”
could be a real dynast (ex. : Comana in Cataonia, Olba in Rough Cilicia) or that
a local dynast could play an important role in the life of the sanctuary (ex. :
Pessinus in Galatia with Deiotarus, sanctuary of Hermes Korykios in Korykos
in Rough Cilicia with Archelaeus)Sﬂ In Rough Cilicia, an Aramean inscription,
found in the Lamus valley near the village of Sariaydin, mentions the probable
existence of a local dynast named Wasunas (WSWNS), son of Appuasy ("PWSY)
and grandson of Wasunag (Heberdey-Whilhelm 1896 : 92-93 ; KAT® : no. 261 :
Gibson 1975 : no. 35). It can be established a link between this Appualy, the
name of Epyaxa (the syennesis’ wife in 401 B.C.) and the Appualu who is the
dynast of Pirindu during the neo-Babylonian period. According to the practice
of the 'papponymy' in Antiquity, attested by the Sariaydin inscription, we can
consider the existence of a local dynasty in Rough Cilicia, the later Ketis,
from the 6h to the 4th cent. B.C. (Casabonne 1996b : 111-115).

So, Cilicia seems to have been politically plural. To the dynasts and the
"state-temple"” of Kubaba, we must add, maybe, the other "state-temple" of
Olba, even if we do not know anything about it before the 3¢ d cent. B.C., and
all the coastal cities essentially known by their coins : Nagidus, Kelenderis,
Holmi, Soli, Tarsus77 Mallus and Issus. This plurality of the local powers
exists since the neo-Assyrian period. Azitiwada, who inscribed his name on
the bilingual inscriptions at Karatepe, is not the king of the whole of Cilicia
but only a kind of 'vassal' of Awariku/Urikki who is mentioned in the
Assyrian texts as the king of Kuwe, the Assyrian name of Cilicia Pedias, in

the second half of the 8th cent. B.C. (see Bron 1976, especially p. 163). During
the 9th cent. B.C., the Assyrian king Salmanazzar HI fights Tulli of Tanakum

3 From an inscription (Heberdey-Wilhelmn 1896 : 28, no. 66, 1. 5), the region around Kastabala and
between the Ceyhan, the Taurus and the Amanus, is named Kastabalis, but not «Castabalitide» (Briant
1996 : 731).

4 About Tarkondimotos' dynasty in the 158 cent. B.C., see : Dagron-Feissel 1987 : 67-71 (with references)
; Hill 1900 : 237-238 (for coinage) ; Robert 1964,

=4

2 For the Anatolian sanctuaries and «state-temples», see Debord 1982 and Boffo 1985. Specially for the
sanctuary in Korykos, see Hicks 1891 : 243-256, no. 27 ; Heberdey-Wilhelm 1896 : 71-79, Recently,
after Ph. Houwink Ten Cate (1961), G. Dagron and D. Feissel have proved that the honoured god in
Korykos, during the Hellenistic and Roman periods, was Hermes (Luwian Runta) but not Zeus (Luwian
Tarhunt) as R. Heberdey and A. Wilhelm have proposed.

f KAI = Donner-Roliig 1964.

7 We must distinguish the city of Tarsus and the kingdom of the syennesis.
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in Cilicia. This Tulli is not the dynast of the whole of Cilicia but only what P.
Desideri and A. Jasink (1990 : 132) call a "vasallo di Kate", the real king of

Kuwe (ARAB I : no. 5838)5 Later, in the beginning of the 7th cent. B.C., the
Assyrian king Essarhaddon subdues Sanduarri of Kundi and Sizzi (ARAB II :
nos. 513, 528 and 552), two Cilician places respectively identified with
classical Kyinda-Anazarbos (act. Anavarza) and Sision (act. Kozan) or Issus
(act. Kinet Huyiik) (Casabonne 1997 : 38-41, contra Bing 1985). Sanduarri is
not called the king of Kuwe whose name, at this period, is unfortunately
unknown. During the Iron Age, when Cilicia is within the neo-Assyrian
empire, we find in the region a local political organisation comparable with
the system we know in Cappadocia at the same time. Assyrian texts (ARAB 1:
nos. 579, 772, 801-802 & ARAB II : no. 25 ; Naster 1938) and hieroglyphic
Hittite inscriptions (see Hawkins 1969 and, now, Jasink 1995 : 128-153) show
us some Cappadocian kinglets totally in service of higher dynasts, themselves
in a relation of submission with the neo-Assyrian king. There is not only a
plurality of local powers but it exists also a hierarchy of political situations.
That could be the same phenomenon in Cilicia from the neo-Assyrian period
till the Macedonian conquest. We have, in the region, a concentric vision of
powers. For example, if Epyaxa is a princess of Rough Cilicia, as we recently
suggested (Casabonne 1996b), she is also the syennesis'wife. Epyaxa could
represent her own territory next to Cyrus the Younger like the power of
syennesis. The prerogatives of the Tarsian dynast could stretch as fas as
Rough Cilicia and Pamphylia during Achaemenid period, even if there local
powers exist. The study of the countermarks on coins struck in Cilicia and
Pamphylia attests that, around 380-360 B.C., the Tarsian dynast, identified
with Tarkumuwa, dominated so much the Cilician and Pamphylian regional
capitals that he transformed the local monetary politics in Selge, Aspendus,
Side, Nagidus, Kelenderis, Holmi, Soli, Tarsus, Mallus and Issus (Callatay
forthcoming). But, in the end of the first quarter of the 4th cent. B.C,,
Tarkumuwa could assume the responsibilities of a real satrap, as it is the
case, at the same period, of the Hekatomnids in Caria. Tarkumuwa, a syennesis,
was a local dynast for the Cilicians and a satrap for the Persian King. He could
habe been replaced by Mazday, an Iranian satrap, between ca. 360-333, but
that does not mean the disappearance of the other local powers known by

inscriptions dating back to the 40 cent. B.C.

Conqguest and acculturation
4 If we take the Cilician political plurality into consideration, it is
interesting to come back to Meydancikkale. The site, named Kirfu during Iron
!ff\%e and Achaemenid times, was a regional and royal capital of Appuasu, the
ﬂﬁl&st of Pirindu, who rebelled against the neo-Babylonian central power. The
?Emcipal capital of Appuafu was Ura. The historians situate it at Olba
\Ramsay 1929 ; Wiseman 1956 ; Bing 1969), at Kelenderis (Beal 1992) or at {or

8
ARAB = Luckenhbill 1926 (vol. I or Ti).
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around) Silifke (Davesne-Lemaire-Lozachmeur 1987 ; Lemaire 1993b). The
last hypothesis seems to be the most admissible one, according to the
archaeological results in the vicinity of Silifke and to Classical sources
(Steph. Byz. : s.v. Seleukeia). We can consider that Kirfu was a kind of yayla
for the dynasty of Appua3u : the local power stayed near the coast during
Winter and lived in the mountains during Summer, when the temperatures are
too much hot and the climate too moist at the seashore. Moreover, it often rains
and snows at Meydancikkale and the principal building, in the middle of the

sit